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" You who are on the Front |ine of research are well aware that American
grfculfure this year is facing a great challenge. -You know the job that has
o be done, and you've already laid the groundwork for it,

You know, too, that farmers have learned to depend on research. They are
looking to your laboratories and field plots for the proved findings that make
it possible to meet the goals of the furure, Jjust as your work in the past
vmakes lf possibie to meef the gcaxs of {952,

The current goals in terms of bushels and pounds of agricultural procucts
have been wel | pubticized. They mean -~ if fhey are to be met -~ that we must
produce 15 percent more coirn this year then in 1951; 29 percent more grain
sorghum; 5 percent more cotfon; I8 percent more wheet; i2 percent more flax-
seed, and so on. We need to set new records in livestock production. In
1fofal the quantities of food, feed, and fiber needed make !t necessary for
farmers fhls year fo produce more than has ever bezore been produced xn any

yea r. _ N -

Stated this way, it sounds like other challenges our farmers have heard,
and met, in the past. Buf their very success in World War |l and the uneasy
Ayears following has creaved a still greater challenge for agrlculfural research.
lf Ts fhns challenge 1 want to explore wnfh you foday° - : =

1'f we Jook’ back, we see how farm producf'on since 1940 has toppled one
record affer another, Crop yields per acre in the last |2 years have shof up.
'Producfxon reached a peak in 1948 ans has rema:ned ‘near that peak ever since.
‘Last ‘year's total was the third highest ‘on record. "And it was done on‘'a - -
smal ler harvested acreage than in any of the last 9 years. ’

This was possible tecause of high yields per acre -- the second highest
on record in spite of some bad weather and a drop in the number of ferm
workers., Research helped to meke this possibie. Ycu who ere engaged in re-
search can take justifiabie’ pr»de in the fact that your work has helped sc
conspicuously to make the American farm productive,

Technology and research have lifted production efficiency fo a high point
where in 195} a lifttle over 10 miilion farm workers were feeding the 155
million peonie in the United States -- and providing for expcrts -~ or a ratio
of one wgrker on the farm producing enough for himself and over |4 ofhers,

Compare that with the situation 20 years ago, when cne farm worker pro-
duced enough for himself and 10 cthers; or 50 years ago when one person cn the
farm produced ensugh for himself and only 7 others. It makes ciear how pro-
duction efficiency has advenced, and it mekes clear that the rate of accelera-
tion has been ircraasing. '

N 3 But the fcod requirements show we haven't been accelerating fast enough,
Welve got to go even faster,




The new al|-time h'qh farm producflon needed fhls year ca!ls for aé
percenf increase over last year's excelient output. “A simple way to increa
total crecp producf:on ‘6 percent is to increase the crop acreage 6 percent.
But we caen't do that, Very little new [and can be put into cultivation thi
year., We can expect some help by using cropland now idle, and by more doub
cropring, especially in the South., We can adc some new tand through drainag
ctearing of brush and woodland, and new irrigation. Even so, the physical 2
task of conversion is such that we can expect to increase the cultivated ac

age at the most by less than 2 percenf including that to be added from the
idle acreage, :

‘

That leaves a 4 percent increase that must be cobtained some other way, -
How will the job be done? By hard work, and by using knowl|edge devejoped fro
research to get more producticn to the acre. The gains made so far in aare
yields, if converted into acres harvested, mean that we have been adding on

the average through improved technology the production equivalent of about 5
million acres at |950 yields.

And that brings the 1952 challenge r:ghf down to alt agruou!fural
workers as well| as fo farmers.,-~~= e ,

To do fhus JOb farmers musf be more efflcnenf fhan ever. The farm labo
force probably will continue to shrink because of competing demands for man
power. Shortages are inevitable.in some supplies, equipment, pesflcxdes, and
fertilizers., .Farmers face h:gher operaf;ng cosfs.Aw;
lncreased eff|C|pncy on‘fhe farm musf be reflecred all a!onq fhe lvne
1f we are to use most fu!ly our resources, both producflve and: dlsfrlbutuve,A
both must be efficient... ~Inefficient distribution means hxgher prices to con-
sumers or lower returns to producers. Ye must feed our divestock more .. .
‘ efficiently, cut losses from diseases, and .insects, and reduce !osses in har—

vesting,- storing,..and marketing our. suoplnes.; But the immediate. prob!em I's
production,

The preblem in the case of cotton and feed grains l!lusfrafes the
situation, Here are the critical points.

