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LETTER FROM THE PRESDENT

This book contains the phil osophies
families. The 2020 policy book was written by thousandsuwiilies throughout the
nation, as they considered ways to improve their incomes and their lifestyles.

This book, which addresses national and international concerns, will serve to direc
the actions of the American Farm Bureau Federatidm,e n argestomost s | a
influential farm organization.

Every one of the more than 2,800 county Farm Bureaus has mamtien and
approved policies to guide their local agenda. Similarly, Farm Bureaus in every
state and Puerto Rico have policies to direct thelorst

Far m Bur e acoltrslledngrasdroets policy development process is a
point of pride, a true example of democracy in action. There is theagi¥ake of
spirited debate, followed by voter approval and acceptance of majority rule. On
January 21 in Austin, TX, 346 delegates deliberated and approved the policies
contained in this book.

In 1919, farmers formed the American Farm Bureau Federation so they could wor
together, speak in a unified voice and, as a group, achieve what intswidu&d

not. That bold experiment of 101 years ago continues today, giving farm and ranc
families the opportunity to work together to attain their goals.

Zippy Duvall, President
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Purpose of the Farm Bureau

Farm Bureau is aimdependent, negovernmental, voluntary organization governed by and representing farm and ranch families
united for the purpose of analyzing their problems and formulating action to achieve educational improvement, economic
opportunity and social advanmoent and, thereby, to promote the national \seelhg. Farm Bureau is local, county, state,

national and international in its scope and influence and igpadisan, norsectarian and nesecret in character. Farm Bureau

is the voice of agricultural proders at all levels.

Farm Bureau Beliefs

2.1
2.2,

2.3.

2.4,
2.5.
2.6.

2.7.
2.8.

2.9.

2.10.
2.11.
2.12.
2.13.

2.14.

A family should be defined as persons who are related by blood, marriage between male and female or legal adoptior
The strength of every civilized society is the family. We support and encourage the promotion of the fundamental
principles and family vales on which our nation was founded.

Parents have the legal right and responsibility for the religious and moral training of their children. Child care services,
protection from exploitation and education can best be addressed at the local level witll ps@aement and

guidance.

America's unparalleled progress is based on freedom and dignity of the individual, sustained by basic moral and
religious concepts.

Economic progress, cultural advancement, ethical and religious principles flourish bespedmecare free,

responsible individuals.

Individual freedom and opportunity must not be sacrificed in a quest for guaranteed "security."

We believe in government by legislative and constitutional law, impartially administered, without special privilege.
We believe in the representative form of governeatepubli® as provided in our Constitution, in limitations on
government power, in maintenance of equal opportunity, in the right of each individual to freedom of religion and in
freedom of speech, presscapeaceful assembly.

We believe that the basic principles of Americardswith emphasis upon freedom, dignity and the responsibility of

the individual, and our private competitive enterprise sy8tstould be taught in the schools.

Individuals have a moraksponsibility to help preserve freedom for future generations by participating in public affairs
and by helping to elect candidates who share their fundamental beliefs and principles.

People have the right and the responsibility to speak for themsetireislirally or through organizations of their choice
without coercion or government intervention.

Property rights are among the human rights essential to the preservation of individual freedom.

We believe in the right of every person to choose an occup#tidre rewarded according to his/her contribution to
society; to save, invest or spend; and to convey his/her property to heirs. Each person has the responsibility to meet
financial obligations incurred.

We believe that legislation and regulations favtedb all sectors of agriculture should be aggressively developed in
cooperation with allied groups possessing common goals.

We support the right of private organizations to require membership as a perspective for member services.
We support the cooperati@nd coordination of the Urban County Farm Bureau Coalition to enhance the state Farm Bureaus ar
the American Farm Bureau Federation.



SECTION 1 - RURAL LI VING / LABOR / TRANS PORTATION
GOVERNMENT
101 / Civil Rights

1.
2.

3.

4.

We strongly oppose discrimination against persons on the basis of sex, race, religion, national origin or handicapped status.

We further oppose:

2.1. Minority business funding quotas;

2.2. The use ofederal funds by any institution or agency that discriminates on the basis of any of the factors set forth above;

2.3. Expansion of remedies available under present civil rigiis to include compensayg punitive damages and attorneys'
fees;

2.4. Legislation, or regulation, that directly or indirectly results in implementing hiring qastaddefense against allegations of
discriminatory hiring practices; and

2.5. Any program which tends to separate, isolate, segregate or divide the people of our country under the guise of emphasizil
ethnic diversity

We support amending 42 USC Section 1988 of the United States Code to dtoplthg of attorney fees in civil rightsases

with taxpayer dollars for special interest groups.

We support working service animals be clearly marked and harnessed before enteringfbpisicess.

102 / The Constitution

1.
2.

Stable and honest government with prescribed and limited powers is essential to freedom and progress.

The U.S. Constitution is wetlesigned to secure individual liberty byli@ision of authority among the legislative, executive and

judicial branches and the diffusion of government powers through retention by the states and the people of those powers not

specifically delegated to the federal government.

The Constitubn is the supreme law of the land and changes in the original intent and meaning should be made only through

constitutional amendments.

We reaffirm that the Constitution supersedes any and all tredgtle$oreign nations.

We fully expect elected and appointed officials to fulfill their promise to uphold and defend the Constitution.

We demand the federal government, as our agent, to cease and desist, effectivatetynedindatethat are beyond the scope

of its constitutionally delegated powers.

We support:

7.1. Educational activities to teach the history of and the importance of the Constitution;

7.2. A third mechanism to amend the Constitution that allows states to initiate a constitutional amendment. When 34 states ha
adopted an identical proposed amendment, Congress will adopt the proposed amendment as a congressional proposal, r
it to the 50 stes, requiring ratification by thrdeurths of the states;

7.3. English be established by law as the official language of the United States;

7.4. Our constitutional right as individuals to own and to bear arms;

7.5. A constitutional amendment to allow voluntary praiyeall "walks of life," particularly in our schools, sporting events and
governing bodies at the local, state and federal levels;

7.6. A constitutional amendment requiring a balanced federal budget; and

7.7. The Regulation Freein Amendment to require that Congress approve major new federal regulations.

We oppose:

8.1. Amending the Constitution to change the current eligibility requirements to become President of the United States;

8.2. The centralization of power and responsibility in the federal government because it violates the Constitution;

8.3. A constitutional convention;

8.4. Encroachment on the constitutional prerogatives of each branchfefiral government by the other branches;

8.5. Statehood for Washington, D.C.;

8.6. Any proposal to establish a national identification card that would be used for any purpose affecting U.S. citizens;

8.7. Governmentensorship of free speecduch as the Fairness Doctrine;

8.8. The use of paramilitary personnel, equipment and tactics by federal, state or local agencies when interacting with peaceft
and lawful public demonstrations;

89. The constructizomesfo Mfyr deedepeadch state or | ocal agenci e
speechights; and

8.10.The use of any artificial intelligeecto impact or compromise constitutionally protected individual rights and liberties or
those that compromise national or industrial security and their autonomy.

103 / Elections

1.

2.

The federal government should not be involved directly in the elective process in any way but should recommend certain unifor
guidelines to the states to assure fair and proper elections.
We support:



3.

2.1. Requiring governmerissued photo identification before a person can vote;

2.2. Voters being required to register in person a minimum of 30 days prior to the election

2.3. Proof of U.S. citizenshipeing a prerequistfor voter registratian

2.4. Voter registratiorbeing recorded rapidly to reduce duplicate registrations;

2.5. Repeal of laws mandating use of multilingual ballots in public elecbenause a common language is essential to a unified
country;

2.6. Retention of the Electoral Colleder presidential elections and electors being required to vote for the candidates to which
they were pledged;

2.7. The use of leadership Political Action Committees (PACs) under federal elktipn

2.8. Changing the present electitaws to limit compulsory union dues or any other compulsory mechanism, from being used in
any way to influence federal or state elections;

2.9. Efforts to further consolidate elections in order to streamline the system and reduce tagppgese; and

2.10.The ability to include auto political phone calls in therdit-call list for individuals.

We oppose:

3.1. Proposals to make the popular vote the sole determinant of presidential elections;

3.2. Changes that restrict or curtail the right of an individual citizen, or any group of citizens, the right to express thamselve
guaranteed by the First Amendment;

3.3. The use of public funds and franking privilegeshe financing of political campaigns

3.4. Government support, grants or other funding of organizations for political activity;

3.5. The use of the Internédr voting in any local, state, or federal electiand

3.6. The news medieeporting electiomesults and exit pollesults prior to the closing of all polling places.

104 / Executive Branch

1.

wn

We recommend that the executive branch

1.1. Exercise restraint in seekimgoad, discretionary powers from Congress;

1.2. Avoid interpreting laws beyond the scope affirmatively spelled out by Congress;

1.3. Refrain from issuing executive orders which exceed constitutional and statutory guidelines and withdredesnyhich
exceed such guidelines;

1.4. Be prohibited from binding the United States to future international conventions or treaties that do not undergo the same
risk/benefit analysis required of U.S. laws and regulations; and

1.5. Be allowed tause presidential line item veto

We support imposing a maximum lifetime pension for Cabinet members.

We oppose the executive braraieatingpositions, such as czars, that are not elected and not accountable and are duplicating an

usurping responsibility from other departments and agencies.

105 / Freedom of Information

1.

The Freedom of InformatioAct (FOIA) is a valuable tool for the collection of information from federal agencies. We support
continued vigilance in protecting the public's right to access government and other public resteds. &gencies should

respond within 120 days or less to all requests for information to allow greater public scrutiny of their decisions.dfhe lack
effective response to a FOIA request shall serve to extend other administrative deadlines.

We oppose the disclosure of personal and/or business information by an organization, business or agency about individuals or
private business entities. The release of any information should only be allowed by specific written or electronic aurtlodrizat

the individual, or any private business entity.

Any personal information provided to any government agency should be required to stay within that agency. Any agency
responding to a FOIA or interagency request should be requireapoly with current law and not release personal, private or
confidential business information without the consent of the person who submitted the information.

106 / Judicial Branch

1.

2.
3.

We believe in aindependent judiciary, impartial administration of law without special privilege and issuance of judicial

decisions based upon law and not the personal opinion of a judge.

The judicial function should be performed by the judicial branch andynexdcutive agencies.

We support:

3.1. Judicial decisions based upon legislaiivient;

3.2. Appointment of Supreme Couttstices with the best qualifications, includagiinimum of 10 years of experience in a
stakt supreme coudr a federal court;

3.3. The rights of the victim being at least equal to those of the accused or convicted;

3.4. Legislative or judicial processes to prevent judiges releasing criminals on technicalities after a jury renders a guilty
verdict;

3.5. Division of the 9th Circuit Court of Appeals to add a 12th Circuit Court of Appeals, which includes Arizona, Idaho, Nevada
and Utah; and

3.6. A requirement that judged=e citizens of the United States in order to be appointed to the bench.



4,

We oppose:

4.1. Courts overlooking the rights of the victim in an overzealous effgutdtect the accused or convicted;
4.2. Any configuration of a court district combining Nevada and California;

4.3. Lifetime appointment of judges

4.4. Using any foreign, secular egligious law, policy or treaty; and

4.5. Judicial deference to agency interpretation of laws.

107 / Legislative Branch

1.

2.
3.

Congress must assume the responsibility to preserve our federal system by reversemglttoward centralization of authority

in the executive and judicial branches.

Congress, government agencies and their employees should be subject to the same laws as are the people of the United State

We call upon Congress to ameexisting laws which govern the power and authority of regulatory agetacpesvide that in

every instance a person accused of a violation shall be deemed innocent until proven guilty and urge that all futdogvlaws fol

this principle.

We urge Congress to:

4.1. Avoid delegation of broad, discretionary powers to the executive beartthis regulatory agencies

4.2. Enact corective or conforming legislation where the Supreme Court or Appellate Courts have invaded the legislative area;

4.3. Place less emphasis on passing new laws that further restrict the freedom of Americans and, instead, give greater empha
to its oversight responsibility so that the original intent of Congress will be better implemented by the administrative
agencies;

4.4. Enforce a code of ethics clearly delineating the conduct and activities that should be expected of itsandmber

4.5. Expand oversight of the rulemaking process.

We support:

5.1. Each tax increase being voted on by a roll call vote;

5.2. Regulations promulgated as a result of congressional duiog reviewed by the congressional committee of jurisdiction
prior to implementation to ensure that the legislative intent is being followed;

5.3. The Senate confirming or denying, within 90 days, the President's judicial nominations;

5.4. Reading of legislation be required before voting;

5.5. All bills being publicly available three days before a vote is taken; and

5.6. The ability of Congress to earmark discretionary funds for specific projectsansparent way that identifies the purpose
and intended beneficiaries.

We oppose:

6.1. Special privileges for lawmakers, particularly regarding health care

6.2. Automatic tax increases;

6.3. Public officials leaving office from taking employment with those they formerly regulated for a period of two years;

6.4. Taxpayer dollars used to hire lobbyists, the use of government work facilities, and/or salaried wbxkeiaeutive
branchgovernment agency officials to influence the outcome of legislation or proposed regulations;

6.5. Openended land purchase authorization that would allow fedgeicies to purchase additional land without
congressional approval,

6.6. Any federal programs taking over private sector responsibilities;

6.7. Unfunded mandatesnd

6.8. Any attanpts to change the composition of the United States Senate representation of two senators from each state.

108 / Patriotism

1.

2.

We support:

1.1. Our military defending our freedom and all law enforcemngfficers, including those in Immigraticand Customs
Enforcement;

1.2. Teaching the flagode in the schools and practicing it when displaying the American Flag

1.3. Regular recitation and explanation of the Pledge of Allegiance using the English language

1.4. Keeping "The StaBpangled Banner," in English, as our U.S. national anthem

1.5. Patriotic acts, such as performance of the national anginelnpledge to the flagf the United States, at the start of public
events and in public schizpand

1.6. The proper and due respect for the national antreaPledge of Allegiance by engaging in the traditional customs and
courtesies of standing, removing your hat and placing your right had/our heart, if physically able.

We oppose:

2.1. The desecration of the American fland

2.2. The purging of United States history by the removal of symbols that rephéstemic events and/or persons from our
nationds past.



109 / Quialifications and Compensation for Congress and Federal Officials

1.

2.

3.

We believe that compensation and benefit packages for federal officials must be commevituthe high level of competence
and dedication required to properly manage the federal government.

We support:

2.1. Pay and pension legislation being voted on as a separate issue and not be tied to unrelated legislation;

2.2. Pension benefits of elected officials or former elected officials who have been convicted of a felony being denied;
2.3. We recommend Congress establishing a limit on governfmeaded expenses for former presidents and/or their spouses;
2.4. Termination of tax dollar support for maintenance of presidential librarsthey be maintained by private donation;

2.5. Afreeze on legislative salaries during periods of federal budget deficit; and

2.6. All elected officials at the national level must fully disclose all sources of income annually by May 1.

We oppose any pay increase for Congress without a balanced budget

110 / Regulatory Review and Reform

1.

10.

When a court finds that a federal agency is in violation of the law, the landowner that is in compliance with the agency rule
should not be held liable for the agency's error. Landowners sheuwtle to continue under the existing rules until the matter is
settled and new rules are properly adopted.
All federal agencies shall be held to the strictest interpretation of law when setting regulations. No federal ageecsiishatich
to legislate through their regulatory power.
The Environmental Protection AgenfPA) and/or any other government agency should not pass any rule that involves fines
and/or imprisonment of citizens, or changfes way citizens normally do business, without the approval of a majority of
Congress.
The EPA shall be required to coordinate with the USDA in the development of conservation and clean air and water regulation:
impacting agriculture. Specific fefrts should be made to oversee and to reform the inspection andakieg authority of the
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OStaAd EPA.
Federal agencies should work with the regulated community to correct prableugh improved education and compliance
assistance, rather than fines, penalties and prosecution.
Prior to proposing any major federal regulation, action agencies shall consult with states regarding federalism corateths expe
to be raised by proposed rule. The action agencies shall respond to those concerns in the administrative record for a final rule.
Failure to adequately consult and respond to federalism concerns raised by states should lower the level of deference afforde
the actiomagencies in any future judicial review of that final regulation.
Communication made by federal agencies that support or oppose a proposed rule, legislative bill or other government action,
whether directed to the public or Congress, shouldbeo hi bi t ed. Any public communicat:i
interpretation of a proposed rule must be first published in the Federal Register.
Federal agencies should allow an additional public comment period for stakeholder review ofsopgddfore the final rule is
promulgated.
Regulations, including guidance documents, that affect farmers should only be adopted after appropriate public notice and
comment.
We believe:
10.1.The purpose of federa¢gulation should be limited;
10.2.That agencies should enforce existing regulations prior to promulgating additional regulations on related matters;
10.3.When publishing proposed federal rules, regulatory changes or significant actions, publitét® action in the Federal
Register often does not provide adequate notice to all stakeholders. Federal agencies should also provide notice of propo
federal rules, regulatory changes or other significant actions directly to targeted stakehakigns)dtr communities as
well as organizations representing affected parties;
10.4.That all federal regulations should be required to follow important policy principles including:
10.4.1.Recognition that property rights are the foundation for regopraduction and must be protected;
10.4.2.Regulations should be based on sound scientific data that can be replicated and peer reviewed;
10.4.3.More transparency and communication regarding rule development and interpretation;
10.4.4.Risk assessmeanalysis should be conducted prior to final action;
10.4.5.An estimate of the costs and benefits associated with public and private sector compliance action must be conduct
prior to final action;
10.4.6.Actions must allow foflexibility to suit varying local conditions;
10.4.7.Actions should be subject to independent analysis and public scrutiny;
10.4.8.Alternatives to the action must be thoroughly and publicly considered, especially Hnasketincentives;
10.4.9.Actions must properly acknowledge and provide for the reality, practicality and limitations of doing business in the
affected sector;
10.4.10.Presumption of innocence as opposed to the current presumption of guilt should be strengthened;
10.4.11 A measuremerof the cumulative impact of federal actions affecting production agriculture prior to the
implementation of any federal actions impacting agriculture;
10.4.12 Limiting the ability to intervene in regulatory actions to only those parties that can deaerisey are directly
affected by the alleged violation;



10.4.13.Limiting the ability for third parties to utilize federal or state funds for legal assistance to file lawsuits against
county, state or federal governments; and
10.4.14.Giving financial support to property owners in order to comply with any new governmental regulations.
10.5.That all congressional or federal actions creating new administrative agencies or giving new responsibilities to existing
agencies should include spécifermination dates;
10.6.That all federal regulations should have sunset provisions;
10.7.That Congress should provide for strong congressional oversight of regulatory and significant agency actions as well as a
willingness to override unacceptalagency actions;
10.8.Environmental impact statemer{&slS) findings and requirements should be balanced with sbewstfit analysief
proposed regulations or agency actions;
10.9.That zerebase budgeting should apply to federal agencies as a method of regulatory reform and fiscal responsibility;
10.10.That federal agencies should be required to give advance notice not [e38 theys prior to any field hearing or
informational meeting;
10.11.That if inspections are warranted, to the extent possible, we believe federal agencies should schedule and conduct
inspections of farms and processing facilities in advance of the grphamvesting and processing seasons;
10.12.No regulatory action shall be taken against landowners based upon satelétéal imageryand
10.13.That ageng orders demanding corrective action should allow reasonable time for compliance. At the time of an inspectior
the inspector should be required to leave a signed, dated copy of his report with the owner, or operator, of the inspected
facility.
11. We support:
11.1.Legislation to amend existing laws to reduce and eliminate burdensome federal regulations;
11.2.The immediate review and revision of existing federal regulations to limit promulgation only to rules #wssteartial to the
protection of human health and public safety;
11.3.Development of an annual comprehensive report to the American people, which should provide a thorough evaluation of t
following:
11.3.1.Effectiveness and efficiey of all federal agencies;
11.3.2.The total cost and impacts of federal regulatory burden on the private sector economy;
11.3.3.The effectiveness of the reduction in risk/threat demonstrated by federal regirgiamentation; and
11.3.4.Non-regulatory options that may be effective alternatives to reduce targeted risk/threat at a lower cost to the private
sector;
11.4.Efforts to streamline the transportation project delivery process tmeashnecessary time delays including:
11.4.1.Simplifying the environmental process for projects with few impacts;
11.4.2.Involving appropriate reviewing agencies early in the process to help expedite overall project schedules;
11.4.3.The use of the desigouild project delivery method or other innovative construction strategies; and
11.4.4.Requiring greater coordination among federal reviewing agencies and setting time limits for their review.
11.5.Immediate simplification, improvement, streamlining of, as well as a comprehensive congressional review of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA Such improvements should include requiring the following of federal agencies:
11.5.1.Consideration of economic impacts to areas directly affected by regulations;
11.5.2.Consideration of the cumulative impacts of all regulations proposed;
11.5.3.Compliance by Native American tribes with NEP®&gardéss whether the land is held in trust status by the Bureau
of Indian Affairs;
11.5.4.Details of the time and costs involved in conducting environmental evaluations (Environmental Assessments and
EIS) should be publicly reported with an agethgyagency accounting breakdown for the resources required for
initial planning of NEPAactivities; and
11.5.5.A full EIS in accordance with NEP®hen an alternative is chosen and requires further action under a
AprogtammaEIl S. Public comments must be taken on the
11.6.More vigorous congressional scrutiny of agencies to prohibit regulatory agéooeadministering laws, to deter adoption
of agency rules and actions that circumvent statutory intent;
11.7.Meaningful stakeholder representation by affected sectors on regulatory boards and commissions aswilkfigness to
override unacceptable agency actions;
11.8.Application of the Department of Defense ethics and conflict of interest policies to all federal regulatory agencies
11.9.Federal officers recusing themselves from decision making in all circumstances in which they may allow their personal
views to unethically affect their work as public employees;
11.10.The establisment of appropriate provisions, within the power of the federal government, to provide for consequences for
federal officers if they misrepresent facts or sources or lie about matters that impact citizens and businesses;
11.11.The policy thathe comment period for federal rules and significant actions be no less than 60 days;
11.12.Federal agencies' ability to purchase “ti-shelf" supplies for purchases of less than $2,500;
11.13.Government inspection and enforcemadctivities being paid for by general revenue funds. Fines imposed by federal
agencies should be credited to the general fund and not be used to further fund that agency;
11.14.Passage of laws that specifically define and prohibit the haesméshcitizens by federal, state, county or municipal
employees;



11.15.Significant budget cuts and sanctions against government agencies that continue to expand their regulatory authority
against the will of Congress and the citizens of thédd States. Employees of government agencies should be barred from
making unsolicited comments on the proposed changes during a public comment period;

11.16.Repeal of the Federal Civil Penalties Inflatiddjustment Act of 1990;

11.17.Providing an opportunity to remedy any violation of a federal agency rule before the payment of fines, unless the violatiol
rises to the level of a felony;

11.18.A means of producer input for all feddly appointed positions affecting agriculture; and

11.19.The development of clear rules of compliance by the Department of Justice for the Americans with Disabilities Act Title
Il (ADA). Furthermore, a grace period fonplementation is necessary once these rules have been established.

12. We oppose:

12.1.The EPA arbitrarily imposing penalties on landowners without first identifying the problem and giving the landowner an
opportunity to correcthe problem. If there is a difference of opinion concerning the extent of the problem, a reasonable anc
costeffective appeal process of the EPA decision should be available to the landowner;

12.2.The establishment and/or operation of anytigall advocacy group by federal regulatory agencies

12.3.Any consumer agency or council having any federal authority other than advisory powers;

12.4.Federal regulations ayenerally accepted agricultural practices;

12.5.The EPA enforcing any new rules or regulations that are being litigated until said legal proceedings are completed;

12.6. Government departments and agencies becoming membeesinfemational Union for the Conservation of Nature
(IUCN) or forming public/private partnerships with organizations that are members of the IUCN;

12.7.Use by federal agencies of social media to communicate with the public about propaseathatethan to notify the public
of the opportunity to submit comments to the Federal Register and to post information published in the Federal Register;
and

12.8.Use by federal agencies of government resources to communicate to the mib§csupport of regulations while the
agency seeks public comments.

111/ School & Government Food Purchasing Programs

1. School food programhave helped to establish proper dietapits among young people.
2. We support:

2.1. School meals being balanced to provide no less thatthingeof the recommended daily dietary allowances;

2.2. The use of nutritional beverages such as milk, vegetatadruit juices;

2.3. Increased use of dairy products and increasing the selection of food products derived from U.S. agriculture

2.4. Requiring schools to offer all pasteurized fluid milk and milk products, including whdite asipart of the school lunch
program without losing federal subsidies

2.5. Those school systems which have added fruit and salad bars to their menu choices and encourage other school systems
So;

2.6. Tried and proven nraus for school lunches containing fruits, vegetables, bread, meats and milk;

2.7. The recent increase in all fruit and vegetaifferings;

2.8. Expanding the Fresh Fruit and VegetaBtegram to all schools throughout the United States and its territories;

2.9. Incorporating all types and forms of fruits and vegetables domestically grown within the Fresh Fruit and VEgegabie
giving priority to fresh and locally growwhen available;

2.10.The use of more U.S. animal and aquaculpregein and other farm products in the school lunch program;

2.11.Greater flexibility withthe National School Lunch and Breakfast programs to ensure local school districts are able to
determine how to meet the nutritional needs of their students;

2.12.Schools being able to use seasonings and condiments to enhance the flavor of food,;

2.13.The donation of agricultural commodities to schools participating in the national school food paograppose any
efforts to change to cash or letters of credit in lieu of Pr8duced commodities;

2.14.The use of Ws-produced agricultural commodities and products in school food and nutritional programs and the P.L. 480
exportprogram;

2.15.Full funding for the current pilot program for an international schoathysrogram using Americaproduced products;

2.16.The placement of vending machirtbat serve domestic agriculture products in schools;

2.17.USDA Agricultural Marketing Servictaking into consideration bids for school lunch and other government contracts from
small businesses;

2.18.Improvement in school meals programs;

2.19.An increase in funding for the local fasto-schoolprograms;

2.20.Schools having the discretion of using unused food for programs such aschftet child care, snacks, backpack programs
and food banks; and

2.21.Changing the USDA National School Lunch Pragrand the USDAAgricultural Marketing Services Commodity
Procurement Program regulations to provide the individual states:
2.21.1.Preference and oversight of where food is procured for the students in the public schools;
2.21.2.Acces to full funding from USDAAgricultural Marketing Services Commodity Procurement Program; and
2.21.3.Regulatory oversight concerning food safehjrd-party audits and inspon criteria for the food procured for the

school lunch program within their state.



3.

We oppose:
3.1. Mandatory caloric limits and mandatory limits on lean meat, protein and dairy;
3.2. The 12ounce limitormi | k sol d i n middle schools and high school s

Hunger Free Kids Act;
3.3. USDA's reduction of the minimum requirement for red meat in the school food program
3.4. The inclusion of carbonated soft drinks in the federally funded school lunch program;
3.5. Any attempt by USDA to substitute yogurt in place of red meat in the school lunch program; and
3.6. USDA purchasing plat and/or lakbased proteins labeled or disguised as meat for school lunch and other federal programs.

112 / States' Rights

1. We support the protection and defense of state rights, and state sovereignty over all powers not otherwise enumernated and gre
to the federal government under the 10th Amendment to the Constitution. The {ederament must respect state laws and
state agencies.

2. Public functions should be performed by the qualified unit of government closest to the people without coercion by &igeinistra
agencies of higher units of governments.

3. All lands within the boundaries of a state, excluding land designated as miitagve, shall be subject to the laws and
jurisdiction of the state.

4. We oppose federal legislation which mandates programs unlesalfed®ling for such programs is provided on a continuing
basis through existing state and local agencies.

5. We ask that the county commissioners from each county formally request in writing that the federal government and state
agencies dect their employees to consult with the county government prior to implementing any laws, statutes or U.S. codes
which would affect the economy, customs and culture of their county.

INFRASTRUCTURE

125 / Highways

1.

We support:

1.1. Increasing the Federal Highway Trust Fdeds to reflect increases in fuel economy and inflatidth additional revenue
directed to the Highway Account of the Federal Highway Trust Fandonstruction and maintenance of roads and bridges

1.2. Maintaining the separation of the Federal Highway Trust Frord the unified federal budget;

1.3. Revenue collection efforts on those users who do not currently contribute to the Federal Highway TrdaeRand
increased mileage standards, electric vehicles or alternative fuels;

1.4. Elimination of thefederal highway use tax on farm trucks. Until such action is taken, we will support legislation raising the
exemption for trucks from the federal highway use tax from 7,500 to 22,500 miles;

1.5. Harvestseason permits allowing maximum weight limitsl60,000 pounds apply to federal highways except where
additional axles are permitted;

1.6. Requiring federal and state revenue agents checking for fuel tax compliance to obtain owner permission or search warran
to enter private propertand that all surprise inspections be conducted in the public domain;

1.7. U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) to allow axle and gross weight tolerances for the transport of farm products on
interstate highways in states where the tolees are permitted on state roads;

1.8. The effort to identify the most significant issues now facing local roads and baddesge that recommendations be
developed to deal with these concerns;

1.9. Legislationwith continued emphasis on the development of secondary-téamarket roads and adequate funding for roads
and maintenance of bridges

1.10.Allowing more flexibility in the use of federal highway construction fundhatstate level for the purpose of maintaining
primary and secondary roads;

1.11.Funding for resurfacing, rehabilitating, repairing and reconstructing the nation's interstate highways as many have passed
their designed life span;

1.12.An amendmento the federal highway program to give the preservation of prime farmland the same standing as the
preservation of parkland, wildlifereserves and similar lands;

1.13.Efforts to bring about greater uniformity and reciprocityong states on truck regulations;

1.14.The provisions of the Highway Beaultification Act of 1965 that permit, within reasonable guidelines, the leasing of billboard
space for advertising purposes and oppose legislation or regulations, whilchd&ay this right. We believe the act should
be amended to support the Farr@Consumer Direct Marketingct of 1976 by allowing farmers to use roadside signs to
advertise their farm markets owpick operationswhich sell direct to consumers;

1.15.A comprehensive highway safety program to reduce traffic fatalities, injuries and the destruction of property;

1.16.The uniform interpretation and application of the Federal MGtorier Safety Regulatiorsy enforcement agencies;

1.17.GPS mapping services designating a difference between primary commercial route®asadoathdary roads to increase
safety and decrease the pressure on secondary roads ca

1.18.Flexibility in duty time commercial drivers can operate;

1.19.The relaxation of environmental impaegulations affecting the construction of federal, state and county roads and;bridges



1.20.Reimbursement from the federal government for the mandates associated with the rule changes to the Federal Highway
Administration's Manual on Uniform Control Devices that became effective in 2008;

1.21.Streamlining the process for permitting, funding, construction of federal aid transportation projects;

1.22.All states adopting the EZ Pass program;

1.23.Efforts to allow lowmileage operations to pay a flat annual fee in lieu of submitting quarterly reports as a means of
complying with the International Fuel Tax Agreement (IFTA);

1.24.Exempting farmers and custom harvestersom r equi r ement s t o obBL)wherc o mmer ci a
transporting agricultural commaodities including forestry products, production inputs, and harvesting equipment between
farms and markets;

1.25.Increasing GVW rating to 12,000 Ibs. on trailers before a CDL is required,;

1.26.Load securement regulations being based on the best available science to safely transport that particular load;

1.27.DOT subjecting all foreign truck drivers and their trucks to the same safety rules and regulations as domesticdirivers a
their trucks;

1.28.The exemption held by states for transportation of hazardous materials by farmers and ranchers;

1.29.Modifying regulations concerning farfitensed trucks to facilitate the transportation of farm producesapplies across
state lines, including the DOT and Interstate Fuel Tax between federal and state laws and regulations, we support legislat
making state laws the governing authority, where state standards are less stringent than federal;

1.30.Making federal regulations for obtaining a medical card uniform with those for obtaining a CDL;
1.30.1.CDL drivers who are dependent on insulin maintainin

1.31.The repeal of Title 235ection 133(d) (2) of the U.S. Code since ten percent of all federal highway use funds are spent for
off-road enhancement;

1.32.Flexibility for states to determine the distribution of federal highway monies among highway projects;

1.33.States' retention of authority to regulate the intrastate hauling of hazardous material and oppose federal preemption of the
same. The regulations should account for the special needs of agriculture and their potential cost to farmers;

1.34.Federal legislation to exempt low mileage trucks (15,000 miles per year for agricultural purposes and 5,000 miles per yeal
for all others) from mandatory pesp inspection to only those carriers operating six or more commercial motor vehicles;

1.35.Allowing farm trucks that are mandated to have annual inspections to be alloaeduail inspections if driven less than
7,500 miles per year;

1.36.Regulatory changes to allow "Farm Vehicle Drivers," as defined iRd¢kderal Motor Carrier Safety Regulatiots be
exempt from the driver qualifications when transporting materials that require making and placarding, d@hd Frouns
of-service requirements;

1.37.Producers and livestock haulers being able to complete delivery of their cargo if they are within 300 miles of their
destination even if it exceeds the DOT maximum hours of service rules;

1.38.Exempting partime employees (500 hours or less annually) from the requirement to obtain a CDL;

1.39.An exemption for agriculture from federal motor carrier safety regulategarding:
1.39.1.Displaying of DOT numbers;
1.39.2.Displaying registered owners' or farm name;
1.39.3.Limiting mileage;
1.39.4.Requiring a medical card for the driver;
1.39.5.Maintaining hours of service; and
1.39.6.Requiring bumpers on end dump farm vehicles;

1.40.Agricultural custom harvestet®ing exempt from having to obtain a Departtmanl ransportation Form E (proof of
insurance form);

1.41.Changing the placard requirement when hauling more than 1,000 gallons, because current DOT rules require any vehicle
carrying more than 119 gallons of fuel in a tank other than theledhel take to be placard,;

1.42.Raising the federal commercial trucking weight threshold to be over 26,000 pounds;

1.43.Increasing the interstate road weight limits for properly equipped vehicles;

1.44.CDL drivers being eligible for defensive driving programs as a means to dismiss traffic tickets when the violation occurs
while operating a nowommercial vehicle;

1.45.The transportation of raw timben federal interstate highways

1.46.Exempting production agriculture from the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regulations

1.47.Agricultural transportation beingoosidered intrastate commemien the following criteria are present:
1.47.1.The vehicle is notor-hire;
1.47.2. Transportation is from field to market or to anfanm storage facility with subsequent transport to market; and
1.47.3.Transportation is provided by a producer or custom harvester;

1.48.The transportation of farm equipment on interstate highways if no safe or viable alternative awaiable;

1.49.Federal legislation to reverse requirements on-$isgased physicians to submit to training and certification to be eligible
to perform DOT physical examinations for truck drivers;

1.50.Seeking legislation tprevent written warnings from appearing on Compliance, Safety, and Accountability (CSA) reports;

1.51.The expansion of parking facilities for commercial vehicles duelog enandates;

1.52.Variances on axle limits for agricultyre



2.

1.53.Increased attention to stakeholder input as highways are considered for conversion to interstate systems or interstate sys!
to toll roads. Issues that need to be addressed include, but are not limited to, the movement of agaeuiomaht; access
to outer roads, bridgemnd overpasses; and movement of rural EMS vehicles; and

1.54.Allowing CDL drivers under the age of 21 to haul cargo across state lines within 150 air milggofrdmf origin.

We oppose:

2.1. The enactment of state legislation or regulations that are more stringent than federal requirements governing hadling of n
food items in trucks used to transport food products;

2.2. Toll road construction where federal funds and lands are involved,;

2.3. Converting divided highways into interstates if no safe and viable alternate route is available for farm equipment;

2.4. Increasing highway fuel taxdsr deficit reduction purposes;

2.5. Action by Congress or the DOT to impose sanctions or to withhold user taxes or any other federal funds from any state in
attempt to force or coerce states to enadiqudar laws;

2.6. Any national legislation to remove safe, older vehicles from highways as a means to reduce energy use;

2.7. Implementation or enforcement of any regulation further limiting the driver's hours of operatiorhoutbe truck can be
utilized on the nation's highways;

2.8. The diversion of highways and utility liné®m public land;

2.9. The DOT mandate for a 3dinute break after 8 hours ofidng for livestock haulers, including honeybees;

2.10.The use of federal transportation money used for recreationahotar vehicle infrastructure;

2.11.Mandatory electronic ehoard recording devices on commereiahicles and vehicles transporting agricultural products
which do not recognize or provide for breaks within thentdr daily service time;

2.12.The mandatory use of digital log books for any commercial vehicle hauling livestock or ageiqutiducts;

2.13.Mandatory CDL for producers and their employees to transport fuel, chemicals, fertilizer and farm commodities;

2.14.Lowering of federal weight and length limits;

2.15.The addedestrictions to recreational livestock hauling that require a CDL and electronic log device;

2.16.The inclusion of agricultural producers in the Unified Carrier Registratiogram. We support restoring agricultural
exemption from the program;

2.17.Requiring a driver possessing a current, valid CDL with a hazmat endorsement and a clean motor vehicle report having tc
reorder a Homeland Securitgport when moving to another state;

2.18.The use of road tax monies to fund rddgrails initiatives while there is a backlog of maintenance needed on existing roads
and bridges

2.19.Any federal mandate to install speed limiters on commercial vehicles;

2.20.Creation of a federal vehicle mileage tax, which would tax motorists based on the number of miles driven; and

2.21.A federal DOTregulation requiring professional truckiving school training for new commercial truck drivers.-tBajob
training should be recognized as acceptable for tdiitking training.

126 / Maritime Transportation

1.

2.

3.

4,

There should be no restrictions as to the quantities or vessels on which a commaodity is shipped b8tvpeets therefore, we
urge repeal of the Jones A&8lince cargo preferencequirements make U.S. farm exports less competitive in world markets, we
oppose legislation or decisions ixtend cargo preferende any U.S. farm exports.

Until the Jones Acis repealed, we support exempting agricultural commodities from the Jonsmake shipping of

agricultural commaodities within the United States and its territories more competitive.

We believe the subsidy for the U.S. Merchant Masheuld come outfdhe Department of Defense budget, rather than in the
form of increased freight rates for grain hauled under P.L. 480

We support improved infrastructure at all U.S. ports, including inland seapdrttfeo facilitate the loading of all sizes of ships.

127 / Railroads

1.

2.

S

We encourage the railroads to accommodate country elevators by not requiring overly restrictive minimums for trackrlength, ca
numbers, and loadingnies. These practices should not result in restricting farmers' access to markets.

The rail industry should take responsibility for protecting areas impacted by rail traffic, by implementing and mairitaining f
guards, establishing, recording amdintaining private grade crossings, and building and maintaining sufficient fences for the
livestock pertinent to the area, to keep the livestock off the rights of way along rail lines.

We believe that all railroad cars should be equipped wific&nt iridescent material in patterns so that they will reflect the

lights of a motor vehicle at grade crossings. This requirement should apply to all new cars when placed in service and to all
existing cars when returned to service after maintenaricmiload locomotives should be equipped with fire and spark

arresters and heat warning devices on railroad car wheel bearings operating in the U.S.

We believe that railroad rights of way should be maintained so long as the ratmaties to own the rights of way.

We believe that railroad mergers have resulted in fewer carriers and reduced service for agriculture forcing increeseh relian
other less efficient and more costly forms of transportation. We support adtlitieersight of the railroad industry, including

any future plans for consolidation. Before any railroad mergers are approved, an operation plan must be developed and agreec
upon to ensure competitive service for agriculture. In addition, we believedbeaf government and Congress should review the
current situation and implement reforms that recognize the needs of U.S. agriculture.

We support:
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6.1. Expansion and improvement of the railroad system to reduce fuel consumption, to lesseainbagance and to lower the
cost of shipping agricultural products and supplies;

6.2. Promoting competition in the rail industry;

6.3. Open access rulaghere there is a lack of competition;

6.4. Elimination of monopolypricing that affects captive shippers, including the removal of "paper" and "steel" barriers;

6.5. Giving greater ratenaking flexibility to rail carriers to permimore competitive operations; but sufficient regulatory
authority must be retained to protect captive shippers against monmihg;

6.6. Elimination of discriminatory railroad rates between geographic areas of the country. Wataskes be based on weight,
volume and distance on a uniform basis for all regions;

6.7. Carriers not being permitted to easily abandon existing branchtfiaeserve agricultural producers;

6.8. Decrasing the time between the Surface Transportation §8ai8l) declaring a railroad abandoned and a property owner's
right to regain ownership of his property;

6.9. Facilitating the sale of branch linegich otherwise might be abandoned,;

6.10.Providing that in the case of abandonments ormadroad use, the current owner of the tract of land from which the
railroad rightof-way was obtained be given the right of firstusal, including mineral rights, on the basis of the fair market
value of comparable property. If the current owner fails to exercise such option, other owners adjacent teofheaight
will be offered the next right of first refusal;

6.11.Refinenents of the Staggers Rail Atct provide reasonable joint rates and switching rules in order to promote the most
efficient movement of commodities among different rail service areas;

6.12.Congress repealing the Federal Empits/kiability Act and require all railroad workers to be covered by worker's
compensation;

6.13.Expansion and upgrade of existing shortline and regional railroads to provide better service options for farm shippers;

6.14.Legislation requiring fultisclosure of the railroad grain transportation bidding process to the individuals who participate in
the process after all bids have been made and rail cars have been allocated,;

6.15.A provision that will allow the Surface Transportation Bgamd petition of a state, to declare all or part of a state to be an
area of inadequate rail competition, with special rail customer remedies that would apply in such areas;

6.16.Legislation to exempt private, farm railroad crossings, used for the purposes of agricultural production, from,user fees
maintenance charges and liability insurance requirements;

6.17.Legislation to prevetrrailroads from closing crossings if the crossing is the only access a landowner or farmer has to the
property, or if the closure adversely affects the farm operations;

6.18.Publishing railroad emergency contact numbers in all local phonspaluig rail lines and giving them to local emergency
personnel in the event of a traielated emergency. Those numbers should be staffed and operational 24/7;

6.19.Increasing the fine for railroad companies that obstruct a highway, stneatigable stream;

6.20.Railroads negotiating with adjacent landowners for additional easements with the goal of reducing future flood damage,
rather than automatically eliminating crossings; and

6.21.Better rail traffic manageent to minimize blocked crossings, which are increasingly frequent, lengthy and widespread.
Trains blocking public road crossings should be broken apart if parked for an extended period of time.

We oppose:

7.1. The nationaklzation of railroads;

7.2. The diversion of railroad earnings to holding companies ofraiad businesses at the expense of a viable railroad;

7.3. Parallel mergers of rail systems and the granting of railroad abandonmertigeviddo lessen potential transportation
competition; and

7.4. The merger of railroad companies with barge companies.

High Speed Rail

8.1. If these five criteria are not met, we oppose kigleed rail:
8.1.1. Due consideration has been given to all developing rail technologies and industries;
8.1.2. The proposed rail system is capable of using or locating on existing highway or railroad rights of way;
8.1.3. The proposedail system will serve both rural and metropolitan counties along its route;
8.1.4. Access across such routes is maintained for vehicular traffic; and
8.1.5. High-speed rail must be sedtipporting with no federal, state or local digrof any kind or tax incentives.

128 / Transportation

1.

1C

We support development of a lonange national transportatigoolicy that views transportation as a holistic system servicing the
needs of both passengers and freight across all modes and recognizes the importance of connectivity between modes. It shoul
encourage exploration of pliddprivate partnerships and be designed to support global competitiveness while developing the mos
economical and energy efficient methods of meeting future transportation needs.

We support more allocation of funds for the maintenance and iraprent of our transportation infrastructure, including:

2.1.The lock and dam system and waterways;

2.2.Rural highways;

2.3.Railroad systems;

2.4. Farmto-market roads;

2.5.Pipelines; and



2.6.General aviation airports.

3. The federal government should stop making policy on the assessment and taxation of transportation property or any other
property. This is a state and local matter and should remain at that level.

4. The role of the United States Department of Adtime (USDA) in transportation and food distribution should be redefined and
strengthened to monitor the agricultural transportation situation and provide educational assistance to independent, owner
operator truckers.

5. We recommend that the mandfarers of diesel engines list their requirements of lubricity for low sulfur diessl el that
manufacturers of low sulfur diesel add a lubricity package that exceeds these requirements.

6. The English laguagecertification for a foreign pilot operating a commercial aircraft in the United States should be improved and
strengthened.

7. We recommend that diesel particuléiteers not be required on farm eigment due to the high temperatures involved in the
function of these filters and the fire hazard they cause in the areas where this equipment is operated.

8. We support repealing the Real ID Act of 2005.

9. We recommend the distankitation on maximum driving and etime-duty-exemption for agricultural operators hauling their
own commodity be eliminated.

10. We support:

10.1. That any and all information required and submitted for U.S. Department of Transportation (EXT¢ vegistration be
completely confidential and be available to law enforceragahcies only when necessary (and even then only upon
specific request); and

10.2.U.S. DOT working toward reciprocity agreements with other agesto accept licenses that are compatible with U.S.

CDLs.

11. We oppose:
11.1.Legislation that would mandate excessive increases in Corporate Average Fuel Economy Standards (CAFE) for new cars

trucksand vans;

11.2.The adoptn of vehicle emission standards or the regulation of the carbon intensity of transportation fuels if they have a
long-term, negative impact on the production and use of renewable fuels or an adverse economic impact on agriculture;

11.3.Any changes ithe CAFE standards that reduce the availability and increase the cost of trucks

11.4.Using the metric systeim our public highway mileage signs;

11.5.Further action to change fuel standi®pr tax provisions on fuel at the expense of equipment performance; however, we
support the improvement and enforcement of expanded fuel quality and performance standards;

11.6.Any mandate by the Environmental Protection AgefteA) that restricts fuel economy standards for small tricckise
same level as automobiles;

11.7.Emission controls on farm vehicles that are used primarily ofathe

11.8.EPA requirements for retrofittingngines to meet new reduced emissitasadards;

1199EPAds ban on s alegquipmentfto real freedspartmerits} i t ar vy

11.10.Department of Transportation (DOT) implementing regulations placing restrictions on any food product being distributed
on common carriers such as airlines without solid scientifidegce that such restrictions are necessary to prevent a
significant risk to the public at large;

11.11.Federal agencies closing state and U.S. highways to disallow commerce;

11.12.The federal mandated transportation potteat limits speed of commercial vehicles to a lower speed than the posted speed
limit;

11.13.Electronic logging devices automatically restricting the performance or ability of aevéhise driven; and

11.14.Replacing the existing statutory and regulatory exemptions for agricultural transportation due to the unique characteristic
of the industry.

LABOR

135/ Farm Labor

1.

wn

We should work with agricultural employers in the various states and regions to:

1.1.Improve farm labomanagement relations; and

1.2.Increase productivity of farm labor.

We uphold the right of farm workers to decline union membership based on their own convictions.

Each state should have the right to decide whether agricultural employment should be brought under the National Lai®r Relati
Act and we favor legislatin to provide such an option.

Where federal regulations require new or remodeled housing for migrant farm workeistdmst financing should be made
available. To encourage the construction of affordable farm worker hopsmgsions of the Americans with Disabilities Act

(ADA) should be modified so that only a reasonable percentage of such a housing project must be made accessible tg the mok
impaired. The federal, state and county agencies which enforceyaaplousing laws should designate among themselves the

one agency to be the lead and exclusive agency to enforce those laws in each county; preferably, that agency showtd be the m
local one.

In a closely held corporation, partnership, sole getprship, limited liability company, or any other business entity, members of
the familyfamilies should be exempt from the Fair Labor Standardg¢fAc3A), Migrant and Seasonal Agricultural Worker
Protection Act (MSPA), unemploymeodmpensation laws and Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA).

11
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

12

When a farmer is engaged in thecessing, handling, packing or storing of perishable prodwotgn on his own farm and the

perishable productsf other farmers, the operation should be classified as "agriculture,” providedhidtraum of 50 percent of

the total output of such processing plant is grown on his own farm.

We ask the Department of Labor (DOL) to change its interpretations so as to clarify that persons employed on feoumslyear

by the same employer aretromnsidered to be seasonal employees under MSPA.

We support maximum transparency in the investigation practices by the DOL, including but not limited to full disclosure of DO

policies, guidelines and operating procedures such as those founad iRield Operations Handbook:

8.1.When DOL natifies a producer of alleged wage and hour violations the department must inform the producer;
811.That DOL®6s requests are strictly voluntary;
8.1.2. Of its legal authority in an accurate manner;
8.13.0f the producerds rights; and
8.1.4. With all information DOL relied on to determine the alleged violations.

