22

tion which could be performed by a cooperative or federation for
nonmembers. '

In the interest of conservation of the committee’s time, we will not
go into detail with respect to these legislative proposals. A number of
them are described in the report (No. 115 52) issued by the Senate Com-
mittee on Commerce, in reporting on S. 752.

This bill resulted from consideration by the Senate committee of
a subcommittee print also described in the report. In its report to the
committee on that subcommittee print, the Department of Agriculture

sugge a number of revisions. As pointed out in the committee’s
1'@1)01t, all of these i yere adopted in S 2 as reported by the

1 p 18 of the report)
that it had been adwsed ﬂmt ﬂl . . 752 “would be accept-
able to the Interstate Commerce 001111n1s%1011, throe m‘um f‘um Uroupq

Councﬂ of Fmrmer Coopomtlve%. Ame an F rm Bureau Fe Jer anon,

National Grange—as well as by the carriers—the f&merlmn Trucking
Associations and Association of American Railroads.”

“ e are qmte sure thq’r those nfuned above, as well as others who

als in the past, were

the Interﬁhte

oal

opemfom m‘tsquerftdmo as bana ﬁde agr]

Similarly, most parties were ag ’ 0
the scope of the exemption. It is probably fair also to state that in
accomplishing these objectiv 0‘;, (ﬂ] 0{' those named above, as well as
the Depart ould hav cation or variation

‘ore this commi

ts to accept this approach to the ac-
comph‘:hmentq of the obje s would appear to us to be a rather
strong endorsement of the bill. The Department recommends its enact-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to comment briefly on this question of
the limitation contained in S. 752. In doing so, I would like to clarify,
first, transportation operations performed bv cooperatives which gen-
erally are not subject to any controversy. They do transport propmty
belonging to the cooperatives or the federation or property of the
members of the cooperative federation. They also transport, and this

t been subject to controversy, incidental amounts for other non-
r farmers.
ey also on occasion enter into reciprocal transportation; in other
words, haul on a backhaul from an outbound movement, a load of
traffic for another cooperative back in the same direction.

Now, other than this traffic there is the traffic which I would refer to
as controversial traffic. This is traffic which would normally be handled
by regulated motor carriers or by other common carriers. It is this
traffic which has been subject to controversy.

Under this bill, if a cooperative or federation does not transport any
of this so-called controversial traffic it is not subject to a limitation un-
der this bill. In other words, it may haul e‘{empt traffic under section
203 (b) (6) of the act just as any private carrier may transport this
traffic without limit, but if the coopemtlve elects to er n trans-
portation of this so-called controversial traffic then it is subject to
certain limitations.