Stocks of cotton at the beginning of this crop year were the lowest in 3
25 years, They are below normai needs -- and these are not normal times, 1
The goal has been set at 16 miilion bales. This is 5 percent more than was ;
produced in {95|. |t must come from about the same acreage as |ast year, ;
That means we must produce 5 percent more coftfon on each acre. '

The 1952 goals also put special emphasis on feed grains to support our :
larae and increasing number of |ivestock. With a goal of |5 percent more corn, ﬁ
we can expect only about 6 percent more corn acreage because of essential
competing demands for land. Fcr example, [ivestock needs require thet, in
addition to feed greins, there also be a high.level of production cof grasses
and roughage. A fair share of the land must go to this purposs. To reach the
aoal, therefore, every acre of aveilable land must produce 4 bushels mcre than
we averagad in the |940-49 periccd. With grain sorghums the story is the same.
Although sorghum acreage is expected to increase, we need to get afmost 3
bushels more from each acre than was obtained during the '40's
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You who are doing research on weed control have one of the brggesf
ipporfunxfzes to help farm production, not only in 1952, but in the years to:
'come. The tol! taken by weeds is a big one., Just how big is hard to figure.
Recent experiments in Chio, however, shcw what it means. A corn field
ffreafed chemically to control weeds produced ||| bushels to the acre. A
tsimilar plot with weeds uncontrolied produced 87 bushels. The difference of
E04 bushels represents the |oss caused by weeds.

. 3 in another ekperimenf weed competition reduced yields from 80 to 30
fbushels, a |oss of 4lbbushels or more than half the crop.

e ofher way,

devejoped fry:'- " Work renorted from South Carolina is even more striking. With 2,4-D to
=far '? 2ore 3 control weeds, 33 bushels per acre were procduced on lend that yielded only 9
*n adding on ' i sheis when weeds were unchecked,

it of about 5 ¥
g The Southern States have a big corn pctential. With better cultural

i - 48 practices, including better weed confrol, develcpment of adapted hybrids, anc

fural ... 3% petter fertilization practices, corn yields here are rapidly going up.

Effective weed control, then, can help us to reach those higher ylelds we
need. But the use of chem:cals goes beyond .that. The fight against weeds has
gone on for cenfuroes. The picture of the man with the hoe has not only sym-
bolized farming -~ it depicted the farmer's back-breaking job. Chemicals
promise to ease ‘that Job and do It more cheaply,

he farm abo
'ds for mane -
sticides, and

An experiment in MISS!SSIDpI shows what can be done. Costs of weed
control with chemicals in a cotton field were 3| percent lower than sfandard

tces f° cgn- cultivation and hoeing. That meens profit -- and less labor,

more . ,
€S In har-

in fhe 7 years since 2,4-D czme into commercial use, and fthe 4 years since
Jl"Obl_em Is

é 4,5~T became generally available, farmers have been jumping on the bandwagon
by the thousands. Last year 30 million acres were treated with herbicides,
Just a dozen years ago inquisitive scientists, wondering about the effect of

the plant growth regulators, were doing the fundamental research, .They didn't
have weed control in mind, but what was learned furnished the ideas we have
used to make chemical control cf weeds 2 practical farm operations

[owest in . :

Fimes, i 't's true thet progress has been spectacular. But the job is far from

'fha” was f done. The strain on our fabor supply in chopping cotfen still is an annual
year. 3 headache to Southern growers. We have o meke further progress along lines

- & suggested by recent Mississippi experiments, In a cotton field that was given
: no cultivation at all, planis spaced closer together than usual and with space
port our ] between rows reduced, produced more then 3,000 pounds of seed cotton to the

t more corn, i acre ~-- better than 2 bales, Chemicals were used to control the weeds. This

ntial ; experiment shows what chemical weed control can do to reduce labor and increase

et, in production when used in cembin:ticn with cther good practices.