8.2.DOL may only cite the producer for violations that investigators have personally observed and can prove to the appropriate
legd standard,;

83.Producers should not be cited for alleged violations b:
DOL statistics;

84.DOL shoul d s emldrs ofilhwhén agrodocdrshads demonstrated repeated|dabviolations along with a

|l ack of cooperation. In these cases, the federal gover
has already secured the necessary court orders; and
85.We <cal l for the tepeal seékDOhdssacattherfihot goodsodo ordert

We recommend that, when a complaint has been registered with the Federal Wage and Hour Division, the investigators be

required to list the complaint with the farmeord) with the name of the persons registering the complaint; and that the

investigation be limited to the area of the complaint.

We call for repeal or major revision of the private right of action under Section 504 of the MSPA. However,coatinille to

assist in the defense of the term "intentional” in that section to mean a conscious or deliberate act.

We encourage agencies that perform labor housing inspections, including the DOL wage and hour division, to work with growe

in providing safe housing, or camps, and to allow them to correct problem areas in a timely manner before imposing fines.

We recommend that once farm worker houssigspected and licensed by the appropriate state agency and then occupied, the

DOL may not enter the dwellings without the employee's permission and proper notification to the owner of the farm.

Fine structures should be published and availtslpublic review:

13.1.Rationale for specific fines or assessments should be immediately communicated to a producer along with the code sectic
of the alleged violation and the reason for the issuance of the citation.

Federal requirementsrfemployers reporting newly hired employees should be changed to exclude reporting temporary and day

by-day employees.

We support:

15.1.The standardization of the definition of agriculture and farm work for all state/federalrédhtad legslation to include the
work activity described by the North American Industrial Classification System (NAICS), code 11. The NAICS code
reflects modern agriculture practices and is now used by the agricultural census and the National Institute ofr@tcupatio
Safety and Health because the description more accurately reflects current agricultural organizational structures;

15.2.Retention of the present familgrm exemption from the child labprovisions of the FLSAegardless of business structure
where members of the famifgmilies are owners, including a closely held corporation, partnership, soléspoogitip,
limited liability company or any other business entity;

153.Del eting the |l anguage fAor causes to be usedo from the

15.4.Enforcement of federal child labtaws designed to prevent underage children from working in all industries. We support
existing FLSAprovisions, which specify and provide opportunitiesyfoung people of the proper age to perform certain
agriculture jobs;

15.5.The familyfarm exemption in MSPA and oppose any efforts to restrict its application;

15.6.Changes in the Worker Protection Standard (WPS) stirygoof field entrances does not unduly alarm consumers about the
use of crop protection products. We request significant research and data can be provided resolving serious flaws with the
present regulation;

15.7.EPA withdrawing the WPS of Novembed15 in favor of the previous WPS rule;

15.8.Changes to worker protections under the WPS should be based on current scientifically or medically substantiated data a
reflect current pesticide labeling

15.9.Eliminating fromthe WP$ he exi sting provisio
data. Any access to such data by
exposure of the worker who authoe e d access and th
to anyone other than the worker;

15.10.The freedom to use farm labor contractors in the recruitment and management of migrant seasonal and day haul farm
labor. The labor contractor should be recognized as the sole employer of said labor force;

15.11.Allowing the use of housing that meets Federal Emergency Management A§&hdf) standards for qualified seasonal
and agricultural visavorkers;

15.12.Increased funding to continue and expand the Migrant and Seasonal Head Start Program; and

n gr ant i n gpeé€ifit pesticiden at e d
fdesignated reprresent
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15.13.Employers and workers being free to agagte piece rate or any other performareed/or seniorityhased wage system as
long as the worker and employer negotiate a performance and/or sebasdtg wage, that wage shall include time spent
during rest breaks, moving from job to job, clean ng any other nonproductive time.

16. We oppose:

16.1.A national agricultural labor board;

16.2.The expansion of the Agricultural Hazardous Occupations Orders by the DOL;

16.3.Unauthorized entry into arfgcilities including, but not limited to, worker housing units, barns, accessory buildings, and
fields by agents of the U.S. government;

16.4.Requiring employers to pay employee travel and related expenses from the employee's permaneetteetigen
employer's place of business, except as may be required under a temporary foreign workeriprogieimthe farmer is
voluntarily participating;

16.5.Any regulations requiring farmers to pay wages to farm workers during travel time from their residence to place of work;
and

16.6.Any policy/federal mandate that requires the agricultural industry to pay more than what argeo#rat industry is
required to pay the state or federal minimum wagkhe existing minimum wageset a floor that works for every other
industry in the country and that does not preclude any employer from pgagimey wages, as most currently do.
Agriculture should not be held to a higher standard than every other business in America.

136 / GeneralLabor Issues

1.

2.

3.

We support enactment of laws that would mandate specific penalties for unions, union members and public employees who

engage in illegal strikesnd prohibit the use of amnesty in such situations.

We oppose work slowdowns, makewvork and feathebedding. We also oppose any impediment to the use of new technology

that increases labor productivity.

We support:

3.1. Retention of Section 14(b) of the National Labor Relations Act (NL&#) extension of the righib-work in additional
states as a part of the goal to abolish compulsory membership in labor unions;

3.2. Amendments to the NLRA to extend and protect the rights of individual workers against abusédsrbgrmement and
labor;

3.3. The guarantee of the right of a secret ballot for all union votes;

3.4. Repeal of the DaviBacon Act. Until repeal is achieved, we support an amendment to the Baoos Act which would
allow rural municipalities toid public works projects without adherence to the prevailing wage rate clause;

3.5. Legislation to amend appropriate antitrust laws to further limit the antitrust immunity of labor unions;

3.6. Federal legislation that encourages states to prdaddie systems of minimum workers' compensation benefits following
the wageloss concept for workonnected disabilities. Such federal legislation should also encourage states to improve stat
statutes without infringing on their rights to enact and adneintbeir own systems of workers' compensation benefits;

3.7. Clear definitions of workers' compensation coverage for temporary agricultural workers;

3.8. Legislation to permit class action suits against unions to recover financial losses ibgutied parties because of a strike;

39. An employerdéds right to due process when it is accused
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission;

3.10.Amendments to the Equal Employment Ogpoity Act and modifications of enforcement procedures to increase
exemptions for small businesses and privately held faroihcerns;

3.11.Legislation and or legal remedy that would decree that state and local government employeesudjeat to Fair Labor
Standards AcfFLSA) wage and overtime provisions;

3.12.A minimum wagdlifferential far youth;

3.13.Maximum opportunities for youth to work on farms;

3.14.Legislation that would make it illegal for providers of public services such as transportation and food processing to strike
and instead require mediation and compulsohjtration AFBF favors stronger federal laws that would prevent labor
unions from refusing to load farm commodities;

3.15.Invocation of the TafHartley Actwhen a strike has a regidrexonomic impact;

3.16.Granting state governors Tafartley powers currently reserved for the president, including the ability to convene a board
of inquiry and start the Taftlartley process whenever a port labor dispute is causing economic harenth@hboard
reports, governors could petition federal courts to enjoin slowdowns, strikeskouts at ports in their states. We support
explicitly including slowdowns as a trigger for T&fartley powers;

3.17.Legidation to outlaw the use of any union dues exacted from union shop contracts or agency shop contracts in any form
including inkind services, for political campaigns

3.18.Action to prohibit strikers from receivingnemployment compensation or welfdrenefits;

3.19.Greater use of legal approaches in reducing the abuse of power by labor unions;

3.20.Amending the Hobbs Antextortion Act to include jurisdiction ovesiolence and other coercive actions by labor unions
and/or their agents;

3.21.Raising the mamlay exemption in the FLSfor agricultural employers up to 7508andays;

3.22.Retention of the agricultural exemption from the overtime requirements of the; FLSA

3.23.Amending the FLSAo provide compensatory time (in lieu of overtime pay) for employees in the private sector;
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3.24.Changing the definition of agriculture in the FL$Ainclude forestry and logging, darm retail operations, handling
products from other farms, consolidation of product from other farms,-aaldedprocessing, fermenting, and all aspects
of equineactivities;

3.25.Increasing the minimum base level to $2,000 per employee before Federal Insurance Contributions Act payroll tax
withholding is required;

3.26.An amendment to the 1986 ImmigratiBeform and Control Act to exempt immediate fanmiigluding children of an
employer from the documentation requirement;

3.27.Amending FLSAto allow volunteerism on farms and ranches; and

328Requiring seven days6 advanced notice, provided in wri

We oppose:

4.1. Repeal of the public employment exemption in NLRA and vigorously oppose any law at the state or national level that
would force any public employee to join, or pay dues to, a union in order to work for the taxpayers;

4.2. Any major changes in the NLRA that would increase the size of the National Labor Relations Board (NLRB) or in any way
tilt this Act in favor of unions and against management;

4.3. The taxation for unemployment insurance of corporateef§i of a familycorporation who are unable to collect
unemployment compensation;

4.4. Efforts to provide full employment at taxpayers' expense. Such programs impair the free enterprise system and would be
burdensome expense;

4.5. The use of public funds for grants to labor organizations or their affiliates to bolster the financial position of siuechrunion
aid their organizing efforts in any way. We should continue efforts to haltggaailts, to initiate investigation of existing
grants, to take every feasible action to nullify any grants made or used illegally, and to take every feasible actemt to prev
additional grants;

4.6. Efforts to move to a nationally standardizdtbrter work week;

4.7. Legislation that would mandate health insuratacke provided by employers;

4.8. Efforts to extend the Familgnd Medical Leave Act to employers motvered under the current law;

4.9. Mandating earned sick leave for employees;

4.10.An increase in the minimum waged indexing of the minimum wagehen believed to be inflationary;

4.11.Any legislation that would ban the permanent replacement of striking workers;

4.12.Congressional efforts to void states' rigbiwork laws;

4.13.An overtime premium hourly rate to be guaranteed through a federdatean

4.14.Boycotts in any form, including common situs picketing; and

4.15.Raising the salary threshold for employees who are eligible to receive overtime pay.

Unemployment Compensation Laws

5.1. We support:

5.1.1. Unemployment insurance benefits be unavailable to any claimant who cannot be verified able to work and actively
seeking work;

5.1.2. Exempting wages of patime farm laboers who are 16 years old and under, senior citizens, fangtpbers and
full-time students from the requirements of the Federal Unemployment Compensation Tax Act;

5.1.3. A oneweek waiting periodefore qualifying for benefits;

5.1.4. The extension of current Registration and Seeking Work Waiver fromdayl®aiver to a 1-2veek waiver for
agriculture and other seasonal agriculturally related businesses;

5.1.5. Unemployment bnefits being limited to 26 weeks;

5.1.6. Employees contributing a percentage of their wages to the unemployment insurance fund;

5.1.7. Increased incentives for unemployment compensation recipients to take available jobs andabaetreh
requirement be initiated at the beginning of benefits;

5.1.8. Reviewing reciprocal agreements for unemployment payments among all states to reduce payment of ineligible
claims;

5.1.9. All workers (including H2A workers) who are ineligible to receive unemployment benefits being excluded from the
federal unemployment tax base;

5.1.10.Increasing the threshold level of agricultural coverage from $20,000 of wages paid in any calangaita
$50,000 to reflect wage inflation that has occurred since the enactment of agricultural coverage and that it be index
in the future to adjust for inflation;

5.1.11.Increasing the agricultural threshold coverage for multiple empldya®s10 or more persons during any portion of
20 or more weeks of the year to a level of 15 or more persons for any portion of 30 weeks of the year;

5.1.12.Employers being liable only in the calendar year in which they exceed the threshbid lawecalendar quarter in
that year;

5.1.13.Claims made under the Interstate Agreement for the Combining of Wage Credit not being charged to the involved
employer until basis for the claim is verified; and

5.1.14.Efforts to reformthe unemployment compensation laws so as to reducedralidring the cost of this program
under better control.

5.2. We oppose:
5.2.1. Further extension of the unemployment compensation program talagnét employees; and
5.2.2. The payment of unemployment benefits to seasonal labor employees.



137 / Immigration

1. General Immigration

1.1.
1.2.

1.3.

1.4.

15.

1.6.

1.7.

1.8.

Effective enforcement of all immigration laws and borsiecurity is a responsibility of the federal government.
U.S. immigration policy must recognize that agriculture relies on immidghot as the jobs are arduous, often seasonal
and migratory.
We must confront the problem of illegal immigration directly and comprehensively, but traditional law enforcement and
immigration measures alone will not suffice. We support enforcement of immigration laws to deter the employment of
unauthorized workers.
We support an uncapped agricultural worker visa program that is open to all segments of agriculture and flexible enough t
provide for the differing needs of farmers and ranchers.
We support abolishment of the 66,000 annual cap-@BMisas to assist agricultural processors that use tBB tAsa
program.
An H-2B returning worker exemption, seasonal cap waivers, executive orders or actions by the secretary of Homeland
Security will be soughtind supported until such time that the annual cap is completely abolished.
Any federal mandate on employers to implemeieEify must:
1.7.1.Include an employment eligibility verification system which is simple, conclusiddieely;
1.7.2.Provide an affirmative defense for employers acting in good faith;
1.7.3.Allow for status adjustment of workers not authorized prior to implementation; and
1.7.4.Be preceded by full implementation of a usadudgicultural worker program
We support:
1.8.1.The reform of existing migrant labtaws to be more farmdriendly;
1.8.2.Permitting experiencedsa and undocumented agricultural workers who are employed in agriculture prior to bill
introduction the opportunity to earn permanent legal status, provided the process for applying for such status:
1.8.2.1Provides a waiver from inadmissibility;
1.8.2.20ffers these workers sufficient incentives to come forward, including extending protected status to their
spouses and minor children who are present in the United States, but does not provide them with an unfair
advantage over other applicants;
1.8.2.3Does not penalize the employer when a worker comes forward;
1.8.2.4Enables agricultural employers to retain their experienced workforce while transitioning into a new worker
program;
1.8.2.5Deters future illegal immigration and otherwise improves Hamksecurity; and
1.8.2.60ffers an incentive to workers who obtain permanent legal status through agriculture to stay in agriculture.
1.8.3.Replacement of work authorization documents with tapesistant, machine readable documents that include
biometric identifiers;
1.8.4.Legislation to strengthen the present immigration and naturalization laws of the United States and to especially
address the following subjects:
1.8.4.1Political asylunrules should be more narrowlgfihed to exclude frivolous requests and to provide for a
more expedient determination as to the legitimacy of the request;
1.8.4.2Undocumented or unauthorized persons should not be eligible for any of our social prelfpeens,
including housing, fuel, education and health benefits;
1.8.4.3 Any foreign national testing positive for a communicable disease should not be admitted into the United
States; and
1.8.4.4Non-citizens convicted of a felony should be deportachiediately after serving any prison time imposed on
them.
1.8.5.The Department of Homeland Security (DHS) and the Department of Justice (DOJ) conducting its enforcement
activities with respect to civil rightén a humane manner and with minimal disruption to agricultural business;
1.8.6.Just compensation to owners for any damages done to property or business during DHS enforcement activities;
1.8.7.Preventing workers found to be undocumented or unauthorized persons from continuing to occupy grower's housing
unless provided with immediate work authorization;
1.8.8.Action to provide for the unification of immediate families under the 19@&ipration Reform and Control Act
(IRCA), so that the act or the regulations do not require the breakup of immediate families;
1.8.9.Repealing of the employer sanctions clai&aployers should not be held llador determining the legal or illegal
status of employees;
1.8.10.A safe harbor provision for employers who have formally hired or are hiring workers who are permitted under
Deferred Action against Childhood Arrivals (DACA) and future relateecutive action;
1.8.11.Federal agencies being liable for any and all costs related to illegal immigration incurred by state, county and
municipal governments including detaining an illegal immigrant while awaiting processing and/or departdtion
costs incurred by individuals for personal and property damages;
1.8.12.DHS developing clear, legal guidelines for Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) and for U.S Fatnaler
when entering private property and adwvisemployers of such guidelines;
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1.8.13.ICE being required to contact employers immediately following farm enforcement measures when employees are
taken from businesses so that employers and families are informed;

1.8.14.The U.S. St Department increasing funding and personnel to handle the peak period for visa demand thus
reducing worker delays;

1.8.15.The development of a special visa, green carcitizenshigfor farmers immigrating, or those who have immigrated
to the U.S. Specifically, we recommend changes to existing laws and E2 visa requirements to better reflect and
support farm family businesses;

1.8.16.Unaccompanied minors who enter the @diStates illegally should be treated under the same laws as adults
entering the country illegally;

1.8.17.The United States Department of Labor resurveying the average labor wage for agricultural workers in order to mol
accurately reflect thimcal pay rates and ease the financial strain on agricultural producers due to an overinflated
Adverse Effect Wage Rate required by?A provisions;

1.8.18.Applying the Adverse Effect Wage Rate at the time of contract signing for the life obttiract;

1.8.19.The denial of federal funds to sanctuary cities; and

1820A physical visit to the consulate of a workerdés honmn
status adjustment process.
1.9. We oppose:
1.9.1.Any efforts to repeal the open agricultural field search warrant provision of IRCA,;
1.9.2.The counting of undocumented or unauthorized persons in the U.S. Census relative to redistricting; and
1.9.3.Sanctuary counties, cities and states
Agricultural Visa Program
2.1. We support the complete overhaul of th@ N guest worker program.
2.2. We support establishing an agricultural isat is portable (at will) or by contract and that also deals with ag sectors that
need yearound workers.
2.3. We support an agricultural worker progravith requiremets and fees that are not more stringent for one sector of
agriculture than another.
2.4. We support amending the Migrant and Seasonal Worker Protection Act (MSPA) an@#&Aadd to require that court
jurisdiction fall with the statand/or country where the alleged violation occurred.
2.5. We recommend that DOL work quickly and judiciously to provide guidance to state labor departments and settle disputes
regarding the FRA Program to make it very clear that the fedemlegnment has oversight and final determination in all
areas of the F2A Program.
2.6. We support improved training for employers to understand and better us&th@tdgram, and provide better information
for new users to the program.
2.7. The DOL should provide appropriate oversight for state labor departments to ensur@ ghapplications are processed at
the state level in a timely and impartial manner.
2.8. We recommend that resident aliens with work perimtsllowed to work on as many different farms as needed each year,
i.e., they should not be restricted to one farm or one employer, but some may be limited to the agricultural sector for a
temporary period of time.
2.9. We support amending th&2A program to allow workers to work for other farmers as long as a transfer is approved by the
original contracting employer.
2.10.A state employment agency should be required to verify employment eligibility before making any refereinola@yer.
2.11.We support changes to policy in order to reduce t#ARvaiting period because lack of local labor interest and to
eliminate the newspaper advertising requirement.
2.12.We support modifying the definition of agultural labor or services, pursuant to 8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(H)(ii)(a), as defined
as agricultural labor and applied in Sec. 3121(g) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 at U.S.C. 3121(g); and agriculture
defined and applied in Sec. 3(f) of the FaibbaStandards Aatf 1938 (FLSA at 29 U.S.C 203(f) and any other
applicable rules/regulationkat the definition of agriculture and agricultural labor or services include the transportation of
raw, unprocessed crops from the field following harvest to the mill, processor, packing house, elevator or first peint of sal
2.13.We suppormodifications that define farm laboront r act or s who transport a far mer
processor, elevator, packing house or first point of sale as agriculture, agricultural labor and/or an agriculturdiagdsvice t
part of the crop harvest for farmers and meet tAReligibility criteria to apply and petition for +2A visa workers.
2.14.We support a worker program that:
2.14.1.Addresses agriculture's unique needs, which may change suddenly with weather, global market realities, contract
enforeeability or other variables beyond the grower's control;

2.14.2.1s simplified and costompetitive to make their employment more feasible for perishable crops;

2.14.3.Provides workers, including commercial fishiagd fish dock workers, with a visa that lasts at least three years and
is renewable multiple times;

2.14.4.0Offers an opportunity, and provides a waiver from inadmissibility, to interested agricultural worlevgend
unlawfully present and working in agriculture prior to introduction of legislation but are otherwise admissible under
the Immigration and Nationality Act (INA);

2.14.5 Allows the worker to maintain their current residency while obtaiaimgprk visa without a requirement of returning
to their country of origin

2.14.6.Eliminates excessive or duplicative bureaucracy and unnecessary red tape;



2.14.7.Reduces domesticeriitment costs;

2.14.8.Allows U.S. farmers to hire qualified migratory and domestic workers;

2.14.9.Includes appropriate provisions for foreign commuter worldrs reurn to a residence in their home country
nightly or weekly;

2.14.10.Establishes an ombudsman to resolve disputes among immigration service, employers and workers;

2.14.11.Includes timely certification determination to ensure emplogdesjuate time to bring workers to a job site;

2.14.12.Includes the broadest possible definition of agriculture;

2.14.13.Provides the option of a housing allowance, in lieu of housing;

2.14.14 Provides for an exemption froemy contract employment guarantee in the case of a freeze or other emergency
catastrophic event;

2.14.151s administered by USDA

2.14.16 Allows cooperating farmers to make a joint application for workers. These workels beoallowed to move from
one cooperating farm to another during the workers' contract period, without shared liability;

2.14.17 Includes data from current and previouA employers in the F2A prevailing practices survey;

2.14.18. Automatically increases the number of available visas (to avoid crop losses) if the visa limit is reached, should a
future agricultural visa program cap the number of available visas;

2.14.19.Includes forestry;

2.14.20.Provides an online format to expedite the exchange of information between the producer and government agencie

2.14.21.Includes work requirements for alb@died adults on government assistance;

2.14.22 Allows for rehiring of past employeegthout having to refile and resubmit paperwork to four agencies;

2.14.23 Allows H-2A workers to get visas for multiple years without refiling them; and

2.14.24 Includes dairy parlor and animal camployees in the {2A program.

2.15.We oppose:

2.15.1.Requiring agricultural producers who participate in federal guest worker programs to pay wage rates higher than
their state minimum wager 10% above the federal minimum wage

2.15.2.Requiring employers to pay local youth workers the same wages a2 AroHvisa worker under a new agricultural
visa program for dointhe same job;

2.15.3.Requiring housing or transportation, or the hiring of domestic workers after the contract period has begun; housing
or transportation may be encouraged with tax credits;

2.15.4.Requiring to pay such cost untilladst half of the contract period is complete and unless the costs primarily benefit
the employer;

2.15.5.Limiting the number of temporary worker visas, or guaranteeing payment of any fraction of a worker's pay for work
that has not been perfoed;

2.15.6.Expanding the Migrant and Seasonal Agricultural Worker Protection Act to employers of agricultural temporary
workers or otherwise providing those workers with a private right of action, whether expressed or implied, in state ol
fedesl court;

2.15.7. Applying any labor law that does not currently apply t@Mvisa workers;

2.15.8.A requirement that agricultural visa workers be required to purchase health insarzhce

2.15.9.Separate hourly wage rates for specific tasks-RAHontracts.

138 / Legal Services Corporation

1.

We call for major reform of thedgal Services Act of 1974. We are not opposed to a reasonable program to provide legal
assistance for the socially disadvantaged. To achieve major reform of the program, we will work with other groups,doth insid
and outside agriculture, to mount a myiiar legislative effort for that purpose.

We will:

2.1

2.2,

2.3.

2.4,

Continue to support efforts to defund the special programs that have been funded by Congress and transfer those funds t

direct delivery of services to poor people;

Support efforts to bring about other reforms on an interim basis, including but not limited to:

2.2.1. An amendment to the Legal Services Act to permit individual citizens or groups to file suit against the Legal Service
Corporation(LSC) and its grantees or contractors and to seek damages where Legal Services lawyers or LSC grour
have operated in violation of the law;

2.2.2. An amendment to require LSC groups and their staff attorneys to make a good faith giéoth®employer and the
complaining employee or employees in a fé@éace meeting for the purpose of resolving problems before a lawsuit
is threatened or filed,;

2.2.3. An amendment to either prohibit LSC attorneys and groups from filing for or regeieurt and legal costs from
defendants;

2.2.4. An amendment to say: "Legal Services Corporatitsnattorney(s) or group(s), shall have to pay court costs for any
suits that they initiate and lose"; and

2.2.5. An amendment to prohibit lobbying by subgrantees of LSC grantees;

Support the development of organized ways, such as mediation, of settling problems between agricultural employers and

their employees to avoid costly lawsuits;

Support the development and promotion of a training program among agricultural employers to:
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2.4.1. Make them more aware of the labor laws and regulations affecting agricultural employment; and
2.4.2. Assist them in devefuing an effective labemanagement relations program on their farms and ranches;

2.5. Assist farmers in becoming better informed about the LSC program and to become more involved in the operation of local

LSC groups.
3. We suppat:
3.1. Making LSC and its grantees accountable to the executive branch;
3.2. The U.S. government ceasing to provide federal funding to Farm Workers Legal Sexmites
3.3. The principle that any action brought by the LSC against farmers be considered in the court of jurisdiction where the farm
located.
4. We oppose:
4.1. Funding LSC grantees with interest on Lave/@rust Accounts;
4.2. Giving LSC grantees the right to represent agricultural workers who are not legally or physically present in the United
States; and
43. Legal services case wor ker s sglioiticasgs. t o a farmerds field

139 / Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA)

1. We support an exemption for production agriculture operations with 50 or fewer employees from Occupationah@&fesith
Act (OSHA) regulations.

2. Employers who violate the law should be given a warning and training for the first violation and be given due process of law
allowed under the Constitution instead of instant fines.

3. We call upon OSHAo repeal its farm labdrousing regulations, since such housing is not a workplace. The Department of Labor
(DOL) should not have twoifflerent regulators regulating the same housing.

4. OSHAshould not issue any regulation unless there is an actual threat to the health araf safptgyees.

5. We support the use of voluntary programs to oedajuries in the workplace.

6. We will continue to work with federal agencies and with various safetyps in the development of reasonable safety
regulations affecting farmers.

7. We will provide leadership ithe development of reasonable and responsible s&fgiyations at the national level.

8. We believe that OSHA standard for grain elevatdssunworkable for existing smiaountry elevatorand we favor a more
workable standard or exemption for such elevators

9. We call upon the secretary of laltorrevise the Hazardous Materials Communication Standard to eliminate duplicate and
overlapping regulations with the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) farm worker pesticide protection regulations.

10. We urge EPA and OSH# employ persons with agricultural expertise.

11. We oppose:
11.1.Giving OSHA|jurisdiction over criminal penalties for any OSHW other laboregulation violationand
11.2.The imposition of ergonomic standamis the agricultural industry, including farm processing and packing operations.

MISCELLANEOQUS
145 / Agricultural Education

1. High school career and technical educapoograms for agriculture and the National FBAganization are vital programs for
development of the talent and leadership needed in farming and agetsérvice industries.

2. We urge the U.S. Department of Education to retain the two professional staff positions, including the Nati@hisdrAin
the Office of Career, Technical and Adult Education and.FH#ese positions should be maintained at the current grade level,
receive the necessary support for current functions and responsibilities, and be filled by indiviskedsipg the knowledge,
experience and skills to provide leadership in Agricultural EducatichFFA

3. We support:
3.1. Agricultural Educatiorand FFAPrograms, and will work to help ensure scientifically basedsajence education, and a

strong National FFADrganization;

3.2. Anincrease indderal funding and necessary personnel for the creation of new programs in communities not yet served by

agricultural educatioand FFAand maintaining the quality and high flmance of current programs that provide personal,
academic and career education in agriculture;

3.3. Opportunities for children from public, private, charter and home sctmédsm local FFAchapters;

3.4. School districts to revise their agricultural curriculum to a level where credits in agricultural courses can be utilized as
science credits; and

3.5. Postsecondary educational institutions to accept these agricultural course asesiitence credits.

146 / Career and Technical Education

1. State and local groups should retain primary responsibility for career pr@gradrtechnical educatigmograms.
2. We support:
2.1. Career and technical educatiand posthigh school job training anctraining for youth and adults seeking jobs in farming,
ranching and logging;
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2.2. The eligibility of farmers and ranchers to participate in existing governfnaded retraining programs

2.3. Federal funding at curné or higher levels for career and technical education

2.4. Expansion of farm business management educatidrproduction and financial benchmarking programs as part of adult
education

2.5. Career and technical educatiorthe G.I. Bill, including an agriculture internship option; and

2.6. Continued federal funding and appropriations for agricultural educaithim public schools via the Carl D. Perkins
Vocational and Technical Educatiéwt.

147 / Census and Survey Data Collection

1. We believe:

1.1. Government agencies have the right to collect fundamental data on population counts for itpurpioses. This data
would include the names of iiMiduals residing at the residence, the number of people residing at the residence, and the
year of birth of people residing at the residence; and

1.2. Any information requested in addition to this data must be voluntarily given by the individuals.

2. We oppose:

2.1. The American Community Survdsom the U.S. Department of Commerce because it aggressively and unnecessarily
invades individual privacy with its data collection efforts;

2.2. The use of fines tooerce citizens to submit to intrusive, mandatory personal data collection efforts by the federal
government; and

2.3. The use of statistical formulas or estimates in cetekisg.

148 / Cooperatives

1. Agricultural cooperatives being farmer owned and controlled and be based upon the principles of our private competitive
enterprise system.
2. We oppose any attempt to repeal or weaken the Capigdstead Act Antitrust suis should not be used to dilute the bargaining
power of farmer cooperatives.
3. Perishable Agricultural Commodities Act recgriments should apply to cooperatives that do business on cash basis with
nonmembers.
4. We support:
4.1. Legal, regulatory and tax codes to encourage the proliferation of famrerd closed cooperatives that produce value
addedproducts;
4.2. Allowing cooperatives to keep dividends from deceased members after trying to locate heirs for five years; and
4.3. Disclosure of contingent liabilities tied to customer loan guaramteismermember owned marketing and supply
cooperatives.

149 / Definition of Agriculture

1. We support:
1.1. A uniform definition of agriculture which includes use of natural resources in the production of all plants (agronomic and
horticultural), aquatic species (aquaculture), forestry (silviclt@mimal (including equine), fungi, beak@ng (apiculture)
and all related production activities; and
1.2. Agritourismdef i ned as a Awor ki

ng farm, ranch or agricudeftur al
visitorso be considered as

a viable agricultural enter

150 / Education

1. Ag in the Classroom
1.1. Agriculture in the classroomprograms improve the agricultural literacy of the public and should be a part of all elementary
and secondary education.
1.2. We support:
1.2.1. Agriculture in the Classroomesources and programs for alHlR classes;
1.2.2. The National Agriculture in the Classro@mrganization;
1.2.3. The United States Department of Agriculture's (USDdle as coordinator of the Agriculture in the Classroom
program and the continuation of funding for the Annual National Conference, website maintenance and enhanceme
Agriculture in the Classrooraxcellence Grants Progra(ACE), Excellence in Teaching about Agriculture in the
ClassroomAward and the ability for state programs to apply for Secondary EducationY@amPostsecondary
Education Agriculture in the K12 Classroom Challenge (SPECA) Grants Program and additional programs as
funding allows; ad
1.2.4. An increase in the annual appropriation for the program.
2. Primary and Secondary Education
2.1. We believe that educational policygsemarily a local and state issue. Reforms to improve educational quality can best be
formulated at these levels of government.
2.2. We support:



2.3.

2.2.1. A rewrite of the formula for federal funding which directs more money to rural and-ematlschol districts;

2.2.2. Obtaining proficiency in the basics of reading, writing and mathematics by all students in our educational system;

2.2.3. The use of English as the teaching language in gradex K

2.2.4. Programs that provide greater educatiapportunities and incentives for exceptional studédrs emphasize
creativity, innovation and teamwork while helping individual students identify their passions earlier in their
educational experience;

2.2.5. The option of homévased education;

2.2.6. Environmental educatiofor all students being based on sound sciemckfactual information;

2.2.7. School curriculdocusing on scienebased facts and not on prormgt or advocating the concept of animal or plant
rights;

2.2.8. Preserving neighborhood schools and maintaining the right of parents or legal guardians to participate in public and
private schools affairs;

2.2.9. Federal impact aid tlmcalities adversely affected by federal government installations and/or refugee relocations;

2.2.10.Increased emphasis on educational programs that provide training in citizenship, traditional family values, parentin
ethics, social behavior and intemgsonal relations; and

2.2.11.Native American tribes reimbursing local school districts for the full cost of educating tribal members.

We oppose:

2.3.1. Unfunded mandatesnd

2.3.2. National mandatesn loal curricula and school boards.

3. Higher Education and Student Loans

3.1

3.2.

We support:

3.1.1. Eligibility for college loans be based on net operational income;

3.1.2. Interestfree student loanas long as payments are made on time;

3.1.3. Any individual who gets a student Pell Grahbuld be required to repay it with interest if they do not complete the
semester. They should not Hagible for any further government loans or funds until the amount owed is repaid;

3.1.4. Government and lending institutions making every effort to collect delinquent studenditaingerest;

3.1.5. Colleges andiniversities not being penalized for noepayment of student loanBo avoid jeopardizing the
availability of student loangovernment guarantee should be reduced from 100 percent to 95 percent;

3.1.6. Residat instruction programi our colleges of agriculture. The development of students' expertise is critical to the
future of the agricultural industry;

3.1.7. The original intenbf teacher tenurto protect teachers against political abuse. However, tenure should be reformed
so that it cannot be used to unduly protect incompetent teachers;

3.1.8. Private schools meeting or exceedstgte standards for accreditation;

3.1.9. Government recognizing the right of private groups to organize and operate educational institutions; and

3.1.10.The Environmental Protection Agensenvironmental edudah being based on sound scierzc®l factual
information.

We oppose:

3.2.1. The Internal Revenue Serviogerfering with the enrollment practices of private schools; and

3.2.2. Prisoners qualifying for any welfagr federal or state grants, such as college or school grants.

151 / Farm Machinery

1. We support:

2.

2C

1.1.
1.2.

1.3.
1.4.

1.5.
1.6.
1.7.

Prohibiting tampering with hour meters on motorized farm equipment;

Using a standardizetD-character machinery identification systemhich includes components of the National Crime
Information Center number;

Urging manufacturers to designate the year of manufacture in the serial numbetradttreor implement;

The right to repair oneb6és own equipment by amending th
equipment manufacturers to allow equipment owners and independent repair facilities to have access to the same
agricultural equi pment diagnostic tools and repair inf
repair facilities. Any penalty for alterations should be limited to the voiding of the warranty, as well as the rigtdrsftdeal
refuse services and trade on altered equipment;

The use of standardized communication connectors and test signals for all farm equipment with diagnostic capability;
Any insulated wire used in equipment, automobiles or otherwise be regeli@uents and fire ants; and

The creation of a national .AiLemon Lawo to cover farm

We support equipment owners and/or independent equipment repair facilitieableing:

2.1

2.2,
2.3.

2.4,
2.5,

Have machine connectivity by way of multiple avenues including onboard screen, smart device, dealer access and other
means;

Look up diagnostic codes in manuals, online or from dealer access;

Have and keep the right tto general maintenance and daily servicing. Example: Changing oil and filters, periodic servicing
and greasing;

Access repair and technical manuals; and

Repair and service equipment during the warranty or extended warranty periods.



3. We support the implementation of comprehensive fightpair legislation or a negotiated written agreement between ag
producers and original equipment manufacturers (OEMSs). This legislation or agreement must:

3.1. Be enforceable;

3.2. Guarante farmer/owner and independent repair technician access to the information, parts and tools that are available to
dealershipsincluding, but not limited to, the ability to reset the operating systeknowledging pricing structures may be
different for armers/owners vs. independent repair technicians. The diagnostic and repair information and tools must be
fairly priced and delivered in a timely manner;

3.3. Include all OEM equipment, regardless of age, model or years in use at the time of effateve

3.4. Differentiate between repair (the restoration of hardware to its original intended function) and illegal modification;

3.5. Not require any agricultural equipment owner to agree to any contract that removes existing rights; and

3.6. We would support an agreement which grants farmers/owners and independent repair technicians access, similar to the

agreement reached in the automobile and I ight truck ow
consider suppairtg legislation achieving the same.
4. We oppose:

4.1. Any further attempt to restrict or regulate exhaust emissions on new or used farm equipment, heavy equipment or trucks
4.2. The titling, registrabn and licensing of farm machineay the federal level; and
4.3. Equipment manufacturers requiring that general maintenance be conducted by one of their dealers to keep the

ma n u f ascwaranteimtait.

152 / Family and Moral Responsibility

1. We urge the meditp take immediate steps to exercise discretion in the depiction of sex, violence and low morality on TV and
radio. We recommend that the rating system used for movies be used for the commercial music industry.

2. We support incentives to provide safe and adequate childcare in rural communities.

3. We oppose:
3.1. Granting special privileges to those that participate in alternative lifestyles; and
3.2. Human cloning

153 / Federal Emergency Management Agency

1. Concerning FEMA assistance, critestaould be analyzed differently in regards to agricultural areas versus urban areas, when
determining if assistance has already met the maximum dollar limit allowed.
2. We support the expediting of FEMA assistance funds when rapidly deterioratiasgtinfture issues are involved.

154 / Health & Health Insurance

1. We believe that health care is primarily the responsibility of the individual. We support efforts to improve healthwere deli
and foster health care competition.
2. We sipport federal tax policies that encourage individuals to prepare for future health care needs.
3. We oppose any tax on any agricultural commaodity or any additional tax on payroll being used to fund a health care program.
4. Health care policylsould embrace the following principles:
4.1. Promote personal wellness, fithess and preventive care as basic health goals;
4.2. Ensure that professional health care workers, not insurance companies, determine patient treatments;
4.3. Provide diect government financial assistance to providers for those who are unable to pay for health care;
4.4. Protect the right of patients to choose health care providers and methods of treatment; and
4.5. Veteransshould receive moréniely notification of benefits and transfer of records between federal departments to expedite
health care delivery.
5. Access To Health Care
5.1. We support:
5.1.1. Incentives to increase the number of primary care providers;
5.1.2. Greater use of nephysician providers;
5.1.3. Incentives to train medical professionals who intend to practice in rural areas;
5.1.4. Incentives for medical and mental health services in rural areas, including home healdndees;
5.1.5. Essential Access Community Hospital and Rural Primary Care Hospital programs;
5.1.6. The expansion of migrant health services to ensure a healthy work force for agricultural employers;
5.1.7. Importation of prescription drugs whemetsafety of the source can be proven;
5.1.8. Rural area access to modern and reliable 911 and E911 communication service;
5.1.9. Increased funding to enhance programs and facilities for the treatment of substanemdbmstal health issues,
directed at rural populations; and
5.1.10.Telemedicinebeing recognized as standard medical practice by insurers, medical professionals and regulating
agencies.
5.2. We oppose:
5.2.1. Legislation or regulaties that would jeopardize present volunteer emergency medical technician systems;
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5.2.2. Federal guidelines that would close the obstetric wards in hospitals that do not meet annual requirements for numbe
of births;

5.2.3. Prohibiting the ovethe-courter sale of vitamins, amino acids, probiotics, minerals and herbs;

524.l nsurance companies being able to override a profes

5.2.5. Health Maintenance Organizations requiring patients referred to speciabtsibo periodic approval from the their
primary care provider to continue treatment;

5.2.6. The early discharge of patients by health care plans, hospitals and/or health care providers;

5.2.7. Employers being required to provide employees with héadtlrancehroughout the calendar year of their
employment;

5.2.8. Mandateghat insurance companies adhere to a "guarantee issue and community rating" standard, which would
substantially increase premiums for individual health insurpotieies; and

5.2.9. Taxpayer funded health care for illegalnmgrants

6. Cost Containment

6.1.

We support:

6.1.1. Exemptions from mandatésr group health insuranqgaograms of associations;

6.1.2. A reduction in mandated benefits;

6.1.3. Efforts to reduce medical malpractice insuraogsts, including limitations on certain punitive and femonomic
damage awards;

6.1.4. Allowing veterando receive medical care at local hospitals;

6.1.5. A wage index equal to 1.0 for reimbursement purposes;

6.1.6. Exemption of Essential Service Hospitals from Outpatient Prospective Payments Systems;

6.1.7. An exemption for students and seasonal,-paré, and H2A workers from mandated health care regulations;

6.1.8. Coordinated care, electronic recsrihcentives for results (not procedures) and preventativeresponsibly
reduced hospital stays and payments to medical professionals for their service through telecommamitcaticail;

6.1.9. Allowing contributions to a healtkavings accourdfter age 65;

6.1.10.Using taxes collected for the Medicare Trust Fund only for administering the Medicare Act and fund health benefits
for those retirees who opt for Medicare and pay a Medicamipm; and

6.1.11.Including out of state and madrder medical testing in an effort to minimize costs.

7. Health
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7.1,

7.2,
7.3.
7.4.

We encourage vaccination programs for potentially deadly diseases and more domestic proderitiicad bealth

vaccinesas a policy of national security.

We oppose funding for abortipauthanasia and RY36.

We urge more restraint asdpervision by the medical community concerning fetal tissue research.

We support:

7.4.1. The U.S. Department of Health and Human Services allocating funding for the research, development and
implementation of Lyme Diseasad/or all tickborne illness vaccindsr humans;

7.4.2. Requiring the Centers for Disease Control to reinstate Lyme dististics in the Morbidity and Mortality Welgk
Report; and

7.4.3. Awareness, available resources and funding for the Farm and Ranch Stress Assistance Network (FRSAN) and
programs that deal with mental health and emotionatleaitig for the agriculture community.

Health Insurance

8.1.

We support:

8.1.1. Small Business Health Plans and voluntary regional insurance purchasing cooperatives, subject to state regulation,
permit individuals and small companiesézeive the same price advantages that corporations receive;

8.1.2. Reviewing and revising the Health Insurafgtability and Accountability Act;

8.1.3. Interstate portability of insurance;

8.1.4. Insuring preexisting conditions;

8.1.5. Repeal and/or defunding of Patient Protection and Affordable Car@\&#) and the Health Care and Education
Recondiation Act of 2010;

8.1.6. Allowing insurance companies to sell and individuals to purchase health plans across state lines to create competiti
prices;

8.1.7. Requiring current and retired members of Congresqrésident, past presidents, their family members and all
federal employees with the exception of active duty, retired and disabled military personnel to be included in any
national health plan and/or compulsory national health insurance

8.1.8. Health Savings AccourfHSA) modifications that:
8.1.8.1Repeal caps on the annual maximum contribution amount for all HSAs;
8.1.8.2Eliminatethe highdeductible health plan mandate from HSA eligibility requirements, allowing more

individuals to access HSAs; and

8.1.8.3Allow HSA funds to be used for health insurapcemiums;

8.1.9. Beingable to modify coverage, such as increasing deductibles, without losing the status of legacy or grandfathered
health insurancpolicies; and

8.1.10.Federal legislation that would afford equal tax treatment and betefitatrons of health care sharing ministries.
Specifically, we support:



8.2.

8.1.10.1. The tax deductibility of monthly shared costs; and
8.1.10.2. The utilization of Health Savings Accousrbeing expanded todlude the patrons of health care sharing
ministries, including the tax benefits of such HSAs in a similar manner as those utilizing a qualified high
deductible health insuranpdan.
We oppose:
8.2.1. Government mandatéisat require the purchase of health insuraarod the financial penalty for not purchasing
health insurance
8.2.2. Compulsory natinal health insuran¢éncluding laws requiring all individuals or employers to purchase health
insuranceand a national health plan in any form; and
8.2.3. Efforts to exclude family members and the owners of other businesses from receiving the Small Employer Health
Insurancaax credit under IRS Form 8941 which was passed under the Affordable Care Act

9. Medicare/Medicaid

9.1.

9.2.

We support:

9.1.1. Allowing Medicare recipients to opt out of Medicare and purchase private insurance acteguaiblent to
Medicare with Medicare paying the premium;

9.1.2. Incentives to Medicare recipients to allow them to participate in private or alternative plans;

9.1.3. The active prosecution of Medicare and Medideddic

9.1.4. Patients receiving billings from physicians and other health care providers or health care services before Medicare
pays to help eliminate account balance discrepancies;

9.1.5. Block grants to the states to administer the Medipedgiram as they see best;

9.1.6. Efforts to eliminate cost shifting from Medicaéthd Medicare to individuals and thipgdrty payers;

9.1.7. Eliminating the waiting period for those who transfer or sell property to relatives in order to qualify for Medicaid

9.1.8. Medicaidassuming nursing honexpenses for a person whose net worth has been reduced to $20,000;

9.1.9. Allowing a spouse to retain up to $96,000 in countable assets (not includireg horial trust, life insurana@nd one
vehicle) with the remainder eligible for spousal support of nursing loosts;

9.1.10.Equitable Medicare payments to runalspitals and physicians, as well as revised rates to narrow the pay gap;

9.1.11.Adequate funding under Medicare to continue home health services for thebbamaand elderly;

9.1.12.Medical industry acceptance of Medicare assigrsjen

9.1.13.Medicare and Medicaidoverage for prescription drug and medical costs with a deductiblepaygo

9.1.14.Government programs like Medicare and Mediqaimperly compensating providers in a timely manner;

9.1.15.Full deductibility of Medicare cgays and deductibles instead of treating them as hospital bad debt;

9.1.16.Medicare coverage for preventive examinations;

9.1.17.The federal government assumes a larger percentage of the costs associated with;Madicaid

9.1.18. Utilizing net income and not gross income when determining Medicare payments.

We oppose:

9.2.1. Any expansion of Medicare;

9.2.2. Medicare tax increases;

9.2.3. Increasing Medicaieligibility, in an effort to have national health care reform, that would result inasetecost
shifting to the states;

9.2.4. Any reduction of Medicare provider reimbursement;

9.2.5. A mandatory medical identification system;

9.2.6. Efforts to restrict the ability to privately contract with a physiciantbephealth care provider for medical service
beyond Medicar@pproved treatment;

9.2.7. Medicare being able to limit a medical doctor's or otherpioysician provider's ability to treat a patient;

9.2.8. Reducing Medicare funding@ thelp support another national health care program; and

9.2.9. The ability for Medicaido recover medical expenses from the portion of an estate that generates business income fc
the surviving family.

155 / Insurance

1. We support state regulation of insuracoenpanies.
2. We oppose:

2.1,
2.2,

Repeal or amendment of the McCarfagrguson Act; and
Increased federal income taxes on insuraieapanies.

156 / Litigation

1.

We support:

1.1.

1.2.

1.3.

Legislation to reform the Equal Access to Justice Act (EAJA) and otheshfftang statutes to require online public

disclosure from the Attorney General of the United States relating to litigadigments authored for all federal agencies;
Legislation to require parties seeking an injunction to reimburse the defendants for all court costs, legal fees, losses and
other expenses if the injunction is shown to be unfounded or otherwise overturned;

Tort reformto return stability to liability and medical malpractice insuraimctuding, but should not be limited to:

1.3.1. A cap on the amount of damages, due to-economic lossesicluding punitive damages;



1.3.2. A flat compensation based on type of injury;
1.3.3. Strengthening the legal definition of fault used to determine damages;
1.3.4. Limit expert testimony;
1.3.5. Eliminate joint and several liability;
1.3.6. Allow large awards for future damages to be paid in installments;
1.3.7. Eliminate double recovery;
1.3.8. Limits on attorney's contingency fees, including those from class action lawsuits; and
1.3.9. Increased usage of alternatives to lawsuits;

1.4. Plaintiffs whose lawsuits are determined to be frivolous should be responsible for court costs and triple the amount of
economic and social damages incurred;

1.5. Legislation to amend the EAJA to make it clear that state courts may award afe@segainst the U.S.;

1.6. Anti-disparagemeriegislation, which provides a cause of action against entities making false and disparaging statements
against agricultural products and/or production withoigrgic justification;

1.7. Legislation that entitles a prevailing party in civil or administrative proceedings by a state or federal agency, slegal fe
and outof-pocket expenses if the position of the agency is not substantially justified;

1.8. Enforcement of the cap on legal fees being paid to attorneys under the EAJA or otiéftifeg statutes;

1.9. Protecting volunteerofficers and directors of ngprofit and charitable organizations from pmmal liability suitswhen
acting in good faith to perform their assigned duty;

1.10Ref orm of the EAJA to prevent creation of ihevaeeoftheves t
assets of noprofit organizations that seek attorney fees under the act, a cap on the amount of fees and hourly rate an ent
may receive and parity between pprofit organizations and individuals under EAJA,

1.11.Thecreat on of | egi sl ation that requires those seeking att
funds for any lawsuit. The legislation should also require individuals or groups to post a bond if their lawsuit will have an
effect on produers;

1.12.Continuing to keep pressure on agencies and the U.S. Department of Justice regarding misuse of EAJA,

1.13.Continued funding for the national Agriculture Mediation Program;

1.14.Requiring all plaintiffs filng under the EAJA to provide a monetary bond equal to the assessed value of the raw materials,
resources or commaodity that was or may be harvested, withdrawn or grazed from the area or areas subject td tiggation
bond should be surrendered to the defendant(s) if the plaintiff(s) case is not upheld; and

1.15.Requiring that EAJA filers show a fAdirect and personal

2. We oppose:

2.1. The use of government funds to sue the U.S. government;

2.2. The ability of a person serving a prison sentence to sue and recover any monetary award at taxpayer expense;

2.3. The ability of a plaintiff to ge for injuries while committing a crime or trespassing on another person's land,;

2.4. The ability of government agencies to assess penalties, confiscate property or withhold benefits without due process; and

2.5. Nonprofit orgarizations or their subsidiaries from filing for EAJA funds when their net worth exceeds $7 million.

157 / Media

1. We urge all mediagovernment agencies and health care professionale twou®ct scientific terminology, to be unbiased and
accurate in their public statements to avoid unwarranted fear among the general public. All reporting should be faitigad obje
maintaining a risk relation factor between agricultural/consumer ierefil possible health risks. When the mediaects an
error in reporting, that correction should be printed or broadcast with the same prominence as it was incorrectly régityrted in

2. We propose that any i and/or any organization responsible for distributing accusations of health risk not based on credible
scientific data be held liable for triple the losses to producers, processors and subsequent retailers.

