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MHE COMMITMENT of govern-

ment to a, cheap food policy is

well-known, bt propesals for con-
finuing it are bard te comprehend.

Generally, they would compel
consumers to pay mare for food and
laxes, without helping farmers very
mitch, )

Congress has rejected legislation
desigmed to assure 100 per cent of
parity for farmers, on condition that

sahey would cut acerages planted to
. apecified crops in half.
" The theory seems to be that dou-
ling the price on hall as much
would produce more income [or
Aarmers. Farmers say they need
igure ncome, but how would: this
'gfirl of mathematics produce it?

‘One thing is_evident. Taxpayers

li be involved in Jarger subsi- -

"-ﬁi for farmers producing less
food, in spite of early assertions hy
striking farimers that they did not
.Pm subsidies. -
%Ih&ldl% wnu"]d be required un-
de:l such plans, becayse consumers
come in large voting blocs and thgy
wouhd not guietly wateh food pricss
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soar 2 percent or more. They aren't
quiet now about predictions that re-

tail fnod prices may rise & to & per-

coant in 1978,

President Carter's proposals don't
seem to be very different from the
defeated plan. Carter proposes to
cut foed output and raise farm in-
come some 34 hillion. His plan in-
cludes higher deficit payments to
farmers who can't et fair market
prices.

Consumers complain that they
are having a hard time keeping up
with inflation and many claim that
it now takes two 320 bills to buy
food they used o get for one.

This might be true, but they fail ta
note that they may be earning three
or four §20 bills for doing work that
tormerly paid them just one. Wages
hecome inflated, too.

Sinee only about 17 percent of the
average family’'s income is spent for
loed, an increass of 5 percent in pay
is ot offset by a 5 percent (nerease
in the cost of food, Tt would take
about 25 pereent rise in food prices
10 offset a 5 percent pay rajse.

However, the gain n income could
b and often is wiped out.in
tirety by a combination ‘of higher
taxes, higher prices on fdod, | hous-

As long as government is d
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Federal price manipulati are )

in government warehousées,
dies, acreage controls and
high ar low loan rates.

Like cheap energy, cheap fo
terms of long-remembered depres-
sion price levels iz gone forever. Be-
cause food costs are highly
politicians will perpetuate th
sion that they are trying to do 3ome-
thing about it in fighting inflatjon,

Their predocessors won votes hy
aliernately speaking up for fanmers
and consumers. The same scheme
may work in the futurd’