- grasses :

' each the On range lands the story is very similar. Sand sagebrush and mesquite for
mere than years have resisted efforfts of Texas and Cklahoma |ivestock growers to improve
fhe same, their grazing lands. Mesquite grew so high in some places that cattle got lost

ost - in the brush. Mechanical means of control were costly. Last ysar 400,0C0 acres

S’ ) were treated with chemicals by aerial appiication. The cost was about $3.25
1  per acre. ’
§




In one Oklahoma area where" sagebrush ‘was controlled and the pastures wer

We o NOW
improved, beef production went up. 50 percenf. ' Llike just anot
We have only begun to explolf P055|bllllles llke that., Millions of acre up to full =iz

__ remain untreated, and many species of brush are not affected by use of presen] N3 poD“‘aflor

| chemicals. We need fundamental . research on plant growth, for example, to fin ;
ouf why present compounds kill 99 percenf . the tops of mesquite in some ; To,fe?d

places, but only 50 percent of fh G ‘ Lof 7g million

; g ‘ many acres as

Opporfunnf;es in the Soufheasf in some ways are ‘even larger than in the - 19757is oxPeC1

Southwest. There are 4! mililon acres of open grazing lands in the Il South~ _ N
eastern States. Much of this open pasture [and Is overrun with brush and weed A large F
Even using ground equnpmenl, which runs the cost higher thaneerial methods, th land, and we T
way is open for profitable increase in |ivestock production. For example, a tand we will 1
million dollars a year could be saved by dalry.farmers in North Carofina, if Ppasture and gt
weeds causing the onion flavor fn miik could be eradicated., fhe year 1950,
The pressure Is on us. Wlth demands for 1952 production the hlghest in Befofef”
history, farmers can't wait 5 or 6 years for us to get all the "ifs" and new land un’z

"buts" straightened out. They need results. They want the latest nnformaflon ing ‘and,USb
we have =~-- now, . sources are al
. SR R g " and land clca
There is no lron clad assurance that supplies of herbicides will be ade- l?75: The qe
quate for our needs this year. Farmers must make the best use of what they | millicn acres
can get. Last year we used 23 ml]lion pounds of 2,4=D -= althougR~dnly 19 _production g
mllllon pounds were manufacfured. ,We cut. deeply lnfo inventories. Although 1975 at curre
large increases are scheduled, lhe rafe of. producfuon so far has been short +
of the goals. Efficient use of avallable herbucsdes, therefore, .is a must, o As & me
Cur joh as research workers 1s fo dlssemlnale information as rapidly and as ; have been gef
widely as we can, so farmers will have lhe benefsf of fhe advances that E YOU’CaanrUfh
~ research makes possibles . . 4:_ SRR S S . increase the

s fo the acre.
The same holds true in all f:elds.l Efflexenf use of fertilizers is a "

kestone in our hopes of reach:ng the producflon goals. Control of diseases = ZO i?;,e
and insects, improved cultural practices, and’ the use of adapted and proved ; were ezb mZ'
2 varieties of crop plants are vital. . Prompt technlcal assistance ts needed to ' 1940« daroﬂ
. help .farmers solve the knotty problems that are bound‘fo turn upo . more and m
: ) date with re
5 tn looklng at the 1952 JOb so far, we have been comparlng with the past, = S&Y fhal‘ﬁzl
- We've been looking at where we've been., We need 2aiso to look where we're - used agri
; going. T : : : _ And we
2 ‘Sclence makes the 1952 goals possoble.x(We know, foo, that State and heredlzzdfzx
Federal teamwork In research can make it posslble for farmers to push pro- - basis

ducfvon even highers producing by

by '
In saylng this, | know fhaf Tim. not felllng you somelhlng newe | say 1+ Thafﬁ?
because the full force.of .1952's challenge to ;agricultural research comes at . increase o=
this point. For 1952 s only a symbol. It s a,forerunner of things to come, | host p
The truth |s, we are compelled fo’ralse agrlculfural producfnon even higher in | N