3. Weurge the USDAo promptly investigate false information regarding the agricultural community reported by theamedia
assist us in aggressively challenging individuals and organizations who misrepresent scientific evidence and cause financial
damage to agricultural producers.

4. To make vital decisions, farmers and ranchers need detailed and timely vifatimeation, local news, uf-theminute market
reports and news affecting production agriculture. We encourage allardli@levisiorstations to maintain and improve their
agricultural sendes.

5. We support:

5.1. Pro-agriculture information in all mediavailable to the public;

5.2. Local stations being included in programming on cable and satelktesion

5.3. The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) examining ongoing telexggieption problems resulting from the
analog to digital conversion and work with broadcast stations to ensweritieued availability of free local programming;

5.4. Permanent elimination of the FCC's ability to censor political content on talk eadtio

5.5. Assertivenewmediaut r each efforts to -aguintefrt imeduptdopadgéaaded

158 / Narcotics and Substance Abuse

1. We encourage vigorous educational efforts to inform yquahents and others concerning the harmful effects of substance abuse
2. We support:
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2.1. Effective enforcement of present laws and enactment of new legislation to prevent the illegal production, importation,
manufacture odistribution of illegal drugs, and related paraphernalia;

2.2. The Drug Enforcement Administration change the cannabis classification from a schedule 1 drug to a schedule 2
classification for the sole purpose of doing clinical studies on the efigutimans;

2.3. Law enforcemennotifying the landowner or managing agency when aware of trespass madjulegal drug
manufacturing sites on private agricultural/resource propertieshdicpands (e.g., U.S. Forest Service/Bureau of Land
Management);

2.4. Funding and cleanup of damage caused by trespass mangjuitiegal drug manufacturing sites, with that effort
coordinated among government gri/ate entities;

2.5. Efforts to prevent prescription drug abuse;

2.6. Establishing a standardized, nationwide controlled substanoéoring database for medical professionals to utdize
monitor when prescribing or dispensing controlled substatwtheir patients. This database should allow collection of
information regarding controlled substaa@ecessible by prescribers, pharmacies and all medical professionals in all states
when the prescribing, dispensing or monitoring of patients is necessary;

2.7. Stiffer penalties for drug pushers, money launderers andtrepers, with no plea bargaining;

2.8. Mandatory drug testing for public health and safety reasons in order to qualify for federal pmedtaeens;

2.9. Individuals on unemploymein excess of six months being subject to random drug tests and if the test is failed the
individual no longer can receive unemploymbanhefits; and

2.10.The removal of pain as¢Hfifth vital sign in evaluations conducted by the Joint Commission on the Accreditation of
Healthcare Organizations when grading hospitals for financial reimbursement.

3. We oppose:

3.1. Depositing proceeds from property cotied from confiscation and impoundment procedures into the general fund. These
funds should be used for drug programs and cleanup costs;

3.2. Innocent landowners being held liable or penalized when illegal drugs are found on their property;

3.3. The classification of industrial hengs a controlled substanand

3.4. The legalization of the recreational use of marijuana

159 / Nutrition

1. We support:

1.1. Teaching balanced diet guidelines following the recommendations of $SB&d nutritionprogram research;

1.2. Recognition by USDAand the Food and Drug Administration of studies and research in nuivhiich are based on
published standard research criteria whether funded by producer groups or other recognized research groups;

1.3. Funding of nutritiorresearch on relationships between agricultural products and coronary heart disease and cancer;

1.4. Teachers and health professionals being educated about sound nutritional principles;

1.5. USDA including whole potatoeis the Women, Infants and Children (WIC) program;

1.6. Changing the school lunch and WIC program to increase the number of eligible dairy products available to participants,
including yogurt;

1.7. WIC-approved dairy products being made available to all categories of WIC participants;

1.8. Legislation and programs seeking to utilize Commodity Credit Corporatimed commodities for direct distribution in
lieu of food stamps

19. Al l owi ng all partici pant s iProgran{SFRMNE moipurachasé-lacallynmoduiedd, Mar k e
USDA-certified frozen meat productssolda f ar mer sd mar ket s or certified road

1.10.The creation of a voucher program though the Nikhation Program to facilitate the distribution of donated mhitbugh
grocery stores anather venuesince some food banks are not geared for highly perishable prpducts

1.11.Maintaining dairy as a distinct group in the Dietary Guidelines with a recommended three sedaggarad

1.12.Securing funding for more research on the facts regarding the nutritional value and environmental impact of imitation or
synthetic products.

2. We oppose:

2.1. Anyone dictating which foods should aglkdould not be eaten, including imposing "health tagesfood and beverages;
and

2.2. Using taxpayers' money for the purpose of legislating or controlling the diets of American people.

160 / Postal Service

1. Rural addresses should reflect the locality of the postal patron. If the U.S. Postal @8R& changes an address, it should
continue to deliver mail for 90 days to allow ampied for notification.
2. We support:
2.1. Programs that provide efficient essential mail service to. reasonably accessible farmsteads;
2.2. Private enterprise competing with the USPS for all types of service;
2.3. Consolidating, extending, or relocating rural routes for economy of operation;
2.4. Discontinuing Saturday mail delivery;
2.5. Postal inspection of first class mail which is suspected of containing quarantined products;
2.6. Using fines to deter the mailing ofigrantined products;



2.7.

2.8.
2.9.

Requiring the USPS and airlines to ship live poultry ratites, beneficial ifgsdtsding honeybees), live plant material and
canines;

Allowing rural mail carries to provide their own vehicles. Vehicles should be properly marked for safety;

Making a U.S. postage stamp to honor agriculture;

2.10.A review of USPS bulk mailing regulations for nonprofit organizations for easier compliance;
2.11.Setting rates for all classes of mail at levels sufficient to support the cost of the service provided; and
2.12.Allowing the U.S. Postal Servide ship wine

3. Weoppose:
3.1. Closing rural post offices without a public hearing; and
3.2. The USPS selling name lists.

161 / Religion

1. Our national life is founded on spiritual faith and belief in God.
2. We support:

2.1,
2.2,
2.3.
2.4,
2.5,

The individual's right to free exercise of religjamhether in public or private, be it verbal or visual,

The legal right and responsibility of parents to direct the religious and moral training of ildrierch

Leaving "In God We Trust" on coins and currency and "Under God" in the Pledge of Allegiance;

The right of U.S. citizens to conduct religious services, offer prayers and read the Bible as God's word on public lands; an
The denial of preferential tax treatment to churabreshurch organizations for activities that are involved in political action
programs.

3. We oppose efforts to remove references to Christmas and other religiaes/sfrom our country's heritage.

162 / Retail Agriculture

1. We support:

1.1

1.2.
1.3.
1.4.
1.5.

1.6.

Programs that promote the marketing and purchase of agricultural gaaticed or manufactured in the United States of
America;

Changes to federal law allowing farm market retail activity to occur at rest stops along federal highways;

The expansion of Electronic Benefit Transfer programs at farm markéts dnar mer sd mar ket s i n f e
Farm wineries, farm breweries, farm cideries and farm distilleries being allowed to use social media

All publicly supported educational institutionsthe U.S. to purchase supplies, apparel and food stuffs from U.S. producers
and U.S. manufacturers; and

The creation of a database that provides information regarding the ownership of music licensing and fees.

163 / Rural Communications

1. Spectrum

2.

2€

1.1.

1.2.
1.3.

As additional demand is placed on bandwidth spectrum, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) should require
rigorous testing to ensure no interference with Global Positioning Systems (@B&3jion agriculture, or other existing
services. The cost of any technical fix should be borne by those creating any disruption in service;

We support the improvement of GPS and taaded Wide Area Augmentation System (WAAS) transmitters; and

We support requiring companies that win broadband spectrum bids to quickly build out infrastructure or face significant
fines for failing to do so. Any fines should be earmarked for broadband infrastructure in underserved rural areas.

TelecommunicationService

2.1
2.2,

Communication services should be available at a reasonable cost to all people.

We support:

2.2.1. Standardizing the minimum acceptable speed for all fedétabigled broadbangrojects to a speed not less than 25
Mbps/3Mbps;

2.2.2. Increasing high speed interragtcess in rural areas through any source, including wireless, by using a combination of
tax incentives, grants and/or regulations. Networks shouldi meand exceed the FCCb6s def

2.2.3. Expanding eligibility requirements for Connect Amerfaading to include rural electric cooperativeasd other
entities;

2.2.4.ModifyingUSDA6 s Br oadband Program to increase the utiliza
communities. We also support increased funding for and improvements in&SDAb r o agrdms;nd pr

2.2.5. Increased cooperation among Interpeviders to improve access to broadband in rural areas through
coordination/sharing of either current assets or the installation of necessary infrastructure;

2.2.6. The implementation of a research program at FCC to improve the efficiency of the reverse auction process with the
goal of verifying and improving the quality of broadband projects selected for funding;

2.2.7. Local competition for retil access to telecommunicatisarvices;

2.2.8. The continuation of the Universal Service Fund (USF) to maintain affordable communication services in rural
America;

2.2.9. The conplete unbundling of telephorlls so that all components of the charges are accurately reflected;



2.2.10.A properly designed federal revolving fund, with an adequate rate of interest and in conjunction with private capital
asa source of financing for rural telephoc@operativeso that they can maintain and strengthen their systems;

2211.The #ADo Not Cal l Li sto awamringlesscalling;cl usi on of text me

2.2.12.Federal regulations requiring telephamend mo bi | e phone customers to fAopt
solicitors they have not done business with;

2.2.13.Requiing all entities to obtain explicit and obvious permission from customers before providing their phone numbel
to another entity;

2.2.14.The owner of a communication tower should be responsible for the removal and disposal of the tower smé its u
discontinued;

2.2.15.The development and use of telemedicine

2.2.16.The FCC working with cell phoneompanies to increase interoperability among towers in rural areas;

2.2.17.1dentification of underserved areas in regards to broadband availability and the prioritization of those areas in term:
of resource allocation;

2.2.18.Making the penalty for calling for fraudulent purposes the same as maildraidnforce as such. This includes all
fispoofingo;

2.2.19.Additional funding for the Rural Utilities Service to address the increased neegliesdded broadband service in
rural America;

2.2.20.The federal government opening federal property to improve rural mobile and broadband coverage;

2.2.21.A more granular data set than U.S. cerdats bbcks being used in determining broadband coverage;

2.2.22.A third-party verification or audit of FCC Form 477 data submitted by cellular providers; and

2.2.23.Legislation reserving at least 1% of bandwidth for rural programming.

2.3. We oppose:
2.3.1. Shifting the funding burden for the USF to the states; and
2.3.2. Access to interngtornographyin publicly supported faciligs (i.e., libraries and schools).
3. Amateur Radio
3.1. We oppose:

3.1.1. Any change to the FCC code infringing on amateur ragiration and use; and

3.1.2. Requiring amateur radigperators to conduct raditequency level studies and notify the public of possible trace
amounts of radiédrequency exposure.

164 / Safety

1. Farm Safety
1.1. We support:

1.1.1. Farmsafety training at the local level that includes both classroom and-barelgeriences for parents and youth to
enhance their understanding of safe andaapropriate tasks on the farm or ranch;

1.1.2. The concept that safety begins with each indigidamployer and that employees have a responsibility to observe
safe working rules and conditions;

1.1.3. Clarification of statistical categories used by federal governmental agencies in determining rate of incidents,
hazardous exposures and fatalitiepioduction agricultural occupations;

1.1.4. New grainbins being factory equipped with lift points for safety and rescue purposes;

1.1.5. Efforts to reduce farm incidents, injuries and fatalities on the farm with an emphasis on edacdtimluntary
programs;

1.1.6. Efforts to further enhance thel8l internetbased location service to accommodate whole field utility location
services, using whole boundaries;

1.1.7. Funding of the AgrAbility Projet and cooperative Extension farm safety programs;

1.1.8. The Farm Bureau Safety and Health Network and others in their efforts to promote agricultural safety programs;

1.1.9. Farmers and ranchers installing and maintaining safety equipment; and

1.1.10.Funding for Rollover Protection Structures to retrofit tractors, with support from the National Tractor Safety
Coalition and the National ROPS Rebate Program.

2. Public Safety
2.1. We support:

2.1.1. Continued efforts for uniform sttvehicle codes, traffic guides and the furtherance of safety practices on highways
and farms;

2.1.2. The proper and lawful use of the slow moving vehicle signs and equipment lighting;

2.1.3. The strict enforcement of drinking and driving drabitual offender laws;

2.1.4. The use of additional automobile safety devices;

2.1.5. Collaboration among vehicle and child safety seat manufacturers to develop universal child safety seats that are
compatible with all vehicles;

2.1.6. Regular inspetion of all railroad crossings and signals, especially atdtik crossings and the addition of lighting
and rumble strips; and

2.1.7. The use of fire rackand guards on fire trucks as an appropriate and effective method of rahfielfighting.
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165 / Unmanned Aircraft Systems

1. We support:

1.1. The safe and responsible use of unmanned aircraft syftER® and associated technologies for agricultural purposes;

1.2. Requiring the operator of the UAS to gain the written consent of the landowner and/or farm operator if the UAS will be
surveying or gatherindata above private property

1.3. Allowing landlords and tenante fly over their fields for any reason without being considered commercial activity;

1.4. The Feeral Aviation Administration (FAA) maintaining reasonable certification and s&fatying requirements for the
operation of UAS, including operational limitations, operational certification and responsibility, aircrafereguis and
model aircraft exceptions;

1.5. The use of safetfeatures to notify manned aircraft that a UAS is in the vicinity;

1.6. The agricultural use of UAS going beyond visual line of sighbasly as t hey are controll ed
technology; and

1.7. The limited use of UAS for nigkime flying per FAA guidelines.

2. We oppose a federal, state or local agency using UAS for the purpose of regulatory estfgriiégation and as a sole source
for natural resource inventories used in planning efforts
SECURITY

175 / Biosecurity

1.
2.

3.

28

Protecting our nation's food, fiber, water supply and critical industgatultural materials should be a top priority.

We condemn acts of terrorism by both foreign and domestic perpetrators and support the protection of our people, résources a

industry.

We support:

3.1. Actions by theDepartment of Homeland Secur{fpHS) that ensure agriculture's ability to produce food and fiber,
including establishing a permanent stdbinet position within DHS to deal with plant and animal protection measures, and
ensuringthere is agricultural representation on departmental advisory boards and committees;

3.2. That all farmers and public agencies recognize the importance of adopting bioseeastyres;

3.3. Public agencierecognizing that laws allowing public access to private agricultural operations or laws that inhibit
agricultural production are a risk to our nation's security;

3.4. Federal and state governments strengthening existing capabilities to preversipand te acts of bioterrorism

3.5. Emergency spending for food and agricultural security to protect and promote domestically produced food, fiber and critic:
industrial agricultural materials;

3.6. Steps being taken to ane that traditional protection measures against pest and diseases are maintained at the highest lev
with appropriate penalties;

3.7. The USDA as the lead agency in managing any plant or animal disease outbreak;

3.8. USDA being designated as tfegleral agency for food inspection and food saifietyl food inspection and food safety
functions are combined into one agency;

3.9. Safe harbor provisions for producers and animal health professionals whoadeagrtently spread biological agents while
using acceptable management practices;

3.10.Preemptive planning and development of strategies to contain and control potential outbreaks of foreign animal and plant
diseases. This includes assurance byrd tharty that adequate supplies of crop protection products or animal veagnes
available or production capabilities are in place in case of an outbreak;

3.11.Necessary USDA funding to focus on the protection of our fabdr,fwater supply and critical industrial agricultural
materials;

3.12.Stringent enforcement of laws pertaining to bioterrorism

3.13.Import protocols that prevent the introduction of foreign animal@ant diseases;

3.14.State and federal legislation to strengthen civil and criminal penalties to a felony charge for persons or organizations that
engage in acts of bio terrorism, including but not limited to the introduction or spreadiidogiidal agents or
contaminants harmful to agricultural products. Foreign or domestic terrorist organizations who commit such acts and thost
who willfully finance these acts should be held financially responsible for damages;

3.15.Federal legslation to establish an indemnity program and contract relief when acts of terrorism result in damage to
agricultural facilities or equipment, production losses or the loss of marketability of agricultural products;

3.16.Federal funding fortte construction of new, staté-the-art, biocontainmenplant disease research facilities. Such facilities
will be for federal research studies on remdemic plant diseases of major agronomic crops, inclusdipgean rustWe
also support increased federal funding for such research and the operation of the new facilities;

3.17.Legislation that would allow farmers and ranchers to seek compensation through U.S. courts fabforsgigeassets and
for losses resulting from agricultural terrorism by foreign states designated as state sponsors of terrorism;

3.18.The exclusion of hay for animal feed in the Food and Drug Administration's (FDA) bioterregsitations; and

3.19.Enhanced biosecuritshecks for both humans and animals at all U.S. ports of enprevent théntroduction of foreign
animal diseases.



176 / Firearms

1. We support:

2.

1.1.
1.2.

1.3.
1.4.
15.
1.6.

Firearm safety programs;

Legislation that would prohibit lawsuits against any firearm manufactoireéhe illegal or accidental use of firearimg a
third party;

Mandatory imprisonment of persons convicted of a felony involving use of firearms

Stateissued individuatonceal/carry permits being recognized nationally;

The removal of sound suppressors from the National FireAothss well as the $200 tax stamp be removed; and
Citizens in possession of a concealed firegwersnit not being required to undergo additional background shteck
purchase firearms

We oppose:

2.1
2.2,
2.3.
2.4,

2.5,
2.6.

2.7,

2.8.
2.9.

The imposition of any proposed rules that could lead to confiscation of firedthwat due process;

Limiting the rights of U.S. citizens to purchase, possess or sell firaghrmggh registration and licensing;

Any additional expansion of taxes or new taxation of fireaamsmunitionor reloading equipmerand supplies;

More stringent gurcontrol laws. Any new commitment in geontrol should be made hlge strict enforcement of current
laws;

Mandatory background cheskor private firearmsransactions between laabiding citizens of the United States;
Restricting lawful firearm use and huntittgough the enactment of feooting zones, landse restrictions, and other
regulations without a clear, factumhd undeniable public safety concern;

Using taxpayer money and money from huntamgl fishing licenses to pay for aigiin promotions, ad campaigns or
propaganda from angungroups, elected govement officials or government agencies;

Any restriction on the use of lead ammunition

Limiting or restricting the purchase or possession of ammurgtiohthe implementation of any type of ammunition
tracking;

2.10.Legislation that limits and/or bans weapon magazine capacities;
2.11.All attempts to hold any gdammuniton manufacturer, distributor and/or seller liable for crimes committed by individuals

in possession of firearntg ammunition

2.12.Background cheks for the purchase of firearm ammuniti@md
2.13.Gunfree zones, including military bases

177 | General Border Security

1.

2.

We must secure the borders of the United States by the most technologically advanced means possible, in a way that has mini
impact on agricultural producers ajugtly compensates land owners at fair market value
We support:

2.1

2.2,

Increased presence and cooperation of all branches of law enforaemnteth sides of our borders, to eliminate border
theft, drug and human trafficking as well as illegal crossing; and
Increased penalties for drug or human trafficking and illegal entrance into the United States.

U.S.7 Mexico BorderSecurity

3.1.

3.2.

We need to secure our United States borders and reduce tetitmasigh the following methods:

3.1.1. Complete fencing or other barriers where possible on the-Wgxico border including an adjacent roadway
allowing better access for the borgetrol and any other agencies to secure the border

3.1.2. Department of Homeland Secur{fyHS) enforcing and maintaining the barriers on the border

3.1.3. Military presence on the bordeith rules of engagement defined and expanded;

3.1.4. An emphasis on deploying technology and personnel based on the unique needs ehenfoagencies on a seetor
by-sector basis, including electronic surveillabeehnology, fixed wing and helicopter and implementation of
unmanned aerial systems for night and day surveillance

3.1.5. Full commurications coverage for civilians, law enforcemant military, including phone tower construction
throughout the bordeegion;

3.1.6. The use of a virtual fenaar other electronic surveillangcgechnology across agriculture lands where a physical fence
is not practical;

3.1.7. Operation Stone Garden similar programs that would give local law enforcemegencies the technology to work
more effectively with bordepatrol;

3.1.8. Operation Streamline or sitar programs to process and detain undocumentedauthorizeghersons through the
Department of Justice; and

3.1.9. Providingmaximum funding for these programs to assist in securing our border

We support the cause and the cost of suppressindéieg reported by the affected administratimed agency annually to

the DHS and tabulated as a cost of the failure of the federal government to secure that tloedaternational boundary.



178 / Law Enforcement

1.

2.

3C

Members oemployees of federal agencies acting outside the scope of their authority or in violation of the Constitution should b

held personally liable, either civilly or criminally, for any damages that might occur.

We support:

2.1. Efforts tomake sure that those who commit terrorist acts, as well as those who train, support, or harbor terrorists, are
properly punished;

2.2. Enemy combatants captured outside the U.S. being tried by military tribunals, not federal courts;

2.3. The unlinmted exchange of criminal records among law enforcement agencies;

2.4. Protection of law enforcement officers from liability for reasonable actions taken in the course of their duties;

2.5. Citizens offering pertinent information aadsistance to law enforcement officers;

2.6. Strict and prompt enforcement of laws protecting persons and property;

2.7. Cooperation between local, state and federal law enforcement agencies in all areas of law enforcement;

2.8. Training law eforcement in the most effective crime fighting techniques;

2.9. Judges sentencing offenders in relation to the crime with stiff penalties for those using children in the commissios; of crime

2.10.Punishment of criminals, regardless of age, witminal records following them to any other court proceeding;

2.11.Adequate prison facilities with an emphasis on rehabilitation to afford them a better opportunity to assume a constructive
role in society. Prisoners in minimum security prisons shbaldequired to work on highways, prison farms or other public
projects to defray costs of their incarceration;

2.12.Reducing the fiscal impact and increasing the flexibility to local governments in relation to increasing federal prison
standards;

2.13.Parole boards being less lenient in paroling offenders;

2.14.Monitoring and supervision of convicted and released offenders and notification of their release to the victims and their
families;

2.15.Mandatory prison sentences for fitshe sexoffenders;

2.16.Disqualification of elected or appointed public officials convicted of felonies from holding office and forfeiture of pension
or other benefits;

2.17.Capital punishmenincluding a mandatory death pegakor anyone convicted of assassination or attempted assassination
of the president, or vice president or any candidate running for such office;

2.18.Limits on the number of appeals criminals can receive;

2.19.The same penalty for taking a hostagefor kidnapping;

2.20.Higher bail for repeat offenders and persons charged with violent crimes, and legislation providing for revocationrof bail fo
anyone arrested as a suspect in a felony case who is out on bail awaiting trial for anotheagspny c

2.21.Restitution to victims by criminals;

2.22.Publicizing the amount of funds spent prosecuting and defending felony cases;

2.23.Legislation to provide for a "guilty but mentally ill" plea to replace the "not guilty by reason of insplaty"Defendants
later found to be sane must serve out the remainder of the term;

2.24.Congress enacting comprehensive forfeiture reform by requiring that individuals be convicted of a federal crime before the
property is seized;

2.25.The deattpenalty for people convicted of treason or espionage even in peacetime;

2.26.Local control of local law enforcement officers by local government, except for federal interdiction activities. Federal land
or resource agencies should not exercise ppleeers in a state and should not have their own law enforcement agents;

2.27.Converting closed military bas&s medium and minimum security prisons and for housing young drug offenders;

2.28.Prisoners repaying costs of a college education earned during their incarceration;

2.29.Payment of the cost of room and board in prison for prisoners if theynarecfally able;

2.30.Taking all governmenpaid benefits from convicted felons while in prison;

2.31.Restitution to insurers, and others, incurring financial loss by parties found guilty of livestock, machinery or crop theft,
fraud, vandalism, arson or bioterrorism

2.32.The right of people involved in or servicing production agriculture who have been submitted for review by a regulatory
agency to know the identity of their accuser;

2.33.Efforts to prevent the use of electronic personal information for illegal activities such as identignthefedit fraup

2.34.Creating a federal requirement for scrap metslers and consignors to keep reasonable written documentation and
photographs with a date stamp of the item and seller. All farm equipment should be held for a period of five days by scrap
metalbuyers before prossing;

2.35.EPA regulatory and enforcement officials being prohibited from receiving or carrying weapons during performance of their
duties; and

2.36.Penalties for corporate and governmental entities that fail to immediatelysdistata breaes that affect the sensitive
personal information of individuals and farms.

We oppose:

3.1. The militarization of federal agencies beyond traditional law enforcemesetfgarotection; and

3.2. Law enforcement officers having the authority to access data generated from operation of cars, cetinzhotieer
electronic devices, except for probable cause.



179 / National Security

1.
2.

3.

The president and Congress should maintain a foreign policy of peace through strength.

We support:

2.1. A secure United States border

2.2. A strong national defense policy, encouraging efficient use and accountability of tax dollars while eliminating waste;

2.3. A national securityolicy that prioritizes protecting the Nation's food, fiber, water supply, critical agricultural materials and
fuel;

2.4. U.S. military personnel always being under the direct command of U.S. military commanders;

2.5. The provision of eali accessible medical care and compensation for health complications resulting from active duty for all
veteranf foreign wars or conflicts or after actions required of those wars and conflicts;

2.6. Amending the 2008 National Defanguthorization Act to provide all reservists (including the National Guaitth credit
for every day of active service, regardless of the fiscal year, retroactive to September 11, 2001, to be applied towards a
reduction in the resee military retirement age, for those who have attained 20 good years of service;

27. The continuation of Reserve Officersd Training Corps p

2.8. Coordination between USDand Department of Homeland SecuiBHS) on issues affecting agriculture;

2.9. Action that would bring about a global ban on land niines

2.10.Proof ofenrollment and attendance in class for every foreign national, in the U.S. on a studenibilésa the United
States;

2.11.Reconsideration of the rules and regulations by DHS concerning national incident marteysteems as they apply to
rural communities of 10,000 people or less;

2.12.The Foreign Agents Registration Aming revamped to place more stringent regulations on lobbyists representing foreign
interests;

2.13.A national comprehensive energglicy that will reduce the nation's dependence on foreign sources of gnergy

2.14.Provisions from the DHS and the UGoast Guard to permit nefransportation Worker Identification Credential2A
workers entry into a U.S. port facility with an escort or visual identification (i.e. vest) in order to deliver raw agdicultu
commodities to a commaodity facility located witha U.S. port;

2.15.The use of leasegreements designed to allow land to remain in agriculture for a specific number of years rather than in
perpetuity for buffer areas around military basesl

2.16.Government entities sharing background and fingerprint records among agencies for licensing services to reduce
duplication.

We oppose:

3.1. Massive land expansion proposals at several U.S. militagsdéacquisition is approved, provisions must be provided to
assure the preservation or replacement by the federal government of the tax revenues in those taxing districts affected by
such acquisitions;

3.2. U.S.military personnel being used as a United Nations police force or in areas where we have no vital interest;

3.3. Any legislative or regulatory action by DHS that will result in undue restrictions on agriculture;

3.4. Assessing regtration fees on farmers who are required to register with the DHS for propane or other agricultural inputs
stored on farm; and

3.5. The U.S. Air Force expansion of the Powder River Training Complex.

SECTION 2 - FARM POL ICY / TRADE

COMMODITIES

201 / Apple Industry

1. Emphasis should be placed on assisting the apgiestry to remain economically viable by:
1.1. Challenging agricultural researchers to increase work aimed at enhancing profitability;
1.2. Expanding efforts to explore market opportunities for agpteve's; and
1.3. Addressing disadvantages for U.S. producers that have been created through trade agreements and trade policy, that prc
unfair advantages to foreign competitors in domestic and foreign markets, especially in the areguitapplecentrate.
2. We support:
2.1. Continued funding of fire blight and pelsarrvest appleesearch;
2.2. Expansion of U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) purchases of apples for use in domestic food pragdams
2.3. USDA updating the grade standards for apples so the Risk Management ggktycan utilize current industry
standards in crop insurance
202 / Cotton
1. We support:

1.1. Instrument classing of cottpn
1.2. The continued development, improvement &mther refinement of cottoalassing equipment and procedures;
1.3. Elimination of the classer assignment of color as the official color grade;
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1.4. Adoption of high volume instrumeiitVV1) color as the official color grade;

1.5. Producers having the option to have cottbfl classed by module/trailer averaging or individual bale;

1.6. Re-evaluation of cottoigrade standards to assure that these standards accurately reflect the value, afitotpecial
emphasis given to low micronaire and other grade discounts;

1.7. Monitoring "cottonflow" rules and oppose any changes that would penalize the producer;

1.8. The cottorresearch and promotion program, including cotterenvironmentally friendly;

1.9. The cottordivision of USDA's Agricultural Marketing Services making the cotttassification information available to
farmers electronically hile retaining its identity and privacy;

1.10.Classing offices maintaining its emphasis on timely, accurate aneffestive service;

1.11.Full funding of the Boll Weevil Eradication ProgradBWEP) and of the Pink Bollworm Eradication Program
1.11.1.The Secretary of Agriculture expediting the availability of appropriated low interest revolvingthai@se used to

facilitate the expansion of the BWEP;
1.11.2.Continuation of The Farm Service Ageryllection of funds (under state authority), certifioatof cottonacreage,
assistance in conducting referendums and making farm maps available for the BWEP;

1.11.3.Allowing cottonto be grown for education and agritouriasilong as it is under BWEP supervision;
1.11.4.Working with Mexico to control weevil populations along the-M8xico border; and
1.11.5.Developing a means to assure tiodl weevil remains suppressed outside the borders of the U.S.;

1.12.Continued monitoring of the Stepc®@mpetitiveness program and technical changes to limit foreign imports of adtéan
domestic prices of cottaare at relatively low levels;

1.13.The appointment of an advisory committee by $ieeretary of Agriculture to study the daily spot market quotations to
develop a mechanism for discovering the true value of quality differences at the producer level;

1.14.Research to minimize shrinkage problems with coptauucts;

1.15.The ongoing research, further adoption and full commercialization oflaltrgossypol cottonseddr the cottorindustry,
which would further enhance market opportunities for coitiche livestock sector

1.16.Access to a cottoreplant provigon for producers who would like to add this coverage as an addendum to their crop
insurance policies;

1.17.Research funding dedicated to Fusarium Race 4;

1.18.The cottormarketing loan at a minimum of 52 cents per pound;

1.19.All efforts of the cottorindustry to address the ongoing concern of bale contamination, which is having a significant impact
on exportmarket opportunities for the U.S. cottmdustry; and

1.20.The U.S. CottorTrust Protocol as a means to validate the cqgitano d u ¢ e itnsedt to @rvimommental sustainability
throughout the supply chain process.

203 / Honey and Apiculture

1. We support:

1.1. Development of a national standard of identity for hon@ynclude identification of all additives and/or adulterations;

1.2. Allowing honeybees to be placed on governmentned or managed lands;

1.3. Programs that increase the availability and additional plantingmhoxious pollinator foragen private and government
owned or managed lands;

1.4. Adequate funding for regionalpcated Agricultural Research Service hobeg research centers;

1.5. Funding fa research to find practical, effective methods to control or reduce bee pests and disease, prioritizing Varroa
mites;

1.6. Programs at the federal and state level totfask evaluation and registration of effective compounds and management
techniques to enable beekeepers to have alternative control strategies and materials;

1.7. Development of specific domestic (state and federal) quarantine protocols for all life stages of tHeebdpnegnsure the
protectian of U.S. honeyees from diseases, pests and parasites that could be introduced into the country by accompanyin
importation of foreign stocks;

1.8. A stateled, voluntary Pollinator Stewardship Program that empkasicreased stakeholder communication and edugation
increased research in Best Management Practiaesards, and promotion of the Bee Rldntification program;

1.9. The continued use of drugs currently used by beekeepers and available over the counter for the control of American and
European Foulbrood until there is a protocol in place;

1.10.Programs to provide stability for themhestic bee industry which can help assure adequate pollination of all crops; and

1.11.The U.S Port Authority destroying all undocumentederal honeybees or any foreign insects found at U.S ports per federal
regulations

2. We oppose:
2.1. Imported honeyeing blended with domestic honayd marketed as a domestic product; and
2.2. The promotion ohonU.S. honeyby the National Honeoard.

204 / Hemp

1. We support:
1.1. The production, processing, commercialization and utilization of heerdghat it be regulated by USDAther than the
Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA);
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1.2. Legislation to amend the Controlled Substanget to exclude hemp

1.3. Retesting if a plot/crop comes back above the allowable THC "hot";

1.4. The proper government entities regulating the safptglity and standardization of hemppducts that are sold to
consumers;

1.5. Research and development for labelinggicides, herbicides and insecticides to be used for hemp

1.6. Federal and state funding for all required regulatory oversight;

1.7. Affording hempextracts, cocentrates and byproducts derived from legal hémmsame legal status and protections as the
hempthey originated from;

1.8. The development and approval of alternative uses and/or disposal methods for a "hot crapaotD&A disposal rules,
including but not limited to fiber, textiles, animal bedding, fuel and othercomsumable uses;

1.9. Adjustments that would allow for henwgith up to 1% THC to be legal;

1.10.USDA-Risk ManagemenAgencydeveloping a crop insuranpelicy specific for hemp

1.11.Nationwide THC sampling protocols;

1.12.Research orhe safe use of hengs a feed ingredient for poultand livestock;

1.13.Testing of plant, if necessary, including flower, leaf and stem from parts of the entire plant and in equal propodidyn (not
from the top third of the plant and only the flower);

1.14.Testing hempvithin 45 days before harvest;

1.15.Any accredited lab being able to test hefmpCBD or THC content;

1.16.Theexemption of hemgrown explicitly for norshuman consumption (i.e., graifiber, seedoil, ethangl from DEA-
approved laboratory testing for legal limits of CBD/THC;

1.17.A hempcrop tested and passed within legal limits being treated like any other product grown on the farm and that it shoulc
be allowed to be sold as such (at farm stores, farm stands, and farmers mighk@BA as documentation of proof);

1.18.A certification system to help farmers ensure the quality of their@epldnting stock;

1.19.The nationaktandardization of rules for herppoduction; and

1.20.Uniform standards that allow the transport and sale of CBD, lpeogucts and seeda interstate commerce.

205 / Maple

1.

We support:
1.1. Continuation of testing to detect adulteration of pure mappiducts;
1.2. Reinstatement of projects at federal fotabbratories aimed at developing masieck with higher sugar content and
techniques for control of damaging insects and fungus root rot diseases;
1.3. An aggressive national and state effort to halt the spread efiatre pathogens and pests which endanger agricultural
production, such as the Asian Long Horned Beetle (ALB). Measures specific to ALB should include:
1.3.1. A banon untreated wood products and packing materials from countries with known populations of ALBS;
1.3.2. Monitoring all imported wood products;
1.3.3. Funding for research on methods to halt theaxp#f ALBs; and
1.3.4. Creating an information hotline for ALBs so sightings can be promptly reported to USDA,
1.4. Action by the U.S. Forest Service to:
1.4.1. Reducehe required application process to 90 days for utilizing public forest land;
1.4.2. Waive the requirement for an environmental impact study;
1.4.3. Waive the cost of a public hearing; and
1.4.4. Establish per tap costs that reflect regional market conditions.

206 / Peanuts

1.

2.

We support:

1.1. The efforts of growers and USDA t@welop expanded expartarkets for peanuts

1.2. A base grade for farmer stock peanoftg1;

1.3. USDA onlybeing allowed to offer peanufisr disposition for crushing and not for edible use after the expiration of the nine
month loan period;

1.4. The national seasonal average price to calculate any potentialqasceoverage being based on type and not the current
national seasonal weighted average price;

1.5. A marketing loan program for peanuket:
1.5.1. Allows the option of marketing loan initiation through either the USEs#dm Service Agency or by a cooperative

marketing association; and

1.5.2. Issues Commodity Credit Corporatioartificates to eligible growers.

1.6. Efforts to keep peanut smixom entering the United States from other countries.

We oppose:

2.1. Creation of free trade zon&w peanutavhich would allow peanut kernels andshell peanutso be imported into the
United States in excess of limits set forth in the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade and the North American Free
Trade Agreement; and

2.2. The Farm Service Agency charging a service fee for handling waselreceipts for peanuitaced under loan.



207 / Soybeans and Other Oilseeds
1. We support:

1.1. National programs for domesticallyqatuced soybeansilseedsand related product promotion and research; and
1.2. Increased efforts to speed the release of varieties resistant to Asian Soybean Rust
208 / Specialty Crops
1. Specialty cropsre an integral part of U.S. agriculture.
2. We support:
2.1. The inclusion of a specialty crofile in future farm bills;
2.2. Additional research into harvest and cultural practices;
2.3. Expanded disease and pest research programs and improved pest exclusion programs;
2.4. Funding to promote market expansion of Lp&duced specialty cropand
2.5. The Concord grape industry developing and financing a termed stopgap profit/loss subsidy program to mitigate the impac
of producer losses as the result of an upsdiolen market
209 / Sugar
1. We support:
1.1. A program to protect the interests of domestic spgaducers and recommend that any appropriate legislation should
include provisions that ensure a strong and economically viable domesticraligary;
1.2. Retention of the current loan rate as aimum;
1.3. Elimination of the marketing assessment fee(s) or loan forfeiture penalties;
1.4. Increased research and development funding febaged energy and blmased products utilizing sugenops;
1.5. USDA publishing monthly USDAvalidated reports on Mexico sugasnsumption, production, processing, exports,
imports, and notfood use, similar to reports available in the Unit¢atés;
1.6. Maintaining the current 2014 suganovisions in the next farm bill;
1.7. Domestic allocations should be distributed to sdigan domestically produced canelweets to their respective sectors
before increasing import allocations; and
1.8. Research of bitvased products, such as sulgaet ceproductsfor use as a road deer.
2. Weencourage both the U.S. and Mexico to continue discussions to develop a workabjecyrgan.
210/ Table Wine
1. We support allowing farm wineries to:
1.1. Sell wineon premises;
1.2. Sell, deliver and ship wingirectly to consumers off premises in any state, subject to a state's minimum legal age
requirements; and
1.3. Sell, deliver and ship windirecty to retail stores and restaurants.
2. We support the Alcohol and Tobackax and Trade Bureau eliminating wioan size restrictions and reforming burdensome
labelingprocesses, thereby contributing to the wimgustry, and also national, regional and local economies.
211/ Tobacco
1. We support:
1.1. Tobacco production solutions which protect the growers;
1.2. The maintenance of an active USDA Tobacco Advisory or similar committee representing the tobacco industry to address
the new isges facing growers;
1.3. Industry options for grading standards, similar to grain and livestock, so there is an equitable way of grading anak pricing f
Crop insurance purposes;
1.4. Establishment of procedures to prevent biotedacco from being commingled with traditional tobacco;
1.5. Legislation allowing states to retain 100 percent of their master settlement agreement dollars and we encourage every ste
Farm Bureau to pursue 50 percent of their respectite'sfands for strengthening their agricultural economy;
1.6. Strict enforcement of state laws which prohibit the sale of tobaecigaeetts and vapor products minors and packaging
liquid nicotine products in child proof containers;
1.7. All substances or ingredients ircayarettes or vapor products falling underetlame regulatory oversight as domestic or
imported tobacco; as well as inspection, labetind taxation
1.8. USDA collecting data ani$suing reports on tobacco acreage, production and prices received by tobacco type. We
encourage accurate reporting in the Ag Census of all tobacco acres, in all states;
1.9. Tobacco grower cops;
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1.10.Legislation to eliminate iorted tobacco from being exported as U.S. tobacco;
1.11.Universal good agricultural practices (GAP) training;



2.

1.12.A two-tiered crop insurance program for tobacco with the base rate being available for all tobacco. The secondptier buy
level would include tobacco grown under contract;

1.13.All tobacco be reported on form 578 to the Farm Service Agency

1.14.All tobacco producers participate in a GAP certifioatprogram;

1.15.FDA regulation of tobacco be limited to processing and distribution;

1.16.Adjusting the U.S. tariffate quota limits for tobacco to realign the limits with current U.S. tobacco usage to reflect a 3:1
domestieimport ratio at enactment; and

1.17.A ban on foreigrproduced nicotine in domestic nicotine delivery systems.

We oppose:

2.1. GAP fees or assessments being the responsibility of the grower;

2.2. Any agency banning flavorings or ingredients that are necessary for the manufacture of tobacco products; and

2.3. Lowering the regulatory permissible levels of naturally occurring compounds in tobacco products if those levels are
currentlyunattainable through plant breeding, production practices and/or the curing process.

CROP INSURANCE / RI& MARKETING

220 / Basis Areas and Transportation

1.

We support research into the delivergdtion, pricing and other factors associated with grain marketing so producers may
receive the best possible price for their crop.

221 / Commodity Futures and Options

1.

Commodity futures and optiotisadingserves a useful purpose for a number of commodities by providing a means to transfer
certain types of risk. Other commodities should be included where need exists and research shows futures aradiimgtions
would be bengcial.

We support:

2.1. Maintaining the integrity of all U.S. commaodity futures and optiexshanges as a pricing mechanism by the members of
the exchanges and their overseeing governing bodies. Suchtintegiiides consistent convergence between cash prices at
delivery points and futures prices at contract expiration;

2.2. Strict enforcement of regulatory laws;

2.3. Regular review and strengthening when necessary of the Commodity Grcheinand Commaodity Futures Trading
Commission(CFTC) regulations which deal with the use, investment and reporting of segregated customer funds to protec
and preseve the value of individual margin accounts;

2.4. The use of offexchange agricultural trade option contracts in commodity marketing, which would include complete risk
disclosure, vendor integrity and the opportunity for cash settlement ofption;

2.5. Providing educational programs for producers to learn about risk management tools and working with commodity buyers t
offer agricultural trade option contracts;

2.6. Maintaining agriculturatepresentation on the CFTC;

2.7. Encouraging CFTC to require additional delivery points and assure an adequate delivery system;

2.8. State Farm Bureaus and their affiliated marketing agencies encouraging the expansion ofitcimgrdervices based on
futures and optionand strengthening current programs;

2.9. Worldwide electronic trading at U.S. commodity exchanges

2.10.Expanded use of miffutures contracten all commodity exchanges

2.11.Changes in current futures contrai€teesearch shows that such changes will result in maintaining or increasing liquidity of
the market;

2.12.Increasing oversight by CFTC of futures exchanges and floor traders to ensure that integrity of these markets is maintaine
and tocurb practices that result in manipulation or artificial price swings;

2.13.CFTC requiring that all participants, buyers, and sellers in the commodities futures business be registered and easily
identified by CFTC;

2.14.CFTC publishing futures and optiopssitions held by institutions that both report production data and actively take market
positions;

2.15.Reviewing pricesetting mechanisms in order to nealecommendations for the most effective price discovery systems for
identity-preservedyrains;

2.16.The governing body of the commodity exchangestinuing to establish predetermined, publicized limits for commodity
trading and margins at various market price levels for each commodity;

2.17.Conducting a review and actively participating in the reauthorization of the Commodities Exchange Act. That review will
seek to minimize price manipulation and ensure the markets are effective as a price discovery mechanism given the
increasing levels of contract production;

2.18.Commaodity exchangdsaving an active and viable agriculture advisory committee;

2.19.Regular and thorough review 6FTC and commodity markets;

2.20.Research for the development of effective risk management tools for hedgimgasts;

2.21.The use of marketing toots other marketing alternatives;



3.

2.22.Hedgeto-arrive contracts being honored when used amarketing tool that ensures delivery of the commodity on the
contract and has a set delivery date. Those entering into agreements or contracts should be held liable for their pwn actiol
and

2.23.For futures contractshere physical delivery is an option, efforts being made to ensure the compliance of delivery to futures
traders remains fully intact; and

We oppose:

3.1. Efforts by CFTC to regulate cash grain;

3.2. Effortsto combine CFTC and the Securities Exchange Commissidrsupport regulation of the commodity futures
business by CFTC; and

3.3. Efforts by the commodity exchangtscharge a fee for delayed market quotes.

222 | Federal Marketing and Bargaining Legislation

1.

We support the enactment of a comprehensive federal marketing and bargainiigsdeqislation should be available to

producers in all states if they desire to organize marketing associatidroperate within the provisions of the act. It should

edablish procedures for:

1.1. Defining bargaining units;

1.2. Accrediting associations to bargain as exclusive agents for all predh@rebers of bargaining units;

1.3. Good faith bargaining between accredited associations, handlers and pcesso

1.4. Establishing minimum requirements and rights in the operation of accredited associations; and

1.5. Resolving bargaining impasses by mediation and arbitraiianjoint settlement committee utilizing the principle of final
offer selection.

We support enactment of legislation to amend the Agricultural Fair Practices Act to allow state marketing asgociations

represent all producers of a commodity under the majority rule concept and require handlers to recognize and deal with

associations of producers.

223 /Federal Marketing Orders

1.

2.

No

Federal marketing ordestiould bedesigned to provide for orderly marketing and an even flow of high quality products to

consumers.

We support the issuance, for industry vote, of any new federal marketing order for promotion, education, research and orderly

marketing undethe Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, which meets the following criteria:

2.1. Be paid for and controlled by producers; within the bounds of the court;

2.2. Be used to maintain and expand markets;

2.3. Provide opportunity for new producers to enter the industry;

2.4. Contain a provision for periodic review through referenda to determine if the producers covered by an order favor its
continuation;

2.5. Allow a minority of produces to petition for a rehearing or a new referendum

2.6. Cover commodities which are produced for the same general market irrespective of the production area;

2.7. Provide that rejection of proposed amendment shall not result in termination of the entire order; and

2.8. Provide for termination of an existing order only by producer referendum

Orders should not be useddontrol production directly, establish closed markets, maintain artificially high prices or collect

funds for the purchase of agricultural products for diversion purposes.

Marketing ordergor commodities produced for processing should not require processor approval when confined to raw

agricultural products. We support an amendment to the act to permit the development of orders for any agricultural commodity

and its products when produseequest it.

We urge USDA to be a strong advocate of federal marketing olersppose the delegation of USDA's authority to any other

agency and any efforts to weaken the act.

Marketing ordershould be implemented on a timely basis once approved by growers.

In federal marketing order referendums, the members of a nonprofit agricultural cooperative marketing asstomigdidre

informed of the intended position of the cooperative before the blodsvetercised. Boards of directors of agricultural

cooperatives should be allowed to vote for theénmbers on marketing order questions, provided each member is given the right

to cast his own ballot in any referendum

224 | Marketing Philosophy

1.

3€

We should work aggressively to see that farm producers receive maximum profitable prices for their commodities. We reaffirm

our belief in the laws of supply and demand and the free and open movement of the market and its priedudatienyal

means available should be used to educate farmers and ranchers on the principles ofa@ierggdeagriculture. Land grant

colleges should be funded to develop and implement this educational goal.

