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NEWSLETTER - FROM DR. BEN YELU.i.. 
Brawley, Calif. 

June 12 • 196-9 

J(>E McKJM 
-·- --- --- -- - / 

. / 

l1 TTLE f /-\llMER 
SCHC'RZ'S PROSTITUTED PRESS which owns the El Centro Post-Press, 

the Br$::-rley Ne,,,s, and the Ind1o News in Imper1t1l flnd Coachella Valleys 
of Cslifo:':'n.1a, has been taking "payoffs" to p.rin.t the p1 .. opagimcJ.a 
of the . big farmers a:-:d to suppress the news how these big farm 
interests are e.xploi tlng the people and the- 11 ttle farmers. 

These "payoffs" are in the form of advertisements for f~rm 
ma0h1:oery, fe.rt111zers, ins€c ·V.c1des, etc. in these newspapers. But 
farmers Illl:ike their decisions a::. to -w.hst product to use net from 
newspapers of g0r.eral c1rculat1on but from special m,qgaz1nes on 
f?irnr.1.rsc perso~.al v1s1 ts and d.emonstretions by SHlesmeno etc? so 
that t.he advert.isements in Schurz• s new·spapers are purely "p1:lyoffs". 
Each week on a Tuesday, there ere a bunch of these ads in the papers 
plus some propsgar~d.a article to fool the people. Each month, in 

. e.·ddi t:\.on, there is a supplement w1 th the name DESERT FARM NEWS 
delivered wtth Schurz's daily newsp.Ypers. This is full of these 
ads and also with many propaganda articles some of which Rre com
pletely untrue or partlalJy untrue. Schurz does not permit any 
article or Letter to the Editor by me or enyone else to be printed 
in his newspapers which are contrary to the prop~ganda line of the 
b:1.g ranchers. Needless 'tt: say _, Schurz collecte m;-:lny thousands of 
dollars in his PROS 1rI'l.1UTED PRESS through these adv·ertisements. 

. On Tuesday, June 10, 196~ ~ the Schurz papers had these Jlclvert1.se
ments and the supplement DESEff.C FARM NEWS. On th~ second p~gc of the 
supplement is a propaganda tE•t:t :::le e:1.ti tled JOE P.1~ UL McKIM-F.ARMER 
OF THE M'JNTH, This is the usl..U:!l propc.1gm1iia ~.;r·clcl0 where by the 
~uppretsion of the truth, the Schurz papers ~ l slead the readers into 
bel1ev1ngthat it is impossible for one pers~n to m~ke a living if 
the U .s. R8clamstion ww of 1902 1s enforced as rogards to the 
provision toot on3 person can get· only enough water to farm 160 
ae:ref:i .. 

Everyone 1s urged to go to the 1ibrary in El Centro, Brawley, 
and I::-::.d.lo to :z-cad tM.s !1l'ticle which 1s htghly in pralse of Mro 
Joe Mc.Kim., This can be easily seen by the fact t!-JLit t11e a.:ct:lcle 
calls Mr• Mcl{1.m, FARMER OF TEE NO NTH. Tl'.:_i s SIT'.!::~ ll ft:.UTI.e::;:- 1 s c;_ uoted 
in the articJ.e as s,:;1ying 1:1s reg~rds the 160 acres liruj_ tatlon per 
perRon, "If th~s unrealistic rule was eV•3r enf orccd 1 t w0:1ld h:.v/e 
a disastrous effec,t on . the ·.railey"" Whc'?n a::-;;red about the pr9posal 
to 11:::ni t the ha:1uouts u. ferw.cr got tc $?.O ~ OCO .oo y-e~n·ly from 
the Federal "Go-;rermn.ent, Joe McKim is quoted, "It would / .b..ave an 
adverse effect upon the Valley's ec0noray", . 

I 

SINCE MR. McKIM IS A SM-'\LL F~qfllvIER, HIS ANSW_ERS ASTOUNDED ME. 

KNOWING WHAT LIARS THE SCHURZ NEWSPAPERS ARE, I TELEPHONED M'Ro 

McKIM TO ASK .IF HE WAS CORRECTLY QUOTED. HE TOLD ME "YES". IT WAS 

THEN REALIZED BY ME TIMT MR. McKIM IS B?.AINWASHED SO THAT HE DOES 

NOT REALIZE THAT HE IS BEING EXPLOITED BY THE BIG FARM INTERESTS!:: 

Here are facts on Joe McKim. Ha h~s a wife and 2 ch11.dren and 
lives in a beautiful home at 647 Desert Gardens Drive, El Centro, r~i,r. 
He 1s an educated man for he grsduated from the Uni 7~~:rsl t:,y of Culif., 

. at Berkeley and he is 40 years ola., old er...augh to Mve pr!::fctic.al 
expeTi.ence so that he should not be fooled easily. · 

The U..S-Jre-clamati.on Law of 1902 which applies to the · farmland 



~ya. that one person 
is ent1t~ to- get 1 l.P:lttLO!'l'-"lm-t;:e-r-n~tied to fa.Tm 160 acres only and 
the per~n •-t 11ve on the farm c:"' close by. Absentee farmers a.re 
forbidden to get wat"'ST t~ f'arm. Since there are 4 persons 1n the famil.y 
06f Joe MeK1m, this fa:m:l.ly 1s entitled to get water to farm 4 times 
l O seres amounting to 640 acres,· 

BUT MR. McKIM OWNS ONLY JOO ACRES. You can realize that if he 
~ not making a good 11 Ving, he would not be called FARMER OF THE MONTH 
aiid instead of a beautiful home 1n El Centro, his home would be · on th: 
actual f~nn.land so as to decr"MS-e expct'..ses. · ·. 