. od
the years ahead. contribute

do just as

The 1952 producfuon program h| slrlcfly

defensive proposition designed

te keep our Nation strong In_thes froubled flmes. No.one can foresee how § The 2P

; £ they first

‘arge this defense demand will, be, . or how .long 1t. will continue. We can only ‘s now
“—pe sure it won't end very soon. But regardless of fhls, our farmers will have igz lck oL
to produce more, and still more, in the years: ahead. Our growing population and. p ’

Is the reason,
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"I that sounds
try to imagine a city llke Atlanta springing
fwo~monfhs %Thaf‘s ‘what we mean by our grow-

We're now growing at the rate of 2% million people a year,
el tke just another figure fto ‘you, -
Jup to full size in a liffie over:
*sng populafron. R AR

To feed rhoso addiflonal people, we need fo add the production equivalent
of 74 million acres each year to our.farm output. That is more than twice as
. many acres as were planted to corn: in. Georgia‘lasf year. Our population In
1975 is oxpecfed to be. around 190 mllllon. :

L!vesfochtcoﬁes from"pesture and grazing
account - in figuring out how much additional

| f weiadd the cropland equivalent »f
pasfurc and grazing land to cropland}used ‘for domestic.human consumption- far
it amounfed fo 462 '

Jion- acresi’or'abOUf 3 acres per, person.

- A large porf:on of our feed f
land, and we have to teke this. Inf

Before 1935 we fook care of our . food requlremenfs as fhey grew by brungang
~new land into cultlvation,: and, because of. increased mechanization, by shift=
ing land used to support horses and mules: |nto the production of foad.: .These
sources are about dried up. -Estimates on Irrigation, dralnage, flood control,

- and land clecaring show that maybe 30 mllllon acres can be brought into use by
¢ 1975,
hat they |
only |9 %
: (975 at current diet

The decline .in horses and.mules may.add the equivalent of another |5 .
“millicn acres. |f we accept these outside estimetes, we will stil) need the
production equivalent of 70 million additional. acres to feed our population of
lavels, Th|s wlll have:fo come from land we now have.

As a metter of fact, we‘ve Ionq since stpned depending on new Iand

“and

; have been getting most of our producflon increase by making cld land do more,
* You :can truthfully say that we have provided for the needs of our population
. increase the last 13 ycars because farmers have. .learned how to grow more food

to the acre.

So far, we've been able to draw on thé pool of research findings that
developed over many years. This draft has been exceptionally heavy since
Farmers, once they learned:the "long-haired" advice was practical, nut
it to use. Some of our best farmers are prefty much up-to-
date with research findings., They're breathing down our necks. | wouldn't
say that we are scraping the bottom of the barret, but the storehousc of un-

used agricultural knowledge has & ot of empty space In it nowse

1940,

And we don't have much time. 1t .took €0 years after Mendel's work on
heredity to produce hybrid .corn for commercial use. We can't operate on that
basis and expcct to meet the -fermers' needs in 1975, Not when they must be
producing by fhen an average corn yield of ‘45 bushels to the acre,

That's |0 bushels more than we averaged In racent years, {t's as big on
increase as. we got from hybrid carne -

Most peOple agarece fhaf hybrid corn is perhaps the blggest single advance
contributed-by research in our time to hinher farm production. Buft we have to
do just as well in ftho nuxt 23 years, -

The opporturities are there. They are as great as corn breeders had when
they first started working with hybrids. More than 80 percent of our cora acre-
zge is now in hybrids, But they are not perfect. .You caw take asy one of them
and pick cut faults thet need correcting, '