We support:

2.1. Legislation to require payment in full within 30 days of sale for all agriculture commodities, unless otherwise agreed to by
the seller, at all levels of the agricultural marketing chain;

2.2. The principle 6 keeping farmto-consumer channels open;



6.

2.3.
2.4,
2.5.

2.6.
2.7,
2.8.

Efforts to ensure open markets to all producers;

Legislation prohibiting states from imposing producti o
An improved USDA commodity price reportirsgystem based upon required price reportindirst purchasers. USDA

should establish a mechanism to monitor and report changes in thtofaomsumer price spread for commodities;
Developments in electronic marketing and encourage our members to use themoshkirle;

Providing valueadded marketing opportunities for farm producers and encouraging of the use of U.S. farm products; and
Funding for the Value Added Agricultural Product Market Development Grant to help producers deedgdded

enterprises.

We will continue to oppose the efforts of any group which, by force or intimidation, would deny buyers the freedom af choice
the marketplace. We oppose the use of slotting fees. Public institutiousl &fe required to buy domestic agricultural products
when they are available.

We continue to take aggressive steps to investigate and solve national and international marketing problems through the
expansion of existing marketing profe and the development and implementation of new programs where feasible.

We will:

5.1.

5.2.

5.3.

5.4.

5.5.
5.6.

5.7.
5.8.
5.9.

Monitor the current changes in marketing practices for many farm commaodities which are moving from producer to buyer

without entering th open market, but are being produced and marketed to contractual specifications;

Determine the need for any necessary legislation to ensure that farmers engaging in contract panductioketing are

adequately protected;

Assist individual member producers in their efforts to negotiate fair and equitable production contracts by:

5.3.1. Developing an information clearinghouse on and glossary of tempsdduction contracts;

5.3.2. Working with commodity groupi developing a list of negotiators available for individual member producers to
contact in assisting them in negotiating productiontacts;

5.3.3. Seeking legislation to limit production contract nondisclosure provisions;

5.3.4. Educating producers about the risks involved with buyers call provisions and ensuring that these provisions include:
5.3.4.1Specific delivery periods with negotiated final delivery date;
5.3.4.2Payments to seller if delivery period exceeds original contracted delivery period or if buyer “calls” for

delivery prior to the contracted delivery period; and
5.3.4.3Pricing ability to and beyond delivery;

5.3.5. Support farmers' ability to choose arbitratiomediation or a civil trial in any and all disputestween farmers and
agribusinesses. We therefore support legislation that prohibits clauses in agricultural marketing or production
contracts that require farmers to submit to arbitratiod give up rights to mediation or a civil trial,

Study the establishment of a mechanism to provide education and information for farmers engaged in contract production

and marketing;

Continue to investigate and evaluate new concepts that will allow the market to give accurate economic signals;

Encourage seed and chemicampanies to include local elevatimghe premium structure, thus making specialty crops

available to more farmers;

Aid farmers in forming small local producing groups that could aid farmers in capturing specialty production premiums;

Encourage companies that contract with produaeddfer them stock purchases or profit sharing; and

Publicly urge all parties who have entered into commodity marketing agreements to fulfill those agreements, despite

changes in the prices for the commaodity so contracted.

We believe that the marketing of grain should remain in the hands of private individuals and organizations. We oppose the
formation of any new interstate grain compact.
7. We support blockchain technology.

225 / Risk Management/Crop Insurance

1. Crop/Revenue Insurance

1.1.
1.2.

USDA should not change compliance policy pertaining to conservation\gihtit an open comment period.
We support:
1.2.1.The availability of commaodity insurance designed for agricultural producers of all crops, aquatiuiéateck
and poultry in the coury;
1.2.2.Taking all necessary steps to include furfiorsgated ricein the traditional crop insurance program;
1.2.3.The development of new risk management programs to supplement or be an alternative to curmedtfotape
livestock insurance programs;
1.2.4.Annual reviews to ensure proper premium ratings that are actuarially sound by crop, county and state;
1.2.5.Continuation of the federal government financial support, at a percent not less than current tethelgrimram
with the private sector continuing to serve as the primary deliverer of insurance;
1.2.6.Continuation of everyone being eligible for the program, regardless of size of the operation or payments;
1.2.7.Improved riskmanagement education programs;
1.2.8.Providing producers of all crops options for various insurance products that accurately reflect individual risk
considerations regardless of emdirket designation when making crop insurgnaehasing decisions;
1.2.9.The ability of an insurance provider to bring new technology and innovation to the crop insurance industry;
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1.2.10.Requiring clear delineation during the sales and billing processes to distinguish biets\erahcrop insurance
policies and private company add products;

1.2.11.Development of crop revenue policies that provide coverage for all grain quality discounts, including
unmarketable grain and grain damaged by acts of nature, for predhat follow good farming practices
determined by the Risk Management Age(RMA). Discount factors must be comparable to the level of
discounts experienced by producers in the market;

1.2.12.The natification of an option of a federal grade should be given on grain when it is sold or delivered;

1.2.13.Loss calculations utilizing quality standards recognized in the marketplace;

1.2.14 Actual Production History (AR) not being affected when a crop is unable to be planted and prevented planting
payments are accepted,;

1.2.15.Animal depredation claims not counting against APH;

1.2.16.APH reflecting actual yield with no reduction for quality losses;

1.2.17 Alteration of crop insurance grain quality adjustments to reflect USDA grain inspstdiotiards. When
verifying crop quality loss adjustmentsampling ash inspection conducted by state or federally licensed elevators
grading to a "marketable" quality product should be accepted proof of loss;

1.2.18.Revising loss adjustmeptocedures for aflatoxin/vomitoxioy multiplying the Quality Adjustment Factor
(QAF) by the crop insurance price instead of bushels delivered;

1.2.19.Updating planting dates and repting dates to better reflect variety maturity, growing season length, Land Grant
University or processor recommendations, geographic areas and weattigions. We also support flexibility to
allow the secretary of agritture to adjust planting and harvest dates, with loss protection for changing those
dates provided to private companies. All crop acreage reporting dates should be a minimum of 30 days after the
actual planting date;

1.2.20.Payment redction of 65 percent for haying and grazing a cover crop before October 1st on prevented planting
acres;

1.2.21.Changes to RMA qualifications of a beginning farrfrem 5 years to coincide with Farm Service AgefESA)
qualification of 10 years;

1.2.22.Special provisions for seaxlops requiring pollinator rows for sepbduction;

1.2.23.Removing mandatory harvest requirements from federal crop insurance claim provisions;

1.2.24 Planting and harvesting technologies being accepted for compliance for crop insurance unit designation;

1.2.25.Coordination of rules between the RMA and the FSA to allow for proper differentiation between irrigated and
nonirrigated tracts within a farm;

1.2.26.Federal crop insurance recognizing FSA figures and maps;

1.2.27.Changes to RMA standards that allow more than one tract, in lieu of more than one FSA farm serial number, to
qualify for Enterprise Units;

1.2.28.A crop insurance program that offers replant benefits that accuratiglgtrisfe actual cost of replanting the
damaged crop every time and would be paid to the landowner and/or tenant in proportion to the planting cost
incurred rather than crop share;

1.2.29.Simplifying application, reporting and claim pextures by promoting flexibility in the process and
communication between agents, adjusters, FSA and others;

1.2.30.A program which requires consistent interpretation and implementation of all federal crop insurance provisions,
especialf Prevented Planting provisions;

1.2.31.Allowing acreage reporting revisions based on accurate FSA certification;

1.2.32.Timely adjustment and payment of claims;

1.2.33.RMA requiring approved insance providers (AIP) to compensate a producer in the amount of 18 percent
Annual Percentage Rate (APR), should the company not settle a claim within 60 days;

1.2.34.The APH staying with the land;

1.2.35.Requiring RMA claim guidelines to take into consideration economic justification when Best Management
Practicesare used to determine treatment thresholds and timeliness of applications;

1.2.36.Having RMA change the test weight "reduction in value" discount in corn back to original regional levels;

1.2.37.The exclusion of crop losses caused by other parties' negligence in the calculation of APHs;

1.2.38.Farm owner/operator choice to combine or separate farms, tracts or fields rather than being designated as a sin
farm unit;

1.2.39.The structuring of crop insurance policies so that premiums do not cotdimerease for producers whose APH
yields are lowered due to muitear losses;

1.2.40.Allowing new producers and/or beginning farsién use county RMA averages instead of thgeld when
establishing yield for federal crop insurance;

1.2.41.Adjusting crops at or below harvest cost to be considered a zero level of production;

1.2.42.The removal of "production to count" from all crop insuranckces;

1.2.43.USDA developing standard production evidence procedures for both FSA and crop insurance purposes;

1.2.44 Making Area Risk Protection Insurance (ARPI) policies available in all counties;

1.2.45.Requiring USDA to release the individual county final yield averages needed for ARPI policies one month prior
to the deadline for the crop insurance sales closing date for the federal crop insurance program;

1.2.46.Using actual production yields rather than NASS susields to calculate ARPI insurance policies;



1.2.47.Requiring crop insurance agents to receive training and pass a written examination on eacltigetity
wish to be certified to sell;

1.2.48.Abolishing or modifying the "onén-three" rule that requires a farmer to plant and harvest a particular program
crop at least one out of three years in a field in order for that cropeiigii@e for crop insurance;

1.2.49.Exempting a year that is declared a disaster from theitetigee" calculation;

1.2.50.A crop insurance policy provision to provide coverage due to regulation of a quaratitease;

1.2.51.County trend yield adjustments for all insurable commaodities at least every 10 years;

1.2.52.Provisions that allow increasing APH when adopting new technologies such as drip irrigation

1.2.53.Allowing harvested apples and peaches, regardless of the intended use, to be counted toward yield and APH;

1.2.54.Reducing the legal weight for one bushel of apples fropothds to 40 pounds for all states as defined in
USDAG6s Apple Crop I nsurance Provisions;

1.2.55.Elimination of the "staged production guararitee

1.2.56.Making permanent the emergency rule allowing winter cover crops to be harvested in the spring without
jeopardizing crop insurance eligibility for the primary crop planted after the winter crop is harvested,;

1.2.57.Adopting conservation practices to control soil and nutrient loss on acres that are eligible to receive prevented
planting payments;

1.2.58.Requiring crop insurance premium due dates to be set based on harvest zone times hed duepw/are
harvested, not before;

1.2.59.A producer receiving an APH based on the settlement yield when a canning field is "passed" for harvest;

1.2.60.Producers who rotate crops being allowed to qualify for soamerage when calculating yields for the purpose
of federal crop insurance on acres producing crops historically grown in their geographic area;

1.2.61.Allowing farmers to separately insure by practice, such as double croppingtiémignonirrigation, or
organi¢nonorganicas part of either a basic or an enterpri se
the other;

1.2.62.The use of separate measurements to calculate a loss between amdarénsitional @ps. USDA should
provide specific language that crop insurance agents, companies and adjusters can use as a standard for correc
handling a crop insurance claim when both organid transitional acreage is involved;

1.2.63.A farmer receiving a portion of their claim (5@ percent) when the toxin level qualifies the grain as a total loss
and the farmer is eligible for a claim. The balance of the money should be paid when the grain is completely
disposed,;

1.2.64.A crop insurance program which allows the use of all elevator quality factors conducted by certified graders
using certified testing equipment. These factors include moisture, foreign material, test weight, damage, alpha
amylase enzymand mycotoxins;

1.2.65.Rule changes that would allow farmers to recover commodity losses under the crop insurance program if they
have been adversehffected by erroneous information given out by FDA and USDA,;

1.2.66.Legislation which strongly addresses crop insurance fraud

1.2.67.Allowing counties to use more than oNational Oceanic and Atmospheric Administrati&pproved rainfall
recording station, such as municipal airports and municipal wastewater treatment facilities, for the purpose of
determining Norinsured Crop Disaster Assistance Program (NAP) drought pagment

1.2.68.The Pasture, Rangeland and Forestry (PRF) program being based on smaller rainfall index quadrants to give e
farm an accurate assessment

1.2.69.Specialty crop insurance products being made avaitaldemmodity specific producers who request coverage
provided a survepe conducted of the relevant industry;

1.2.70.A study on an insurance premium discount for producersugbkmew technologies that protect against yield
loss;

1.2.71.Payment of crop insurance claims for crop losses caused when authorities intentionally breacorafmrea
federal control structure;

1.2.72.The contining availability of crop insurance for tobacewluding fields with an acceptable crop rotation
management plan;

1.2.73.Fields used for crop rotation, including forageps, being exempt from the sodbusgggulation for crop
insurance;

1.2.74.Maintaining upto-date federal rate maps to refllood and other risks as accurately as possible;

1.2.75. Development of a crop revenue policy for limited irrigated crops;

1.2.76.A re-evaluation of irrigated Jyields to ensure they are more in line with water, use

1.2.77.Changing the tolerance for production yield for riem one pound per acre to one enendredweight (cwt) per
acre

1278A crop insurance program that <cover s aandcthepgicyunt i |
includes provisions for abnormally late harvest due to adverse weathas

1.2.79.The ability of &l states to insure individual blocks of grape varieties;

1.2.80.The current legislatively approved farmer premium discount schedule;

1281lAcres planted to cover crops managoed otro tphreo nmootld osw
including fall planted crops;



1.2.82.Creation of a stakeholder advisory committee within each RMA regional office. These committees should be
composed of producers, Approved Insurance Providers (AlIPs) sageljusters and regional agronomists to
advise policy makers as to possible effect of procedure;

1.2.83.Maintaining a revenubased policy with the opportunity to use the Harvest Price Option;

1.2.84.Continuation of the Whole Farm Revenue Protecfid™RP) as a pilot program. Premiums should be based on
the amount of risk. Coverage should be based on g/éae Olympic average. The current $1 million eligibility
cap for animals and animal products, as well as nursery and greenhouse productidrhesirmareased. The
minimum qualifying requirements for the 80 and 85 percent coverage level should be reduced from three to two
commodities;

1.2.85.Statelisted noxious weed control requirements be enforced on fields with prevented planting;

1.2.86.Development of special crop insurance products to compensate farmers for wiaiitege;

1.2.87.Encouraging the RMA to establish a county base value of no less than the most recent NASS pasture cash rent
rate for each county and also the formula for determining the county base value plus the sites for rainfall
determinations for a grid to be more transparent;

1.2.88.0ne insurance premium per farm number, even if one farm nusbemiultiple counties;

1.2.89.Adding row riceas a covered commodity with the RMA,;

1.2.90.Moving the haying, grazing and chopping date of prevented planting acres planted to a cover crop from
November 1 to a date setgionally by the RMA. If prevented planting acres planted to a cover crop are hayed,
grazed or chopped after a regionally set date, the
payment;

1.2.91.The U.S. government, as parttbé privategovernment partnership with National Crop Insurance Services
(NCIS), requiring the NCIS board of directors to include at least one active farmer from each of the five major
geographical regions of the United States; and

1.2.92.Amendng the USDARMA crop insurance basic policy provisions to allow prior converted crop acres to be
eligible for prevented planting coverage/claim if the acres were unable to be planted in one of the two previous
years due to an U.S. Army Corps of Enginemrase and desist order or other governmental restriction(s) that
stopped the farm acreage from being planted, thereby making the farm acreage eligible for prevented planting
after the restrictive order is lifted.

1.3. We oppose:

1.3.1.The public release of crop insurance indemnity payments made to individual producers;

1.3.2.Requiring irrigation after crop failure has occurred;

1.3.3.The double selling of tobacg@ounds through the use of both the open market and contracts when federal tobacco
crop nsurance claims are sought. The acreage for tolmops on which insurance is paid should be verified to
be destroyed and not allowed to be marketed;

1.3.4.Cropinsurance that includes an automatic harvest deduction rather than a calculation by a crop adjuster only for
grape producers;

1.3.5.RMA announcing special provision changes so late in the season that it negatively affhatensravho have
already made plans and rental agreements for the next year's particular crop;

1.3.6.Caps or limits being applied to crop insurance premium assistance to producers;

1.3.7.Means testing and payment limitatidios crop insurance;

1.3.8.Federal crop insurance premium prices based on specific consepediices; and

1.3.9.Farmers being charged a farm visit feeverify that a cover crop that includes a fiauiid/or vegtablewas not
harvested as a fruitr vegetable

2. Disaster Programs
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2.1. We support:

2.1.1.Programs for livestock and tree producers, which include the Livestock Heragem (LFP), the Emergency
Assistance for Livestock, Honey Bees, and F&aised Fish Program (ELAP), the Livestock Indemnity Program
(LIP), the Tree Assistance Program (TAP), and the Emergency Haying and Gra€imigservation Reserve
Program(CRP) authorities;
2.1.2.The creation of voluntary risk management productgdoitracted poultry growers to assist them financially
during disease outbreaks or interruption in the supply of birds;
2.1.3.A federal flood insurance program for grain stored on farms;
2.1.4.Disaster assistancerfcatastrophic natural disasters that:
2.1.4.1Provides assistance for quantity and quality losses;
2.1.4.2Covers all affected segments of agriculture;
2.1.4.3Does not gclude declared types of natural disasters;
2.1.4.4Provides timely delivery of assistance; and
2.1.4.5Requires recipients to have crop insurance or NAP coverage, if it is available for their coynmodi
2.1.5.Not penalizing producers who have purchased higher levels of crop insurance, stacked income protection (STAX
and wind & hail coverage;
2.1.6.Theavailability of disaster assistance payments for producers who are victims of bioterrorism
2.1.7.Disaster payment determinations based oh deslable data;
2.1.8.Allocation of disaster assistance by Congress without regard to existing farm program payments;



3.

2.1.9.The ability of a producer to receive disaster assistance in thefyder disaster even if harvest is scheduled for
the following year;
2.1.10.Disaster coverage for crop losses due to governmental restrictions or pest infestations;
2.1.11.USDA Emergency Loan intest rates being set lower than other USDA loan rates;
2.1.12.Producers who have paid the maximum NAP fee of $750.00 for three specified crops in a county being
considered in compliance for disastetated programs and the statement "or atiwer" crop being included in the
policy. The NAP premium should be prated to reflect appropriate percentages of crop ownership as stated in
the rental agreement;
2.1.13.Efforts to streamline the FSA NARSurance program record keeping requirements for qonap farms
2.1.14 Acres planted for conservation programs designed to promote soil health that are destroyed by the crop insuran
deadline should be osidered "fallow for the following year's crop, including fall planted crops;
2.1.15.NAP coverage for all instances of double crops be permitted unless a certified crop advisondstereni
practice is not a Best Management Practice;
2.1.16.Increased funding for livestock disaster assistance programs, such as ELAP. We recommend that poultry disas!
assistance be authorized for growers, including contract growersnplanented by USDA to cover Avian Flu
production/revenue losses and associated disposal aneuglezansts;
2.1.17.Legislation that would give tax relief to private timberland and nut tree owners damaged by natural disaster; anc
2.1.18.USDA classifying forestry as a recognized commodity so that private land producers can participate in disaster
relief programs in the event of a natural disaster.
2.2. We oppose livestock producers losing the ability to obtain both PRERIR and continual funding of USDA disaster
programs.
Business Interruption
3.1. We support USDA providing business interruption payments and the availability of private business interruption insurance
to help manage the kis of a Class A animal disease outbreak.

FARM POLICY / FARM FROGRAMS

235/ Conservation Reserve Program

1.

3.

We support:

1.1. Theprotection of tenant farmers' rights;

1.2.Reasonable limits on participation to protect the economic stability of individual counties or regions; and

1.3.Eligibility for Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) enrollment for highly erodibleplaiicing all crops.

Land that is not environmentally sensitive enough to be placed in the CRP should not be required to have a conservation

complianceplan. Land enrolled in CRP should limited to only those sitepecific locations in critical need of conservation

measures, such as highly erodible laimdregions where working land conservation programs are better for the rural economy,

general whole farm enllments should be eliminated unless all acres on the farm meet the local criteria for conservation

measures. We favor targeted acreage signups that provide enhanced environmental protection, conservation and renewed

economic opportunities in these areas.

We support:

3.1.The current rule limiting CRP acres to 25 percent of the total county crop acres including Conservation Reserve
Enhancement Program (CREP) and all experimental pilot projects except for small acreage enrolled in continuous CRP.
Any waivers in effect when expiring contracts were enrolled should remain in effect, as determined by the appropriate stat
Farm Service Agencgommittee;

3.2.Limitations on participation rates so as not to adverselgtlifeal farmland rental rates;

3.3.Producers being allowed to maintain their crop asery on CRP acres as long as the producer has met all contract
obligations;

3.4.Tree plantingorograms for such fad;

3.5.Farm land that was enrolled in the old CRP program, planted with approved gsassgd not be required to be plowed and
reseeded. Established grassiesuld qualify on highly erodible laratcepted in the new CRP sigp;

3.6. Existing grass waterwaysnd buffer strips on land with a thrgear crop history should be eligible for continuous CRP-sign
up. However, acres enrolled in the contins€RP should not count against county acreage caps;

3.7.The current CRP rule on length of the rental agreement with farmers continue and that at the endyeahedifiract the
farmer is given the option of bringing the land back into produafdsidding it back into the reserve with additional
consideration given to the existing CRP enrollee to rebid their established CRP land;

3.8.Benefits to incentivize the leasing or selling of acres under CRP contracts to beginning;farmer

3.9.Costshare options should be approved to accelerate conservation structure installation in the year prior to CRP contract
expiration;

3.10.Provisions should allow an additionalts 10-year extension;

3.11.CRPcontracts should be allowed to remain as written. There should be no additional restrictions put on the use of the lanc
when it comes out of the lomgnge CRP;

3.12.Compensation for land removed from production to provide water quality protectidnla®uaicshould be eligible for CRP.
Producers receiving CRP payments should not be allowed to produce nontraditional crops )loior@&42 acres because
it provides CRP contract holders an economic advantage over othecgradu
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3.13.Allowing haying and grazing of CRP acres at the discretion of the state FSA office in weddled or other emergency
situations, on impaired watersheds, or as a maintenance management tool in a timely manner;

3.14.That the basic busesses of licensed huntipgeserves be allowed to continue to operate on CRP ground;

3.15.At the end of 3 years of the secondydar CRP forestry program, the secretary of agriculture should allow producers to
thin the trees at thedtiscretion without forgoing CRP payments;

3.16.Mandatory control of noxious weeds by local and-sfiecific measures on CRP and CREP lands;

3.17.Contract holders being required, without eslsare, to mow, spray or burn all CRP plantings pridhéopollination of
noxious weeds, including Palmer amaranth, as needed to control their spread;

3.18.Making changes to the accepted management practices that are allowed on filter &tRES>. This wouldniclude
allowing the strips to be cut and harvested in a timely manner to prevent an adverse effecffto/atgrs;

3.19.Guidelines for maintenance of grass waterwiaySRP should be based on practices designegréatest longevity and not
on considerations for wildlife habitat;

3.20.A fire protection plan appropriate for each state be included in all present and future CRP contracts;

3.21.1f CRP payments are reduced or delayed for more than 60ttaysroducer would have the option to withdraw from the
contract without penalty and program crop lsaseuld be restored to their prior level;

3.22.The payment of interest if CRP payments to participants are more than 30 dayspast du

323Landowners being given six months®é notice by FSA befor
through the termination date;

3.24.The annual controlled burning of CRP land under best management practices (BMBhdbwener and tenant should not
be penalized for such burns;

3.25.Allowing CRP buffer strips to be used for drainatijigh maintenance soil redeposition with subsequent revegetation;

3.26.Altering the qualificatbns of CRP so that erosioisk profile and water quality benefits, not wildlife habitat, would
constitute the primary reason a piece of ground would be selected to participate in CRP;

3.27.Reviewing the water quality benefits GRP using credible data;

3.28.Requiring that seed for program acres be free of invasive spdaieed seedsuch as Palmer amaranth;

3.29.All drains being eligible for filter sips; and

3.30.Allowing the harvest and use of CRP filter strip growth during allowable harvest and emergency declarations to help
alleviate nutrient loading.
4. We believe existing contract holders shibbmave the option to rebid into the program when their contracts expire. Calculation of
CRP rental rates should beeramined to ensure they mirror, but do not exceed, the rental rates of comparable land in the
immediate area. Rates should be based emghnicultural production value of the land.
5. Contracts for new and+enrolled acres should reflect the following principles:
5.1.Class 1 & 2 land would not be eligible for the generalsigrior CRP, and rent should reflect fair market akrates of the
county;

5.2.Highly erodible farmland, including both wind and water erosion

5.3. An expansion of the continuous signup CRP to include:
5.3.1.Filter stripsalong watenays
5.3.2.Greater widths of waterwayéilter strips field borders and riparian buffers;
5.3.3.Setbacks at road intersections;
5.3.4.Crop protection product setbacks around tile inlet structures;
5.3.5.Up to oneacre filter stripsaround standpipes and other intakes where surface aretas directly into subsurface

water,
5.3.6.Grassed terracges
5.3.7.Buffers around villages, timbered areas, irrigatieservoirs, pondand stormwater retention basins;
5.3.8.Expanding the statewide allocations on field borders and upland restoration projgcts; an
5.3.9.Allowing enrollment of and acceptance of "infeasible to farm" acres (an area that is too small or isolated to be
economically farmed);

5.4.Land retired to enhance air quality

5.5.Full pointcredit in the Environmental Benefits Inderder new CRP seeding criteria for current grass stands meeting 75
percent of CRP requirements;

5.6. A partnership with BLM's Wild Horsand Burro progem whereby contract holders could receive either a CRP rental
payment or a payment for housing wild haraad burros during all or a portion of the contract;

5.7.Basing the judging criteria f@CRP reenroliment on the land's erosipotential as cropland and not on its current erosion
status as CRP; and

5.8.Developing a new CRP contract that would allgnazing after five years of enroliment with payments being greatly reduced
each year for the remainingl® years left on the contract.

6. We oppose:
6.1.Producers being eligible to participate in the CRP who break up fragilie(odbust) after the CRP contract has been

accepted by USDA,
6.2. Requirements to destroy existing cover on CRP acres and reseed with other species in order to quaifirfante the
program;
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6.3.Haying and grazing onRP acres during the principal growing months, except during times of drought or for maintenance
management. A fee commensurate to the value of the forage should be charged if grazing occurs after the principal growi
months;
6.4.The use of gvernment programs that provide financial incentives for grazing on expiring CRP acres;
6.5.Any increase in the national acreage cap unless additional acres are tied to contindopgsgtices and to the most
environmentally sensitive gund; and
6.6.Requirements to add plant species to established stands.
7. CREP
7.1.We support:
7.1.1.Eligibility for enroliment for all agricultural commodities;
7.1.2.Ensuring CRERractices not jeopardize maintenance, operation and utilization of drainddgkmod control systems
or facilities;
7.1.3.Ensuring CREP practices not jeopardize the economic viability of the operation;
7.1.4.The continuation of CREP;
7.1.5.Changes in regulation to allow annual mowing or spraying of all CREP enrolled acres to control noxious weeds; and
7.1.6.Allowing production on acres enrolled in CREP where the purposegationretirement.
8. CRP Grasslands
8.1.1.We support changing CRP grasslands haying and grazing management rules so they are less restrictive and more
flexible for livestock operations.

236 / Environmental Management Systems

1. We support:

1.1.Farmers and ranchers in their efforts to voluntarily develop private resource management plans to manage their agriculturs
resources while meeting their production, economic and environmental objectives;

1.2. State administration of federahvironmental programs and encourage such on alstatate basis where feasible. Federal
costshare funds should be available;

1.3. Codification of resource management plans at the state level being left up to the individual states;

1.4. Administration of state environmental plans being under the state agency or department most directly involved with
agriculture when a confidentialigssured environmental management system is voluntarily developed in any state;

1.5. All information resulting from an environmental management system should be confidential and the property of the
individual farmer or rancher. No portion of it should be stored in any government file or database;

1.6.Working to ensurehiat the Natural Resources Conservation SeifNE&CS) and/or any other government agency shall
advise farmers and ranchers as to the scope of any confideraraiiynmunity, or lack thereof, regarding participation in
any environmental management system;

1.7.Environmental management systems that are designed to provide positive incentives for producers to manage natural
resources in such a way tliewill benefit the environment and be economically feasible. The incentives should include
education, technical assistance, exisring and acceptable immunity;

1.8. Any changes being made to environmental management systems must teelioitig at the option of the farmer or rancher.
No immunity should be withdrawn or changed without the consent of the owner of the plan;

1.9.When NRCS is involved in resource management planning, the following criteria should guideiits: acti
1.9.1.NRCS should continue to provide traditional technical and educational resource planning programs for farmers and

ranchers if no further action is taken on new forms of environmental management systems; and
1.9.2.NRCS has played an important role for many farmers and ranchers in better managing natural resources and that
effort should not be lost as program changes are debated;

1.10.The eligibility of all recognized forest products for inclusion in ltleadership in Energy and Environmental Design green
building rating system; and

1.11.Adjustment of government support programs for riparian buffer establishment such that themapoagr, on a voluntary
basis, be utilized in additional watersheéas.

2. We oppose:

2.1.Resource planning on farms and ranches being codified into federal law unless it is totally and uatplyeptioven to be
voluntary, confidential, based on proven performance standards, and providing acceptable immunity for producers who he
exercised good faith compliance with all applicable laws and regulations;

2.2. Attempts by sta or federal agencies to develop natuntary environmental management systems as a regulatory or
permitting framework;

2.3.Implementation of commercial fertilizenanagement plans or whole farm management plans to address natural resource
concerns on our farms; and

2.4.The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service ban on planting biotech crops and the use of neonicotinoid insecticides on public lands

237 [ National Conservation and Environmental Policy

1. We supportinproving the environment bgnhancing conservation, wise use and productivity of our natural resources through
private ownership, individual freedom and mark&ented approaches as our most important conservation and environmental
goal and aonsistent longerm national onservation and environmental policy should be pursued that would:
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3.

44

1.1.Recognize the importance of improving agricultural productivity, while maintaining a productive natural resource base;
1.2.Ensure individual freedoniacluding the right to own and use private property;
1.3.Balance economic and social costs with real environmental benefits;
1.4.Encourage voluntary, local and incentivased approaches that rely on market solutions and/arpenicebased
approaches in which outcomes are vellfined, identifiable, verifiable and realistic;
1.5.Focus conservation programs and dollars on soil and water conservation and protection;
1.6.Base decisions on sound, sciéatprinciples and peereviewed science;
1.7.Recognize that education and technical assistance are key components needed to achieve conservation and environment:
goals and objectives;
1.8.Recognize farmers and rancherst&swards to the land and protectors of the environment;
1.9.Minimize potential loss of acres from fencing restrictions adjoining waterways, creeks, ponds and lakes;
1.10.Compensate farmers and ranchers at fair market f@evironmental or regulatory costs that contribute to the public
good;
1.11.Minimize government intervention in agricultural production and private resource management by:
1.11.1.Allowing local Natural Resources Conservation SerydBCS) personnel working directly with farmers in
coordinating the repair of damage (from normal farming practices) to fields with a highly erodible land (HEL)
designdéion. NRCS should consider field condition limitations before imposing penalties fecaropliance;
1.11.2.Providing greater flexibility for farmers in receiving technical assistance from government agencies for conservation
practices and programs tolpéarmers and landowners comply with federal environmental regulations;
1.11.3.The current assistance cap for orggraducers;
1.11.4 Limiting USDA to 30 days to make wetland determinations;
1.11.5.Limiting USDA to a maximum of 9@ays for each appeals decision;
1.11.6.Allow for the removal of fencerows and stumps without restrictions from HEL and wetland conservation (WC)
provisions;
1.12.71l mproving transparency and due process in USDAG6s we
1.11.8.Requiring input by the agency before finalizing guidance on wetland definitions, determinations, appeal procedures
and the use of new technologies.
We oppose:
2.1.Zero pollution tolerances because theytaghnically impossible;
2.2.Federal preemption of state water laws
2.3.The use of federal conservation funds for conservation practices on land that is in the process of being devetwped fo
agricultural use; and
2.4.Any actions that limit tillage methods
Watershed and stream management fees by the Fish and Wildlife Service should not infringe on aspaibditgéo’ build
ponds, till soils or obtain technical assistance. Good faith efforts and adherence to generally accepted farming px&@ices or
approved conservation practices should provide immunity from civil and criminal prosecution under eentedistatutes.
Conservation and Environmental Program Implementation
4.1.Conservation programs should be implemented in a manner that achieves adequate program participation while minimizing
the undue loss of productive faland that may artificially inflate local farmland and/or rental values.
4.2.Federal conservation programs should fund the building of structures such as poulstatitdrouses and composting
facilities. The eligibility requirements for this program should be revised to allow more producers to qualify for the
program.
4.3.NRCS conservation and environmental programs should:
4.3.1.Be controled and directed locally by farmer committees elected by farmers, and made available to all agricultural
producers. The existing prohibition against funding or reimbursement of existing conservation structures should b
removed. Funding should be equalisadable for repair and replacement of existing conservation structures;
4.3.2.Provide that 80 percent of all USDA conservation funds be targeted for local county use;
4.3.3.Be voluntary, flexible, sitespecific and targeted at sjifiscenvironmental goals and objectives;
4.3.4.Allow for the flexibility that if a farmer achieves the conservation standard of T, they are eligible to receive increased
technical assistance funding;
4.3.5.Make cover crop incentives eligibto all farmers (regardless of cover crop history) with priority given to acres that
provide the most benefit or to first time applicants;
4.3.6.Allow farmers to repair erosioto their fields without permissin
4.3.7.Require that all information obtained by government agencies on specific individuals or farms be kept confidential
and not made available for public information;
4.3.8.Require only the minimal amount of planning necessagnsure success taking into account agronomic and
economic factors as well as environmental considerations;
4.3.9.Provide cost share, tax credits or be based on other positive economic incentives; or provide compensation when ai
individual's se of property is restricted for the benefit of the public;
4.3.10.Promote broad awareness through demonstration projects, information dissemination, education and technical
assistance;
4.3.11.Allow all entities to receive conservation paymeas direct deposits, not as System of Award Management (SAM)
payments; and



4.3.12.Provide financial and technical support for safe and effective prescribed burning.
4.4.\We support:
4.4.1.In determiningConservation Compliance
4.4.1.1County FSA committees must be involved in good faith determinations and penalties assessed;
4.4.1.2County FSA committees should réce NRCS technical concurrence before reducing conservation
compliancegood faith penalties;
4.4.1.3Federal and/or state endangered speeisws or regulations should not be incorporated;
4.4.1.4Farmers should not be held responsible for weathpacts that cause naompliance but should achieve
compliance in a timely manner;
4.4.1.5Graduated payment reductions should also apply to wetland violations; and
4.4.1.6The effect of practices in place on adjacent properties should be considered;
4.4.2.Adequate funding fiothe Environmental Quality Incentives Progréa®QIP) for fencing, fresh water and other
livestock programs. Funds should be prioritized andidigid on the local level. NRCS should create
geographical regions within states to determine cost tables for EQIP. The primary emphasis should be water
quality, soil conservation, efarm alternative energy systesmmanurdreatment and processing and animal feeding
operation requirements with secondary consideration given to innovative practices and wildlife;
4.4.3.Changing NRCS policy to allow an appropriate extension of EQIP contracts in areas that haleslygexted federal
disaster declarations (Secretarial or Presidential);
4.4.4.EQIP funding for Wildlife Risk Mitigatiorplans;
4.4.5.The use of longerm agreements to maximize the effectiveredggrogram benefits for existing programs;
4.4.6.USDA funding for Soil and Water Conservation Districishelp implemat conservation practices;
4.4.7.Funding for cosshare programs, including: consultant fees, the Grazing Lands Conservation Initiative, technical
assistance, soil mappirand publication of soil survepformation. Once a costharing practice is completed and
approved by the Farm Service Agenppyments should be made to the participant within 30 days;
4.4.8.Expanding the current NES practice of providing 30 percent of conservation practice payments up front, to all
farmers;

4.4.9.Allowing an exemption to the NRCS manual for EQIP money to be used for streambank stabilization practices prior

to the adjacent land's expii@t in a Conservation Reserve Progr@®iRP) contract or a Conservation Reserve
Enhancement Program (CREP) contract;

4.4.10.Greater efforts to advance new technologies with th@lUE&IP and CREP funds to better utilize anirgaherated
nutrients;

4.4.11.Funding to ensure that landowners are adequately compensated whenever property is used for purposes intended

achieve mandated natural resource goals;

4.4.12.Conservation priority areas shall only be established after consultation with local conservation district boards and
producers. Federal funding for casdtare under the EQIP should be available for steom conservation projects
previously funed under the agricultural conservation program and be expanded to include cost shariffigrfar on
dam building and other projects for water conservation to be used for livestock and irrigation

4.4.13.A technical certification process and sufficient funding for private sector conservation technicians in which certified

technicians would be able to develop and revise conservation plan&le all requird plans and services to

farmers within six months of request and install and certify conservation practices. Farmers should be able to wor
with their NRCS district conservationist to develop the conservation plan required by the 2002 farm bill and not be

required to hire the service of a technical service proi®P). We urge NRCS to streamline the Comprehensive
Nutrient Managemerlan(CNMP) process and TSP céidation;

4.4.14.Development of markdbtased incentives, pollution permit tradiag alternatives to governmenepcriptions

4.4.15.Preparation of a list identifying existing state and federal environmental regulations/requirements which impact
agriculture;

4.4.16.Legislative protection for landowners from liability resulting from malfunctions of terratestures or other
mandates of government regulations;

4.4.17.Tree plantingas a permanent and economical soil conservation practice that protects marginal, fragile or highly
erodible land. In areas along streams awers where trees present a hazard of creating debris after a flooding
event, NRCS should instead prioritize usage of reed canary grass, tall fescue or otheievaterperennial
grasses

4.4.18.Funding and maitaining the Forest Land Enhancement Program

4.4.19.Funding for the Conservation Stewardship Progf@®P) with greater accessibility to farmers;

4.4.20.Annual open enroliment fohe CSP with shortened contracts if funding for the program cannot fully accommodate
all applicants;

4.4.21.A farmer being allowed to opt out of CSP requirements without penalty if the contract is not fully funded;

4.4.22.CSP eligibilty based on best management practigelsiding IPM

4.4.23.Enrollment in conservation programs without a requirement-geeel existing perennial nagmxious cover to meet
diversity goals;

4.4.24 Grasslanand farmland protection program

4.4.25.Funding for rehabilitation anehaintenance for flood prevention sites through low interest loans and grants;

4.4.26.The commercial use of umanned air systems for natural resource management;
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4.4.27.That twostage ditcheand land used for their construction be eligible for conservation program funding;
4.4.28.EQIP projects (contracts) for alternative mortality disposal facilities (composting sheds and/or mechanical
composters) be eligible for amyal/funding as soon as livestock placement commitments are proven and
construction has begun;
4.4.29.An exemption from the current thrgear payment limit for the same practice under EQIP for practices that benefit
wildlife and have a continual cost the farmer or rancher implementing them; and
4.4.30.Allowing advance payments to all producers who participate in conservation programs with NRCS.
4.5.We recommend NRCS guidelines and approval processes for building farmshoundt be the accepted standard without
intervention by other government agencies.
4.6.We recommend the federal guidelines on building of farm and ranch ponelsuoed to allow for the construction of more
ponds. We recommend more csbiaring for pond construction.
4.7.We recommend that distribution of federal funds be simplified and more accessible; moreover, funds should be distributed
couny or state entities, when possible.
4.8.We recommend NRCS remaining under USDA and acting as-segohatory mediatoon behalf of producers in
environmental compliance issues widgulatory agencies
4.9.We believe farmers should only be required to complete practices related to an EQIP funded project, not all practices in a
CNMP, to be in compliance with an EQIP contract.

238 /National Dairy Policy

1. Federal Milk Marketing Ordar{FMMOSs)
1.1. Price Discovery
1.1.1. We support:
1.1.1.1.A marketoriented national dairy prograthat allows U.S. producers to compete in a world market based on fair
and open trade policies;
1.1.1.2.Any changes needed to fadlie the longerm market development of vakaelded products;
1.1.1.3.A competitive pay price;
1.1.1.4.An expanded role for markets and private enterprise in establishing prices for all classes of milk;
1.1.1.5.Improving pricediscovery through mandatory daily electronic reporting of most dairy products, including
reporting and auditing of prices and inventories, including-viglae dairy products as well as prices paid for
milk and milk components. Consideration should bemieeincluding different product specifications and
products sold under terms of a forward contract;
1.1.1.6.Improvements in milk price formulas to eliminate adverse impacts such as the wide block barrel spread, whey
price inversion or other price misgfiments;
1.1.1.7.Removing barrel chee$e®m CME Spot markets;
1.1.1.8.Revisions made by USDA to the National Dairy Product Sales Report being prominently featured in the price
release, including an analysis of the fdewel price impatof the revision;
1.1.19A1 | mi |l k processors providing farms with a mini mu
for premium structure or required fees. Processor
service;and
1.1.1.10.The separation of modifications to mandatory price repoftimg modification to engproduct pricing
formulas and minimum price enforcements.
1.2. Changes in FMMOs
1.2.1. We support:
1.2.1.1.Modifications in the Federal Milk Marketing Ordstructure, formulas and price classes used to compute milk
prices in order to better reflect current market conditions and enhance transparency and take into account th
regional differences in the cost of milk production and incorporate multiple component pricing into all classes
of milk; an economic analysis prior to any major revisions to the number of milk classes or Federal Milk
Marketing Ordes. This analysis should include economic impacts to the dairy industry and farmer income;
1.2.1.2.Modifying the Federal Milk Marketing Ordetystem to encourage the productadmilk protein concentrates in
the United States;
1.2.1.3.The producer/handler exemption being limited in all Federal Milk Marketing ©td& million pounds per
month to protect other pbproducer members from unfair competition, but do not support its elimination;
1.2.1.4.USDA to immediately promulgate regulations on the pricing of domestically produced MPCs;
1.2.1.5.Eliminating transportation credits;
1.2.1.6.A minimum 10 delivey days per month in FMMOs;
1.2.1.7 Revisions to the Federal Milk Marketing Ordarcluding fluid milk pricing, progress through the normal
channels at USDA that will provide thorough economic analysigpabtc hearings for producers to be
engaged, rather than through legislative override;
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1.2.1.8.Revisions to the Federal Milk Marketing Ordgystem to increase touttase days required by milk handlers,
producers andellers outside an order;
1.2.1.9.Dairy farmers being able to vote independently and confidentially during an FMMO approval or referendum
process;
12.110El i mi nating provisions on a finodo vote oMilka refere
Marketing Order
1.2.1.11 Modifying the referendum approval threshold to require athitals majority of the voting producers and two
thirds majority of the voting milk volume to amend or issue an FMMO;
1.2.1.12 We support modifying make allowances as follows:
(i) Make them equal to a percentage of the commodity value; and
(ii) A cap based on the value of wholesale dairy commodities or classified milk prices.
1.2.1.13.The United States Department of daylture (USDA) developing an improved method to determine the Class |
Milk Mover Base Price, which is not reliant solely on manufacturing dairy products, better reflects local
market conditions, provides more appropriate economic incentives to fluighroilkicers and processors,
recognizes the costs in servicing a fluid milk market and continues to ensure fluid milk consumers have a
quality and adequate supply of fresh fluid milk;
1.2.1.14 Locking the block barrel spread to no more than $0.035;
1.2.1.15Federal milk marketing ordeb and 7. should be based on multiple component pricing instead of skim/fat
pricing;
1.2.1.16.Flexible Class I location differentials that are adjusted for sedispriVe support more frequent evaluation of
Class I location differentials. We support an update to Class | location differentials that includes higher
differentials in surplus milk production regions to limit milk moving into deficit regions of the dn8.
1.2.1.17 Class | beverage milk pricing and pooling provisions including all bevesggge products using milk or dairy
products as an ingredient.
1.2.2. We oppose:
1.2.2.1.Bloc voting by dairy cooperativeand
1.2.2.2.Make allowances being indexed for factors such as inflali@oror energy
2. Labeling and Standards of Identity
2.1. We Support:
2.1.1. Plain and flavored whole milk be required to contain a minimum of 3.5 percent butterfat;
2.1.2. Banning the sale of artificial or imitation dairy products not labeled imitation;
2.1.3. Labeling a product cheesaly when it is prodoed from natural milk products;
2.1.4. A definition of milk protein concentrate (MPC) and a standard of identity that will define appropriate use of these
components as well as a means of enforcement;
2.1.5. The FDA allowing milk to be labeled bysifatfree content instead of total fat content; and
2.1.6. FDA updating their standards of identity to recognize current technology in milk processing.
2.2. We oppose the FDA changing the definition of milk.
3. Milk in Schools
3.1. We sipport:
3.1.1. The placing of milk vending machinéspublic schoolsand
3.1.2. Whole milk being promoted and advanced through the special milk program through the schoolsgvweelfezand
the U.S. military
3.2. We oppose ry regulations or legislation that will ban or limit flavored milk in schools.
4. Trade
4.1. We support:
4.1.1. Legislatbn that treats imporisf milk protein concentrates, ultfdtered milk and casein equivalent to and consistent
with the importation of similar dairy products;
4.1.2. Regulations which provide for and require the inspecticallomported dairy products at the port of entry;
4.1.3. An increased effort by the dairy industry to develop domestic and foreign markets;
4.1.4. The use of Cooperativé¥orking Together (CWT) and urge participation by all dairy producers;
4.1.5. The concept of expanding the Expédsistance Program of CWand
4.1.6. Modifications to milk pricing regulations that fiitate enhanced expoopportunities.
5. Dairy: General
5.1. We support:
5.1.1. Efforts to manage milk supply which account for the regional differences in fluid milk demand angt suppl
5.1.2. Implementation of the California standards for selderfat in fluid milk at the national level including butterfat;
5.1.3. A national program for dairy product promotion, research and nutrition education and tialdyIExportCouncil;
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5.1.4. USDA moving more aggressively on the collection of promotion fees on all U.S. and imported dairy products
including milk protein concentrates;

5.1.5. A national dairy plahsecurity program to enhance a producer's ability to recover losses due to the financial failure of
milk handlers or cooperativesll those procuring milk from producers should be included in the program;

5.1.6. Producers having a priority lien on their milk;

5.1.7. Research to determine a “mffect" level for any antibioticand aflatoxins in milk according to Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) standards;

5.1.8. Uniform testing procedures for antibiotiaad aflatoxins that detect levels according to FDA standards;

5.1.9. The enroliment of all dairy producers in the Milk and Ddgef Quality Assurance Program and their participation
in the National Dairy Farmers Assuring Responsible Management program;

5.1.10.Inspectors being required to contact the farmer/farm manager upon arrival at the farm;

5.1.11. A stateor local inspector accompanying all U.S. Department of Health and Human Services inspectors. Producers
should receive a full report and explanation upon completion of the inspection, which includes: deficiencies, items
inspected, equipment disassembledifispection and overall score;

5.1.12.0nly pasteurized fluid milk being sold or distributed for human consumption;

5.1.13.Clearly defined, concise rules and regulations by FDA for automated milking installation systems;

5.1.14.Eliminating sequestratioon Dairy Margin Coverage program payments;

5.1.15.The use of dairy checkoffollars for research on ndood uses of dairy products; and

5.1.16.A flexible farmer and industrydriven milk management system.

We oppose:

5.2.1. A mandatory federal quota system; and

5.2.2. Creaton of a mandatory fund financed by a checlaffdairy farmers to guarantee milk checks.

239 / National Farm Policy

1.
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Agriculture is strategically important to the survival of the United States. Our nation's economy, energy, environmeminahd nati
security are dependent upon the viability of the agricultural industry. Agriculture must be treated as a strategic yesaurce b
nation and reflected as such in local, state and national government policies.