THE FOUR PERSONS IN THE JOE ?-f,iKIM FAMILY .ARE EACH MAKING A LIVING 

OFF 7 5 ACRES! ! ! But each of them 1s entitled to make a 11 v1ng off 160 
acres or a total of 640 acres fbr the entire family. MR. McKIM AND HIS 

FAMILY ARE DEPRIVED OF THE OPPORTUNITY T9 GET J40 ACRES . BECAUSE ABSENTEE 

LANDOWNERS BUY THE LAND FOR IITAX SHELTERS" AND ARE WILLING TO PAY HIGHER 

PRICES FOR THE LAND THAN THE MoKIM FAMILY CAN .AFFORD. If the absente.e 
landowners, many of whom also farm the land, were prevented from gett)ng 
irrigation wster for farming eiind the land would lu;ilve to be unused, then 
th~re wouid be no inc-entivo ~oonomiCSt11y to buy the land at high prices 
for the property taxes would., be too mui::h on the unused land, 

Joe McK1m has rented 200 seres m;re to farm. But when you rent 
farmland, about half the prtof1 ts go to the landlord. So on the 200 
acres of rented farmland, the Joe McKim fnm1ly · makes the profits that 
1 t wouJ.d rece1 ve if it owned 10() seres more. ~king an adjustment , 
for this, means that each person 1n the McKim family 1s making a living · 
off 100 ac~es only. , · 

.... ! . 

· But the pro~ganda of' the · big farmers is, "You can't malce a 11 Vink 
off 160 acres". The big farm interests osrefully omit to tell the 
truth that each perscn 1s ientlt1ed to farm 160 acres. They are twisting 
the truth to meke you believe that an entire family 1s supposed to llve -
,on 160 acres. The McKim family of foui persons is m:1king a very good . 
11 Ving but some other family of four .m1ght want to actu..t)lly 11 ve on 
the farmland and not have such a b&~ut1ful ho~ as the McKims have. 
This family can t,hen have a farm c,f 200 a-cres ( ea-oh p.:irson makirg a 
11 V1ng off 50 acres) provided this farm family can [!. P.':: cotton anu 
·beet allotments which a.re necesssri to any fa:r~er he:•-...: to stay in 
the farming business. · , 

IN THE PAST 20 YEARS, 1,600 SYJ.ALL FAE.MEES HA VE BEEN SQUEEZED OUT 
OF FARMING BY THE BIG FARM INTERESTS AND ABSENTEE LANDOWNERS WHO HA VE 

. ' 

A MONOPOLY ON THE FEDERAL HANDOUTS WHICH COME FROM HAVING COTTON AND 

BEET ALLOTMENTS. This 1s the real reason why the little faTmers have 
gone broke-because they were· prevented from getting the handouts-and 
not because "You can't make a 11v~ng on 160 acres". 

The Joe McKim family is very lucky to have cotton and beet allot-
. )nents and tha.t 1s why this small form family can not be squeezed out. 

This family receives $12,077,00 yearly FOR NOT GROWING COTTON besides 
other handouts. But comuare this with the $J58t079,00 that the HoB. 
Murphy Co. and the $179,737,00 that the Irvine Co., both absentee 
b1g farmers, receive yearly for NOT GROWING COTTON. · 

. $12 millions in various handouts are given by the Federal _GoveTn--
~ yearly to farmers in Imperial County. If the U.S. Reclamation -
law were enforced and the big absentee farmers and absentee landowners 
WHO OWN 70% OF THE FARMLAND IN IMPERIAL, COACHELLA, AND PALO VERDE 

YS. were driven out, local residents would be able to buy the 
at reasonable prices and would get the Federal handouts, 

. \' The results would be as follows :.,..husband and wife without children 
'Would get $7,500.00 yearly in hando'Uts if they owned 320 ~c:res; a 

like the McK1m's owning 640 acres would get handouts of J15,ooo.oo; 
a y of 6 having 960 acres would get $22,500.00 yearly 1n subsidies. 

· ; e McK1m has been bra~nwashed... But Alec Wells, the Farm Editor, 
1dro wrote ~ knowS the true facts which he did not tell 
to. Mr. MdK1m:. WELLS HOODWINKED J"OE McKIM TO MAKE . .YALSE..-STATEMENTS ! : : 
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