"Wooneed bottor oinbrod |inis, on whnch fo build. We. nevd tc find cut thy
N tur. #nd cause of hybrld vigor. sThat will require basic rescorch.,

'wi. et high yields today because’ every rlant is.contributing Its share,
becaruse of super vigor,
ite We can hardly expect to develop plants of cxtra er supur hybrid viaer

until we do that tasic res scarch, ' It's fhaf"xfra vigor we nevd to raise yueld
nother 10 bushels, : B
Then, too, we must know more about plgnf nutr:fnon.

It yiclds
tabilized at 45 bushiis or more, wc must solve many new problems. For

Itznfuon and planting denqufy.

We need mory basic information on mineral nufrition. We pecd to know Jum

now stenped-up applications of one plant foad clement may lead to unbelance in,

othwr plant foerds. The radicactive frnCer studies bequn a few venrs age shouh
“unlock some nf the secrets for us.- ‘

We must find more certain waya,of control ling insects, and develaping Ais-
- 2s¢ and drought resistance in corn. These hazardsstill takc a heavy toll,
Rus-arch on drought so far shows that resistance is apparentiy assncicted with!
both heat tolerance and the weter requirements of the plant. But we don't hawve
suitable techniques fto evaluate the drouth res:sfance of corn excent to arow
it undur drought conditions for severfl yoars, Breed:nq progress will speed up
when we can classify drought resistance more qunckly. s .
I
Finally, our now hybrids must be. adapfed to the comlnq advances in mechan-
izvd production.  The farmer of [975 s
zaving mcthods even more than the farmer of today. He will heve to.

Amonqg
other things, thc now hybrids will have tn be adapt2d fo general use of chemicq
wi ed sprays.

I f any of us think th« corn rusearch job is finishud because we now have
righ=-yielding hybrids, it's time-

-we changed our minds.. The challenge to re-
swarch 'is greater than chr,‘and lf qoas lnfo Lvery fucld.

‘Consider grasslands. There are’| bullion acres: of grazing lands in the
mited States. Hay and pasture provide over-half the nutrients consumed by :
all livestock. -Demand for mcat, especially:beef, strains thc price structure.
Even so, we are eating less beef per capifathan we did 40 and 50 ycars ago.
- Domestic consumption has caughtsup with producfuon. ‘We no loncer export mcat
3s we did back in the 1890's. Productioniofimi ‘is:the No, | problem on th
food front today -- as the /]952- producflof.goals emphasczo And with our

qrowing population, thc problem:iwon't be isolved: un+|| we find ways ef getting
more meat por acre of land,

The research job 1s to Iaarnrhow to. do it ‘We $lready have sowa informa-
rion showing the possibilities. ‘For example.’unimpr0ved pastures is Fennsyi-
vania yielding },000 pounds of. dry matter, toithe acre produced 6,008 pounds

after renoyafion. 1t would fake almosf 90;bushels of: corn to provnde as manv

“.+d nutrients, And this was on land foc steep, and unproducf'vc for growing
“AIMNe i o

F..ding high-quality foraqe¢ ‘proposition, and it produc.s
In Tennessee, dajrv.cows fed 5 years on forage zlone nroduced ],000

je an -cconomical’
asyults. :
e ox year, wall ahoviothes JOBO At onAd

nAgr e Al e 'k

wAversae of 5,202 rounds,

We are using hybrid. vigor now, but we don't understan
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?eeding tests in New Jvrsey'showed'fhéfmdairy heifers could be ralsed from
birth to 2 years of age with as |1ttle’es 500 pounds of grain, when fed all’
fhe high-quality alfalfa hay they could,eat. : The heifers gained as much as
It was

i

gposstble only because high—quallfy’ orage was fed, S

"Steers fed only on Ifallan rye;grass winter: pasfure at the Norfh Mlsslssipnl
‘sfation gained 2.30 pounds a day, .or ;326 pounds ‘per acre, with a net profit of
$84 a steer, Comparable steers fed: graln in dry lofs galned 2,46 pounds a day,
‘but made a net profit of only $48. ,