We support a consistent, losgrm markeriented farm policy that will:

2.1. Rely less on government and increasingly more on the market as wedhvéding more options for insurance and revenue
assuranceroducts that are more equitable for all commodities in all production regions of the country against adverse
market fluctuations and weatheslated hazards;

2.2. Allow farmers to take maximum advantage of market opportunities at home and abroad without government interference;

2.3. Encourage production decisions based on market demand;

2.4. Develop risk management tools to deal with the inherent fluctuatiorevénue and income associated with farming;

2.5. Provide strong and effective safety net/risk management programs that do not guarantee a profit, but instead protects
producers from catastrophic occurrences while minimizing the potential for fagrapre affecting production decisions;

2.6. Is compliant with the World Trade Organization (WTQO) agreements; and

2.7. Reduce complexity while allowing producers increased flexibility to plant in response to market demand.

We oppose:

3.1. New mandatory government supply management programs and acreage reductionspegraicing the Conservation
Reserve Program and conservation easements, for marketing loan coesnotiér the current farm program;

3.2. Afarmerowned reserve or any federally controlled grain reserve with the exception of the existing, capped emergency
commodity reserve;

3.3. Income means testing. However, if such programs are implememégdnust be based on net income rather than gross
income;

3.4. Payment limitationsand

3.5. Targeting of benefits being applied to farm program payment eligibility.

U.S. policies affecting agriculture sholdd designed to:

4.1. Ensure that U.S. consumers have access to a stable, ample, safe and nutritious food supply;

4.2. Minimize domestic and world hungand nutrition deficiencies;

4.3. Create and sustain a lotgrm, competite and profitable agricultural industry;

4.4, Reduce regulatory burdens on farmers and ranchers;

4.5. Provide a tax structure that is fair and equitable to present and future generations of farmers;

4.6. Continue to improve the environmentdhgh expanded incentives to encourage voluntary soil conservation, water and air
quality programs, and advanced technological and biotechnological procedures that are based on sound science and are
economically feasible;

4.7. Enharte U.S. agriculture's access and competitiveness in the world market;

4.8. Improve the quality of rural life and increase rural economic development;



5.

6.

4.9. Improve Agriculture Risk Coverage (ARC) to decrease county yield disparity;
4.10.Prioritize Risk Management Agen¢RMA) yield data as the primary source of yield data for National Agricultural
Statistics Service (NASS) surveys and future government programs similar t€CAR@y as long as RMA data attfarm
level is protected from the Freedom of Informathxt (FOIA);
4.11.Compensate farmers for their positive impact on habitat, wildhifkthe environment;
4.12.Recognize the regionahdcommoditybasedlifferences that exist in U.S. production agriculture and provide programs that
meet these needs, while recognizing the need to be internationally competitive; and
4.13.Be implemented in a way that minimizes the negagifects on nosprogram crops and livestock production and ensure
that accepted conservation practices such as cover crops do not impact compliance or payment eligibility. Statements of
support for individual commodity programs and provisions shall adbetese general principles of farm programs,
regulatory, international trade, and tax provisions.
Improving net farm incomeenhancing the economic opportunity for farmers, preserving property rights and conserving the
envirorment are our most important goals.
We should undertake a comprehensive effort to assure U.S. producer competitiveness. Competitiveness issues should include
biotech seedost, agricultural researchl.S. transportation infrastructure, U.S. farm bill structure and funding, exchange rates and
other factors relevant to agricultural global competitiveness.
Farm Bill Principles:
7.1. We support théollowing principles to guide development of programs in the next farm bill:
7.1.1. Protecting current Farm Bill program spending;
7.1.2. Maintaining a unified farm bill which includes nutrition programs and farm programs together;
7.1.3. Any changs to current farm legislation be an amendment to the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938 or the
Agricultural Act of 1949; and
7.1.4. Risk management tools which include both federal crop insurance and commaodity programs as tojpfianidies)
7.2. Other Principles:
7.2.1. Commodity Programs:
7.2.1.1We support:
7.2.1.1.1 Continuation of a countesyclical program like the Price Loss Coverage (PLC) program and a
revenue program like the ARC program, including using RMA datheaprimary source to
determine a more accurate county yield as long as RMA data at the farm level data is protected fron
FOIA. If ARC-County is continued, we support changes to make the program more effective and
fairer to all farmers;
7.2.1.1.2If existing programs continue, the opportunity for farmers teleet and/or renroll;
7.2.1.1.3Basing Title | payments on historic, rather than planted, acres;
72114Modi fying fiActively Engagedo rul es tlimeaimore b
familial relationships such as first or second cousins. The family farm exemption from the
management restriction and recordkeeping requirements should remain in place;
7.2.1.1.5Developing farm savings accounts as a risk management option for all producers;
7.2.1.1.6.The current provisions for the peanut program in the 2018 farm bill; and
72117l ndi vi dual farm program payments for any act
organizational structure.
7.2.2. Risk Management Programs
7.2.2.1The availability of crop yield and/or revenue insurance at current subsidy levels for all producers of all crops,
aquaculturelivestock and poultryn the country; and
7.2.2.2Changes in the Livestéd ForageProgram to allow contiguous counties also be declared eligible for disaster
assistance, and for increasing the number of weather stations in a county.
7.2.3. Dairy:
7.2.3.1Further development araVailability of the new Dairy Revenue Protection insurance product and the ability
for producers to use it in conjunction with the Dairy Livestock Gross Margin (LGM) program and a
commaodity title dairy safety net;
7.2.3.2Expansion of RMA risk managememiograms for dairy producers, with the inclusion of naitka defined
commaodity;
7.2.3.3Require a commodity title dairy safety net program that:
7.2.3.3.1Gives farmers an option to select either a program that provides protection agaicigteid milk
price or a decline in milknargin;
7.2.3.3.2Includes significant enhancements to any gross margin program to effectively support dairy
farmers, including:
(i) Adjusting the program trigger to function monthly;
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(ii) Increasing Tier 1 coverage from 4 million pounds of ndls million pounds of milkor all
dairy producers;

(iii) Increasing the catastrophic margin level from $4.00 to $5.00 and maintaining the ability to buy
upto $8.00 margin coverage; and

(iv) Making strategic adjustments to the feed formula.

7.2.4. Conservation:
7.2.4.1Maintaining funding for federal conservation programs which maintain environmental benefits;
7.2.4.2Working lands conservation progna over retirement lands programs;
7.2.4.3Maintaining the current prioritization of the Environmental Quality Incentives Program (EQIP) funding being
targeted to livestock producers;
7.2.4.4Calculation of the Conservation Reserve Program (CRP)ren@onservation Reserve Enhancement
Program (CREP) rental rates beingeseamined annually at enroliment to ensure they mirror, but do not
exceed, the rental rates of comparable land in the immediate area;
7.2.4.5Marginal and highly erodible lan@turning as the main focus of the CRP. The current limit of 24 million
acres in the CRP should continue;
7.2.4.6Improvements to the State Technical Committees to make them more ag frieedlybyour agi ng pr
participation and input;
7.2.4.7Limits the size of pollinator tracts with an emphasis on smaller parcels and cap pollinator rates; and
7.2.4.8A path to eligibility for farms that have not previously been in compliance.
7.2.5. Specialty Crops:
7.2.5.1Incorporating all types of domestic fruits and vegetables (fresh, frozen, canned and dried) into the Fresh Frui
and Vegetabl®rogram providing an affordable option for increasing the variety availableyedfor low
income school children and more market opportunities for producers. Priority must be given to fresh and
locally grown product when available not withstanding price;
7.2.5.2Maintaining adequate funding for the specialty crop industry with engpbafundamental research,
marketing and promotions, and pest management programs;
7.2.5.3The USDAgiving more consideration to specialty crop growers when considering planting history for
various programs; and
7.2.5.4Requiring RMA to irtlude all counties that produce wild and cultivated blueberries to be covered under the
federal crop insurance program.
7.2.6. Livestock:
7.2.6.1The exploration of new risk management tools for livestock producers.
7.2.7. Energy:
7.2.7.1 Adequate @inding for the Rural Energy for America Program (REAP).
7.2.8. Rural Development
7.2.8.1Streamlining programs and a more transparent and efficient grant and loan approval process for rural
developmenprograms that includes the timely approval of applications and a more effective gséttityg
process so that federal funds are expended on projects with the greatest economic potential; and
7.2.8.2Modifying the broadband programs to increase @tilan of loans and grants in rural/underserved
communities. We support adequate funding for improvements in @SOA Communi ty Connec
Learning and Telemedicinand Rural Gigabit Network pilot programs.
7.2.9. Trade:
7.2.9.1Increased funding for the Foreign Market Development (FMD) program and Market Assistance Program
(MAP).
7.2.10.Credit:

7.2.10.1. Increasing the amount of funding authorized for the Farm Service Admsrtyguarantee programs and
raising the current caps on individual amounts a farmer may be granted; and

7.2.10.2. A floating conservatiofriented commodity loan program that increases loan prices, addresses
conservation goals and satisfies the credit a@édbeginning farmer

7.2.11.Research

7.2.11.1. Funding for agricultural researemd education.

7.2.12.Acreage Crop Reporting Streamliningpitiative (ACRSI):

7.2.12.1. Simplifying procedures, reducing paperwork requirements and streamlining interactions between the Farm
Service Agencythe Natural Resources Conservation Sephzional Agricultural Statistics Service and the
Risk Management Agencgand

7.2.12.2.Congress creating Farm Bill language directing USDAdopt better data integration and analysis
practices from farmer driven data to improve the overall efficiency and effectiveness of farm programs, crop



insurance, and conservation programs while supporting producer profitability and environmentalgrexéo
on working lands.
8. Generallssues
8.1. We support:

8.1.1. Giving farmers the ability to sign up once for the duration of the farm bill, assuming there are no changes to the
farming operations;

8.1.2. Allowing farms with fewer than@ base acres to be eligible to receive farm program payments;

8.1.3. Requiring compliance by the Commodity Credit Corporafi@@C) with all federal rulenaking notification
procedures;

8.1.4. Farm Service AgencfFSA) evaluating the drought criteria used for drought compensation;

8.1.5. Providing timely notification to producers of all program requirements;

8.1.6. Providing payment notification information that match 1099 tax foriitis @escriptions that clearly reflect the source
of the payment;

8.1.7. Implementation in such a manner as to minimize the disruptions to lastdiwadt relationships. We support efforts
to provide the state FSA Comiteie authority to determine eligibility requirements for farm program benefits;

8.1.8. The elimination of any USDAequirement to report the specific cash reatabunts between a landloadd a tenant
in an effort to protect a farmer's right to privacy. We do, however, support the requirement to report the type of lease
agreement;

8.1.9. Requiring FSA to constantly review and make public the formséal o set posted county pri¢g€CPs) to ensure
they accurately reflect market conditions at the county level and that the differential between the cash price and PC
does not penalize producers or county elevators. The formula for calculating the terminal price, differential, and the
PCP should be public information to allow producers the opportunity to maximize program benefits;

8.1.10.Providing the secretary of agriculture discretionary authority to provide assistance to producers during times of
economic disaster

8.1.11. Allowing for verification of actual physical measurement if computer measuring or Global Positioning System
(GPS)measurements of farm acres results in differentegareneasurements than has been the historical case. The
cost incurred for such measurement should be borne by the party in error;

8.1.12. Allowing a single sign up that covers all programs for a crop year;

8.1.13.Uniform deadlines for FSA and RMA acreageporting;

8.1.14.Programmatic and systemic efficiencies that eliminate the need for repeated farmer visits to county FSA offices;

8.1.15.Changing FSA regulations to not require farms that are owned and operated by the same individual, but not
contiguous, be reconstituted into one farm;

8.1.16.Individuals directly involved in family farming operations not having payment eligibility adversely affected by farm
business loans secured by cross collateralizatgame asts pledged for multiple producer loans);

8.1.17.The establishment of a reasonable time limitation on USRAility to alter or reverse an FSA compliance
determination so that no producer enrolled in a farm program may be penalized segusub crop year;

8.1.18. Allowing either a conservation complianpkan or a confined animal feeding operation permit to meet eligibility
requirements for farms which require a conservatmmplianceplan for eligibility for certain USDAarm programs;

8.1.19.Funding sources to assist farmers in complying with livestock regulations;

8.1.20.The FSAfacility loan program to include all commodity storage;

8.1.21. Allowing tenantswith multiple landlords to treat each farm as a separate entity for compliance with the farm bill;

8.1.22.Action by a landlordhot placing any tenant farm program payments in jeopardy. The tenant should be able to
maintain eligibility for all farms;

8.1.23.Consolidation of the power of attornéyrm to enable the Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS), the FSA
and the Risk Management Agen@MA) to honor one power of attorndégrm;

8.1.24.Producers beingble to use Federal Crop Insurance records for proving yield for base and yield updates;

8.1.25. Allowing grain bag storage systems as storage for Us@®Amodity loan purposes;

8.1.26.Efforts to harmonize methods of propertysdeptions between FSA, Crop Insurance and the RMA to streamline
information sharing between the two agencies and to develop a common method to establish crop yields for the
various programs, as well as exempting farm operations that utilize crop insfrorand#éling out NASS surveys;

8.1.27.Defining "specialty crops” as any fruit, vegetabiat or norprogram crop grown for consumption and sales;

8.1.28.Funding to support the specialty crop industry through the following priatifizeding options:
8.1.28.1. Per state competitive grant program to enhance grower directed research and extension programs;
8.1.28.2. Expanded crop insurance;
8.1.28.3. Dedicated funding for specialty crop growers in working lands programs; and
8.1.28.4. USDA commodity purchases;

8.1.29.The recognition of horticultureChristmas tre® sod and equine as agriculture enterprises eligible forigoeant
assistance through disaspeograms, crop insurance and conservation programs;
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8.2.

8.1.30.Removal of matching fund requirements for public grants and loans intended to help small farmers. In the interim,
in-kind contributions like laor should be allowed to be applied to matching fund considerations;

8.1.31.Use of producegenerated GPS data be allowed to supplement FSA and crop insurance purposes;

8.1.32.Native pollinator conservation efforts in farm policy legislation;

8.1.33.Cotton intercropped with cucurbit crope counted toward base acres;

8.1.34.USDA requiring mandatory monthly reporting of risecks and ricproduction;

8.1.35.Requiring the FSA Adjusted Gross Income (AGI) Statement be signed and effective for the full length of each Farn
Bill period. Each individual entity should be responsible for reporting clsatogeonditions of approved status. AGI
should be subject to random verification;

8.136.The Farmers6 Mar ket )Ffuwomentlnfants, arfel Children &WbGe(cdmidiher with the
FMNP Senior program that is already part of the Farm Bill;

8.1.37.A cottonseednd/or cotton lint farm program that provides ati@pfor generic base acres to be reallocated to a
new cotton farm program. In the process of reallocation, generic base acres that have been in agricultural use but n
planted to an ARC/PLC crop must be allowed to maintain their base acres. If cottandémdotton lint are not
included as Title | farm program commodities, we support annual appropriations for a ginning assistance program;

8.1.38.Cotton producers being eligible for Title | programs and STAX at the same time;

8.1.39.Base acres and yields being adjusted yearly, on a voluntary basis, usingeafieverage.

8.1.40.Allowing dairy farms to update their historical production numbers on a rollingyBee average;

8.1.41.The use of commodity certificates for rgpay loans for all program commaodities;

8.1.42.A 90-day lockin period for marketing loan gains for all commaodities;

8.1.43.Maintaining the ARGIndividual program;

8.1.44.Collaborating with USDAon how the Specialty Crop Block Grant Program (SCBGP) funds can be better spread
among numerous entities and an appeals process for grants that have been awarded;

8.1.45.The current use of SCBGP funds for market promotion and research and not fonémialigon of the Food Safety
Modernization Ac{FSMA). The FSMAcongressional mandate must be funded through the Food and Drug
Administration budget;

8.1.46.The exemption of growers from the registration and reporting requirements associated with the System for Award
Management;

8.1.47.Eliminating the reporting requirement for rprogram grass waterwafallow areas that are baled for forage

8.1.48.Continuation of the Good Neidpor Authority (forestry) program;

8.1.49.The use of a longer deadline period for conservation compliaistéme farmer exceptions;

8.1.50.When farm program benefigge denied due to an alleged violation and the enforcement action is decided in the
respondent 6s favor, we support changes in the | aw t
respondent 6s | egal f e e s ubstadtiatedrclgim;d eni ed benefits for

8.1.51. Allowing in-kind contributions like labor to be applied to matching fund considerations;

8.1.52. Allowing consideration of offarm incometoward the calculation of loan paybacks in saene way that they are
now used for grant eligibility;

8.1.53.Eliminating the cultural resources requirements on the-BSAEnvironmental Screening Worksheet;

8.1.54.FSA allowing ARC/PLC applications via the F$A8 form; and

8.1.55. Supplemental Coverage Option (SCO) and Stacked Income Protection Program (STAX) indemnity payments be
paid earlier.

We oppose:

8.2.1. Producers becoming ineligible for participation in any USi¥8gram due to their participation in federal or state
water projects

8.2.2. Compliance status of one farm affecting the ability to receive benefits on another farm;

8.2.3. Theextension of the CCC commaodity loans beyond the current term;

8.2.4. The system of anonymous reporting of operator violations to the FSA and NRCS;

8.2.5. The use of conservation programs by entities unrelated to agriculture; and

8.2.6. Penalties for farm program violations being applied to the entire farm operation instead of the portion of the farm in
question.

240 / Sustainable Agriculture
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Agriculture provides society numerous benefits including, butimited to food security, a safe and healthy food supply,

environmental benefits and community stability. It is important to remember that agriculture needs the flexibility topadteg c
patterns and practices to meet the demands of operating in mmapleetplace where our competition comes from farmers

worldwide. When considering sustainable agriculttinere is only one ewstant and that is agriculture is only sustainable when it

is profitable.
Sustainable agriculturghould recogize the benefits of accepted management practices that American agriculture currently
employs, such as Integrated Pest Management. Sustainable agrisiuttule be flexible enough to fit America's diverse climates,



cropping patterns, land use standards, and regulatory requirements. Regulations should not limit agricultural praatices witho
strong scientific and economic justiition. Sustainable agricultushould rely on measurable results and focus on adaptive
management for continual improvements rather than a rigid set of practices.

We support scientific research and education that encouragestaipants in the agricultural industry to produce, process and
distribute safe food, feed, fiber and fuel in a manner that is economically viable and enhances the quality of lifefangrese
future generations.

We support methods of farming that result in:

4.1. A profit for the farm operator;

4.2. A producer striving to show continuous improvement in his/her environmental performance; and

4.3. An adequate supply dfigh-quality safe food, feed, fiber and fuel.

We are keenly aware that the means to accomplish these ends may vary from farm operation to farm operation and that no sin
methal of farming will work with every operator.

We support:

6.1. Research aimed at reducing overall inputs needed to sustain a profitable farming operation; and

6.2. Efforts to provide information to farmers on proven means of improving the efficiency of inputs.

We oppose:

7.1. Any attempt to mandate low input methods of farming;

7.2. Requiring low input methods as a condition of participation in government farm programs; and

7.3. Programs that are used by organizations whose goal is to eliminate or control commercial agricultural practices.

241 | Wetlands Reserve Program

1.

2.
3.
4
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We support the Wetland®eserve Program (WRP).

WRP should include a buyout clause that would ajjoeducers to remove these areas from the program.

Authority for the federal government to purchase permanent easements under the program should be terminated.

Prior to a landowner putty part or all of a farm in a government wetland program, all adjoining landowners should be made
aware of this, especially where surrounding landowners' water flow or natural driziaéfgeted.

The program should not be used to take entire farms out of production.

We support using created WRP acreage for farmland wetland mitigation

TRADE / TREATIES

250 / Foreign Aid

1.

We believe the United States should use its agriculta@dcity to enhance food security and economic development, thereby
enhancing not only the reputation of the U.S. as a reliable supplier of agricultural products and expertise, but atderas a le
fostering economic development globally.
We support:
2.1. Securing a commitment from the federal government to provide leadership in enhancing global food security and econom
development;
2.2. Increasing federal commitment to food and agricultural assistance praigra
2.3. Foreign aidn the form of agricultural products and valadded agricultural products rather than cash, whenever feasible;
2.4. Encouraging recipient nations to use or purchase agjcultural goods and services; and
2.5. Giving emergency food relief needs the highest priority in foreigpaigrams.
We oppose foreign aibleing provided to recipient countries to stimulate production or distribution of agricultural commodities
for exportthat could create economic hardship for U.S producers.
The federal governmeshould be urged to apply countermeasures against countries which discriminate and/or restrict
agricultural products from the United States, particularly those countries that receive U.S. foreign and military aid.
Proposals to conduct Anmiean foreign aidprograms through United Natioagencies should be rejected.
Aid should be given to encouragevate enterprise economic systems.
Food for Peace ProgranfP.L. 480)
7.1. We support:
7.1.1.P.L. 480as an important program that should be continued and assessed in the context of a broader strategy for
expanding U.S. food amdith the following priorities:
7.1.1.1Corcentrating on the least developed countries;
7.1.1.2Focusing on small landholders;
7.1.1.3Utilizing local staples;
7.1.1.4Serving local markets; and
7.1.1.5Improving recipient nation regulatosystems to increase food safety and facilitate local and regional trade;
7.1.2. Federal legislation eliminating cargo preferepeavisions on P.L. 480 and other aid programs;
7.1.3. Continuation of P.L. 480 and believe the primary emphasis should be given to humanitarian needs;
7.1.4. The expansion of P.L. 480, particularly in areas of the worldateasuffering from immediate drought or plagued
with hungemroblems;



7.1.5. Efforts to shift P.L. 480 recipient countries to commercial sales by shortening credit terms and increasstg inte
rates as certain recipient countries become more affluent; and
7.1.6. Expansion of P.L. 480 within World Trade Organization consistent parameters and encouragement for Congress to
require USDA and United States Agency fiolernational Development to utilize all appropriated funds.
7.2. Because P.L. 480 has many objectives, including foreign policy, national security, humanitarian aid, and market
development, we believe financing of this program sthéwa! shared by all agencies, in addition to USDA, whose interests
are benefited.
7.3. We encourage USDA to only use quality/approved shippers for P.L. 480 purchases and that all shipments are inspected &
documented prior tehipment to ensure quality.
7.4. Concessional sales grants under this program should be made in such a manner as to ga@margomic development
within the recipient nations.
7.5. The limiting factor in food aighrograms is money, rather than an actual shortage of commodities in veoKdtsn In order
to meet emergency needs throughout the world, we favor the establishment of an international fund to be used for the
purchase of agricultural commodities to meet humanitarian needs in disasters and other emergencies. Participating natior
could be permitted to make part of their contributions in the form of commitments or commodities rather than actual
currency deposits. Even the poorest of nations could contribute according to situation and ability. All nations shotild suppc
such a fund ad should share in its control in proportion to their contributions.

251 / Global Environmental Agreements and Treaties

1.

We strongly oppose any U.S. participation in any agesgrthat would:

1.1. Impose new regulation on American farmers through the United Nations

1.2. Increase costs for fuel, fertilizers and agricultural chemicals; and

1.3. Put U.S. farmers at a disadvantage in international toedause of exemptions for developing nations.

We oppose:

2.1. Ratification of any internationagreements binding the United States to control greenhousg; gas

2.2. U.S. Senate approval of any environmental treaty without the use of souncesmscing our nation is not placed at a
disadvantage or our sovereignty threatened,;

2.3. The creation of any global environmental agency with extensive powers to regulate the world's environment;

2.4. Regulation of carbon dioxidender the Montreal Protogand

2.5. The United Nationbeing given any authority or regtibey power over the natural resources of the United States.

Treatiesnot ratified by the United States may impact the ability of U.S. agriculture to trade worldwide. We recommend that all

action by the executive branch focus on protecting the rights of U.S. producers and our ability to trade. U.S. involeeltent sh

not beviewed as an endorsement of a treaty's purpose or de facto ratification.

252 / International Trade

54

We are strong advocates of fair and open world trade.

Aggressive efforts must be whaat all levels to open new markets and expand existing markets for U.S. agricultural products.

We support federal assistance for producers who have been impacted by retaliatory tariffs. Furthermore, to the greatest exten

possible, suclssistance should be distributed proportionally to all impacted producers. U.S. officials should ensure such

assistance is distributed equitably based on commodity and payment calculations that are determined by production history an

not a total of agriciural production in the county.

Agricultural expors will be increased by:

4.1.Continuing to seek new maitsefor commodities and valteddedproducts to enhance farm income and improve the farm
economy;

4.2.Continuing to export regardless of domestic supply;

4.3.Reducing trade restrictions;

4.4.lmmediate, unrestricted trade and distribution of U.S. approved biotech products;

4.5. Aggressive market development;

4.6.The use of export licensesly for information purposes and not to limit the amount, timing or destination of exports;

4.7.Providing USDA and U.S. Trade Representaflv8TR) with the necessary resources to monitor and aggressively enforce
trade agreements and reduce trade bayriers

4.8.Decreasing the regulation on the movement of U.S. agricultural commoditierddi@a ports for overseas shipment; and

4.9.Lowering overburdensome/unreasonable tariffs on agricultural products, especially those products other countries are not
producing.

We support:

5.1.An incremental or phaseith approach to open livestock and meat markets, this approach must be accompanied with strict
steps for trading partners to reach World Organization for Animal Health (OIE) standards and a time certain for full
implementation of thoseatdards;

5.2.Policies and actions that enhance and maintain a competitive domestic processingdgefimdustry and infrastructure
for U.S. produced agricultural commodities;

5.3. Agricultural imports from nofWorld Trade Organization (WTO) countries being subject to the same regulations and
restrictions as members of the WTO; and



5.4. Agricultural products that also have an industrial use or applicaimaining classified as an agricultural commodity for
purposes of tradé;egislated import quotaare unacceptable solutions to import problems;
5.5.Funding fortrade programs to ensure that U.S. imports meet the strict production criteria outlined in the Food Safety
Modernization Ac{FSMA) in order to ensure that aagricultural imported commaodity or products meet the same or
comparable requirements that U.S. agricultural producers must meet. This new funding should come from Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) sources as opposed to the farm bill;
5.6. Timberand other forest products being included in any trade agreement withh China
57.The continuation of USDA6s Mar ket Facilitation Program.
5.7.1.All prevent plantings should be included as planted acres under the MFP; and
5.7.2.MFP payments should be made for all commodities as well as livestock, tphradsand vegetables when adverse
trade policies affect markets; and
5.8.Repeal of provisions of the Trade Adjustment Assistance which authorsaesied other aid for workers who lose their jobs
or have work hours shortened due to imports.
We oppose:
6.1.International commodity agreements to allocate markets, control supply and restrigbrica$cto a narrow price range;
6.2. Attempts to disguise protectionist policies as an endorsement of thefumakional characteristics of agriculture;
6.3. Any unilateral action by the United Statesstominate import restrictiamand subsidies without equivalent commitments by
other countries;
6.4.The Generalized System of Preferences (GSP) for agricultural productsbyitieveloping countriesre granted dutfree
entry on certain products, since this runs counter to the Normal Trade Relations (NTR) principles;
6.5. Protectionist restriotins on imported and exported farm inputs such as machinery, parts, petroleum and fertilizer; and
6.6. Tariffs on fertilizer imports, including the antidumpidgties placed on solid urea imports
Trade Agreements
7.1.0ur government should insist on strict adherence to bilateral and multilateral trade agreements to which the Unitesd States
party to prevent unfair practices by competiaions and to assure unrestricted access to domestic and world markets. All
trade agreements should be continuously monitored and enforced to ensure they result in fair trade.
7.2.We support the Trade Promotion Authority (TPA) foe ppresident of the United States.
7.3.We oppose efforts to put in place any sunset provision in free trade agreements.
We support:
8.1.Entry of the U.S. into the Comprehensive and Progressive Agreement forPaeifis Partnership (CHPP);
8.2. The immediate ratification of the new United Statésxico-CanadaAgreement (USMCA) trade deal;
8.3. A positive resolution for the United States with Chioand the trade war; and
8.4.Removal of Canadian provincial tariffs on U-froduced wingbeer and distilled products.
Trade Negotiations
9.1.We believe that agriculture's best opportunity to addrasisal trade issues is in the multilateral arena.
9.2.We encourage the U.S. agricultural industry be a high priority in world trade negotiations, so that the nation's fopd securit
will be preserved for future generatioige encourage all countries to adhere strictly to WTO rules.
9.3.We will not take a final position on any potential trade agreement until the negotiations are completed.
9.4.The AFBF board wilanalyze, review, debate and vote on each and every free trade agreement and partnership (either
bilateral or regional). We will only support an agreement or partnership if it provides a positive outcome for U.S.
agriculture. The effects on all agriculaicommodities will be considered.
9.5.We support limiting trade disruptions and resolving trade disputes through negotiations, not tariffs or withdrawals from othe
trade agreement discussions.
9.6. We urge the administration to support the following trade negotiations objectives:
9.7.WTO Negotiations:
9.7.1.Inclusion of a peace clause
9.7.2.Include all ultrafiltered dry dairy products plus casein under WTO quotas for dairy;
9.7.3.Shortening of the WTO dispute settlement process;
9.7.4.0pposition singling ouany one commodity for separate negotiations by the WTO;
9.7.5.Encourage USTR to work with WTO member countries to establish objective criteria to determine which countries
qualify as developing countriés the WTO discussions rather than the currentaelftion process;
9.7.6.Provide special provisions for developing economies ifdeiérmination is eliminated and an objective critésia
determining developing country status is adopted,;
9.7.7.The use value tatteatment of agricultural land be classified in any WTO ageent as a permitted, nalisciplined
producer support element; and
9.7.8.Any modifications must be compatible with current farm programs as outlined in the farm bill.
9.8.WTO and all other negdiations:
9.8.1.Elimination of export subsidies
9.8.2.Elimination of nontariff trade barriers
9.8.3.Discipline and transparency of state trading enterprises
9.8.4.Ensure market access for bioteology products;
9.8.5.Include all agricultural products and policies in the negotiations;
9.8.6.Address issues concerning import sensifixeducts;
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9.8.7.Elimination of export sanctions and all export restraints;
9.8.8.Adopt a formula approach for the negotiations;
9.8.9.A single undertaking in trade getiations;
9.8.10.0Opposition to the Precautionary Principle;
9.8.11.0Opposition to the use of geographic indicators
9.8.12.0pposition to special unilateral tariffs for developing nations;
9.8.13.USDA as the federal agency for food inspection and food sdfatyng the primary role in thd.S. trade
negotiations;
9.8.14.Trade agreements should not be tied to social reforms, labor or environmental standards of other countries; and
9.8.15.Trade agreements negotiated with other coustneencourage equal implementation of patent rights relating to
biotechnological agricultural se@uoducts.
9.9.We support consideration of the adverse effects of imported agricultural prodatimestic prices before increasing
individual agricultural import quosaor reducing the tariffs.
9.10.We support provisions in trade agreements that prevent economic danragertosensitive commodities and
circumvention of domestic trade policy and tariff schedules while advancing U.S. agricultural trade and food security
interests.
9.11.Future negotiations shall take into account advantagésag#y foreign producers through subsidy or other means with
respect to import sensitive products that put U.S. producers at a disadvantage. Any formal negotiation of any nation's
accession in the WTO should include a positive outcome for American lagmcu
9.12.We oppose tariff reductions if it results in creating an oligopoly
Remedy/Enforcement
10.1.Thefederal government must enforce current trade agreements more aggressively to protect U.S. farmers from the non
compliant trade practices of other countries.
10.2.We support changes to Antidumpiagd Countervailing Duty las that would:
10.2.1.Provide a process for regional/seasonal industries to petition for antiduemmrgpuntervailing dutiesand
10.2.2.Change the time frame and data used to déterdumping that recognizes domestic specialty camplregional
seasonal i ndustriesd production cycles
10.3.We support establishment of a taskforce within the International Rdihénistration with authority to address dumping
and subsidies on imported goods that affect small and seasonal /regional industries, and to make recommendations to the
Commerce Department to sétiitiate investigations.
10.4.The U.S. goverment needs to enhance its procedures and responsibilities to protect U.S. interests in the WTO and other
free trade agreements to increase monitoring and reporting on unfair practices of nations with respect to:
10.4.1.Importing and/or dumping agricultural products;
10.4.2.Subsidizing transportation and commodities;
10.4.3.Influence of exchange rates;
10.4.4.Labeling country of origirand quality of inspection;
10.4.5.Excessive market fluctuation and/or influence;
10.4.6.Sanctions and embargoes that affect U.S. agriculture;
10.4.7.State Trading Enterprisgs
10.4.8.Export subsidies
10.4.9.Biotechnology and
10.4.10.Foreign government ownership of commodity processing facilities that export to the United States.
10.5.We should take an active role in supporting the interests of individual commaodity producers, when consistent with our
policy, for import relief when domestic economic conditions warrant such relief. Weifaradiate import remedies
consistent with our international obligations to deal with potentially disastrous disruptions during a short marketing period
for perishable U.S. commodities caused by a sudden influx of imported competitive products.
10.6.We support:
10.6.1.Legislation to give producers of raw agricultural commodities legal standing in petitioning for relief from imports of
processed agricultural products;
10.6.2.A "Special 301" procedure for agriculture;
10.6.3.Implementation of a timely trade dispute resolution process should take into account the perishability, seasonality
and regional production of horticultural products;
10.6.4.Strict enforcement of andumping provisions of the Omnibus Trade Act of 1988;
10.6.5.USDA and the USTR working with industry representatives to provide a timely and aggressive response to any
infringement of trade agreements;
10.6.6.Elimination of the privilege of shippers of new products into the U.S. to post bonds in lieu of cash deposits when
paying antidumpingnd/or countervailing duties
10.6.7.The U.S. government strongly enforcing U.S. trademarkkpatents, particularly when U.S. government entities
consider sharing intellectual propertyth foreign trading partners;
10.6.8.Better reciprocal agreements betm the United States and Cansmprotect U.S. producers in collecting monies
due in private sales transactions;
10.6.9.All reporting, monitoring and inspection requirements being fully adhierég importing countries and strictly
enforced by the appropriate agencies; and
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10.6.10.Imposing a tariff on imported wild blueberries that have been directly or indirectly subsidized by a foreign
government at the rate of 2% or more per uniasuee.
10.7.Legislation should be enacted which provides financial assistance for costs of research and legal services incurred by
farmers or their representatives who show prima facie evidence of injury and/or succeitstudgé relief petitions
seeking relief from unfair trade practices.
10.8.Countervailing dutieshould be imposed on imports which are subsidized and the U.S. government should not waive such
duties until it finds the production or export of the commodity exported to the United States has ceased to be subsidized. \
support legislation that wouldlalv countervailing dutieto be imposed quickly when such subsidies are proven. Until trade
distorting subsidies are reduced or eliminated, we support import tariffs on subsidized agricultuceiprpdrts into the
U.S. in order that U.S. agriculture products may remain competitive in the marketplace.
10.9.We oppose the use of technical customs classification rulings to modify the correct and legal duty on prguirttsl
10.10.We call for a return to adherence to the Normal Trade Relations (NTR) principle as a step in making WTO a viable
organization for handling trade problems. The United States should approve NTR tariff treatnaagtdountry that agrees
to reciprocate and conduct itself in accordance with WTO rules. Ghimald adhere to the rules set by the WTO and be
closely monitored to ensure agricultural trade commitments are upheld.
10.11.We support, with Canadind Mexicq strict enforcement of import restrictisiand enhanced export support frour
government, and we support the concepts of equivalent quality inspections for domestic and foreign products. We suppor
measures that would better protect producers who ship vegetables to ,Gepadally in regard to gdes and standards.
Trade relief should be negotiated with Canadd Mexicoto protect regional producers of fresh fruits, vegetables and
nursery products.
10.12.We urge a reciprocal agreementebecuted between the U.S. and Carfad¢éhe transportation of agricultural and
forestry commodities and transshipment to noncontiguous states.
10.13.We support the negotiation and implementation of a revised Softwood Luxgberment so domestic timbproducers
are protected from unfairly subsidized and dumped Canadian imports.
10.14.We support efforts to develop a multinational approach, including WTO action, to pressuréoCGlddeess unfair trade
and business practices, including:
10.14.1 Failure to meet WTO import quatand obligations;
10.14.2.Intellectual propertyheft; and
10.14.3.Forced technology transfers.
Embargoes/Sanctions
11.1.The threat of unilateral sanctions or other restrictions adversely affects markets and is an inappropriate tool in the
implementation of foreign policy.
11.2.1f a unilateral sanction is declared because of an armed conflict, it should apply to all trade.
11.3.The U.S. government should lift all trade sanctions on all countries that may putcBasarm commodities.
Requirements for specific licenses and the prohibition on third country financing for agricultural commodities should be
eliminated.
11.4.An embargo should not be declared without the consent of Camgre
11.5.Unless an embargo is approved by Congress, agricultural edxgraractswvith delivery scheduled within nine months of the
date of sale should be honored.
11.6.Countervailing dutieshould be imposed on imports that are subsidized with titerting subsidies. The U.S.
government should not waive such duties until it finds the production or export of the commodity exported to the United
States has ceased to be subsidized in a-tistlerting manner. We support legislation that would allow countervailing
dutiesto be imposed quickly when such tradistorting subsidies are proven. Until tradistorting subsidies are reduced
eliminated, we support import tariffs on such subsidized agricultural product imports into the U.S. in order that U.S.
agriculture products may remain competitive in the marketplace.
11.7.Producers should be compensated for any losselimgsiiom sanctions.
11.8.We should not limit the use of export credits and programs in response to domestic supply.
11.9.We will aggressively seek immediate normalization of tradetewel relations with Cuba
Export Programs
12.1.We support:
12.1.1.Commercial trade for cash and normal credit terms without subsidies;
12.1.2.The development of export prografies agricultural products by private entities;
12.1.3.A joint venture by all of agriculture to develop WT€bnsistent expoftromotion programs;
12.1.4.The expansion and development of laay forageexport markets;
12.1.5.Individual shipment violations not leawdj to the disruption of trade;
12.1.6.The use of the most current proven technologies for animal health protocols for agricultura @xgartavitro
frozen embryos, blue tongue, etc.); and
12.1.7.Continued funding of the Export/Import Bank.
Sanitary, Phytosanitaryand Food SafetyStandards/Imports
13.1.We support:
13.1.1.The prohibition of imported agricultural products that are produced using chemicals and antibiotics banned or not
approved for U.S. commercial use. We urge more inspection and stronger enforcement of these rules;
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13.1.2.Harmonization of domestic food safetypd quality standards with our international trading partners based on the
guidelines set by the WTO and Codex Alimentarius;

13.1.3.We recommend quality standards and increased testing of imports for pesticides;
13.1.4.Adequate funding to inspect imports; and
13.1.5.Taking advantage of nevesurity equipment at ports of entry to detect illegal plant and animal products or diseases.

13.2.To prevent the spread of pests and disease, we favor strict enforcement at all ports of entry against sirfoggljrrds,
plants and animals into this country.

13.3.We support the establishment and enforcement of firm protocols to prevent the introduction of exotic and invasive pests a
disease.

13.4.We encourage a thorough inspection system by USDA, Food and Drug Administration (FDA) and the Department of
Homeland SecurityDHS) on all products moved acrosg tMexican or Canadian bordarother ports of entry into the
U.S. The federal government should provide adequate and efficient services at all U.Scrossilegs to protect the
general health and welfare.

13.5.We recommend that all imported agricultural products at point of eetgubject to the same or equivalent inspection,
sanitary, qualitylabeling and residue standards as domestic products from the United States and Puerto Rico. Any produc
that do not meet these standards, Food SMetjernization Ac{FSMA) standards and the Food Quality Protection Act
(FQPA) standards should be refused entry. The point of ergpgctons should be in addition to "processing plant,” "field"
or other required U.S. government inspections in countries of product origin and should be paid for throughpedr fees
by the importer. We should increase efforts to ensure that imported foods meet standards equivalent to those set for
domestic products. Rejected products should be marked in such a manner that they will not be accepted at other ports. W
support inceased fees for inspection of imported agricultural products.

13.6.We support increased funding for additional inspectors at the biord#iow for timelier importation of agricultural seed
and prodiction materials.

13.7.We recommend that authority for the inspection of imported agricultural products be transferred from DHS to USDA
Animal Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS).

13.8.We uge DHSand APHIS, as they develop regulations relative to regionalization as required by WTO, to work
cooperatively with industry in developing a program that ensures U.S. producers and consumetkrtbeperput at
undue risk from the introduction of foreign plant and animal diseases.

13.9.We support APHIS in the establishment of minimal risk regjiwith respect to agricultural import restrictiobased on a
risk assessment tiie potential for introduction of bovine spongiform encephalopathy YB8&t-andmouth diseaseor
other foreign animal diseases and the interventions that are in place in the designated region. APHIS should disclose the
determination criteria and protocols with affected industries when a region is determined to be classified as minimal risk.
Minimum requirements for such designation should include:
13.9.1.The existence of a national animal identificatéord tracking program;
13.9.2.Adequate active testing and monitoring programs for all OIE Class A animal diseases;
13.9.3.Food inspection programs that are deemed equivaléh&oprograms; and
13.9.4.Product labeling that will enable tracking of the product.

13.10.We support the use of sound scieaoe OIE guidance in classifying countries as a minimal risk régioBSE Farm
Bureau reaffirms itsupport for using sound scienas a basis for reopening our markets to ensure continued consumer
confidence.

13.11.We support a ban ahe utilization and importation of animals, animal products, animal feed andaseeadl protein and
animal byproduct protein (e.g., meat, bone, blood meal) for any use in the United States from sources known tq have BSE
foot-andmouth diseaser other infectious and contagious foreign animal diseases that have not been designated as a
minimal risk region We urge USDA to closely monitor and strictly enforce animal health regulations (through frequent
inspections, information collection, etc.) to protect U.S. consumers and the livestock industry.

13.12.We recommend an audit of the meat inspecsigstem to ensure regulations are being followed. Rejected lots of meat
should be tracked and denatured.

13.13.We oppose importation of livestock from any country without adequate testing, quarantine and tracking due to the possit
spread of disease.

13.14.We recommend the use of the USDA quadjtpde stamp to only meat derived from animals born, raised, and processed in
the U.S.

13.15.We recommend the allocation of 30 percent of the tariffs collected on imported sbafosed for pnmotion and
research of aquaculture products.

253 / United Nations

1.

5€

The United States should evaluate its participation in the United N4tioNs). We urge a congressional investigation into the

need for and ééctiveness of our participation in the U.N. programs. The investigation should serve as the basis for determining
our future participation in these programs.

Any nation not contributing its equitable share togbpport of the U.N. should not be permitted to vote.

We support:



3.1. Reduction in all U.N. programs establishing international environmental standardas&regulations, interpreting
environmental laws, rules or regulations of the United States, and interfering in theskuod development of any U.S.
business;

3.2. Congressional efforts to reduce the U.S. share of the U.N. budget;

3.3. The U.N. and its affiliated organizations should be used as tools to encourage the nations of the world to cooperate in the
solution of international problems. U.N. actions should not obligate the United States to participate in spgrficspro
without ratification by the Senate; and

3.4. U.S. production agriculture involvement in the U.N. discussion on sustainable agriculture

We oppose:

4.1. One world government, and any treaty or pact that encourages one world government;

4.2. U.S. troops being under U.N. command,;

4.3. The stationing, except for training, of foreign U.N. troops and equipment in this country;

4.4, Any plan to create a U.N. park;

4.5. U.N. ownership of any public lanagthin the United States;

4.6. Implementing an international tax authority that is being proposed by the U.N.; and

47. The U. N. 6s Agenda 2030 plan for sustainable devel opmen

4.8. The Yellowstone to Yukon Conservation Initiative.

SECTION 3 - MARKETIN G /BARGAINING / GOV ERNMENT REGULATORY F UNCTIONS
AQUACULTURE / EQUINE/ LIVESTOCK / POULTRY

301/ Animal Care

1.

Proper care of livestock, poultry and fioearing animals is essential to the efficient and profitable production of food and fiber.
No segment of society has more concern for the-leitig of multry and livestock than the producer. Aninli@sed medical

research benefits both humans and animisluding pets, farm animals and endangered species. Research utilizing animals is
necessary to ensure more effective human and veterinary medidadgwzac

Results from peer reviewed animal stress research should be emphasized along with practical ways to implement the results o
farms and ranches.

We will encourage all commaodity groufis pool resources taeate and continue a direct concentrated effort to educate
consumers on the facts associated with the production of livestock and other agricultural commodities using accepted best
management practices

Regulatiors should not unduly restrict the right of farmers, distributors, or retailers to hold and sell live ahikealsse, the

right of individuals to purchase live animasprepare for food consistent with their amal or cultural beliefs should not be
restricted beyond reasonable safeguards relating to the health of the species, safe handling, processing of animalg and ensur
food safety

We support:
5.1. The proper treatment of animsa
52. A. farmeré6és right, in consultation with their veterinar

practices to be administrated by the farmer or trained employee that are appropriate for their farm;

5.3. The Working Aninal Protection Act;

5.4. Properly researched and industegted poultry and livestock practices that provide consumers with a wholesome food
supply and enable farmers to improve the care and management of livestock and poultry;

5.5. The use of seintifically proven technologies for agricultural production practices;

5.6. The rights of individual commodity groups develop a voluntary national production standard;

5.7. Continued cooperatiowith other agricultural and agriculturaklated organizations to address the animal isate;

5.8. The practice of educating livestock exhibitors and breeders about ethics and positive anipralctees;

5.9. The exemption of farm visits by the general public, whether for profit or not, from licensing under the federal Animal
Welfare Act

5.10.Vigorous enforcement of fines and/or reimbursement for amesalarch lost and all costs and damage incurred when farms
or research facilities are willfully damaged. Responsible persons or organizations should pay all costs;

5.11.Criminal prosecution for individuals obtaining employment or entry into agricliflacdities under false or misleading
pretenses;

512Maki ng it a criminal offense for someone to willfully

5.13.Legislation that requires person(s) withessing animal atousgport findings to management and/or the proper authorities
as soon as feasible or within 24 hours of witnessing such action;

5.14.A proactive and aggressive effort to address attacks by activist orgarszati@mimal agriculture and the food industry;

515Legi sl ation to prohibit photography or audio recording

5.16.The interstate commerce claudathe U.S. Constitutioffor all food commodity products which comply with public health
or food safetyregulation. There should be no restrictions on gtattate movement of food products thatrad affect the
safe and healthy use of those products;

5.17.Produceiled, voluntary quality assuranpeograms for all livestock sectors. We encourage all segments of the value chain,
from farm to fork, to participate in theiespective quality assuranpeogram; and
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5.18.Legislation that protects animal producers against animal welfare challenges that result from aoceitigatslisasternsr
catastrophic events.

We oppose:

6.1. Legi sl ation or regulations that | imit a produceroés righ

6.2. Any mandatory requirement that producers establish psychological profiles or daily psychological monitoring of individual
animals;

6.3. Initiatives, referendums or legislation that create standards above sound veterinary science and best management stands

6.4. Any laws or regulations which would mandate specific farming practices in livestock production;

6.5. Federal legislatin or regulations attempting to place an additional tax or fee associated with aninpshctices on each
animal produced by an agricultural production facility;

6.6. Legislation and regulations which wial prohibit or unduly restrict the use of animals in research;

6.7. The use of educational materials in our public schtt@sdiscourage use of animal products;

6.8. The concept of animal rightsxd the expenditure of public funds to promote the concept of animal rights

6.9. Laws or regulations elevating the wbking of animals to a similar status as the rights of people;

6.10.Legislation thawould give animal rightsrganizations the right to establish standards for the raising, marketing, handling,
feeding, housing or transportation of livestock including equines, poultry, aquaculture degifing animals;

6.11.Any legislation that would pay bounties to complainants;

6.12.The training of law enforcemeptersonnel exclusively by any animal rightslfare organization/group or the exclusive use
of t he garyleaunsesntaterlalifor therpurpose of the enforcement of animal welfare laws of the proper handling and
containment of animals;

6.13.Regulation/legislation that restricts the ability to transport animals, other than concerning the legality of pvanehghi
temporary containment of the spread of disease or feraj hnds

6.14Local government s/ sher i fwtlféreorgarizitions/greupsghangd of imspectiamandma |l r i ¢
enforcement of livestock animal welfare cases.

We urge Congress to continue to address the problem of animaltégitism

7.1. We support the AnimdEnterprise Protection Acif 1992 and urge all states to adopt similar statutes;

7.2. Amend the federal tax code allow for suspension or revoaati of taxexempt status for federally recognized charities
linked to terrorist groups in the event that such relationships are confirmed by federal or state investigation;

7.3. The IRS should diligently pursue removal of-Exemptstatus to animal rightsrganizations whose level of political
activity exceeds the level allowed for charitable organizations; and

7.4. Direct the Office of Personnel Management to allow for permiareenoval of the charity from the Combined Federal
Campaign list of eligible charities in the event that such relationships are confirmed by federal investigation andetle requir
to return all funds they have received as a result of being on the Confaiderhl Campaign list.

