
Click here for Full Issue of EIR Volume 13, Number 26, June 27, 1986

© 1986 EIR News Service Inc. All Rights Reserved. Reproduction in whole or in part without permission strictly prohibited.

Agriculture byMarciaMeny 

Who elected Orville Freeman? 
The cartels officially take over U.S. food policy, for the explicitly 
genocidal aims of Freeman, et al. 

The "Agexport '86" exhibit and 
conference at the U. S. Department of 
Agriculture on June 16-20, officially 
marked the takeover of U. S. agricul
ture production and foreign food pol
icy by the international cartel compa
nies, tied to the current "New Yalta" 
orientation to the Soviet Union. Most 
prominent in this brazen usurpation of 
U. S. food power is former Secretary 
of Agriculture Orville Freeman, who 
for decades has been the helping hand 
for the cartel companies, and their 
needs around the world. 

Since his days in Washington in 
the Kennedy and Johnson administra
tions in the 1960s, Freeman has done 
his dirty work from New York, through 
his company; Business International, 
Inc. Now, since January of this year, 
Freeman has moved back to Washing
ton, D. C., joined the Washington of
fice of his old Minneapolis-based, 
Cargill-connected law firm, and as
sumed the chairmanship of a new base 
of operations, the Agriculture Council 
of America. 

It was announced at the Agexport 
conference on June 17, that the Agri
culture Council of America, and Or
ville Freeman, will "voluntarily" serve 
as the policy-formulation and action 
group on food exports for the govern
ment, beginning this summer, after the 
expiration of the two-year term of the 
current policy advisory committee, the 
National Commission on Agriculture 
Trade and Export Policy. 

You may ask, who eleCted Free
man? No one even appointed him. But 
he intends to run the show. Since Jan
uary, he has been shuttling around the 
country, and between Washington 
government offices, using Qis rhetori� 
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about how an' "action triangle" of food, 
commercial trade, and economic pro
grams for selected countries, 'should 
be pursued by combining the powers 
of the State Department, the USDA, 
and the Trade Commissioner for the 
purpose-which he does not say-of 
totally controlling their food supplies 
and guaranteeing profits to the cartels. 

In the case of Mexico, for exam
ple, Freeman says it should be made 
into multibillion-dollar food import
ers from the United States He calls for 
a special agriculture adviser to the 
government (mandated by the new 
farm law). The Commission itself calls 
for a new department of trade for this 
purpose. 

At the Agexport conference, the 
Commission released a document with 
the same Freeman policy perspective,· 
"Executive Summary of the Report to 
the ,President and Congress of the 
United States of America, Concluding 
Recommendations of the National 
Commission on Agricultural Trade and 
Export Policy ," containing their pro
posals for trade policy. 

The food export policy now being 
implemented in Washington, D. C. , 
under the new farm law, "Food Secu
rity Act of 1985," was heavily influ
enced by the Commission ,and is di
rected in the' way Freeman intends: 
Cut U. S. food output, drastically re
duce the number of independent farms, 
tum over control of food production 
and distribution to the cartel group, 
alienate our NATO and other food
producing allies, and watch people 
starve. 

However, in the doublespeak ter
minology of the conference" this pol
icy was described as: "eliminating food 

, surpluses ,1 lowering farm prices to be 
more ,coll}petitive, and using export 
enhancement 'tools' to fight back for
eign-export competition." 

A State Department speaker at the 
conference, Dennis Avery, agricul
ture specialist, said, "Without more 
effective flUTIl trade rules in the future, 
the world runs the risk of diverting 
badly needed capital into more and 
more high�cost farm production, stor
age of yet more expensive farm sur
pluses, aed more debilitating farm 
trade condicts. " 

V arialions on this theme were re
peated ovqr and over again throughout 
the conference sessions, in which 
many coqgtessmen and farm repre
sentativesilliso participated to add an 
aura of puplic approval. 

Howeter, the exhibit was just the 
public wipdow dressing for private 
policy drives that are already, literal
ly, treaSOl1ously undermining the eco
nomic an�strategic interests of the na
tion. 

Look fit the hosts of the confer
ence-th� National Commission on 
Agriculture Trade and Export Policy, 
officially formed in August 1984, by 
mandate Of Congress, to design new 
foreign tIlde policies in the face of 
declining U. S. exports. The Commis
sion was funded and led by interna
tional c�l interests, who made cer
tain, over �e last two years to ignore 
or play dqwn the role of their associ
ated agenqies, such as the Internation
al MonetaO' Fund and World Bank, in 
imposing �e loan conditionalities and 
looting p<?licies that led to the food 
trade dec¢ases. The backers of the 
Commissipn in this category includes: 
Gamac Gl1Ilin Co. , Inc. (the U. S. arm 

of Andre, ;the Swiss-based grain car
tel), W. R. Grace & Co. , and Conti
nental Gr�in Co. (the European oli
garchy-ow.ned grain cartel, based in 
New YorlGsince World War II). 
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