One point in the grasslands program‘now under way in cooperafion wlfh the
“jand-grant colleges will interest. every farmerst: And that.is the saving in
‘costs and greater returns per man-hour of labor. that can be reallzed., Results

e

. in North Carolina bearing on: this: have‘boen cafed before, but the s*ory is

worth repeating. Using cropland for*the exper|menf 100 pounds of digestible

oage shou]J

: pasture was $23.09.

‘nutrients from Improved pasture cost: 58 .cents., .From alfalfa hay, the cost was

$1,35;
for wheat was $5.81;

from corn $1.77; and from oats- $2.07.: The'return per man-hour of |abor
for corn, $3.69,7end for.oats,. $2.79., The return for.
Filgures. |1ke these-on a farmer's balance sheet are money

R
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| cite these results to show you:the extent of the challenge to research,
The rotentials are sky-high. We have. a'beffer'potcnflal for-increasing pro=-
. duction on grasslands of the South than; anywhare else in the United States..
Look what an investment of $4.18 per acre for fertilizer and |ime brought in
a test at Experiment, not too far from here. Production of beef on permanent
pasture increased from |83 pounds to 540 pounds,. a gain of 357 pounds of beef
to the acre. 1t,cost only a llffle over a penny a: nound for beef on the hoof,

Most of the 230 million acres of grasslands ln the humld eastern parf of
the United States are unimproved. Almost bare, eroding hlllisides, scattered.
signs of neglect. Even with the limited knowledge we now have, some of these -
lands could be improved enormous)y,

It has been estimated that 1f all these eastern lands could be improved,
and if the 70 million additional acres of abandoned, idle, and submargina]
cropland this side of the Mlssisslppl could be converted into improved grass-
fands, we could carry 97 mlllion additional animal units in this area, That
about 31 percent more than we are now carrying In the entire United States,
Convert this to beef, and you would have plentliful supplies for future genera-
tions, |t is a long-range proposition, and It wili take real doing to make thls
dream come true,

IS

Rescarch must dig out the hard facts which farmers need. They must be
able to establish thc improved pastures more economically, and with greater
cerfainty of success,

Here in the South, research must find the best mixture of the 30 to 40
improved species already aveilable for pastures. We must continue breeding
adapted varieties of legumes and grasses. And research must find the way to
nroduce seed supplies of the better varietles more quickly and in sufflcient
quantitics. The Foundation Seed Program is only a start. New techniques are
nceded to push this work fastur. Then, too, we need to do more fundamental
resezrch on animal physiology and pathology to develop the best management
practices under grassliand ferming. We need to learn more about bloat,



— ST ey
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We must improve our knowledge of rotatlons, We know that grassi{ands ar
required in crop rotations to get the sustainced maximum production of other
crops. No other cropping system has been developed that will maintain organ
matter in the soi{. The steady loss in organic matter in some of our best
soi'ls means we'd better get busy ond reverse the trend.
not ‘only can reverse the trendy they can give u
increased livestock production with less cost and lakor,

irproved grasslends

I 'm sure that you who work wlth weeds aircady see how your research fits

into ‘these patterns. You know we need to Increase the efflclency’of the
chemical compounds used to contro| weeds. We have made no huadwey in control
of ‘such perennials as Johnscn grass -~ a good grasslands crop but a terror in

the cotton fields. And we might as well admit that we are a long way from
perfect control of the annual weeds in cotton,

The surface has only been scratched iin use of chemicals,
side has hardly been touched. ‘Beets, beans, peas, and strawberries offer the
most promising prospects In the immediate future. We must go into the other

horticuftural crops more intensively. The opportunities in your ficld are
wide open,

We don't have time to go into the equally great potentinls

in plent and
animal breeding, eradication cr control of diseases, control of

insect pests,

end in enginecring. But they are. just as Important and deserve the same type

of eanalysis to see where we're headlng, and if: 1t :s fhe way we should goe

~-u,s .