We recommend:

8.1. Stricter enforcement of laws requiring livestock market owners to water and feed livestock kept overnight in stockyards an
markets;

8.2. Industry-coordinated, nommbuldory animal handling educational activities and oppose additional unreasonable federal
regulations;

8.3. The livestock industry opposes the shipment of-aotbulatory livestock from the farm to livestock markets or auctions

8.4. Separate classification of n@mbulatory livestock- those due to an injury or accident and those which are diseased. Non
ambulatory livestock due to injury or accident should be allowed to be slaughtered and prargssesbhal use;

8.5. Non-ambulatory livestock be properly handled or treated on the farm to avoid unnecessary suffering;

8.6. If the proper professional treatment on the farm fails;amulatory livestock be euthanized on taef and properly
disposed;

8.7. If livestock becomes neambulatory during transport or while being held at livestock marketsamtiulatory livestock
should receive appropriate veterinary treatment, and special arrangements be madentioniads/éhat remain
nonresponsive after treatment euthanized, properly disposed and not used for human consumption;

8.8. The livestock industry support additional research and evaluation of livestock husbandry including proper methods for the
movement of norambulatory livestock, design of livestock production, handling and transportation systems; and

8.9. The livestock industry encourages aggressive initiatives within its ranks to communicate the best modern animal husband
and hadling practices, including but not limited to:
8.9.1. Methods to prevent livestock from becoming rambulatory;
8.9.2. Information on practical and acceptable methods for the proper movementaifiartatory livestock;
8.9.3. Facility designs that promote the safe and appropriate production and movement of livestock; and
8.9.4. Education of producers and their employees on accepted protocols for aninaaldanébiotic residue avoidance.

302 / Animal Health Emergency Management Preparedness

1.
2.

3.

6C

Animal disease has a direct impact on food safehjch is fundamental to interrianal trade.

Adequate USDA animal health facilities are critical to maintaining our wadsls research on both foreign and domestic
diseases. The United States should use every means necessary to ensure that these diseases do not reach U.S. soil

We recommend that the USDA continue to work to develop an accurate rapid testing program for Johne's disease. Additional
research is needed for developing diagnostics and vaccines, understanding the biology of organisms and determining why



4.

diseses emerge. We and the international community must give priority to other emerging infectious diseases such as African

SwineFever footandmouth diseasé~MD), Exotic Newcastl®isease, West Nile Virysvesicular stomatitidovine

spongiform encephalopathy (BBElassic swindever, porcine epidemic diarrhea virus, pseudoraghigiserculosissalmonella,

E. coli, scrapies, avian influenaad contagious equénmetritis.

We support:

4.1. The continued education and regulations for biosecigstyes already in place;

4.2. The development antbntinued support of a coordinated animal disease surveiltamtel and eradication program
prevent the introduction of foreign or emerging animal diseases, poultry disease artpéisis country and to control and
eradicate those that exist;

4.3. The development of prapproved osfarm disposal plans to help manage Class A animal disease outbreaks;

4.4. A farm premises identification program that is confid@rdand only used in case of a Class A animal disease outbreak;

4.5. Cooperative efforts, between government and industry, at the international, national, state and local levels in crafting this
management system, such as the National AnirealtH Emergency Management system. Components of this system
include prevention, preparedness, response and recovery;

4.6. Expansion of the North American Vaccine Bank for foreign animal disease to meet emergency response requirements as
defined by the USDA;

47. Changing the focus of USDAO6s FMD emergency response pl
available vaccination control program;

4.8. The international bordestate tiberculosisstandards and adequate regulations to ensure imported cattle are tuberculosis
free;

4.9. The development and production of fatdmouth diseaseaccine on U.S. soil and/or by a U&ntrolled company;

4.10.Funding for emerging infectious animal disease research on sciapiee'sporcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome
(PRRS), anthrax, chronic wasting disegs®rcine circovirus type 2 (PCV2), influenzasd similar respiratory diseases
affecting domesticivestock and poultry, and cryptosporidgsighich is a critical component to a national animal health
emergency management system;

4.11.The inspection of all species and equipment from anytcpknown to have FMD and/or BS& any other disease that
may pose a threat to the U.S. livestock industry; and

4.12.Increased surveillan@nd preparedness for foreign anirdedeases, including increased biosecurigpections at all points
of entry and increased funding for additional security.

303 / Aquaculture

1.
2.

10.

We urge Congress to continue and adequately fund regional aquaculture centers.

Recognizing the extremely short shelf life of some aquaculture feeds, we recommend that aquaculture feed labels in€lude date

production and be tgble.

Individual tagging or other making of aquacultural products should not be required. Records commonly maintained in the cours

of normal business should be sufficient to document legally produced aquacultural products.

We recommenthat soft shell crabs and turtles be included in any future aquaculture census conducted by U.S. government

agencies.

We recommend that USDAO6s National Agricul tur al Statistic

We recommend that freshwater aquaculture producers be exempt from permits and fees reqpmerd@ssiteo allow them to

hold, raise and sell aquaculture species.

We encourage USDA Animal Plant Health Inspection Service (APHI®pt& with the aquaculture industry and producers in

developing rules to contain Viral Hemorrhagic Septicemia (VHS) while not adversely affecting the marketing and including

interstate transport of live fish not infected with the virus.

We urge tle Aquatic Nuisance Species Task Force to adopt-favel aquatic invasive speci@slS) hazard analysis and critical

control point (HACCP) programs as a means to prevent the spread of AlS. Environmental DNA (eDNA) and polyragrase c

reaction (PCR) testing should not be used as primary regulatory enforcement tools.

We urge Congress to adequately fund USDA Veterinary Seryv

prevent its spread within the Unit&tates.

We support:

10.1.Federal legislation recognizing aquaculture and aquaponics as an agricultural industry with full benefits of traditional
agriculture such as production insuranealth certification, loaguaranteeand expedited approval;

10.2.APHIS as the lead agency in establishing animal health certification and a national aquatic animal health plan;

10.3.il ci ng/ Chi | | Kill o being recoapasibgped by USDA/ APHI S as a

10.4.Efforts to resolve the fish import situation, particularly the Viethamese and Chinese Basa. Efforts should include all areas
such as antilumping, increased Food and Drug Administration (FDA) inspection and specific Igbeling

10.5.Federally funded U.S. aquaculture research priorities that are developed with industry input and direction to assure such
findings will meet industry needs, including the development of a live fish test to address disease concerns.fiededally
aquaculture researchiblicly funded institutions (including the regional aquaculture centers) should not compete with
private sector aquaculture. Such aquaculture research funding should contain an extension component to get research re
outto the targeted U.S. aquaculture industry;
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10.6.Action being taken to amend the Lacey &xallow free interstate commerce of legitimately grown or harvested
aquaculture products. Any limits to the movement of nonindigenous spgbaiekl be balanced with the need to investigate
new species to culture;

10.7.Legislation to exempt private aquacultural products from the LaceyWittl such an exemption occurs, we support:
10.7.1.Reducing the extreme penalttbsit are assessed with a violation;
10.7.2.Increasing the market value from $350 to $50,000 to trigger the felony provisions;
10.73Changing the current | anguage from Aknowinglyo to A
10.7.4.Exempting farmers and farmfn warrantless arrest and search and seizure;

10.8.Federal assistance in the form of kinterest loans or other disaster relief for fish farmers who must remodel or go out of
business due to whirling disease;

10.9.General labelingf aquaculture drugs for classes, families or other groupings or life stages of aquatic species. We oppose
specieshy-species labelingf drugs;

10.10.The concept of group or lot identification and oppose individuattification for aquaculture in the event animal ID is
maintained;

10.11.Congressional action to transfer authority for wildlife damage to aquaculture crops and livestock from the Fish & Wildlife
Service (FWS) to USDAO®s \otrol dfipredatery bidandwther gredatarselgceeasedifumding t h
for programs that allow continued legal depredation efforts and roost dispersal of avian species that affect aquaculture
production and loss of property to private aednmercial fishery owners;

10.12.The coordination of the various segments of the industry in order to promote industry understanding and harmonization;

10.13.The 1991 language of nationwide print 4 with regards to planting shellfish in submerggid aggetation beds, instead
of the 1996 revision language;

10.14.A scientific study of the beneficial environmental and economic effects of shellfish aquaculture in coastal regions of the
United States;

10.15.The exemption of fish farms from Farner@ice Agency (FSA) restrictions on loans in a floodplain;

10.16.The strict enforcement of current laws and penalties in cases of theft and/or willful destruction of fish and sheltfish raise
for sale;

10.17.The legalization of the sale of U-Bropayated freshwater turtles that have be certified salmofrela

10.18.FWS and the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) allow aquaculturalists to obtain plant materials, invertebrates,
vertebrates, broodstock, eggs or juveniles from the wild asresbfor aquaculture purposes as long as the wild population
is not adversely affected,;

10.19.Any legally acquired plant materials, invertebrates, vertebrates, broodstock, eggs or juveniles should be the property of t
aquaculturist upon arrival atefarm and be considered agricultural products;

10.20.The development of a rapid response team by the federal government to control the nonindigenous aquatic species shot
be a joint APHIS and FWS effort, since APHIS is the most experienced fedemal/agelealing with invasive species

10.21.The use of private aquaculture for contracts prior to building new public hatcheries or expanding existing facilitigys. Priori
should be given to aquatic sjge quality and full cost of production of those species;

10.22.The development of paddlefisind sturgeofarming through continued research on captive propagation and husbandry
practices. We alssupport a cooperative effort between paddledistl sturgeofarms and state and federal agencies. We
recommend amending the Endangered Species Act to allow free interstate and international cahiegitcaately
grown or harvested paddlefigind sturgeoproducts including the shortnose sturgeon

10.23.USDA Food Safety and Inspection Service should, as directed 20@8Farm Bill, immediately begin the inspection of
al | domestic and i mported fish that is called or consi

10.24.Increased funding for consumer education, research and economically practical methods for treatments of shellfish to
control and remove Vibrio and urge the FDA to allow time for such research to be conducted before moving forward with
ongoing efforts and proposals to prevent summertime harvesting of shellfish intended for raw consumption;

10.25.The inclusion of all vaeties of farmed shellfish and marine plants under the Specialty €rogsam of USDA,

10.26.Federal legislation to establish guideline sunder which 4ee280 nautical mile limit can be utilized to foster
environmentally stdlb and economically feasible aquaculture; and

10.27.Funding for National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) to be the lead agency in facilitating the discussior
on the expansion of marine aquaculture sites in federally regulated watersduistry and local, state and federal agencies.
NOAA having a cohesive plan to:
10.27.1.1dentify marine aquaculture sites in federal waters;
10.27.2 Assist industry in the placement of marine aquaculture in federal waters;
10.27.3.Reduce conflicts amongpmpeting users;
10.27.4 Minimize adverse impacts on the environment; and
10.27.5.Identify activities for potential ctocation with aquaculture operations.

10.28. The transportation of live aquaculture products being treated the same asestoek|

11. We oppose:
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11.1.Any federal regulatory agency that would duplicate or supersede state controls in regulating the aquaculture industry at th
state level;

11.2.FWS listing any species as injurious wildlife under the Laceyutit a formal risk assessment has been conducted on that
species by FWS;



11.3.FWS listing aquatic animal diseases as injurious species under the Ladmcaase the USDA/APHIS alebaregulates
aguatic animal diseases in the United States;

11.4.FWS requiring fish farmers to keeplaily, rather than monthly log on birds killed under an FWS depredation permit or
depredation order;

11.5.Any change or reclassification of baitfias a food additive by FDA,;

11.6.The listing of triploid black carand grass caras injurious wildlife species;

11.7.Any component of the Management and Control Plar\an Carpthat might place unnecessary and/or burdensome
regulations on aquaculture producers;

11.8.Canadian restrictions on importation of live bighead and grassAbugarp must be killed before leaving a Canadian fish
market;

11.9.FDA mandated sale prohibitions without consultation with the interstate Shellfish Sanitation Conference; and

11.10.The closure of the Harry K. Dupree Stuttgart Nagiofquaculture Center.

304 / Commercial Fishing

1.

We support:

1.1. Regulatory or legislative reform of federalquirements for maintenance of logbooks by commercial fishermen which
divulge proprietary information and individual trade secrets;

1.2. The commercial harvesting of Atlantic herring to be rendered into a fish meal product to be used in aqueediture f

1.3. Asingle, clear definition of overfishing;

1.4. The establishment of a national seafgtehaning program to utilize otherwise discarded and wasted sefafodonation to
food banks and other hungetief organizations; and

1.5. The development of a regional research and monitoring program to study and address the potential impacts of offshore
energydevelopment on the fisheries industry.

We oppose all legislation that attempts to make any commercially caught fish a gamefish only or to make the sale of such fish

illegal.

305 / Beef Checkoff

1. Wesupport the Beef Promotion and Research Act of 1985 and the Federation of State Beef. @ariailsr allowing the free
market system to work in the U.S. beef industry
2. We support the following changes to the beef cheqgkaf¥isions:
2.1. An opportunity to petition for a referendum;
2.2. Anincrease of the checkafte;
2.3. Enhanced understanding of the Fedien of State Beef Councjls
2.4. Making the checkoffnore inclusive; and
2.5. Half of the beef checkoftay in the state of origin without the requirements that producers sign a form to keep checkoff
funds in state.
3. Unless approved by a cattle producer referendum in advance, we oppose:
3.1. Any national bef checkoffprogram established under the Commodity PromofR@search, and Information Act of 1996;
and
3.2. Other changes to the selection process for the CattiersenBe e.f Boar d
306 / Equine
1. We support:

1.1. The use of equine for transportation, recreation, tourism and business;

1.2. Legislation andulings that allow the sale, possession and transport of horses intended for processing or rendering, and
encourage a national education campaign targeted toward legislators and thastedlee consequences of eliminating
equine harvestesulting in unintended animal abumad neglect, and the negative impact on the equine industry;

1.3. Domestic ownership, control and location of equine processing facilities witmttestanding that facility owners will pay
for approved USDA inspection if federal funding is not available;

1.4. The reopening or development of new equine harvesting facilities;

1.5. The classification of horses as livestock;

1.6. Maintaining accessibility to federal and state lands for equine activities through the passage of the National "Right to Ride'
Act;

1.7. Funding for USDA Food Safety and Inspection Service (FSIS) inspectors in facilities that harvest horses;

1.8. Including dl aspects of the equine industry in the agricultural census;

1.9. Encouraging equine owners to follow American Association of Equine Practitioners (AAEP) core vaccination guidelines fo
equine health and disease related issues;

1.10.Including horgs in the definition of livestock as it applies to qualifying for federal disaster programs;

1.11.Individual and norgovernmental organization rights to remove horses from harvest as long as they take possession of the
horses and are responsible fagittcare and feeding;



2.

1.12.When an equine is in the custody of a government agency and an adoption has not been able to take place within 6 mont
that equine should be euthanized with minimal stress without delay and processed;

1.13.Legislation hat would recognize the inherent risks of equine activities;

1.14.The development of a national testing and surveillance program for Piroplasmosis;

1.15.Funding for USDA FSIS to create withdrawal protocols for animal remedies used in the adusteyi

1.16.Working with veterinary schoolsnd veterinary associations to encourage education on the use of captive fmit gun
equine euthanasia. This AAEP and American Veterinary Medical Association (AVMA) approvedasia method is
more environmentally friendly than barbiturate overdose and ensures more fmtiocasass disposal;

1.17.Congress directing funds that were previously allocated to inspection of processing plants (aed ierad¥5 budget) to
research withdrawal times for equine pharmaceutmadsdevelop rapid diagnostic drug residue testing procedures for
horses bound for processing;

1.18.All inspection procsses relative to the Horse Protection Act by industry and/or USDA should include dugeseckcriteria
to arrive at an objective summation of compliance orcampliance;

1.19.The unrestricted use of horse pads for purposes of shoeing hanse

1.20The continued exemption for farriers within the AVMAGs

We oppose:

2.1. The passage of the Horse Slaughter Preventiomisimilar legislation;

2.2. The classification of horses as companion animals;

2.3. Any regulations that prohibit the harvest of equines;

2.4. Any legislation that wouldurtail movement into Mexicand Canadaf horses that meet the requirements of existing trade
agreements;

2.5. Coggins testing for horses going directly to slaughter;

2.6. Legislation or regulation that would ban the use of double deck livestock trailers for horses as long as the trailers are
adequately designed; and

2.7. Efforts to ban or effectively ban the use of horses in commerce, service, agridulsbrandry, transportation, ranching,
entertainment, education or exhibition.

307 / Livestock and Poultry Health

1.

10.

64

We recognize the neddr feed additiveeind medication in livestock, poultand minor species. We favor judicious use and
withdrawal restrictions of feed additivaad therapeutic®VWe oppose the banning of such additives and therapedtesirge
thorough investigation of the accuracy of the tests used by government agencies to determine drug residues in livestock and
poultry. Producers who have had a drug tissue residue violation and remain compliant for 12 consecutive months should have
their names removed from all violators lists.
When animals or groups of animals are partially or completely condemned, theie: lIshautomplete written report to the seller
recording any permanent identification of the animals and stating the reason for condemnation
Livestock feed labels should provide clear, concise and accurate information redgiagdaients and nutritional information.
The Food and Drug Administration (FDA) and state feed control officials should consider making modifications in labeling
requirements by developing more specific classifications of animal psmances such as "ngominant derived animal
proteirs,” "ruminant derived animal proteihand "noamammalian derived animal protsihto provide producers with the
information they need to make the certifications about feeding practices that the marketplace is demanding. It is utmecessary
label feed ingredients according to species origin. We support the use of the current warning statement of feed lateds that s
"Do not feed to cattle or other ruminahifsthe feed contains ingredients prohibited to be fed to rumiraniEDA rules.
To help ensure international uniformity in standards for pharmaceutical apgrev@DA should use scientific research data of
foreign countries to assist in approving animal health products for use in the United States. We further encourageoCongress t
ensure adequate funding for the National Animal Disease Center, National Vet&énegiges Laboratory and Center for
Veterinary Biologics and the Poison Plant Disease Center.
In an effort to protect the entire livestock and poultigustry, we believe that farm animals raised in urban areas should follow
similar animal health protocol and production practices as those raised in agricultural areas.
We encourage producers to participate in voluntary quality assupamgeams.
We encourage the use of electronic aninealth paperswith the ability to include but not require actual digital photos of the
animal, for relevant species. Digital photos of equiray be practical; however, digital photos of mass trangials like cattle
and hogsre not practical.
In an attempt to minimize economic impacts, no human disease should be named after an animal or commaodity.
We oppose any producer checkoff or assesstoeihd national livestock disease eradication programs, including but not
limited to brucellosisscrapie and pseudorahies
We support:
10.1.Legislation that would continue the ability wéterinarians to prescribe drugs and the accepted extra label usage of drugs
needed for proper animal care. Adequate funding should be provided for the Food Animal Residue Avoidance Databank t
allow for continued, free, immediate expert consultationviestiock owners and veterinarians in the event of accidental
drug or toxin exposure to livestock or poultkjeterinariarprescribed and FDApproved animal medication should be
permitted to be stored in production f&as in properly secured enclosures;



10.2.The continued sale of veterinary prescribed and-tvecounter animal health products and oppose further restrictions on
their use, including any required-6erm reporting of drugs administered to livestock

10.3.Amending the Controlled Substanget to allow a veterinariato transport and dispense controlled substnté¢he usual
course of veterinary practice at a site other than the
practice, so long as the site is within a state where the veterimatieensed to practice;

10.4.Adequate funding for FDA's proposals to increase the research development and availability of approved asifoal drug
minor uses and minor species (MUMS Document) as well as the concept that there should be differanerdgdime
drug approval for minor species and minor uses;

10.5.Research, development and importation of labeled animal health products;

10.6.Expedited approval for import to the U.S. of U.S. approved products which, due to economic constraiotrayer
manufactured in the U.S,;

10.7.The development of a core animal disease surveillance, control and eradication program to prevent the introduction of
foreign or emerging animal diseases and poulisgases and pesigo this country and to control and eradicate those that
exist;

10.8.The efforts of state agencies to control rabies. We recognize the need for restricted ddlvabres vaccine. We encourage
continued research into effective ways to immunize wildlife against rabies and make those vaadiheavailable to
responsible state agencies;

10.9.The development and identification of a swift awdurate live animal diagnostic test for Chronic Wasting Dis@aaD)
and an eradication program;

10.10.Federal agencies assisting in providing funding for genetic resistance research to eliminate CWD in cervidaes;

10.11.Farm animal vaccinesontaining potentially dangerous endotoxXiresrequired to be labeled to identify possible side
effects and preventive measures;

10.12.The National Veterinary Medical Services AblVMSA), which provides veterinary school graduates studtzar
repayment if they agree to work in underserved areas. We encourage Congress to fund NVMSA and USDA to work with
the livestock industry to develop participation guidelines that include giving priority to those who agree to enter the food
animal and rural vetaary fields;

10.13.We support the elimination of the tax on Veterinary Medicine Loan Repayment Program (VMLRP) awards;

10.14.USDA continuing to work with the livestock and dairy industries to further develop methods to control l[eukosis

10.15.USDA requiring all commercial festbeing sold show the total digestible nutrients in the feed;

10.16.Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS) actively pursejmdemiological studies on Vesicular Stomatitis
(VS) and that the Agricultural Research Service (ARS) move quickly to study vectors, reservoirs and mode of transmissiol

10.17.APHIS and ARS suppting research for the development of a licensed VS vaccine and protocol for vaccine use;

10.18.APHIS maintaining adequate staff involvement and monetary support to find solutions for the current outbreak and preve
recurrence of VS;

10.19.APHIS caefully evaluating international restrictions on animals and especially on products to assure that such restriction:
are sciencéased,

10.20.Federal legislation, regulations or programs that support regionalization by APHIS to modernize animal movement
regulations;

10.21.More research and education on the impact of Lyme diseabether tickborne diseases carried by wildlife that cause
serious illness to humans and animals;

10.22.The United States havirits own testing requirements for animal diseases based only on sound ,seiémesery effort
to adhere to the Office of International Epizootics risk assessstardards;

1023.Pr oducer s & candtabilitytaiusedohether ien@phores (e.g., monensin, lasalocid) as a feed additive to reduce
methaneproduction in cattle and to serve as a coccidiostat in poultry

10.24.Changing the federalefinition of a veterinanclient-patient relationship (VCPR) to allow for the use of telemedicine
when making an animal health diagnosis and recommending a course of treatments;

10.25.Reclassifying ionophores used in livestock andltry production as antiparasitic, not antibiotics;

10.26.That any producer checkoff or assessnterfitind a national livestock disease surveillance or eradication program be
subject to producer oversight and/or taon a mandatory sunset provision;

10.27.Compartmentalization and secure food plans to protect movement and exports in the livestock anidgasttins
during disease incidents;

10.28.The writing of stray voltage guides that aartly depict the most accurate research, technology and testing methods and
the true environments of modern dairy farms;

10.29.The use of a 125 ohm resistor, instead of 500 ohm, to more accurately represent the worst case scenario of cow plus co
contact for stray voltage testing;

10.30.Funding for additional U.S. Customs and BorBestection and USDA APHIS inspectors to prevent the importation of
animal and plant diseases; and

10.31.The reduction of regulatory barriers to phaaautical companies to add additional optifarause to the labels of
medications used in animal health protection, treatment and pain relief.

11. Animal Antibiotics
11.1.To protect the continued use @itical animal health products we support the following:



11.12C1 ari fication and further review of FDAG6s veterinar
protocols. We also support a plan for education regarding the purpose andémalgom of the VFD for producers,
feed distributors and veterinary professionals;

11.12FDAd6s Veterinary Feed Directive (VFD) pandigjectablei ng t h
antibiotic products;

11.1.3.Sound sciencas the basis for decisiamaking and policy development regarding antibiotics/antimicrobials used in
food animal production;

11.1.4.Use of the National Antimicrobial Resistance Monitoring System, the National AninadthHéonitoring System
and USDA's food safety monitoring system to address issues of antimicrobial resistance trendbanieddcteria
and animal health;

11.1.5.Requlation of antibiotics/antimicrobials at the national level to avoid alsyastatepatchwork of regulation;

11.1.6.A multi-agency approach to éarm antimicrobialresistant bacteria trend research and surveillance that includes
APHIS, ARS, Food Safety and Inspection Service and livestock producers;

11.1.7.Rather than limitations alimination of animal health and food safety protection tools, we would accept
veterinariaroversight of antibiotic use, where veterinar@aersight is defined as a workj relationship with a
licensed veterinariaand allow for the purchasing of animal pharmaceutigsiisg a prescription without the
requirement of purchasing directly from a veterinadad not requiring veterinarians to physically examine each
animal before writing a prescription;

11.1.8.The veterinary/pant client relationship as it relates to medical use and antibiotics, and the information should
remain confidential and not subject to Freedom of Informaiicirequests. Similar to other farm data, all animal
healthrecadls are t he property of the farm and require the

11.1.9.Current slaughter surveillance, testing and inspection as appropriate food safety and animal health protocol;

11.1.10.The u® of a standard symbol for all drugs that require a withdrawal time;

11.1.11.The FDA allowing the extra label use of cephalosparitimicrobial drugs in animals when warranted; and

11.1.12. Amending the VFD to allow veterinariarns prescribe extréabel use of antimicrobial drugs in animals when
warranted, including in the treatment of minor species. The VCPR establishes sufficient oversight of veterinarians f
extralabel use when necessary.

11.2.We oppose any attempt to rassify overthe-counter norprescription injectable antibiotics to prescriptionly status.

11211 f Areclassified, 0 FDA should not:
11.2.1.1. Require prescriptionsn a per animal basis;
11.2.1.2. Require additional record keepifay producers outside of regular production records; or
11.2.1.3. Hinder the use of telemedicie digital prescriptions

12. Bovine Spongiform Encephalopathy (BSE

12.1.We support:

12.1.1.Continued research to verify the means of transmission oféB8Enethods to inactivate the causative agent;

12.1.2.Federal legislation, regulations or programs which will support the establishment of a fund within USDA to pay bee
and dairy producers to voluntarily submit the heads of downer anfardiecreased BSEurveillance;

12.1.3.A uniform international standard to confirm BSE

12.1.4.Confidentiality of allinconclusive BSHest results;

12.1.5.Announcements relating to B3&sting be made during ndrading hours at the Chicago Mercantile Exchange
(CME);

12.1.6.Continued monitoring and surveillance programs for B8Bother Transmissible Spongiform Encephalopathies
(TSE) in the United States;

12.1.7.A ban on the inclusion in ruminant feeds of any animal pretsaientifically shown to transmit BS&nd

12.1.8.Prioritizing birth records over dentition, if available, when USDA is testing for.BSE

13. Brucellosis

6€

13.1.Since brucellosits a dangerous disease agent transmittable from wildlife to domestic livestock and humans, we support th
enactment of a mechanism and the appropriation of funds to require federal agencies in custody of wildlife to compensate
livestock owners and otheggrieved entities for actual expenses and losses brought about by conflicts from wildlife when
such losses can be substantiated.
13.2.We support the BNational Tuberculosis and Brucello§®mmittee in its effort to control/eradteabovine TB and
brucellosisn Mexicoand to prevent its spread to this country. We urge USDA to adopt regulations consistent with the
borderstates' consensus document. The goal is th@ledeneradication of the diseases in both countries. This should
include the development and validation of rapid tests for the diseases as well as the ability to trace infected animals back
their point of origin. If TBinfected cattle continue to arriwe the United States from any Mexican state, we should urge
USDA to place more stringent inspection, quarantine and testing requirements on all imported animals from that state.
13.3.We support:
13.3.1.A quarantine of wildlife in Yellowstone Park tilnt is certified free of brucellosiand TB;
13.3.2.Adequate program funding to complete eradication and provide needed monitoring and surveillance;
13.3.3.The federal government continuing full funding of brucell@sistrol activities in all infected states;
13.3.4.A voluntary herd depopulatiogprogram and increased surveillance in order to speed up brucebosisl;
13.3.5.Efforts to strengthen brucellodesws and regulations and make them uniform among states;



13.3.6.Updating state and federal rules regarding vaccination of cattle to coincide with RB51 vaccine science versus Strai
19 vaccine,
13.3.7.State and federdilinding for developing a more effective vaccine for protecting cattle and wildlife from brucellosis
spread by wildlife and expanding research and diagnostics to understand the true health exposure; and
13.3.8.The principle of calfhoo@nd mature cattle vaccination for the control and eradication of brucellosis
14. Cattle
14.1.We support:
14.1.1.Implementation and funding for the National Strategic Plan for the Cattle Fever Tick Pagvaloped in 2006;
14.1.2.Immediate funding to eliminate Fever Tidkem the temporary preventive quarantine areas and prevent their spread
throughout the United States;
14.1.3.Research to devgboa test for accurate chuside testing for Persistent Infectious Bovine Viral DiarrheaB¥D);
14.1.4.The program developed by the cattle industry requiring that all bulls 18 months of age and older offered for sale, at
auctionsor at private treaty, be for slaughter only unless verified trichomorfregisvith written certification of a
negative trichomoniasis test within 30 days prior to sale;
14.1.5.Research and eventual eradication ofdtrew worm; and
14.1.6.Sufficient fencing along the U.$/4exico borderin the permanent quarantine zone to help stop the inflow of
livestock and wildlife (nilgai, deer and other exotic hoofsjdblat are potential carriers of cattle fever tifiksn
entering the U.S.
15.Johnebés Disease
15.1.We support:
15.1.1.Implementation of a mulyear program to identify Johne's disease infected animals and to provide an indemnity
payment at fair market value for disposalieéstock whosdecal cuture has tested positive for this disease; and
15.1.2.The voluntary Johne's herd status program developed by USDA and an accurate rapid testing program. USDA
should:
15.1.2.1. Develop an accurate blood test for Johne's Disease; and
15.1.2.2. Support fundig to reduce the producer's cost to test for Johne's Disease.
16. TB (Tuberculosis)
16.1.We support:
16.1.1.USDA developing a more accurate TB test;
16.1.2.USDA allowing states to have split state status for TB certification;
16.1.3.TheEmergency Action Plan to complete the eradication of TB, and sufficient federal funding for the elimination of
TB in the United States;
16.1.4.Amending the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) and the Uniform Methods and Rules (UM&R) governing the
USDA TB eadication program to allow the state's animal health authority to quarantiivéetBed herds, employ
testandremove procedures to eliminate infection, and control movement within areas of risk defined by scientific
analysis, rather than requiring deptation of infected herds and downgrading the TB status of the entire state.
Additionally, we support amending the CFR and UM&R to base any downgrading of states' status on prevalence ar
risk of disease spread;
16.1.5.Counting tesandremove herds asBI'positive herds only for the one year in which the herd had a positive TB test;
16.1.6.Changes in the national Mycobacterium bovis TB testing requirements that eliminate the need for an individual test
for animal movement from a lower disease prevaleoce to a higher disease prevalence zone; and
16.1.7.The establishment and utilization ofeencebasedzoning approach and testing process to address disease risk
(e.g., a 10 mile radius zone around new TB positive domestic livestock herds whéfe isildvolved).
17. Poultry
17.1.We support:
17.1.1.A ban on the inclusion of ruminant animal protein poultryfeeds;
17.1.2.The practice that all poultrgrates and Pullman trailers used to haul live fowl (spent)ienslaughter be cleaned
and sanitized after each use at the poyltocessing plant;
17.1.3.The development of a higtontainment facility by USDA to study avian influeresad an appropriate vaccine;
17.1.4.The continuation of théederalstate cooperative agreement for animal avian health and surveillance jphtlow
H5/H7 avian influenzat current levels;
17.1.5.Authorization of poultrydisasterassistance for growers, including contract growers, implemented by USDA to cover
Avian Influenza(Al) production /revenue losses and associated disposal andugleansts;
17.1.6.USDA investigating all alternative suppliers to maintain adequate amounts of testing materials for salmonella
pullorum and updating regulations on control programs;
17.1.7.Preventing, detecting and respondiaduture cases of highlgathogenic Al as a priority for poultigrowers,
industry and federal and state animal health officials. Prevention starts with sound workable bigeensthyres
included in the daily management activities carried out by growers and intepaairs
17.1.7.1. We support:
17.1.7.1.1Expanding federal, state and industry response capabilities to eapiol@etection and response
in domestic poultrylocks;
17.1.712Modi fying USDAG6s indemnity progr am andcordgrgct i t
growers in the event of flock depopulation; and
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17.1.7.1.3Streamlining the process for payment of indemnity and the cost of eliminating viruses to assist
growers in returning to production.
17.2.We oppose mandatory testing of commerciging flocks for Salmonell@nteritidis until there is a statistically significant
reliable testing procedure and protocol. Furthermore, we recommend that tHeaitiqgaogram be discontinued.
18. Sheepand Goat
18.1.We support:
18.1.1.More research and education on the impact of Bluetomglisestock;
18.1.2.All owners of sheepnd goatgarticipating in the National Scrapigradication Program;
18.1.3.ldentification and trace baak source flocks for scrapie. All source flocks for scrapie should be identified for a
minimum of one year even if there is a change in ownership. The lda8crapie Eradication Program should be
administered consistently across state lines, including rules for tagging and identification of breeding animals;
18.1.4.Continued priority funding for scrapie research until the disease is controlled throumigtiing testing regimen;
and
18.1.5.The implementation and funding of a USDA Shaed Goat Scrapie Voluntary Flock Certification Program. We
will support efforts to develop a swift and accurate live animal diagnostic test for scrapie and other TSEs.
18.2.We oppose banning domestic shaep goatférom federal and state lands where Big Horn Shieaype been introduced.
19. Specialty Livestock
19.1.We support:
19.1.1.USDA recognizing privatelpwned cervidaand camelidaas domestic livestock. We urge individual states to take
similar action;
19.1.2.USDA seeking authority to regulate the interstate movement of ceraitheamelidaand developing uniform
standards of testing and appropriate follow up procedures. Individual states are encouraged to adopt these standar
19.13The removal of the Department of t heladricultueer DOdshdusl ( DC
continue to regulate netlomesticated animals; and
19.1.4.UDSA sharing information regarding USBrgistered operations with state departments of agriculture.
20. Swine
20.1.We support:
20.1.1.Adequate funding of the pseudorabézadication plan developed by the swinéustry and strengthening the
pseudorabielaws and regulations to require cleanup of infected herds;
20.1.2.Programs to develop and utilize swift and accurate tests to diagnose tiichimaeat slaughter and ultimately
cerify the United States trichintiee;
20.1.3.An efficient, strong, and adequately funded brucellosigtrol program leading to eradication of this disease in
swinefrom theUnited States and Puerto Rjco
20.1.4.USDA continuing to assist countries which have experienced outbreaks of Africanfevént® eradicate this
disease and prevent its spread to the United States; and
20.1.5.Creating assurance among swimreducers, veterinarians and packatswing for the timely marketing of animals
from herds infected with a nereportable disease (e.g., Seneca Valley Virus) where animals are otherwise safe to
travel, not contagious and pose no food safety risk.
21. Transportation/Interstate & Interrational
21.1.Agencies that have import responsibility for mammal, gastropatile, avian or aquatic animal species should be
mandated legislatively to coordinate import requirements with USDA to reduce the aiskrafl diseases being introduced.
Firmer measures should be taken and more stringent penalties imposed to avoid the swiyggtlibigds into the country
by requiring the micrechipping of all imported birds duringehtime they are in commerce.
21.2.We support:
21.2.1.The USDA program to prevent the introduction of exotic diseases into the United States from foreign countries;
21.2.2.The USDA working with the state animal health officials on the development efectronic signature option for
animal health certificates that require a veterinary signature;
21.2.3.USDA regulations allowing certified veterinarigechnicians to issue health certificates for interstadgement of
livestock;
21.2.4.Federal regulations and programs which will encourage greater uniformity among states and countries in the testin
and health requirements necessary for interstate and international transportation of livestock, noaliaeisimTk
and birds;
21.2.5.The establishment of a reciprocal agreement among brucediogdi3 B free states which would enable interstate
movement of cattle originating from brucelloaisd TB free herds by vixdng the requirement for multiple pre
movement brucellosiand TB testing;
21.2.6.Steppedup surveillance to prevent the illegal entry of livestock, avian, aquatic and reptilian species from any foreigr
country; and
21.2.7.Permanent inspection stations for imported livestock on the U.S. side adjacent to the border
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308 / Livestock ldentification

1.

6.

A national animal identificatiosystem that facilitates animal disease traceatshtyuld be considered a separate and distinct
issue from countrpf-origin labeling. We favor the continued use of legally recognized traditional methods of permanent
identification of livestock for individual ownership.

Any new method of livestock identificati@hould only be consided if it is proven equally practical and effective as current

methods and is a legally recognized form of proof of ownership in all states having livestock brand law. We urge the USDA to

conduct a full cost analysis study of a national animal identifinatystem program and to publish the details. No action should
be mandatory until Congress has published the cost figures and appropriated funding.

We support the establishment and implementation of a mdrike&n voluntary national animal identificatieystem capable of

providing support for animal disease control and eradication, and further enhancingveets for U.S. livestock products.

Individual states and/or tribes should have control of the animal ID program, not a private "for profit" company. We support the

opportunity for each state to decide the entity controlling their respective animal ID program database. However, inaha even

disease outbreak, the controlling entities must be equipped to communicate and utilize the system to track and traneaanimals i

timely manner.

A cost effective national system of livestock identificafiosith adgjuate cost share among government, industry and producers

should be established and regulated by an advisory board of producers, processors and USDA. Any such program must protec

producers from liability for acts of others after livestock leaves the pawdilhands, including nuisance suiésning everyone

who handled particular livestock.

4.1. We support USDA implementing a comprehensive educational system for producers on the transition from the National
Uniform EarTagging System (NUES) to an 840efix radiofrequency identification (RFID) system for nationwide
identification requirements for cattle and bison

We support the following guidelines for a livestockritiication program:

5.1. The program must be as simple and inexpensive as possible for producers to implement;

5.2. The cost of enhanced animal identification tagging by the federal government should be subgithizeféderal
government since the general public is the primary beneficiary of this initiative;

5.3. Producer information shall be confidential and exempt from disclosure under the Freedom of InfolctatieDIA);

5.4. Information shall be made available only to the proper animal health authorities in the event of an animal disease incident
Any unauthorized use shall constitute a felony;

5.5. The identification of animals wilhot be required until transported across state lines;

5.6. Allimported animals should be permanently identified regarding their country of apgim entry into the United States;

5.7. Ensuring the security of producerférmation and respecting the privacy of producers by only collecting data necessary to
establish a tracback system;

5.8. All current animal disease programs should be incorporated into a national animal disease trayesbitityProducers
should need only one number for all programs; however, due to the voluntary nature of a national animal identification
system, an opbut method should be available to producers at their request;

5.9. Allowing an exclusion from any government mandated livestock tracegmiiyram for cattle under 18 months of age and
those going directly from farm to slaughter;

5.10.The development of uniform standards for electronic identification;

5.11.The development and adoption of livestock identificatemhnology which will enhance the implementation of vadased
marketing;

5.12.The hotiron brand identification method as a legal, federally recognized method of permanent identification/proof of
ownership in thosstates that have livestock brand laws;

5.13.Meeting the reasonable identification requirements of foreign trade partners and overseas customers, ensuring the U.S.
reputation as a reliable supplier of meat; and

5.14.Producers bemable to apply identification tags themselves and not requiring veterinary application.

We oppose the labeling of the U.S. and Canadian dedtls as one North American herd.

309 / Livestock Information Reporting

1

2.
3.
4,

Mandatory price reportinfpr the livestock industry should be updated for accuracy, efficiency and modern commerce practices.

We support accurate and timely reporting of wholesale and retail meat prices.

Price reportingprograms shouldédadministered by the Agricultural Marketing Service (AMS) of USDA.

We support:

4.1. Price reportingnformation being provided to the Grain Inspecti®ackerand Stockyards Adinistration to enhance
enforcement of the Packeaad Stockyards Act;

4.2. State and federal market reporting activities involving auction barns, special and seasonal feeder animal sales and beef,
swine, poultry dairy, lamband goat breeding animals being continued:;

4.3. USDA-AMS developing protocols and rules to allow auctitmselfreport results and picinformation when conditions
or funding prevent official reporters from attending individual auctmmsales;

4.4. Modernizing the livestock market reporting by the USDA for daily accurate and correctt imdokeation that will
minimize the possibility of manipulation by market speculators;



4.5. USDA including in its monthly livestock reports, information indicating the number and origin of imported and destination
of exported livestock;

4.6. USDA implementing publication rules that maintain confidentiality of individual and private business information; and

4.7. USDA developing better reporting mechanisms for sheep, fardlgoat market infonation.

310/ Livestock Marketing

1.

2.

3.

Livestock producers should have access to competitive markets for price discovery that accurately determines the ivalue of the

products.

We support:

2.1. Development andhplementation of valubased marketing systems which convey the true value of product quality from
the retail market to the farm;

2.2. Contracts and marketing regulations should recognize spgméefic business and marketing structures;

2.3. Rights of producers and packers to enter into formula pricing, grid pricing and other marketing arrangements and contract
relationships. Contracts and marketing arrangements should specify a negotiated base price before commitment to delive
Such contractsral pricing arrangements should not be used to manipulate the market to the detriment of producers. We
encourage producers to retain control over contract delivery and/or contract completion in furtheranceagifteaue
marketing;

2.4. Encouraging cepps to play a larger role in the meat industry by building or acquiring packing houses

2.5. Development of new risk management tools to enhance the ability of fiaresyock farmers to cope with market
fluctuations; and

26. USDA6s efforts to investigate recent beef and pork marg
collusion, restrictions of competition or other unfair practices.

We oppose changesto USDA def i ni t i oon aonfd ffsgperniunigd el asmpbr i ng | amb

311/ Organic Nutrient Management

1.

2.

3.

4,

7C

Organic agricultural byproducts, including manure, are valuable resources and we oppose classifying them as industrial, solid o

hazardous waste or raw sewage.

We believe:

2.1. Ininvestment irtechnical support and the development of information resources in conjunction with the Soil and Water
Conservation District, Cooperative Extension Service, and Natural Resources Conservation Service;

2.2. Adequate research should be completedetermine air qualitand odoparameters that provide scientifically proven
levels for livestock health and worker safety;

2.3. There must be no direct discharge from manure storage systems mchviegilities to surface waters, drainage ditches or
field tiles due to negligence, poor management and faulty structural design. Direct discharges due to natural causes shou
be exempt from civil and punitive penalties and damages;

2.4. Research omanure management is a high priority including such topics agedoction, waste and nutrient management
and artificial wetland remediation of nutrients. Some flexibility should be allowed in wetlands management;

2.5. Any proposed lawrule or regulation which would restrict a farmer's nutrient management practices shall only be
implemented if consistent with best management pradiigid®s) developed at the state lewdth the cooperation and
assistance of our state land griastitutions with considerations given for local conditions. The authority for enforcement
and implementation of these standards should be clearly defined to protect faomedgfiring interpretations by state or
federal agencies;

2.6. Coordination is required between the permitting agency for a livestock facility and the agency which designs the facility;

2.7. Government agencies must utilize proven scientific prastwhen developing policies concerning manure management
facilities and the application of manure;

2.8. Government cosshare funding should be made available to producers for constructing manure handling facilities to correc
existing problems;

2.9. Industry should develop guidelines for responsible and balanced environmental protection for confined anifibkegaits
guidelines should include, but not be limited to, provisions covenagure control and management, separation distances,
odormanagement, emergency spill response plans, etc.; and

2.10.Expansion of any existing regulatory authority should not threaten the ability of independent producers to compete. Any
standards that require changes in infrastructure for existing facilities must be based on proven scientific research and shal
consider a codbenefit analysis.

We support:

3.1. Programs that educate farmers on techniques regarding propedg@daorganic nutrient systems and a public relations
program to emphasize methods by which farmers protect the environment by using properly managed organic nutrient
systems; and

3.2. The concept of a voluntary certified nutrient applicator program.

We oppose:

4.1. Efforts to impose a new layer of federal regulations and bureaucracy to existing federal and state regulations affecting
agricultural operations;



4.2. Any federal mandate on nutrient management. Each state should negatiatéraplement its own specific program.
Information obtained by government agencies on agricultural producers pertaining to nutrient management plans should t
kept confidential,

4.3. Awarding punitive damages in odiawsuits; and

4.4. Undue restrictions on spreading poulitier on farmland.

312 / Packers and Stockyards Act

1.

We will work with the Grain InspectigiPackers and Stockyard Administration (GIPSA) for more strict enforcement of
regulations requiring poultrio be weighed on the nearest scale within a reasonable time, not to exceed eight hours, after the
poultryis picked up at the farm.

USDA, in conjunction with the Department of Justice (DOJ), should closely investigate all mevgeesship changes or other

trends in the meat packing industry for actions that limit the availability of a competitive market for livestock prahiiers.

should be taken to oppose further concentradfomeat pakers. USDA and DOJ should more aggressively enforce current
antitrust laws pertaining to packer concentration

Beef packersvho process more than 1,000 head per day should be monitored so they cannot manipulate the market through

forward contracting.

From a regulatory standpoint, captive suppdiesuld be defined as all cattle owned, or cdlgdoor contracted by a packer seven

or more days prior to delivery.

The bondingequirement for livestock dealers and packers should be strengthened and more stringently enforced. The

requirement should be reviewed a quarterly basis and be adjusted to reflect the volume of the maximum financial exposure to

producers and/or their brokers and then be made available to the public.

We believe GIPSA should be accountable to the livestock indusfpydwding current information concerning license and bond

amounts of livestock market, livestock dealers and livestock order buyers.

We support:

7.1. Continuation of GIPSA as a separate agency of USDA;

7.2. The addition of dairy cattland milk processors as named in the Packers and Stockyards Act;

7.3. An amendment to the Packers and Stockyards Act of 1921 that would include th@matit@strich and rhea) industry
whereverapplicable;

7.4. Legislation on a state and national basis, establishing GIPSA as the overall authority and provider of oversight to ensure
livestock contracts are clealyritten, confidentiality concerns are addressed, investments are protectat;ezhpece
transparency and price discovery are enhanced and terms of contracts are honored;

7.5. More vigorous enforcement of U.S. antitrust laws in keeping with original intent; to include the Shernofhiig%a,

Clayton Actof 1914 and Packers and Stockyards Act of 1921,

7.6. Legislation that would prohibit packers from manipulating the number of captive supply cattle slaughtered from week to
week in ordeto manipulate the cash market; and

7.7. Incentives for new meat processing facilities.

We oppose:

8.1. Any attempt to lessen the ability of GIPSA to adequately enforce antitrust laws and regulations;

8.2. Prohibiting a packer or livestock buyer from purchasing, acquiring or receiving livestock from another packer, livestock
buyer or another packer's or livestock buyer's "affiliate” companies or farms;

8.3. The government making livestobuyers, packers, contractors or livestock owners justify in writing why and how they are
buying or selling livestock on the spot market; and

8.4. Any ban on contract livestock buyers purchasing livestock for more than one packer.

The Packers and Stockyards Act should be amended to:

9.1. Extend prompt payequirements to wholesalers and retailers of livestock products;

9.2. Include a dealer trust provision that gives fiygbrity to unpaid sellers of livestock in the event of a dealer default;

9.3. Provide jurisdiction and enforcement over the marketing of pomiegt and eggsas already exists for livestock;

9.4. Strengthen the ability of GIPSA to stop predatory practices in the meat packing industry;

9.5. Provide producer restitution when a case is successfully prosecuted;

9.6. Provide GIPSA enforcement authority to ensitvag all instruments used in quantifying quality factors for value
determination for livestock are performing to a set standard; and

9.7. Include breeder heand pulletopelations so they are treated the same as broiler operations.

10. Any proposed GIPSA rules or legislation should address the following:

10.1.Separate and different rules should be allowed for different species of livestock;

10.2.An economic impact study must be conducted by USDA;

10.3.0pportunities for marketing arrangements between packers and producers must be allowed and preserved,;
10.4.Confidentiality of contract information must be maintdnand

10.5.Establish legal thresholds for proof of injury.

313/ Poultry

1. We encourage individual producersviauntarily adopt and follow litter/manuraanagement plans.
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8.

9.

We should continue to seek opportunities with poultry companies to further understanding between companies and farmers.

Special emphasis should be on integrity of thesg@mé contractual relationship.

We encourage closer cooperation between builders of poultry houses and agricultural insurance companies and lenders to ma

sure the houses meet specifications of building codes.

We urge companies to justifjandatory modification of buildings and equipment through research documentation. Any

modification should be a loAgrm agreement, negotiated in writing, between the grower and company before installation. The

length of contracts should adequately prbtegrower's investment in buildings and equipment.

We encourage exporting poultry meat products and continuing efforts to ensure that these products are not discrimistated agair

by foreign markets.

We request the availability of a némsured crop disaster assistance program for contract poultry farmers on a per flock basis, to

be administered through the Farm Service Agency.

We support:

7.1. Our poultry farmers and their role in the poultry industry;

7.2. Open dialogudetween the individual poultry farmer and the company representative as the most effective method of issue
resolution;

7.3. Collecting information concerning economic conditions of poultry farmer/members and farmer/poultry company relations;

7.4. The National Poultry Technology Center and encourage support for federal funding for the Center to improve efficiency,
effectiveness and economic viability of poultry production facilities;

7.5. Affected growers being compensated for loss of income ifitegrator closes a processing facility;

7.6. Contract producersontinuing to be furnished weight tickets for all poultry sold from their farms and for feed delivered to
the farm. The weight tickets and feed charges shioellith the farmer's hands by the time the producer receives the check;

7.7. The pay averaging criteria be revised to compensate for company production decisions that influence a farmer/producer's
settlement;

7.8. Maintaining tournamerproduction contractallowing growers the opportunity to earn better than average pay as a result of
proper management and capital investment;

7.9. Integratorsand farmers work together to practice all possibledeicurity methods to help prevent disease;

7.10.Integratorsotifying all producers of any contagious diseain their area;

7.11.The burial of dead birds as an emergency management option when mortality exceeds normal daily mortality and the
capacity of normal disposal or treatment methods;

7.12.Aggressive research to address the@upate scientific information concerning phosphorus;

7.13.Changes to Animal and Plant Health Inspection Sel(AéHIS) plans to use normalortality rates instead of using
Airemainder of the flocko in determining compensation;

7.14.Development of an insurance product through Risk Management AGeN) to protect ontract poultry growers from
losses due to Avian InfluenZAl) or other infectious diseases.

We oppose poultry integratobging allowed to void contracts or cut bird placements of growers because of failure to update

equipment when their performance is equal to the company average in the area.

We recommend that integratorimburse growers for loss revenue based on price per pound if they:

9.1. Cut density;

9.2. Make a target weight change;

9.3. Increase out time between flocks; or

9.4. Require managemenhanges that lead to increased mortality above the industry standard.

314 / Rendering Facilities and Collection Points

1.
2.

We encourage research that adds value and marketability of rendering facility products.

We support:

2.1. The streamlining of the permitting process for rendering facilities and encourage livestock producers to use rendering
facilities; and

2.2. Legislation that provides economic and regulatory relief to rendering facilities and encourage further dexelogme
construction of rendering facilities and collection points.

315/ Sheep and Goats, Wool and Mohair

1.
2.
3.

72

The USDA should evaluate the testing requirement of the graoling program with emphasis on producer cost and feasibility.

Imported goat milk or curd must meet USDA milk quality regulations.

We support:

3.1. The continuation of a strong shegat, wooland mdnairindustry in the United States and recognize the need for
continued promotion and development of vaaaled processing;

3.2. The use of domestically raised lamabd goats

3.3. Thedesignation of sheegnd goat@s minor species so that cattle research data can be used to approve animal health
products for use in these species;

3.4. The development of a separate shaeg goat checkoff program for promotion of their respective industries;

3.5. The current loan program for woahd mohair



3.6. A lamb checkoff if consistent with our commaodity promotion policy;

3.7. The use of livestock protection animals on federal, state and public lands;

3.8. Free trade of breeding stock that meet USDA health standards;

3.9. The development of an orderly marketing framework involving@lintries importing laminto the United States; and
3.10.The development of an appropriate somatic cell ctasttfor dairy goatand sheep

4. We oppose using a somatic cell cotadt designed for bovines to regulate dairy goat and shikep
5. We recommend the land gramtiversities explore the opportunities to market live and processed aheégpats

316 / Wildlife Pest and PredatorControl

1.

2.

Controlling wildlife damage is a critical factor in maintaining the success of American agriculture. Toward that goaloste supp

1.1. Developing practical recommendations on methods for controlling all wildlife pggisoviding adequate funding to
USDA for intensive research;

1.2. Contracts with land granmiversities being considered to conduct this research. The results of all research should be more
widely distributed to livestock producers;

1.3. Programs to control prairie dogs private and public land;

1.4. Establishment of statewide or interstate compdesigned to administer a predator bounty system;

1.5. Continuation of all establigil predator contrgiractices and broader use, including trapd chemicaloxicants under
federal or state supervision;

1.6. Euthanizing any apex predatorthatbaes en trapped by any agency because the
ani mal 0;

1.7. Aerial huntingto help control predator numbers;

1.8. The use of livestock protection collars in animal damage control;

1.9. Legislation whit would require the control of wildlife including endangered species or provide depredation permits for
farmers who suffer losses from wildlife;

1.10.The continuation of the federatate cooperative program for funding and administration of predabrog

1.11.The continuance, in rural and urban areas, of predator and rodent edritiolbenefits public health and safety;

1.12.Control programs to reduce wildlife poptitans to manageable levels in areas where they are numerous and destructive;

1.13.A standing depredation order for the doubtested cormorant;

1.14.A stateby-state depredation order for the taking of predatory black vsiture

1.15.The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) refunding the $100 application process fee for depredation permits not issue

1.16.New and more effective means of predator control

1.17.Feckral, state and local officials to create a consistent process for livestock producers to follow when obtaining federal
depredation permit§.he process should include the ability for producers to work with local agencies to complete and
submit all needegaperwork;

1.18.Congress taking immediate steps to provide agencies/research scientists with adequate funds for wildltifi prestator
controland research designed to develop add#i@ontrol methods, such as electronic surveillamgbdetection devices;

1.19.Research to document the losses of livestock and game animals caused by predators and the resultant economic losses;

1.20.That photo identification of a kill by a predator would be sufficient evidence to replacearsion confirmation by a
USFWS employee;

1.21.Reinstatement of more effective permits which allow commercial duck and fish producers to apriedbting gulls and
other predators;

1.22.USDA reviewing the availability of government trappers;

1.23.All Fish and Wildlife refugesllowing hunters and trappers to control pestd predators on any refugeih
overpopulation;

1.24.Property owners having the right to protect crops and livestock from protected wildlife and predators;

1.25.A system to compensate farmers for damage from state or federally protected wildlife;

1.26.USDA Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS) Wildlife Services working to eradicate feral hogs

1.27.USDA taking action through the administrative rules process to endltese of live feral hoga the United States. We
support the eradication of feral hogs an invasive speciesll landowners should be encouraged to eradicate feraldogs
their land by any means possible;

1.28.A continued increase in funding fAASDA-APHIS Wildlife Servicedor their continued legal depredation efforts and roost
dispersal of avian species that affect aquacuftuwduction. This funding shall be utilized to efficiently manage, mitigate
and further assist aquacultyyeoducers irtheir efforts to deter avian depredation at aquacufitwduction facilities. This
shall include adequate staffing and the use of efficient and proven dispersal and depredation practices;

1.29.To allow farmers subject thi¢ Food Safetiodernization Acto control beaver as is applied to control deer, bear, moose,
turkey and other nuisance animals;

1.30.The currentbility to obtain depredation permits of avian predators that affect aquaquitahection; and

1.31.Black vulturepermits being issued for a duration of five years at no chartiee requesting landowner or operator.

We oppose:

2.1. The introduction or reintroduction of any species, including rodents, that prey on livestock, damage crops or animals that
potentially carry contagious aoonotic disease if such introduction or reintroduction is done without the approval of the
state legislature;



2.2. USFWS or anyone else being able to release dangerous predators on or near private property. It should be mandatory to
require hem to capture and remove them; and
2.3. Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives regulating explosive pest control devices under federal explosive
laws that require individual permitting and qualified storage facilities for thefusgch devices.
Feral hogs
3.1. We believe feral hogare unacceptable risk to humans, livestock, crops and property. We believe eradication of all feral
hogsis the ultimate goal.
3.2. We support:
3.2.1. Federal and ate eradication efforts;
3.2.2. Increased eradication efforts by state and federal agencies on publicltzsedtsto feral hog hunting
3.2.3. Reexamination of progress t@nd eradication on any public land closed to feral hog humtitignore than three
years after the date of closure; and
3.2.4. Allowing incidental takes of feral hogs public landslosed to feral hog hunting
3.3. We oppose:
3.3.1. Any federal funding for the purpose of feral hog eradication to states who limit the tigkaldfogson private
property at any time during the year.

FOOD: PROTECTION, QBLITY AND SAFETY

336 / Agricultural Chemicals

1.
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Agricultural chemicals are important in continuing to supply consumers with an abundant, safe, nutritious, high quality and
reasonably priced food supply. We are committedantinuing the use of agricultural chemicals in a safe and judicious manner
S0 as to protect the health and safety of producers, our employees, our families, our communities and the environment.

We encourage people using pesticides for nondguial purposes to become better educated on the safe application of these

products.

We support access to critical pesticides used for crop and livestock production, along with increased funding for research on

alternative crop and livestock prot®n tools. We request the Environmental Protection AgéBB\A), the Food and Drug

Administration (FDA) and USDA increase cooperation and expedite registration of additional new crop protection tools and

traits.

We will work with and encourage the agricultural chemical industry through its advertising to present a positive andrnalofessi

image of farmerand agriculture to the general public.

We encourage state controlafntainer disposalnd recycling programs.

Regulation

6.1. We believe implementation of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act JRIR&Ad be based on credible
scientificinformation in order to benefit farmers, the environment and the public and should be the sole federal regulatory
authority over pesticides.

6.2. The United States, Canadad Mexico should harmonize registration guidelines, labelinginements and accept
registration material for agricultural pesticides from those countries.

6.3. We encourage testing of pesticides based on realistic levels of exposure or consumption.

6.4. We believe that when a pesticide product receives angemey use exemption under Section 18 of FIFR& state
administering the pesticide provisions where the exemption was issued be authorizsdue tieat emergency use until a
full FIFRA assessmeil$ campleted.

6.5. We urge that risk/benefits be considered when the Environmental Protection AG&#gyor other agencies make a
determination to restrict or cancel pesticides or agrichemicals.

6.6. EPA shouldconsider actual use data in its risk assesspracess to support pesticide registrations and avoid decisions
based on worst case assumptions. EPA should not assume that farmers apply pesticides at the wsag@uates or
frequency of application as the label will allow.

6.7. USDA and EPA should work cooperatively to find alternatives for pesticides that, as a result of regulatory action, have los!
registrations and uses. We encourage the developmeolunitary Pest Management Strategic Plans.

6.8. We also request revaluation of previously canceled pesticides based on current scientific data.

6.9. USDA should expand its scientific capabilities to better serve as a full partner with EPA éideagtgulatory activities.

EPA should be required to strengthen and take more seriously its required consultation with USDA.

6.10.EPA should be able to contract with USDA to perform the testing for pesticide residues.

6.11.Pesticide manufactureasd formulators should be held responsible for the safety and efficacy of crop protection products,
if the chemical is used in accordance with the label.

6.12.Atrazine acetachlgrglyphosate and simaziaee effective, economical crop protection chemicals that must continue to be
available to farmers.

6.13.Provisions for experimental use, emergency exemptions and state special use registration are particularly important until
federalregistration is completed.

6.14.We support:
6.14.1.Legislation that would limit authority for pesticide regulation solely to federal and state governments;
6.14.2.Adoption of a negligible risktandard,;
6.14.3.The right toimport U.S-approved pesticides from other countries;



6.14.4.The continued use of agricultural chemicals which currently have no viable alternatives, such as methyl bromide
We encourage research funded through state and federatias to find alternatives for methyl bromttiat are
economically viable, of equal performance and sensitive to the exposure needs of individual crops. Until a viable
alternative is found, we support the use of a fair, scib¥ased process for Critical Use Exemptiofbe process
should contain a reliable, consistent set of standards equitable to all parties involved;

6.14.5.Clean Air Act amendments to allow U.Sogucers to have access to methyl brontidiesistent with phaseut
dates for nofindustrialized countries as outlined in the Montreal Protocol

6.14.6.Continuation of the Pesticide Data Program which jples pesticide residue information in food products for use by
EPA in setting tolerance standards and registering pesticides;

6.14.7.We recognize the ecological importance of pollinatord the necessity to judiciously utilize crapigction
products to protect against loss of crop yield. We support the coexistence of crops and pdiithtoge that any
pollinator risk assessmergquired forregistration or regulation of crop protection products be based on field
relevant, sound scientific data;

6.14.8.The concept of state management pladtmvever, we oppose the proposed Efdte management plan rule which
fails to recognize effective state programs and imposes federal requirements to maintain uses of important crop
protection tools;

6.14.9.The continued use of the neonicotinoid pesticide group for agricultural and harétarops;

6.14.10.If a crop protection product has gone through a review three times or more, the time frame between reviews shou
be doubled; and

6.14.11 Consistent funding and streamlining of the pesticide review process within EPA to exp&ditatieq.

6.15.We oppose:

6.15.1.Any legal action made against the federal government based on excessively broad interpretations of environmenta
laws, which restrict or limit the safe and proper use of agricultural chemicals. Actions impactinitge li
geographical region may set harmful and nationally recognized legal and regulatory precedent;

6.15.2.Any regulation that would require a permit prior to application of a chemical for crop protection;

6.15.3.Any requirement thaapplicators be required to notify all neighbors prior to any pesticide/fertdjzgication
and/or fumigant buffer zon@nitations proposed by the EPA,;

6.15.4.Any curtailmen of the safe and proper use of agricultural chemicals unless research and scientific data determine
that injury to health and webeing would result;

6.15.5.The inclusion of the Private Right of Action provision in the language of FIFRA

6.15.6.Any reduction to the quantity of methyl bromicejuested by methyl bromidesers for nomination as Critical Use
Exemptiongo the Parties of the Montreal Protocahd we oppose any reduction by the EPA in the amount of
Critical Use Exemptionauthorized by the Parties of the Montresdt®col and

6.15.7.Any additional EPA regulation of seed treatments for planting.

7. Labeling and Handling

7.1.

7.2.

7.3.
7.4.

7.5.

7.6.

We recommend the agricultural chemical industry and agricultural producers work wahpttopriate agencies to develop

and use reusable, returnable and soluble pesticide containers and an economically and logistically feasible plan to dispos

containers.

We recommend that compliance with federally approved label instructionlsyelfsaners from liability claims for health

issues, environmental pollution and from paying the cost of cleaning up environmental contamination.

We recommend that EPA financially support continued education on the proper use and handlinglfragpmotectants.

We recommend that farmers triple rinse or pressure rinse containers and to return them for recycling in areas where such

programs are currently available.

We support:

7.5.1.Clarification of the current label on422D to allow its continued use as part oftilbsystems;

7.5.2.The use of vegetable ois the base or carrier for pesticides;

7.5.3.EPA cooperating in sponsorignnesty programfor proper disposal of hazardous chemicals and discontinued
chemicals;

7.5.4.A permanent labeling system covering product name, date of manufacture, effective life and proper storage
requirements beingeguired to avoid the use of ineffective pesticides;

7.5.5.EPA reconsidering labeling for pesticide application wind speeds in view of advancements in engineering and
technology such as wind guards and low drift spray tips;

7.5.6.The development and immediate use of uniform, permanent international symbols on agricultural chemical containe!
to ensure proper handling;

7.5.7.Printing the EPA registration number aneergry interval of each pesticide activgredient in legible type size
directly below its name;

7.5.8.Periodic upgrading of EPA/state pesticide applicator training to ensure a sound and effective source of training,
information and certification on the proper handling and safe fusesticides;

7.5.9.The development of more effective equipment for farm applications;

7.5.10.The safe use of pesticides and practices which will ensure the safety of handlers, applicators and agricultural
workers; and

7.5.11.A list available online of all label changes.

We oppose:



8.

7.6.1.Politically mandated buffer zosg
762EPAG6s attempt t o s hotimelaeforpeltieide@mmplicandr icensing and indreiase gestingo n
standards to make it more difficult for farmers to obtain a pesticide applicator license; and
7.6.3.EPA revocation of approved chemicals based on applicator error.
Data and Recorekeeping
8.1. We support:
8.1.1.Uniform pesticide recortteeping and statistically valid reporting for use in evaluating and maintaining pesticide
registrations. The enforcement of recéeeping forrestricted use farm chemicals should be done at the state level
and in a manner that educates and is helpful to the producer rather than punitive;
8.1.2.The voluntary collection of actual residue data from farm and orchard products to esteblEtterns of the
agricultural chemicals used in crop production. This data should be used in the pesticide registration, reregistration,
cancellation and special review process only; and
8.1.3.Increased funding for the USDA to increase dskdlinformation on pesticide use collected by the National
Agricultural Statistics Service (NASS).
Specialty (Minor) Crop Chemicals
9.1. We urge Congress and the appropriate agencies to address the cost of label registtagmgistration for chemicals to be
used on minor use cropsd to provide methods of label clearance for them. Reregistration of specialty use chemicals
should not be required unless research by qualifecialists demonstrates a need to change the registration.
9.2. To expedite specialty crop pesticide registrations, we urge that chemicals cleared for application on edible food crops be
additionally registered, with agreement of the maatufieer, for like applications of that same crop when planted for
nonfood uses. If a chemical is cleared for control of a specific pest on an edible food crop, it should also be cleated for p
control on nonfood crops.
9.3. We support:
9.3.1.Legislative solutions to ensure availability of specialty crop use pesticides. These solutions shall include, but not be
limited to, expanded Interregional Research Project #4{I&ctivities, tax credits to registrants who maintain these
uses and reduced thirdarty registration liability;
9.3.2.Encouraging the EPA to#egister Monosodium Methanearsonate
9.3.3.The use of Canadian data by tRA for the registration of chemicals for use on minor oilseed crops; and
9.3.4.Aerial application of agricultural chemicals is a safe and effective tool for farmers, and we oppose any efforts to limit
or restrict this application method.
9.4. We oppose any farmer, landowner or chemical dealer liability when anhydrous amamomanium nitrater any other
legitimate farm chemical is stolen from a farm pissn
9.5. We support a Rebuttable Presumption Against Registration assessmesticide uses prior to any cancellation actions, a
review of EPA decisions by a qualified scientific committee and iset& SDA input into agricultural pesticide regulatory
decisions.

337 / Biotechnology

1.
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We will encourage and educate producers to be good stewards of biotechnology to:

1.1. Maintain the integrity of the U.S. food and grain supply;

1.2. Ensure technology remains effective through adherence to regulatiohsiffeg, refuge, storage, transport, Integrated Pest
Management and

1.3. Preserve opportunities for future biotech products and processes.

We urge state and federal political leaders to develop a positiomalestrategy for biotechnology research, development and

consumer education. Part of this strategy should include an open and frank dialogue with all interested parties. Watbelieve t

our competitive advantage in world markets will be maintained lmphe continued support and encouragement of

technological advancements.

The approval of new products should be based on safety and efficacy criteria. Consideration of socioeconomic criterid should

be required.

We support initiative that assist in the research, development and regulatory clearance of specialty crop biotechnology product

U.S. government agencies, particularly the USDA and the Food and Drug Administration (FDA), should continue to serve their

respective roles in puwiding unbiased, scientificallpased evaluations concerning the human and animal safety and

wholesomeness, as well as the environmental impacts of biotechrerlbgypced commodities. U.S. government agencies should

evaluate whether there are improvemeénthe regulatory approval process or removal of obsolete statutes that could further

enhance consumer confidence. We encourage USDA to take a lead in coordinating efforts to evaluate and move approved

products and technologies to the marketplace in dyimanner.

We encourage seed companies to continue producing and making available conventional and genetically modified seed varieti

We favor strong patent support to encourage these new technologies. Patents should be broad enoughdagmoeside r

protection of development costs but should not be so broad as to grant one developer the right to a whole class of future

developments for common plants or growing processes already in the public domain.

We oppose legislatioautside of the established protection of intellectual propehtgh serves to limit competition or

innovation in biotechnology, either through intent or unintended consequences.

We supprt:



8.

7.1. Increased efforts through biotechnology and animal stem cell research to more rapidly develop traits with recognized
consumer benefits, to increase the marketability of our products, to solve environmental concerns, to increase net farm
income by decreasing input costs and to improve product quality and quantity to feed egrosvieg population;

7.2. Patenting of animals to allow biotechnology companies to recover the costs of research and development of transgenic
animalsfor agriculture. However, royalties from patents on transgenic animads be structured in a manner which allow
producers a clear understanding of their obligations and do not disrupt the existing livestocigaykétms;

7.3. The continued development of animal clonagja means to advance assisted reproductive technology such as artificial
i nseminati on, embirtyroo & rfaenrstfielri zaantdi ofini ;n

7.4. Active involvement by the UnitkStates in the development of international standards for biotechnology. In order to protect
producers from liability, adequate testing methods must be made available for all commercialized crops. Producers shoulc
not be penalized for testing costs. Thigimal buyer of commodity crops should be responsible for testing of the
commodity and upon taking delivery such testing should be accepted by end users. Producers shouldn't bear liability for o
farm introduction of biotech matter;

7.5. Harmonizatio of international standards for biotech, testing and adventitious presence. The international bodies establish
to administer the sanitary and phytosanitary agreement of the World Trade Organization should retain the authority to
influence the regulatioof international trade agricultural products enhanced through biotechnology;

7.6. Seed tags on packages of agricultural seed stock that warrant genetic purity of seed contained theréms@/support
legislation which allows producers to recover all damages in those instances where the seed does not conform to the gen
purity indicated on the seed tag. Adequate and accurate information on acceptable markets and market and planting
redrictions must be provided in writing to producers prior to the time they purchase the original input product;

7.7. Measures to reimburse farmers when there is independent documentation that biotech products have lost their effectivene
In such casesve call on seed companies to refund the technology fees paid by farmers;

7.8. The maintenance of U.S. expanarkets by securing foreign regulatory acceptance of biotech products. Sellers of
agricultural products enhanced through éatnology should assume major responsibility for this acceptance. Extra efforts
should be made to make farmers aware of markets where the products are not accepted by using such methods as color
markings on bags, boxes or bulk delivery systems and/ortaged

7.9. Scientifically accurate consumer education about the safety and benefits of genetically engineered crops;

7.10.Congress taking the appropriate actions to ensure that the USDA's Agricultural R&szaioh planbreeding programs
be permitted to utilize biotechnology and other developing technologies in their breeding programs;

7.11.An industrydeveloped protocol for biotech crops before coming off patent that brings advieotinology to the
marketplaceand facilitates negotiated data sharing and use;

7.12.Establishing domestiow-level presence standards for biotechnology, including maximum acceptable levels;

7.13.Developing standards for tradipgrtners for the testing of lolevel presence of biotech events that are not acceptable so
that other products can move in the trading market;

7.14.Requiring seed companies to print both the cold and warm germination test results on altoottqreanut and soybean
seed tags; and

7.15.Wildlife damage as grounds for technology refunds.

We oppose:

8.1. All attempts by local political subdivisions tarlit the production or use of genetically modified crops or animals;

8.2. Any law or regulation requiring registration of farmers who use or sell products, including biotechnology. approved for sale
by the FDA;

8.3. Individual states establishing separate policies on agricultural biotechnology lalmintification, use and availability;

8.4. Split registration or limited use registration of seeds enhanced througbhoiotogy. Producers should seek and seed
companies should provide adequate and accurate information on acceptable markets and market restrictions in writing to
producers prior to the time they purchase the original input product. Adequate and unieerssgilgd testing methods for
biotech adventitious presence in seed should be established. Seed that is approved for restricted use or controlled
distribution should be labeled and have visually distinguishing characteristics. FDA should set acceptivbisstan
determining what is nehiotech. Standards governing the identification or availability of biotech products should be
established uniformly across the United States;

8.5. The imposition by foreign countries of any import restrictioabelingor segregation requirements of any agricultural
product enhanced through biotechnology, once such commodity has been certified by the scientifidtycasreafe and
not significantly different from other varieties of that commodity;

8.6. The adoption of policies, such as the creation of an indemnity fund, that tax or penalize growers for choosing to use
approved biotechnology traits;

8.7. The practice of seed marketers imposing a surcharge on U.S. customers that is not imposed on foreign customers; and

8.8. Classifying plants derived through biotechnology as pesticides.

Products NotDestined for Food or Feed

9.1. Plantmade pharmaceuticadgfer benefits in preventing and treating diseases. USDA should ensure appropriate protocol for
the approval of research and productiépliarmaceutical or industrial crops to protect the integrity of agricultural products.

9.2. Producers of biopharmaceuticabps and the regulatory agencies governing them should takerditeatg measures to
ensure food safety and to protect the integrity of the U.S. food and grain marketing system. We urge the USDA and FDA t
utilize a scientifically sound riskased approach (tolerances) to regulation of introduced proteins in biophaticeead
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industrial crops. FDA should consider establishment of risk classifications of such proteins and USDA should take these ri
classifications into account when establishing requirements forimeugal field trial and production permits.

338 / Direct Marketing

1.

We support:

1.1. The USDA definition of Direct Marketinfarmers: Farmeproducers that sell their own agricultural products directly to the
general public, which includes fruits and vegetables, meat, fish, poddtiry productsand grains; and
1.2. The USDA recognizing and accepting State Inspection of Meat and Pprdtiycts at USDA facilities.

339/ Fertilizer

1.

2.

Fertilizeris a necessary input for agricultural producers.
1.1. We support:
1.1.1. The use of industry developed Best Management Pra¢BdéBs) for ensuring the safe and responsible holding,
storage, trasportation and use of all fertilizers;
1.1.2. Continued research into the discovery of alternative sources of plant nutrients;
1.1.3. Expansion of existing mineand development of new minasd production facilities;
1.1.4. The creation of a USDAed, interagency working group to develop specific strategies or actions to help address and
alleviate shortages and excessive price increases for fertilizer
1.1.5. Coalgasification technology being used to produce nitrelggsed fertilizers;
1.1.6. Increased research in nutrient use and stewardship; and
1.1.7. The alternative use of agricultural fertilizers collecteddarg haz mat i ncidents to be s
agricultural land utilizing soil testing.

Each chemical, production process and fertiligamique. Therefore, we believe:
2.1. Anhydrous ammonia
2.1.1. If suppliers are mandated to modify anhydrous ammbyiadding deterrents, the supplier should be compensated by
the government authority mandating theedlieent's use so that the additional cost will not be passed on to the farmer;
2.1.2. If a farmer or landowner takes reasonable steps to secure anhydrous ammtbeia property, we oppose any
criminal or civil liability being imposed on the farmer/landowner if the product is stolen and/or used for an illegal
purpose;
2.1.3. The continued availability and use of anhydrous ammasia valuable tool for agricultural production;
2.1.4. The classification and labeliraf anhydrous ammonias a nonflammable gas;
2.1.5. The Surface Transportation Boardntinuing to regulate the pricing of transportation of anhydrous amrtiooiagh
pipelines
2.1.6. Vigorous prosecution of the theft and/or use of anhydrous amrfamiaethamphetamine production or other illegal
purposes; and
2.1.7. Research on additives or deterrents for anhydrous amni@tiaould prevent its illegal use.
2.2. Ammonium Nitrate
2.2.1. The Department of Homeland Securjsanting advance approval, rather than at the point of each sale, for purchase
of ammonium nitratevhen protocol is followed in confirming ID and registration;
2.2.2.In regulation of the salef@mmonium nitrateas long as the requirements are reasonable for farmers, fertilizer
distributors and dealers; and
2.2.3. We are opposed to amgformulation of ammonium nitratbat reduces its effectiveness as a fertil@eincreases its
cost.

340 / Food Quality and Safty

1.
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The American food supply is the safest, most abundant and affordable in the world. Agricultural chemicals and other
technological advances play a major role in maintaining both the quality and quantity of our food supply.

We will monitor initigtives to improve and streamline food safetyensure that policies and procedures are in place that build
trust and reliability in U.S. agriculture.

We believe food safetigsues at the producer level should be handled thrégghlity assurancprogramso

We encourage the educatiohall food handlers and consumers on the proper preparation, cooking and serving of all food
products and on sanitary practices as part of state licensing procedures.

Ensuring a safe, secure food supply is a critical concern when establishiegt@oand international policy. We should continue
to communicate accurate, timely information on food sdgstyes to the mainstream medial the general public. Our goal is to
improve awareness and umstanding of agriculture's commitment to providing a safe, high quality food supply at a reasonable
price to the public.

We encourage food regulatory agend@sesearch and develop expedient and efficient processasédood contamination
outbreaks, which result in economic losses and a lack of consumer trust. Any system shoulohtvasio® and economically
feasible.



9.

6.1. No food safetyagency should release business names to the public during or after an investigation, until a thorough
investigation of the producer, harvester, shipper or marketer has been conducted, and the entity to be named publicly has
been hformed such a publication is to be made. Entities who cannot sell goods into the public marketplace should never b
named publicly unless it can be proven that they adulterated the food or product through negligence; and

6.2. In the interest of impramg cooperation during investigations and in an effort to obtain better information for consumers and
industry alike, FDA should significantly revise their practices during investigations to improve the speed and accuracy witt
which they conduct theireffot s. Addi ti onal |l vy, FDAG6s authority to name
reduced, and Congress should enact |l egislation that gr
instead of on a cadey-case basis reqiirg congressional actions for every situation;

We urge USDA and FDA to require the food industry to stop relying on-garty groups and the European Union as authorities

for acceptable levels of pesticide residues in food.

We support:

8.1. The consideration of both the risks and the benefits of pesticides in the evaluation of cheodicets;

8.2. Voluntary guidelines rather than federal or state mangates

8.3. The establishment and protion of sound scientific research criteria which ensure the saffétypd additives;

8.4. Legislative and regulatory decisions concerning food irradidtiold pasteurizatignbased on valid research;

8.5. Utilization of USDA-approved technologies, such as cold pasteurizatidrhigh pressure processing to eliminate E. coli
and other pathogeriisom our food supply;

8.6. The use of modern technology in the processing and the handling of food to assure foahdaf@fromote consumer
confidence in the food supply. Moresearch should be conducted by agricultural colleges into inspection methods to
eliminate the risk of pathogemnsfood,;

8.7. Immediate actions by USDA and the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) to raise the priority of and redeuoted to
federal safetyand inspection services that do not unduly burden domestic farmers or ranchers;

8.8. Protection of our food supply by requiring that imported food products be subjected to the sasaddhjgitandards and
testing as food products produced in the United States;

8.9. Funding appropriate inspection services that do not unduly burden domestic farmers or ranchers at a level permitting
effective inspection oimported and domestic food products;

8.10.Legislation to require federal agencies to prepare, in advance ofifiealaking agricultural cost/benefit statements on
proposed regulations having a significant impact on agricultural producers;

8.11.Cooperative efforts with food processors, chemicathpanies, government agencies, scientists and others to provide factual
information on the safetgf our food supply;

8.12.0pen communication with willig consumer groups;

8.13.Provisions to allow the transport and storage of fresh agsd on current USDA standards of 45 degrees Fahrenheit or
less, but oppose the mandatory pasteurization of fresh eggs

8.14.State effors to ensure the quality and integrity of unpasteurized jfrigés;

8.15.Promoting sciencbased, voluntary commodity quality assurapoagrams;

8.16.Additional research on food safechnology advances;

8.17.USDA and FDA removing E. coli as an adulterant;

8.18.The right of private industry or farmers to meet quality demands exceeding U.S. Governmentistangaoducts they
produce;

8.19.The ability of cheesmakers to use wood planks during production to age their cheese

8.20.The health benefits of animal fat being included with meat promotions;

8.21.The useof preservatives in the meat of fatmed exotic animals

8.22.Increased educaticefforts among producers on the prevention of all pathogéh# the food and agricultural industry;

8.23.The burden of proof to be on the complainant to prove negligence on an opiratompliance with applicable food safety
regulations

8.24.FDA educating the food services indysbn the dangers of the mammal meat food allergy, Alpdia

8.25.Inspectors for federal food safeand security programs being required to present valid identification and upon departure
leave notification of who was present;

8.26.Funding to assist in the implementation of food safegyulations coming from those mandating the regulations; and

8.27.Increased testing (to at least 10% of the total imports) by Customs and Batd#ron imported hondyp detect
adulteration and amtry of origin Furthermore, we support that any evidence of violation of U.S. trade and food safety
laws, related to honeynports, be referred to appropriate U.S. authorities for law enforcean#an.

We opposd-DA regulations of unpasteurized frjuices.

10. We support efforts tdevelop food safetgractices to help prevent microbial contamination of fresh produce. The guidelines

must:

10.1.Be based on sound scieraa risk;

10.2.Provide flexibility to accommodate the great diversityhe fresh produce industry including those in geographically
challenged areas;

10.3.Be practical to implement;

10.4.Be consistent with existing state and fedeeglulations and guidelines;

10.5.Support Good Agricultural PracticéSAP) and Good Handling Practices (GHP) standards;

10.6.Be implemented in a manner that will not impair ability to exportproduce items;



11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.
18.

10.7.Provide adequate resources to carry out a standardized edyratioam for the industry and consumers;
10.8.Be tailored to the size, tymad capacity of the farm;
10.9.Include a provision that only covered agricultural products should count toward its gross sales threshold, when an
operation is subject to the Food Safetgdernization Actand
10.10. Allow for animal manurepplication that is flexible enough for utilization, food production and food safety
Any food safetylegislation or regulatory actions should adhere to the following principles:
11.1.Increases in federal or state flimg should not come in the form of fees or fines to farmers unless these fees are in the form
of industry assessments under a marketing agreement order;
11.2.Any additional mandated regulatory requirements should not financially impact producenslefimificationprogram
should be instituted to properly compensate farmers for losses (including the market value of monetary losses, damages,
legal fees and owtf-pocket expenditures) when the governmesiiés an inaccurate or unwarranted food saftyonse
action (such as a food safetarning or recajl
11.3.Take the form of voluntary guidelines rather than federal or state manalates
11.4.Any fees or fines to domestic farmers should not be assessed unless these fees are in the forny ebgehsshents under
a marketing agreement order.
USDA should be designated as the lead agency in the development and administration of fogdidafetgs and should serve
as the sole federal agency responsible for food inspection and. &#fétythen, USDA and FDA should work more
collaboratively with FSMAguidelines to benefit producers. We support having employees from state agencies act as authorized
agents of FDA to conduct required federally authorized inspections mandated under FSMA
We oppose the establishment of mandatespelling domestic farmers to hire a third party to comply with federal or state food
safetylaws.
In the event Congress grants FDA food sa&tthority, FDA should coordinate with USDA in the development and
administration of anydod safetyguidelines related to fresh produce or other agricultural production. FDA should not have on
farm authorities unless a food safegjated cause is indicated by sound scieAcs recordkeeping requirements must be
accompanied by assurance that information accessed by Federal or state government authorities in regards to food safety
protocols will remain confidential. The guidelines must exempt farms engaged in dire¢d salasumers from FDA oversight
for sale of fruits ad vegetables.
Following the initial publication of a proposed rule on food safegulations, a food safeggency should allow a second public
comment to allow stakeholder review of any revisions before the final rule is promulgated.
Those making public health decisions that result in product recalls, product seizures or destfpetiicshable goods must be
held accountable when such decisions prove erroneous or are unwarranted. Such entities must be required to compensate or
indemnify individuals and companies for the monetary losses that occur.
We oppose incorporatingater qualitystandards that require recreational water standards for agricultural water.
Good Agricultural Practice{GAP)
18.1.GAPs are a set of recommendations that can help improve the quality and&#ietproduce grown.
18.2.We support:
18.2.1.All government agencies following food safetyd security protocol on farm operations;
18.2.2. All GAP auditors complying with the same rules;
18.2.3.Training for all auditors being consistent and uniformtfoth private and USDA auditors;
18.2.4.GAP certification should have requirements reviewed by industry and science groups;
18.2.5.USDA having a program to certify private orgaffWOP) and state organicspectors to crosgain as GAP
inspectors, thus allowing both inspections to take place on the same trip; and
18.2.6.Efforts to harmonize food safefudits to reduce duplication.
18.3.We oppose:
18.3.1.Expanding GAP programs beyond unprocessed reaéwnt fruits and vegetables; and
18.3.2.The FDA classifying ethanddy-products, spent gragnd other animal feed as food stuffs under FSMA

341 / Food Quality Protection Act (FQPA)

1.

8C

As Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) implements the FQPA of 1996, we will actively participate in the regulation writing

process to assure satisfactory implementation of the law and to protect farsees§ many important and safe agricultural

chemica$. Balanced and scienbased implementation of the FQPA is of the utmost concern to farmers and sancher

Failure to implement the FQPA in a balanced way will have serious negative effects on pest management and food and fiber

production in the United States, with subsequent adverse impacts on the health 4naihgedf the American people.

Specifically, we support the following FQPA principles:

3.1. Sound Sciend® implementation decisions must be based on-pegewed science founded on reliable and accurate
information;

3.2. Transparenady the public must benformed of the criteria used to assess risk and the process by which decisions are
reached;

3.3. Balancé as EPA considers canceling older pesticide products as a result of the tolerance reasasedsem@gfistration
process, it must give high priority to the review and approval of new products; and

3.4. Workabilityd the law must be administered in a practical and realistic way. If EPA fails to follow congressional intent
during the implementation process, we supfftetuse of optionsuch as litigatiomnd legislation.



4. We will work aggressively to persuade EPA to find a workable and reasonable implementation of the FQPA. To achieve this,

EPA must:

4.1. Use soundcienceand reliable information, as intended by Congress, in fulfilling the FQPA mandate to protect public
health from unacceptable risk of exposure to pesticides

4.2. Acknowledge to Congress and the puliiat sound scienaequires good data and validated methodologies, which require
time to develop;

4.3. Not use unrealistic default assumptions in the tolerance reasse gs0tass;

4.4. Abandon the idea of wholesale revocation of tolerances for the organophdsphatieides;

4.5. Determine whether to apply additional uncertainty factors on a chespieaific, casdy-case basis, considering the weight
of all available and reliable scientific evidence;

4.6. Use the most relevant toxicity endpoints in the tolerance reassegsoesss;

4.7. Establish and maintain a deliberate, consistent and transparent decéiog process;

4.8. Give higher priority to making sound scientific decisions than to completing final tolerance reassebgnséatutory
deadlines. EPA should use the authority provided in the law to make preliminary decisions on tolerances and delay effecti
dates for a reasonable period of time to allow for dataelopment;

4.9. Revoke only those tolerances that pose unacceptable risk and avoid removing uses that only pose a theoretical risk base
worstcase assumptions;

4.10.Not revoke tolerances unless tolerance reassessaenbased on actual pesticide use and usage information;

4.11.Propose and maintain policies and methods for risk allocation and make them available for public review and comment;

4.12.Allow adequate timéor pesticide users to make a reasonable transition to economic and effective alternative products and
practices when existing product tolerances are revoked;

4.13.Redress the current resource imbalance between tolerance reassassiment chemicalew registration and accelerate
the pace of making decisions of new products and uses. EPA should adopt an incremental risk approach to evaluating
Section 18s;

4.14.Give high priority to the protection of minor crop uses;

4.15.Use USDA's knowledge and expertise throughout the entire decs&mng process; and

4.16.Maintain pesticide use tolerances if cancellation of a tolerance results in indrepsedor until effective, affordable
products are in place.

5. To further achieve the goal of having a sciebased workable implementation of the FQPA which will assure producers' access
to safe, effective and esomical crop protection products, we support:

5.1. Giving top priority to streamlining the Section 18 registration process so products become quickly and readily available for
emergency use;

5.2. Grower input on products that may lose crops frooels, prior to the agency and the registrant reaching registration
decisions;

5.3. Developing additional incentives for registrants to register new products and reduced risk products;

5.4. Utilizing negligible riskto speed the registration process for Sections 3 and 18 registrations and to reduce the cost of
registration;

5.5. Increased funding for the Interregional Research Project #4)(H® land grant institutions may conduct the necessary
research needed to meet legislated guidelines for product review;

5.6. Working with industry groups and the appropriate agencies to reduce the impact of the implementation of FQPA on the
farm community;

5.7. Inclusion of human risk data, wheneversaata are available, in the tolerance reassesgmerdss. Peer reviewed and
ethically obtained human risk data should have priority over animal study data; and

5.8. Expansion and full fusing of the USDA's Pesticide Data Program to provide accurate data on exposure to pesticide
residues at the final point of sale. Tolerance reassessimenid rely on these data to the greagestnt possible.

6. We will:

6.1. Urge Congress to review the implementation of the FQPA,

6.2. Ensure the FQPA is being implemented as originally intended by Congress; and

6.3. Supportcongressional action that will ensure a workable and reasonable implementation of the FQPA.

7. We recommend that EPA use a 95 percent confidence interval when evaluating pdsticitgstration

342 / Genomic Editing

1. We support:
1.1. The use of gene editing in livestock, companion animals and crops;
1.2. Gene editing technology being regulated by USDA, not the Food andAdimgistration;
1.3. The use of sound scienirethe regulation of genetically edited products. We believe that consumers, both domestic and
foreign, deserve sourstiencebased educatioon gemmic editing;
1.4. A voluntary and uniform labeling system for products designed with gene editing; and
1.5. Continued research of genetic modification.

343/ Integrated Pest Management (IPM)

1. IPM can reduce the risk of output loss, the-peit cost of production and liability from chemicdmages.
81



IPM is a defensible use of pesticidescause it focuses use where problems have been identified.

The loss of environmentally benign pesticifi@sspecialty cropshrough the reregistration process will weaken |1Effrts.

We urge the Environmental Protection AgefEyPA) and USDAo consider thempacts of pesticide product use losses and

minimize their adverse effects on specialty and minor use .crops

IPM should continue to be a budget priority fJSDAand land granihstitutions. They should expand their research and

development of IPMechniques on a regional basis.

We support:

6.1. The widespread promotion and voluntary use of v method of reducing costs, risks, liability and total dependence on
farm chemicals;

6.2. Continued research an@velopment of pesticideghich degrade more rapidly, are less environmentally persistent and are
compatible with accepted IPpractices;

6.3. The removal opheromone$rom the pesticide classification in order to permit, expedite and encourage their usage;

6.4. Increased biological pest contrelsearch to determine where ligical pest contraineasures can provide practical and
feasible substitutes for, and supplements to, cheroardtols;

6.5. A "beneficial insectscategory in USDAs Competitive Grantgrogram; and

6.6. Expanded educational programs to encourage the widespread adoption ofdleNing the addition of IPNhstruction to
pesticide applicator training programs.

344 | Labeling

1.

Ll

©CoNoO

10.
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12.
13.

14.
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We support proper labelimgf feeds, foods, fibers and other agricultural products, including the specific oils and percentages use
in food products. Safe handling instructions on agricultural commodities are encouraged. Warning latoelsaia should be
based on conclusive scientific proof, including foods created through synthetic food production. The correct nomenclature for
imitation producs used as substitutes for traditional foods and fibers is amahfeyt of consumer protection. We do not object
to new food products entering the market; however, these products should stand on their own merits. Manufacturersof imitatio
foods should be allowed to label their products with any available name pidhiiteno reference is made in that name or any
advertising description to any food that is being simulated and advertising description is used to imply traditionalifsod ori
Labels on imitation produstshould state on the main display panel of the package that the product is an imitation.
Labels should not be required to contain information on production practices that do not affect mutsdiety of the product.
We support voluntary Country of Origlrabeling(COOL) that conforms with COOlparameters and meets WTO requirements.
USDA should administer rules and regulations for certification. The implementation of G&ild not impose undue
compliance costs, liability, recordkeeping and verification requirements on farmers and ranchers.
We support the inclusih of all dairy products in COOlegislation.
We recommend implementation of CO®@iinclude all peanut products, raw and processed.
We support congressional funding for the implementation of COOL
We support the inclusion of honayd dry beasin COOL
Imported products should be labeled at the distribution point and retail level as to the country afharigate of packing.
Labels on imported products should state on the main display panel of the package that the product is imported ifdetters not
than onehalf the size of the product name. Labels on imported bulk food proshmitd appear on the container panel/bin or in
close proximity.
Products produced mostly in another country and fAfinishe
|l abeled as Ai.Nnspected by USDA
For animal products to receive a "Grown in the USA" label the animal(s) must have been exclusively born, raised and processe
in the United States.
We recommend USD#Ae-establish an official definition of graged beef.
The Federal Standards of Identity for friuiices should not be further weakened. We support percentage ldoelaig
processed juicand juicebeverages toatlare juicecontent. Fruijuices reconstituted from concentrate should be reconstituted at
a Brix levelequal to the average of the singlkeength juicgproduced fom that fruitin the United States. We support the timely
enforcement of Food and Drug Administration (FDA) regulations concerning the adulteration of juice
Lab-Produced Protein and Synthetic Food Prodian
141We support prohibiting the use of commonl y dndadvenisingofd i
all lab-grown and planbased alternatives. We also support the following:
14.1.1.The regulatory body with primary jurisdiction over iglown or cell cultured or plasitased protein being
designated as USOAs F o o @nd Sispéction Service (FSIS). We acknowledge that FDA may play a role in
deter mi ni ng t hbatthe dagoddayptintary regukatioreand oversight for the product shoudidiee
with USDA;
14.1.2.1f any labbgrown protein product is comingled with traditionally produced meat products, this fact and at what
percentage shall be clearly disclosed to the consumer on the product label; and
14.1.3.Lab-produced pratin products adhering to some level of antibiotic regulations, similar to livestock producers.
14.2.We oppose:
14.2.1.The use of any homenclature used to refer to this product in the marketplace, and on theofatsipgoduct,
other than celbased food product derived from meat and poultry



1422.The use of commonly used nomenclature or spewafic
and fish or specific dg of meat such as roast, steak, ground, breast, chop, fileinetdabgrown product label;
14.2.3.The use of environmental claims about-tglbbwn protein in the marketing of the product that is not verified by
USDA as a regulatory agen and based on sound scienaed
14.2.4.The false labeling r i g r e e n wameatipnodudis as Having less impact on the environment.
15. We support:
15.1.Consumeifriendly, sciencebased labelingf agricultural products that provides useful information concertiiag
ingredients, nutritional value and country of originall food sold in the United States;
15.2.USDA-approved markebased certification programs that identify productoactices used to produce such food;
15.3.Legislation to require labelingf clothing and fabrics according to their degree of flammability and melting point when
exposed to heat;
15.4.The sciencéased labelingolicies of FDA, including:
15.4.1.No special labelingequirement unless a food is significantly different from its traditional counterpart, or where a
specific constituent is altered @e. nutritionally or when affecting allergenicity); and
15.4.2.Voluntary labelingusing statements that are truthful and not misleading;
15.5.A voluntary and uniform labelingystenfor products designated as genetically modified organisms (GMOs);
15.6.Voluntary labelingof identity-preservedgricultural and food products that is based on a clear and factual céstificat
process;
15.7.The use of the "REAL" seal only on dairy products made with-p.6.oduced ;cowds mil k
15.8.Products being labeled as midlg the FDA only if they are derived from a lactating mammal;
15.9.All levels of government to vigorously enforce laws regarding the fraudulent and misleading labeliiy products;
15.10.Allowing changes tohte fat percentage labelimg bottled milkf r om A2 % Fat o to A98% Fat Fr
Free, 0 etc.;
15.11.Truth in advertising when live plantse offeredor sale to the general public;
15.12.Imposing severe penalties for intentional mislabeling of agricultural products;
15.13.Requiring all food products containing animal, frvi¢getableor plant ingreéents being labeled as to the percentage and
type of each;
15.14.Requiring wines derived from grapkedeled as American or U.S.A. appellations containing 100% U.S. grapes
15.15.U.S. origin products proudly displaying the American fiag prominent position on the label;
15.16.The placement of a Quick Response (QR) Code linked to nutritional information in lieu of providawjuhkrequired
nutritional information on packaging;
15.17.Alcoholic cider being defined as made primarily from apples, and pear cider being defined as primarily from pears;
15.18.We support FDA exempting any single ingrediertdurct including but not limited to pure hongyure sorghum, pure
cane syrup and pure maggrup from the added sugaagquirement on the nutritidabels;
15.19.Labelingrequirements be imposed on evaporated mifilen it has been imported and then reconstituted; and
15.20.The common scientifically accepted standard of identity foragceshole or broken kernels from the Oryza sativa L. plant
and four species of grasdesm genus Zizania. Further, we urge the FDA and U$®Adopt and enforce this standard of
identity for rice to avoid consumer confusion in the domestic marketplace.
16. We oppose:
16.1.False, misleading, negative or deceptive marketing and promotion and/or label claims such as food products derived from
theuse of biotechnology
16.2.Use of the notGMO label on products that currently do not have GMO alternatives;
16.3.FDA's proposal which would require warning labels on unpasteurized jarcfresh fruits and vegetables;
16.4.Any product labelinghat states or implies that orgafiod is in any way superior to other farm products;
16.5.The creation of the new Bureau of Alcohol and Tobadex, and Trade regulations regarding nutritional labesing
alcoholic beverages;
16.6.Applying the Federal Uniform Packaging and LabeRegulation requirements to horticultural live plagtswn in
containers when these products aold at the retail level,
16.7.The labelingof plantbased products as dairy products or plaaged beverages as midnd
16.8.Deceptive marketing tactics igod companies that market products including but not limited to mdk or meat when
they do not contain these products.