The point is that in.ell agrlcu!fural faelds, research must develop the
methods and provide the tools farmers should have to meet our food requtre—
ments, Agriculture faces a real job <Just'to hold what we've gained in con-
trolling discases and insects-and maintaining our sofls. To supply 190
mlllion people with food In. I975, we musf do a greaf deal more tnan that

DRI !, ‘;‘(\‘ i

At this f;me we cannot predicf our course wlfh ccrfaan1y We dom't know

\

how well we will meet the chalienge.  Therels one point, howcver, on which |
have no doubt at all: Research holds:thei answer to the challenge of [9%52 and
all the years to come. What we aslia Natlon do about .It will tell the storye

The vegetable
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Southern C

. MINUTES OF THE SOUTHERN WEED CONFERENCE to the Nat
. en ;; voted to ¢
February 8,;[952 1 support to
. c ' . i suggested
B{lfmor?~ﬂpfel, Afl??fa Georg:a _ 1 problems o

Dr. G. M, Shear, President, presid!

,hg‘l £ ¢ He E.
i I : ikt T . . 1_. of
President Shear asked for'fhe‘Treasuresz report. The following report ;;Zf;:gs c
was submitted by Glenn C. Klingmahg o : 1 Affer disc
RECE!PTS | g ; “E. R.
Cash from O, E, Sell . . ® s s e s e o o5 o o 4 s.0 2 s s 31B1.06 “ gea[ ag g;
Cash from A. J. Loustalot including receipts from [95] o yoRe e
Conference ., ® " e s v s 0 st e e s e e 8 0 8 e 4 & 8 278,00 i Presi
Cash from sale of Proceedings after fhe:{95lzmeef:ngs. « o 190,04 | of fthe Exe
' R ‘ ‘ 1 V. S, Sear
. ! ,
Total Cash Receipts. . " e 0 o e. ¢ o 8 o o S o 5 6 46 o o o $649,10 : chemical n
’ 5 211
EXPEND | TURES i Chaopel
| R | D. A.
Cost of producing 4th Proceedings (1951) ' o v o « o o« o o 3211.87 " Chairman o
POSfage s o o 8 ¢ 92 ¢ 0o B & 0 o l'.. e 0 8 ¢ 6 o e 2 e 0 3]034 Of fhe fWO
Printing letterheads and envelopes « o « s o s s o o « o » 68.50 ' technical
Checkbook. . . ® 5 0 b s o W S 6 8 6 s 66 0.8 o a8 & a e o ] .00 ! s
. . | Committee,
Promotion of Regional Assoc. Weed Conference (mailed to 1 that the S
Re Lo LOVVOrn)e o o o o o'e o‘{"“.l'\o‘a ‘a .::.".\’;-'.o‘i"' e s e 8 s o 50,00 . i Weed Confe
N Badges for 1952 Conference<s s @i e e W e e e e e e e e 29,72 1 The amendm
Printing 1952 programs (600 COPIES)s o 's7s ofs o 270 o o o 60,00 : 1.
Cost of distributing 1952 Conference Programse « « o« &« s« o 26.0] | 5, J.
Sgreenufor prqjecfion pyrp0§e§;@44'§“ ‘.f ?.*f C e v e e 10.00 S-|8 Resea
IR SR "";f?i”7f i T T e ‘ 4 Control Re
TOtal EXPendlfur‘es © v e e .‘.r..._'f:. . 0,.1.’0 e s .(o s o o $488,44 .x'r, originél m
Total Cash on Hand « « « & >o o; s o o0 o ‘e e e s v e s o @ $160.66 E. C.
B oo ; ! lation aff
W. E. Chappell moved that the Treasurer's report be accepted, Seconded | Arkensas,
. by Mark Weed. Motion carrieds . y S : 1
. X “a s- PI

. The Treasurer discussed.the\advjsabllity;ofvesfabjishing some procedure é of nominee
for auditing the Treasurer's account. He‘asked’that an auditing committee be j for presid
established and that guidance be'given as’to the type of records needed for 3 president;
%
1

the best interest of the Society; also a type that would fit the time allowance | nominated
of a Secretary-Treasurer, ; VL :

Je« B. Harry moved that an éudifing coﬁhiffee be established. Seconded by
V. S. Searcy. Motion carried, ' ' v /

o S it L e S

President Shear asked the Secretary-Treasurer to discuss next years meet-
ing ptans., The possiblility of alternating meeting years with the Association
of Regional Weed Control Conferences was discussed., With the national meeting
tentatively scheduled for next year, the Southern Conference had the oppor-
tunlty of cencelling its meeting and attending the National Meeting, or the :

Nomin
to continu
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or the

- nominated to be members of the Executive Board. The following were elected:

Southern Conference could hold Tfs meeflng and glve as much support as possuble
to the National Meeting,: |t was@sfated further that the Executive Council had
voted to cancel the 1953 Soufhern Weed Conference meetings in favor of full
support to the Association of; eglonal WeedControl. Conferences. |t was
suggested that a porfion of 1! Naf‘onai Meefing be ‘devoted to secflonal
probtems of immediate amporfance : SR :

H. E. Rea moved that. fhe,So ern Weed. Conference meef with the Asso--
ciation of Regional Weed Conf( XConferenceswln l953 provided that secf:onal
meetings can be provided. Se nded by i ;

Affer discussion the mofion wa: fhdrawn by Rea.;;w

by L. S, Raufon. Moflon carrfed‘-:ﬂ

Presidenf Shear asked fhe Se efary-Treasurer fo read the recommendaflon
of the Executive Councll concernfng’ the appointment of a terminology committees
V. S, Searcy moved that a terminojogy commiftee be established to sfandardize
chemical names and terminology used.in weed confrol. Seconded by W, E.
Chappell, Motion carried. : g‘\. : T - : :

D. A. Hinkle, as Chairman of fhe Techn!cal ReSearch Commi{ ttee and: also as
Chairman of the Technical Commiffee,for S- 58 .discussed the need for integration .
of the two commlttees. Fol lowing. aﬁdlscuss[on, Dr., Hinkle moved that the S-I8
technical committee be made a part,of the Southern Weed Corference Research .
Committee. L. E. Creasy moved that, .the.original motion be amended to state
that the S-18 technical comm!ttee- be added. as a subcommittee to the Southérn
Weed Conference Research Commiffee.v Amendmenf seconded by S. J. Ps Ch:lfon.
The amendment' lost, : ‘

: . SEE - L . :
P. J. Talley moved that the original motion be amended to state that the
5-18 Research Committee be added as Ex—Offlcio members of the Southern Weed
Control Research Committee. Motion seconded and the amendmenf carrieds The
original motion as amended thence carried. .

E. C. Tullis, Chalrman of - fhe Leq!slaflve Commuffee, reporfed Thaf legis-
tation affecting weed control work was passed thls past year in Texas and
Arkansas. ,

S. P. J. Chilton, Chairman of_ the Nominations Committee, presented the list
of nominees for the coming year, D, A, Hinkle and E, R. Stamper were nomlinated
for president; W, B, Ennls, Jre. and E. S. Hagood were nominated for vice-
president; and W, B. Albert, L. E, Cowart, H. A, Nation, and H. E., Rea were:

FPresident + D. A, Hink{e
Vice-President : W. B. Ennis, iJr.
Executive Boards W. B. Albert.

: H. A, Nafion

Nominations for Secrefary-Treasurer were nof offered since fhe off'ce was
to continue one to two y3ars more. Therefore, G, C. Klingman will continue for
the coming vyear, - Lo B

Meeting adjourned, A :
Glenn C, Klingman
Secretary-Treasurer