345 / Mycotoxin

1. We support:

1.1. A uniform sampling and grading standard that takes into account the actual mydexteisn

1.2. The present uniform test for mycotoxXor use in all states and development of an accurate method for testing and sampling
at the marketplace;

1.3. Research that accurately reflects the level of mycotitwdhmay be ingested by a particular species with no harmful effects;

1.4. Research on the prevention of mycotoxins by USID increaing research into the use of mycotesiifiected
commodities;

1.5. Research for more accurate tests to determine mycdeweis as opposed to the black light test for final determination of
mycotoxin



1.6. To ensure consistency in price discounts and crop insunagemnities, we recommend grdiayers base any applicable
mycotoxindiscounts on tests conducted by trained personnel at Risk Management MAjeiAgyapproved labs, and we
support the efforts to develop programs that would allow locabtdesand feed mills that utilize RMA&pproved
personnel, testing equipment and procedures to become &igloved labs;

1.7. The Food and Drug Administration (FDA) ruling on interstate shipments of gnairother products which contain
mycotoxinas long as the ruling provides protection for animals and humans;

1.8. Commaodity Credit Corporatiochanges in the tolerance levels of mycotdrinprivately stored corn in the government
loan program to the same levels for public storage facilities;

1.9. The removal of FDA restrictions on interstate and exgloigments of mycotoxioorn and cottonseeshich has been
treated with a high pressuhégh temperature ammonification process to reduce the mycdtokisignificant levels;

1.10.Funding for an Aflatoxin MitigatiorCenter for Excellence;

1.11.The standardized use of the "thin layer" test for determining vomitex@is in grains and end products; and

1.12.Making permanent the 2012 FDA national emergency corn blensaiger for aflatoxin contamination. This waiver allows
corn under 20 parts per billion (ppb) to be blended with corn up to 500 ppb to reach aSpedifEsation lgel.

346 / Product Quarantines

1.

2.
3.

4,

We support rules and procedures for removing quarantines on affected agricultural commodities. We recommend the federal

government, in consultation and cooperation with state and local agencies, hawththity to impose regional quarantines.

Quarantines restricting the interstate movement of agricultural products should be based on conclusive science.

A quarantine period should not exceed 30 days. By the end of that period, thenggvatragency imposing the quarantine

should be required to take one of the following actions:

3.1. Revoke the quarantine;

3.2. Continue the quarantine for an additional 30 days, for a total quarantine not to exceed 60 days; except in theuttage of p
the total quarantine should not exceed 30 days;

3.3. Condemn the product and dispose of it within 10 days; or

3.4. If the quarantine extends into the second 30 days, loan arrangements should be madetayaitahleers whose products
are quarantined for conditions beyond their control.

We support a revision of USDgre- and postharvest treatment manuals relating to quarantines.

347 | Synthetic Food Production (SFP)

1.

84

We aknowledge that processes to synthesize production of food through the use of complex scientific technology (such as by
means of latgrown protein) will likely continue to develop and yield products that are introduced into the marketplace. Given the
many wnknowns surrounding their reliability as a safe food source, we believe that science has an important role to properly
evaluate these products for any potential adverse health consequences to humans and animals. We believe thahthddJSDA
oversee this role.
It is recommended that:
2.1. The regulation of SFP not lead to additional regulations for producers of agricultural products or commodities that do not
partake in these synthetic processes; and
2.2. The processes by whithey are created have an-alicompassing name to which they all may be referred. This name must
be a term that takes into account not only synthetic animal products but also synthetic plant products that seek to replicate
those produced by agriculturenTer ef or e, for use throughout our policies
productionodo so that it means the portion of any food p
2.2.1.Food is cultured or grown from cells derived fromsgnthesizing an edible animal (such as meat, seafood
poultry), dairy, eggsthe edible part of a plant or the edible reproductive body of a plant (such as rufruit
vegetablegrainor fungus) through the use of technology in a controlled scientific setting (including a laboratory or
factory); or
2.2.2.Food is created at least in part by foods in pardggap.1. of this definition.
We support:
3.1. Mandatory, thorough and routine-itepth scientific studies, testing and monitoring of foods created through synthetic food
production to ensure that they are safe;
3.2. Rules and regulations that guide and oversee the process of scientific studies, testing and monitoring of foods created
through synthetic food production, including both creation and distribution. The level of complexity arehfregf
required participation by government and members of the supply chain should be as stringent as that which has been
historically imposed on the food safetf/naturally grown meat, poultryairy, egg, seafooand juiceproduction;
3.3. Not affording synthetic food production additional regulatory or administrative benefits over other naturally grown meat,
poultry, dairy, egg, seafoaand juiceproduction. We support rules and regulations on synthetic production of food;
3.4. Requiring each party in the supply chafrfand created through synthetic food production to maintain documentation of

both how that food was made at each step of iits produc
and which parties were involved in each such stegesutn inspection by any subsequent partthat chain, including the
government;

3.5. Food created through synthetic food production adhering to antibiotic regulations, as is redusiestoick production; and



3.6. The regulatory body with primary jurisdiction over foods created through synthetic food production being designated as
USDAG s F o o dnd Sspécton Bervice (FSIS) or in the event that a government reorganization occurs with respect to
food safety the applicable food safeigency within the USDAWe acknowledge that FDA may play a role in determining
the safetyof these products, but the diyday primay regulation and oversight for the products should reside with USDA

INSPECTIONS / STANDARDS
355 / Fruit and Vegetable Grades and Standards

1. We support
1.1. Periodic review and revision of federal grades atahdards for fruits and vegetables to better reflect conditions due to
modern harvest and marketing methods
1.2. Fruitand vegetablgradesand standards should not beanged solely on the assumption that such a change would alter
crop production practiceand
1.3. Federal efforts to protect fruitnd vegetablgrowers from unfair dumping practices.

356 / Grain Standards, Grading, Inspection and Pricing

1. Farm Bureau, USDA and the grain trade should continue to work cooperatively to improve grain standards which accurately
reflect the importance of testeight, protein content, insect infestation levels, moisture, dry matter basis and foreign material in
determining quality, grading and pricing factors for soybeans, vanehfeed grains.

2. We support:

2.1. Adjusting U.S. grainaind oilseedpremiums and discount schedules to encourage the storage, delivery andfelxigbrt
quality, clean grain;

2.2. Offering incentives to minimize the percentage of moisture, foreign material, dockage amkesheind damaged kernels;

2.3. Strengthening and enforcing federal standards that would reflect the quality of grain sold in world trade;

2.4. USDA accelerating research to develop more objective tests and promoting the use of thosacmsigtédy differentiate
between types of classes of grains based on hardness, protein content and physical and biological characteristics;

2.5. USDA conducting a comprehensive study to identify the changes in grading procedures and standardssiauciptingy
and testing methods needed to ensure that class and grade will accurately indicate the appropriate end use for each lot o
grain;

2.6. USDA allowing all information available, such as identification by variety, to be used in the classifjgaicedures,
pending the adoption of acceptable objective tests;

2.7. Continued development of new grain standards to improve the present U.S. Grain Standards Act. Revised grain standard:
should indicate clearly and give assurance that we will peosfigan, identitypreservedyrains for our customers at home
and abroad;

2.8. Grading in increments of tenths;

2.9. Premium and discount schedules being consistent and stated at the time of contracting and not tzechizrjgetat
delivery;

2.10.Encouraging processors and elevatorprovide the economic rationale for all discount rates;

2.11.Amending the United States Grain Standards Act for soft white wbéatlude the levebf alphaamylase enzymbased
on the falling number test;

2.12.USDA ensuring that all grain imported and exported complies with U.S. domestic grain quality standards;

2.13.Giving proper and timely notification to farmers and grain dedensding procedures or standards are changed;

2.14.Working for the development and funding of a voluntary certification process for idpntervedjrain;

2.15.Development of contract language on grain that will not extend producer liability for grain quality or type past the point of
delivery;

2.16.Imposing a late cash payment penaltygosin brokers and mills who fail to pay by the agreed upon contractual date. This
penalty should include the contractual payment price plus compensation for delay in payment;

2.17.The prohibition of the practice of adding foreign materialeotjrains or screenings to a shipment of grains to meet a
certain grade. Criminal penalties for violations should be swiftly and surely administered,;

2.18.Inspection and cargo weight checks of all exgbipments by the Graimspection Packers and Stockyards Administration
(GIPSA). GIPSA should also verify the cleanliness, quality and test weight of every gsgnrshipment;

2.19.Producerepresentation on the GIPSA advisory council;

2.20.The adoption of the equivalent bushel concept for grain marketing which rewards producers for delivery of a quality
product. Because the current grain marketing system discounts produaefaehigh moisture grain, a change to the
equivalent bushel concept would eliminate the economic incentive of manipulating moisture levels and more accurately
reflect the commodity's true value;

2.21.Further research of new and advanced teldgy in testing grains for quality, such as protein and oil content, to determine
the profitability of adopting these testing procedures to enhance income of grain producers;

2.22.Standards for the quality and safety of feegpomductscoming out of ethanol plants;

2.23.The continual use of guidelines so that blendihiike products can be continued; and

2.24.All grain elevatorshaving graders who are certified and licensed to GIPSA standards.

3. We oppose:



3.1. The establishment of defect action levels in grain by the Food and Drug Administration unless soundecienstates a
real need,;

3.2. Federal grain warehousbsing exempted from state grain indemnity laws and applicable coverage; and

3.3. Regulations which prohibit the mingling of grain and feed ingredients at farm and feed milling sites.

357 / Hay and Forage Standards

1.

We support:

1.1. The use of the National Fomgesting Association's (NFTA) Lab Certification Program;

1.2. All foragetesting labs becoming certified;

1.3. Proper sampling techniques and the use of Ni€€Aified labs fo all foragetesting; and

1.4. Farm Bureau providing leadership for advancing NFStandardized foragguality testing in the United States.

358 / Inspection and Grading of Meat, Poultry and Seafood Products

1.

2.
3.

9.

8¢

The objective of federal and state meat and pouisgection programs is to provide consumers with a supply of wholesome

meat and poultrproducts. This is a service to consumers and costs should be paid from general revenue funds.

We support USDA approval of management tood thnprove food safety based on cost benefit analysis.

We urge that all tests required by other countries for the emportr meat products be conducted by the Food Safety and

Inspection Service (FSIS). If FSIS is unable to dorémuired tests, FSIS should be required to coordinate and facilitate the

transfer of any required tests to certified laboratories.

We believe all meat, poultgnd seafood products should be inspected and tested to the saraedstamading sources for any

new federally mandated seafood inspection program should be consistent with existing funding for other food commodities.

Regulations governing the application of federal inspection programs to custom slaughtets)dquker plants and produeer

slaughterers should be modified so as not to eliminate these local services.

We favor modifying U.S. beef, landnd pork grade standards if scientific research shows that changes will provide lea@er, mor

acceptable beef, lardnd pork that will benefit consumers, processors and producers.

We recommend the USDA provide processing facility plans to assist processers through the requirements associated with

constructing a plant.

USDA should:

8.1. Adopt a program taking advantage of new techniques proven by research to be effective in reducing bacterial
contamination;

8.2. Focus an aggressive education program on safe food handling of perishable foods to mininsketipathogen
contamination. The public also must be educated about the relative and changing risk status to individuals;

8.3. Fund and inspect seafood, faraised rabbitsprivately-owned cervids, buffalo and ratiteeat as currently being done with
poultry, pork and beef;

8.4. Support smalkcale meat processors and examine existing requirements to alleviate the immense burdens placed on smal
scale meat processors;

8.5. Develop electronic e, lamband pork grading machines and institute their use where practical; and

8.6. Provide more training opportunities and communication for FSIS regarding meat inspegtisements including Hazard
Analysis and Critical Control Points (HACCP) training.

We support:

91. Li miting FSIS inspectorsd authority to shut down pl ant
Slaughter Act. FSIS should work to ensure consistency ofirttion and application of regulations, guidelines and
directives to plants. We encourage FSIS to work cooperatively with the plant manager when actions to shut down a plant
impact the health and welfare of livestock being delivered;

9.2. Changes to Humane Methods of Slaughter Act that will allow more flexibility for inspectors to recognize that every attemp
is being made to be in compliance with the law and that no violation exists when a second shot or stun method is
immediately employed

9.3. USDA approval of the use of hot water, steam and other proven rinses of carcasses prior to further processing. We also
support USDA approval of the use of pasteurization and completion of research of high intensity pulses of light to kill
pathogens

9.4. Granting the secretary of agriculture authority to impose mandatory quarantine andfrexesdt products based on
scientific testing and detection procedures. Authority to do tracesliadke farm should be focused on control and
eradication of animal health diseases and related epidemiological studies;

9.5. Development of analytical methods for-site detection of contaminants and other adulterants that may impedcfaty;

9.6. Changes to the Wholesome Pouldwt to allow more than one person to slaughter or process patiéryacility;

9.7. Changes to USDA regulations to allow for ptime supervision of small local slaughterhouses

9.8. USDA revisions of the yield grade standards for laantd mutton This includes mandatory coupling of yield and quality
grading and the removal of tlké&lney and pelvic (KP) fat on the slaughter floor;

9.9. Establishing federal standards for packing plémas purchase cattle, sheep and hogs on a grade and yield basis;

9.10.Legislation to eliminate nnecessary inspection;

9.11.Produceiled quality assurangerograms that deal with issues of food safety;



9.12.Enforcement of meat inspectistandards. We recommend that the meat inspeptmgram remain under USDA and not
be placed with the Food and Drug Administration;

9.13.Allowing states to enter into Memorandum of Understanding to allow the sale of state inspected meat into other states;

9.14.Meatinspectordeing deemed essential employees in cases of government shutdowns;

9.15.Reclassifying rabbiteaised for food from exotic animatis livesock for processing purposes;

9.16.Federal meat inspectdoging made available to small meat processors;

9.17.An exemption for poultryprocessing facilities of fewer than 20,000 birds atiguallowing them to leasto other
processors who have a HACCP plan and are processing their own birds;

9.18.The establishment of a new set of inspection rules that allow physically injured but otherwise healthy ligdstock
slaughtered under FSIS oversight; and

9.19.Affording all animals harvested in a federally inspected plant the same inspection and cost whether amenable or non
amenable. This privilege should not apply to wild game animals.

10. Weoppose:

10.1.User feego finance federally mandated meat, poultrgntraditional food animals and seafood inspection;

10.2.The use of excessive penalties on producers, processors atherfaRroducers should have feasible control or prevention
programs available to them before punitive actions are taken;

10.3.Characterizing meat animals as carrier&ofoli;

10.4.Uniform grade namefor all graded foods; and

10.5.Cutbacks in funding of the federal meat inspecfiozgrams unless the regulations are changed.

359 / Organic Standards

1.
2.
3.

We support defining fAorganicd as a pnic®rgramntfor marketingtlabelubar d s

We support continued evaluation and improvement of the USDA organic accreditation system.

We recommend that the National Organic Program (NOP) follow recommendations of the National Organic SRaadards

(NOSB) regarding livestock medications, pasture and composting.

Changes to the NOP animal welfatandards should not impair the current practices that allow producers to maintain the

biosecurityof their herds and flocks.

Animal welfarestandards beyond what is set up by industry standards should not be regulated by the National Organic Progran

i.e., animal growing requirements.

The discovery of marked, genetically modified steriles, such as the DS Red Sterile Pink Bollworm Moth, in organically grown

crops should not impact the status of organic certification of the crops.

To maintain the integrity of ganic agriculture, we support USDA's National Organic Standards with the following changes:

7.1. Keeping organic standards strictly organic, i.e. not allowing some drugs -@rganic feed to be used and the product still
retain the certifie@rganic label;

7.2. That certified farmers should be able to participate in their certification management boards;

7.3. Imported products labeled as organic must be subject to the same standards as the U.Stamdgarus;

7.4. The Organic Materials Review Institute's list of approved materials should be the USDA's approved list;

7.5. All persons selling, handling or processing organic products from bulk or opened packages needifiethearett

76. Anyone selling a product | abeled fiorganico be required

We support:

8.1. Those who benefit from the sale of organically prodummmdmodities paying for enforcement activities;

8.2. Efforts to enhance marketing, research and production opportunities for producers of organically grown commodities just «
we support such efforts for conventionally produced crops;

8.3. Auditing and enforcement of the USBertified organic program in line with its increasing economic importance and
growth;

84. A statebs ability to conduct regulatory and enforcemen

8.5. Broad availability of information on the USDéertified organic program, certification process and labeling requirements,
as well as other unbiased information on organic products or production;

8.6. Monitoring the activities angrotocol of the NOSB. American Farm Bureau Federation should work with the state Farm
Bureaus to fill vacant positions on the NOSB when applicable, ensuring that the farmer positions are reflective oftthe curre
industry including both large and small ogions;

87. USDAG6s National Organic Program strictly enforcing the

8.8. Ensuring the integrity of all imported organic grains;

8.9. Keeping all certified organic production in the soil; and

8.10.Issuance and enforcement of the National Organic Program of Livestock Rule.

360 / Plant Variety Protection Act

1.

For decades, the Plant Variety Protection Act (PVPA) has played a critical role in the proteatitenance and propagation of
agricultural seedarieties. While the advent of biotechnologyd the applicability of plant and utility patents to plants have
complicated the plant protection landscape, PVPA shoiliiglsty a substantial role in the protection and propagation of current
and future plant varietie$n order to do that, PVPA must remain relevant and effective.
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Companies that sell biotech sesttbuld help keep the price of semmpetitive for U.S. farmers with farmers from other

countries; however, plant breeders should not sell patentednseaahtries that do not provide the same intellectual property

rights protection.

We encourage the timely release of information regarding increases in teahdes=egrices to allow for appropriate planning

by producers.

Farmers should be allowed to save and replant biotectbygeaying a minimal technology fee on savedd

In order to strengthen the rights of plant breeders and maintain a farmer's ability to sdwee thecldnd he or she farms and

dispose of incidental amounts of see@ support:

5.1. Strong intellectual propertyghts protection to allow seatkvelopers the ability to recover the costs of research and
development of s@s, while abiding by all antitrust laws;

5.2. Restricting the sales of protected varieties without the permission of the owner;

5.3. The present provision which allows a farmer to save fwadse on all the land # he or she farms;

5.4. A provision to allow growers of see@rieties protected under the PVPA to sell the s@edrding to local commercial law
if the seedccompany fails to abide by the grower contract;

5.5. Maintaining the international and domestic gene/germplzemks/stores. These should remain easily accessible to the
public;

5.6. Continued plant variety search in the public sector;

5.7. Compensation for the public contribution to a joint pulplicvzate venture; and

5.8. Uniformity in the establishment of tech fegisbally.

PESTS: ANIMAL AND PLANT

375 / Fire Ant Control

1.

We support:

1.1. Adequate funding at the local, state and federal levels for research, organization and administration of regulatory and pes
control programs in each of the infested statesudiob all land in the affected area;

1.2. Continuation by USDA of its fire ant program;

1.3. Cost sharing by the Natural Resources Conservation Service on farms for chpratatior or biological control of &r
ants;

1.4. Expanded research by Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service to provide safe, effective and practical treatments for
multi-year certification of field and containgrown nursery stock;

1.5. Relaxation of United States quarantieguirements to allow the importation of the Phorid fly for the sole purpose of
controlling Imported Fire Ants; and

1.6. The special approval of Section 18 chemicsdge for the control of fire ants, crazy ants angeAtine ants. We encourage
the Environmental Protection Agenttymake special considerations to control these invasive ant species.

376 /Harmful Invasive Species

1.

2.
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We believe federal, state and local agencies should work more closely with private landowners and industry to address harmfu

invasive species problems.

We support mandating that farmers be included on US@Amittees that are established to administer funds allocated to

research and control of invasive species and a comprehensive national policy addressing the introduction and management of

harmful invasive species. Programs should rely on cooperative, aplupartnershifpased efforts between public agencies,

private landowners, industry and concerned citizens.

The development and adoption of statutory policy and control measures to deal with harmful invasive species shouldbe based

the following principles:

3.1. Regulations and statutes should not be allowed to interfere with or erode property rights;

3.2. Clear criteria must be established to delineate what are harmful invasive species, which should not be defined to include
beneficialnonnative species;

3.3. Regulations should include emergency measures to allow for the timely use of cloemicalks;

3.4. Any consideration of endangered or threatened species should have a componertimgcaghiaddressing the role of
harmful invasive species;

3.5. State and federal funding should be adequate to develop sound stiffitdent to determine lorterm effects of non
native species;

3.6. We support the indemnificatiasf crop and livestock losses from harmful invasive species when it can be documented that
the quarantie requirements or treatment methods are the basis for the loss. We support an increase in funds for inspectio
services and facilities. Funding should also be made available for public education and outreach efforts;

3.7. Public landsshould be managed to reduce and eliminate impacts of harmful invasive species as effectively as private land:
and in coordination with neighboring privately owned or leased land. Such management on pubdicdalttilbe exempt
or excluded from the National Environmental Policy Act process. Any efforts on publictlzatdsffect the uses and private
rights held by public land permittees and users shall be subject to compensation and fair market valukiiag thfethiese
property rights by the introduction or proliferation of harmful invasive species;



4,

5.

3.8. Proper incentives should be provided for farmers and ranchers to effectively control noxious and aquationgedth
support for an Integrated Pest Managenagmiroach;
3.9. Any harmful invasive species program that is proposed should not create additional restrictions on agricultieeaisprod
landowners and industry; and
3.10.Harmful invasive species should not be defined to include agricultural products.
We support statesd efforts to prevent t hedenootrage cbaperationon o
between states to control the current infestation.
We oppose the release/introduction of the Chinese Flea Beetle (Bikasha collaris) as a biological control for the Chimese Tall
Tree.

377 / Indemnification

1.

Federal and state livestock and pouitrggemnificationlaws and regulations should be revised to reflect current market value and

trends in marketing conditions and production programs in these industries. Revisions should also take into accoudtathe perio

governmenvenforced business interruptions andresmoic restrictions.

Indemnificationshould be provided for losses of agricultural products when products are impounded, ifaciuding

greenhouse, nursery, Christmas tmed other horticultutgproduction operations are quarantined or movement or sales are

restricted in the public interest.

Producers should be compensated in these cases and not held responsible for conditions beyond their control. We Urge financ

assistance for téag feed in efforts to locate the source of pesticides and residues.

Producers should be responsible for losses resulting from condemnations from anisiahdrpgsticide residues due to

negligence onheir part.

Current law should be amended to include indemnificdtiotosses due to the use of chemicals, drugs or vacainies are not

caused by producer negligence. There should be no retroaabiligy for property owners, farmers or their agents for chemical

applications made in accordance with laws in effect at the time of application.

We support:

6.1. Statefederal funded eradication prograrfor plants, livestock and poulttigat provide indemnificatioas needed to control
the spread of and eradication of serious communicable dis€asespt indemnity payments should be based upon current
market values;

6.2. Legislation indemnifying farmers and farm owners for the cost of cleanup and other damages arising from thegbollution
their land by the willful or negligent acts of others;

6.3. Re-evaluation of the indemnities for foreign animal diseases;

6.4. In the event of an outbreak of a major animal disease appropriating the necessary funds to faimderaridicationof
lost animals and income until the affected farms are approved to resume operations;

6.5. Including integratorscontractgrowers and producers in all federal indemnity payment programs pertaining to the livestock
and poultryindustries. When a company receives an indemnity payment;ratarehare should go to the grower;

6.6. Federal and state efforts to control tracheal and Varroa mites and to provide suitable indemnity if bee colonies are destroy
in the process; and

6.7. The need to post a bond in a reasonable amount by environmental organizations that@utedtatd agencies to protect
workers and the company owners from loss of income due to work stoppages. In the event that the suit is unsuccessful, tf
bond should be forfeited to the company in order to defray their losses.

378 / Plant and Animal Infections and Infestations

1.

We support:

1.1. An aggressive national and state effort to halt the spread efiatbre pathogens and pests which endanger agricultural
production;

1.2. The establishment offrogram to analyze the effectiveness of state, federal and international plant and animal diseases ar
insect control measures. This analysis should estimate the risk of spread of undesirable plants, animals and insects unde!
current control procedures. 8&ammendations to improve control measures should be included in the analysis. Findings
should be made known to the affected industries; Measures taken by USDA should include:

1.2.1. A ban on untreated products and packing materials from countries waitinkpopulations of destructive pests not
native to North America;

1.2.2. Intensive monitoring of all imported products; and

1.2.3. Funding of research on eradication methods.

1.3. Pest control funding should be made available when the need atsrssb the control of plant and animal pests is an
important factor in reducing farm losses. Programs should be developed so when a problem arises the funds and facilities
can be put in place expediently. We also encourage the Animal and Plant Heal¢tidnspervic APHIS) to undertake
early monitoring to determine the location of pest infestations in order to maximize resource allocation;

1.4. The departments or agencies of the federal governrhentdgsimplement and pursue an effective program for the control of
noxious plants and other undesirable plant species on all lands under their control or jurisdiction, including wildamess are
and national park Such programs shiolbe in accordance with state and federal weed laws and should be in cooperation
with the state departments of agriculture and/or with a designated agency where there is a state weed and pest organizat
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2.

9C

States that are sentinel states for pest introolug should receive increased focus and support to strengthen pest protection
efforts;

1.5. The concept of multinational cooperation in the areas of research exchange, technology transfer and the development of |
plant varietiego offset the loss of federal and state research dollars devoted to preventing the introduction of new plant pe:
diseases;

1.6. A greater international effort to control the spread of noxious plants, insects and animal pests. Quarantine fsartection
these pests should not be compromised in internationalriegiiations;

1.7. The separation and autonomy within USDA of APHIS and the scientific advisory panel;

1.8. Increasing the efficiency of the APH[Bograms and increased funding for APHIS inspections and stronger regulation of
plant materials entering the U.S;

1.9. The transfer of authority for agricultural inspections at the U.S. ports of feotnythe U.S. Department éfomeland
Security to APHIS and increased funding for the agency or agencies responsible for these inspections;

1.10.The employment of technical staff qualified to address new and more complicated phytosanitary and sanitary matters.
Improvements to infistructure, facilities and shared database technology must become a priority for the agency or agencie
responsible for agricultural inspections;

1.11.Increased monitoring of raw wood products and other filased construction material including pagka materials;

1.12.The removal of spending limitations from the APHIS user fee trust fund included in the USDA appropriations act. User fee
should be used to fund vacant inspection positions at ports of entry

1.13.The development and maintenance of effective pest exclusion programs at ports. Gfteseyprograms should include
increased inspection of travelers, as well as public awareness programs, to inform travelers ait$hie thgeiculture from
imported pests;

1.14.Aggressive enforcement of phytosanitary protocol at ports of emtigtect illegal plant and animal products, diseases,
pests or harmful invasive species. Immediate expansion of SBlant Protection and Quarantine Branch personnel and
facilities to take care of increased plant imports. We further request that sufficient fees be imposed on the plant material
imported to cover the costs of adequate inspection and fumigation. USDA sk@valuate and strengthen the risk
assessmerttriteria it uses in determining the impact of importing plants, animals and their products from areas with exotic
pest infestations. In determining péiste zones, USDA should bequired to hold any public field hearinigsthe domestic
production area which will be affected;

1.15.Mandatory identification of manifests of organic shipments for targeted inspection;

1.16.Increased cooperation between ths. Postal Servicand APHIS to increase first class mail inspections at high risk entry
points;

1.17.Increased fines for private and commercial smuggdinggricultural products. Finehould be severe enough to deter
smugglingand be used to fund the APHIS/Agricultural Quarantine Inspection System;

1.18.A prohibition on the use of untreated wood products from countries known to have the Asian Longhorn Beetle

1.19.An awareness program to provide education to assist Texas ranches in identifying and controlling the Fever Tick. We alsc
recommend that we solicit Mexico's assistance to increase the witié lfflexican "bordebarrier zone";

1.20.Implementation and funding for the National Strategic Plan for the Cattle Fever Tick Prabgratloped in 2006;

1.21.Legislation thatvould require USDA to fund and implement dipping facilities at sale barns in south Texas to control fever
ticks;

1.22.All livestock and wildlife being dipped or sprayed before the animals are allowed to be transported out dhguarant
premises;

1.23.Strengthening of Quarantine 37 and continuing efforts to require enforcement. In addition, other protection regulations tha
safeguard producers from plant diseases and exoticipelsiding citrus cankeshould not be weakened,;

1.24.The APHIS proposal to allow the importation of certain fruits from Hawaii, including lygregided they are not held in
transit in any state that is host for theflyicomplex and proded they are irradiated or treated immediately after arrival;

1.25.The continued development of domestic cur@ntivation by allowing the importation of new cultivars from European
Union countries via an appropriate phytosanitaryquol;

1.26.All wheat imported from Mexico meeting equivalent testing standards aptb@uced wheat;

1.27.Full disclosure of the contents of sdets by amending the Federal Seftt to require the tag or label to lisach plant
species therein by name and rate of occurrence; and

1.28.Continued research on virus survival in imported livestock feed ingredients. Based on the best scientific research, a stand
hold time should be established for livestock aminosaaitnerals, vitamins and soybean meal produced irbiagecure
or unknown conditions to prevent further contamination of the product and stop the spread of harmful livestock diseases.

We oppose:

2.1. Any importation of citrus, nursery stoekd citrus produstother than juice from any country having citrus cakemy
other harmful phytosanitary problems and pests until that citrus is certified free of all harmful phytosanitary problems and
peds;

2.2. The combining of APHIS and U.S. Customs Service;

2.3. To weed seebleing sold as bird feed unless it has been treated so that it will not germinate; and

2.4. All sales ofTamariskas a nursery stock.

Bacteria, Diseases and Virus

3.1. We support:



3.1.1.

3.1.2.

3.1.3.

3.1.4.

3.15.

3.1.6.

3.1.7.

3.1.8.

The development and implementation of a formal plan such as Florida's Citrus Health Response Plan that helps
growers manage and control thees of citrus pestand diseases (e.g., citrus cankérus greening);

Increased citrus greening exclusion efforts and research funding for vector and disease detection efforts and
eradication, inoculkion and best orchard managemfamtthe protection of the U.S. citrus industry;

Continuation of strict enforcement of the virulent potato wart virus quarantine on all Canadian patat@as/

livestock fed fresh Canadian potato stock within 30 days of shipment, until such time that Gatediared free of

the potato wart virus;

USDA protecting U.S. potato production by investigating the madaitf the threat of the ro¢é¢sion nematode
(Pratylenchus neglectus) to and if warranted taking action up to and including a moratoishipments of

Canadian seeand/or commercial potato@so the United States;

Scientifically-based, federaljunded programs for the survey and control of the spread of plumpoxiviNgth

America including eradication if necessary. We further support indemnity payments based on established values of
established orchard trees as well as nursery trees and ornamental nursery stock affected in the eradication progran
Indemnificationshould take into account business interruptions as well as long term economic losses;

APHIS protecting the interests of U.S. soybean producers by actively engaging in monitoring and surveillance
activities to control Soybean Ru¥Ve support testing and development of crops resistant to diseases that are not yet
present in the United States. Testing and development should be conductedémsitine areas to protect the health

of present crops;

Funding for the Natiocal Plant Diagnostic Network to allow for continued higinality and coordinated expert

diagnostic services to growers and plant protection officials in the event of an introduction to the U.S. of an invasive
or emerging plant pest, disease, or weed; and

Strengthening restrictions on the importation of agricultural commodities which are hosts to Ralstonia solanacearun
from countries where this disease is endemic.

4. Karnal Bunt
4.1. The tolerance on karnal bumust be based on sound science and appropriate to each segment of the industry, for karnal
buntin wheat, wheat products and other commodities. USDA should work towards that goal by:

4.1.1.

4.1.2.

4.1.3.

Sponsoring an internathal meeting of scientists to evaluate the status and strategies for management of éimel smut
bunt diseases of cereals worldwide, with particular attention to karnal bunt

Taking a leading role in revaluation of international policies on the use of quarantines to prevent the movement of
cereal smuand bunt fungi; and

Maintaining an aggressive research effort on samgtbunt diseases of cereals, including karnal.bunt

4.2. In order to protect and expand U.S. wheat exports, USDA, U.S. Trade Represamtdtiie wheat industry should actively
promote and gaiacceptance of karnal buas a quality issue at the earliest possible date. Karnakhontd be deregulated
and handled as a quality issue in a manner that facilitates the marketing of grain and prevents mgtieslis

4.3. We encourage continuation of compensation discussions and should keep the minimum compensation level the same as

1996.

4.4. Compensation should be established for harvesters and transporters and consistent regulations neddisbhdxfesta
sanitizing equipment.
5. Noxious Weeds
5.1. We support:

51.1.

5.1.2.
5.1.3.

5.1.4.

5.1.5.

5.1.6.

Control programs for designated noxious wegald invasive species and the necessary funds from the federal
government for eradication;

USDA taking immediate action to enact a program to control and/or eradicate TafBatiSledal;

USDA taking immediate action to enact a program to control and/or eradicate giant saltheidower Colorado
River;

The use of mechanical or biological control of Salt Cd@lamarisk on properties adjacent to riveasd riverbeds
though private, state or federal programs;

The expansion of the USDA Agricultural ReseaB#hvice Salt CeddiiamarisR biocontrol research program into
the Southwest, with the understanding that the biocontrol insect shall not be declared an endangeredhapehies
Salt Cedaproblem has been controlled; and

Adding Marestail, Ailanthus and Phragmites Australius to the federal noxious weed list.

6. Pests and Invasive Speeaie
6.1. We support:

6.1.1.
6.1.2.
6.1.3.
6.1.4.
6.1.5.

6.1.6.
6.1.7.
6.1.8.

Recession of presidential Executive Order No. 13112 with its broad scope and potential for uncontrolled costs;
Increased and extended funding for the integrated pest managamogaims;

Irradiationas an approved technology for pest control;

USDA controlling the West Indian sugarcane weevil;

Efforts to control or sterilize the starling, blackbadd crow populations to the point where they are no longer an
economic problem for agriculture;

Adequate funds be allocated for the eradication of harmful species dfiésiin the United States and its territories;
APHIS studying and monitoring the Russian Wheat Agmd taking the necessary action to control its spread;
Programs that will lessethe impact of the gypsy moémd southern pine bark beetle
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7.

6.1.9. Voluntary compliance programs that certify nurseries free of new or emerging plant pests amdgenceegional
cooperation in the absence of federal programs to aid in interstate shipments of plants; and

6.1.10. Allowing acceptable integrated pest manageniiétitl) optionsuntil removing the Pallida Globodera Nematode,
also known as the Pale Cyst Nematode (PCN), from the world quarantine list.

Research
7.1. We support:

7.1.1. Continued research and implementation of detection, exclusion, control and eradication measures;

7.1.2. The Land Grant Universities, National Institute of Food and Agriculture (NIFA) and Natural Resources Conservation
Service NRCS) Plant Materials Laboratory) continuing to search for and develop plant material for forage
production, conservation and wildlife uses;

7.1.3. The best plant species available, native ornative, be used for forage production, conservation aHifel
purposes. Universities, NIFA and federal agencies should promote the use of domestically developed, imported anc
native plant species for forage production, conservation and wildlife activities. Further, NRCS should continue
support and allow the usd domestically developed and/or imported plant species in their cost share programs;

7.1.4. Research to learn how to effectively and economically manage domestic European honeybees in the area where
Africanized honeybesexist;

7.1.5. Research efforts to address viable control methods for Phytophthora eaygsizowny Mildew;

7.1.6. Continued research and development into the problem of preventimgpbeation of exotic species in the ballast
tanks of cargo ships. Shippers should be required to use only those methods that are financially reasonable and
technologically feasible to prevent exotic species in ballast tanks;

7.1.7. Research to combaew emerging pests (e.g., Brown Marmorated Stink Bug, the Spotted Wing Drosophilalyruit
Bermuda Grass Stem Maggots, etc.); and

7.1.8. Research and development of methods to control iegdsive species that may be becoming resistant to chemical
control measures.

SECTION 4 - ENERGY / MONETARY -TAX / MISC ELLANEOUS
ENERGY

401 / Electric Power Generation

1.

2.

92

The production, transmission and distribution of power, includiegtioduction of electricity from atomic materials, should be

primarily a function of private enterprise, including cooperatives, and of othefledenal electrical utility systems.

The price of power sold by public agencies should include an @inegual to the federal income taxes and local property taxes

and such amounts should be paid to the appropriate units of government in lieu of taxes.

We support:

3.1. Limiting federal production or transmission of power to instandesre it is clearly demonstrated that adequate
development cannot be obtained otherwise;

3.2. Selling power produced by a federal agency, at the plant;

3.3. Selling the right to generate power at federal dam sites to private enterprise or ltscaf goivernment unless it would
adversely affect the cost of electricity to rural America;

3.4. Granting cooperatives and municipalities the first opportunity to purchase federal power subject to such modifications as
may be necessary to accomplistuiéaple geographic distribution;

3.5. Protecting water of a quality which is useful for agricultural and domestic consumption uses, whenever practicable;

3.6. Complying with standards to reduce electrical ground currents;

3.7. Regulating powerates effectively, treating customers fairly and servicing franchised territory responsibly; and

3.8. Including agriculture representatives among stakeholders designated as advisors to Regional Transmission
Organizations/Independent System Operators.

We oppose:

4.1. Legislative or regulatory programs that will increase the cost of electricity to businesses, farms and industries without
evidence that the program is needed; and

4.2. Requiring utilities to collect funds frolustomers or members to finance residential utility consumer action groups or any
other organization.

Electricity Infrastructure

5.1. An owner of a utility tower should be responsible for the removal and disposal of the tower once itssgsaiimded.

5.2. The federal government should be required to give local communities and states prior knowledge of a pending utility perm
before a proposed utility right of way is granted.

5.3. We support:
5.3.1. Increasing electrical generati capacity by updating old and constructing new power plants and transmission lines to

keep pace with increased demand in the United States and its territories;
5.3.2. Shortening the permitting process for construction or improving power generatitg plan
5.3.3. Upgrading the infrastructure for the electric giddensure security, reliability and survivability; and
5.3.4. Developing additional connections between utility and transmission infrastructure that could provigte energ
customers direct access to lower cost enstgpplies.



5.4. We oppose:
5.4.1. Department of Enerdgy (DOE) ability to use eminent domain to override state authority when siting exxergipors
under the 2005 energct. DOE should act in an advisory capacity only;
5.4.2. Any government mandates with respect to the use of smart rreaters
5.4.3. Foreigngovernments being allowed to own a controlling interest in public utilities.
6. Electric Utility Restructuring
6.1. The federal government should set the framework for the implementation of changes in the structure of the electric utility
industry, but should allow state government to decide whether or not to deregulate.
6.2. We oppose deregulating electric utilities because it may result in higher power costs and distribution problems.
6.3. The following principles must be met ifeetric utilities are restructured and deregulated:
6.3.1. Changes in the structure of the electric industry must not be undertaken without full and informed public debate;
6.3.2. Benefits of deregulation should be measured primarily in terms of e¢ommeh social consequences;
6.3.3. Restructuring should ensure that all customers have access to reliable electrical service at fair and reasonable price
6.3.4. Restructuring should be consistent with the goals of protecting the environment, aodtestective sustainable
energytechnologies;
6.3.5. Restructuring should maintain adequate staff levels and training to ensure safety, reliability, customer service and
planning standards;
6.3.6. Rural consumers must be assured bélée service and competitive prices;
6.3.7. Provide a phasi to purchase electric power in a competitive market;
6.3.8. Provide a mechanism for smaller customers to pool their electric power consumption into a larger marketable share
through aggreation in order to attract and better obtain Jo@st electric power; and
6.3.9. Provide authority for rural electric cooperatives to:
6.3.9.1Decide whether to enter into a deregulated marketplace;
6.3.9.2Retain control through their electegbresentatives;
6.3.9.3Continue to provide operation and maintenance of distribution lines and services;
6.3.9.4Preserve territories in established service areas when municipalities expand into these areas through
annexation; and
6.3.9.5Have full cest recovery for the use of their distribution lines and retain their present tax status.
7. Hydroelectric Facilities- Federal Licenses
7.1. We favor federal relicensing of hydroelectric generation facilitiesnraaner that will protect agriculture's interest in
maintaining the availability of lowest cost energye entity that constructed and operated the generation facility during the
original license period should be given a preference folideerse extension.
7.2. If alicense should be revoked or not renewed, the utility must be compensated at current value by the federal governmen
8. Nuclear Electricity
8.1. We support:
8.1.1. Nuclear energplants, as a source of needed enevigli adequate safeguards to ensure their safe and
environmentally sound use;
8.1.2. Studying the impact of nuclear power plant emissions upon the surroundiagjtagal community. The operator of
a nuclear facility, prior to beginning of operation and at regular intervals thereafter, should be required by the Nucle:
Regulatory Commission to educate neighboring farmers on emergency agricultural practiceseshar@sdo be
followed in the event of a nuclear accident; and
8.1.3. Reprocessing nuclear wastegenerate additional energy
9. Renewable Electricity
9.1. We support:
9.1.1. Using renewable sources of electricity such as wind, bionsatar, tidal, hydroelectric, methafrem manure and
landfills;
9.1.2. Using biomass$uels for electric power generatiovhenever economically feasible;
9.1.3. Developing renewabliuels clean coal, and next generation nuclear technologies in order to keep the costs of
electrical energwffordable;
9.1.4. Encouraging the use of switchgrass or biommasiglue as a source of f§sh in cement as an alternative to coal fly
ash. The American Society of Testing Materials should conduct research and establish cement specifications for fly
ash from cefired electrical generaih from sources other than coal,
9.1.5. Using electrical generation turbinasnavigatiordams without government regulations or permits;
9.1.6. Researching and developing methddr storing electricity generated from renewable resources;
9.1.7. Mandating that renewable enefghgctricity be purchased at a minimum of the wholesale price;
9.1.8. Responsible and caesftfective wind energglevelopment, including safe siting of wind turbimesccordance with
manufacturersd recommendations without i mposing add
9.1.9. The formation of an inteagency task force to arine issues regarding industrial wind energgplexes.
10. Rural Electric Utilities
10.1.We recommend that the Rural Utilities Service (RUS) be preserved as an independent agency within USDA and that step
betaken to ensure that key administrative functions, including those pertaining to the establishment of technical and
engineering standards, are retained within RUS.
10.2.We support:



10.2.1.A properly designed federal revolving furitht is an integral part of the means to provide the rural electric
cooperatives adequate credit to maintain and strengthen their systems. Such a revolving fund should include an
adequate rate of interest to keep the fund solvent and be used in conjuiittiprivate capital to finance the
system; and
10.2.2.0rganizing and operating rural electric cooperatives in accordance with accepted cooperative principles and
practices.
10.3.We oppose any plan or effort to convert rural eleataoperatives into a public power system.

11. Tennessee Valley AuthoritfTVA)

11.1.TVA's debt is a problem for the agency. TVA rate payers should not l=huttien of a debt created to benefit the nation
as a whole.

11.2.We support:
11.2.1.Working toward a fair debt payment;
11.2.2. Allowing TVA to compete fairly in the total marketplace to remain a reliable power genexatbr;
11.2.3.Requiring at least one director be a farf@rdowner Farm Bureau member.

11.3.We oppose:
11.3.1.Allowing the TVA reclassifying farm accounts; and
11.3.2.Continuing TVA in its present form ashfis achieved most of its original goals and purposes.

12. Western Area Power Administration (WAPA)

12.1.Agriculture is dependent on the reliable operation of irrigagiod electrical distris. In order to protect these organizations
and their dependent producers from issues arising from electric outages and increasing power costs.
1211 We support the concept of fAbenef i eféederalgeprgtiony 0 r egar di
12.2.We oppose:
12.2.1. Allowing mandatory contract advanced funding to replace voluntary advance funding in the General Power Contrax
Provisions;
12.2.2.Giving the WAPA Administrator absolute discretionary awity to change power and energocations in the
contracts held by its irrigatiocand electrical district customers;
12.2.3.Burdening existing WAPA customers with the cost of integratergable energyrenewable) resources into the
western grid; and
12.2.4. A WAPA decision to enter a regional shburly energymarket, otherwise known as an enengipalance market
(EIM), which haseconomic consequences for irrigatimmd electrical districts served by WAPA.
12.3.Any decision by WAPA to join a market should be based on the following principals:
12.3.1.Participation is consistent with the statutory, regulatory and contractual obligations;
12.3.2.Maintain reliable and cosffective delivery of power and transmission to all customers;
12.3.3.Resource participation in an EIM or othentralized market model is voluntary; and
12.3.4.Based on sound business rationale.

402 / Energy

1.
2.
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The U.S. should be focused on energy independence.

We support the development and implementation of a comprehensingy gaolicy, which includes conservation, efficiency,

exploration, research, and proportional use of subsidipsovide for the production of traditional and renewable energy sources.

However, further action is needed to address theevabilities of the U.S. energy sector and the resulting impacts on our nation's

farmers and ranchers.

We stand behind the U.S. caadlustry and codfired electrical generating plants to help achieve energy imtiepee. We

oppose efforts to comply with international environmental goals forpmaér plants.

We believe that a government requirement/mandate for electric car production and use should be matched by concurrent appr

for the construction and/or upgrades for reliable electric generation facilities to deliver the power needed. We support charging

electric cars in ofpeak hours.

We urge Congress and the administration to enact policies that will:

5.1. Encouragdhe states to develop and implement regulations for the handling of abandoned oil and gas production equipmel
and pipelines

5.2. Expedite the development of energy resources anywhere in the U.S., including the Arctic Natiorifel Réfdlge Outer
Continental Sheland Bakken oil fields

5.3. Increase domestic oil refining capacity by modifying atréamlining permitting requirements and other regulations;

5.4. Diversify geographic locations of oil refineriaad U.S. energy supplies;

5.5. Encourage exploration, extraction, pipeline and port faahiystruction to ensure gas and oil supplies meet demand;

5.6. Require pipelinesarrying hazardous liquid be installed to a minimum depth of 48 inches below the soil siuréaee
applicable

5.7. Reduce the nubver of boutique fuet

5.8. Increase incentives for the use of clean ¢eelhnology in electric power generatjon

5.9. Stimulate domestic production of oil and gas by reinstating the depletion allowance, eliminating the tax disincentives for
drilling and removing excessive environmental regulations;



5.10.Support further development of nuclear, solar, geothet@based, hydroelectrioil shale, tar sands, wind and other
sources of energy and recommend that special emphasis be given to converting to expanded useidiog
gasification, liquefactin and alcohol production; and
5.11.0rder a thorough economic impact study be completed to demonstrate the true benefits derived from the domestic
production of renewable energy to assist in our nation becomingugétfient in energy production.
6. We support:
6.1. The goals of the 25x'"25 Alliance which are: AAgricul tu
States by 2025 while continuing to produce abundant, s
6.2. Department of Energy (DOE) developing a grant program for the installation of alternative energyg systarms;
6.3. Educational programs and incentives to promote senedgy conservation renewable energy programs;
6.4. The oil and gas industries' use of hydraulic fracturing in the exploration and recovery process. Hydraulic fracturing should
continue to be regulated by the states, rather than the EnvironmengaitiBroAgency (EPA); and
6.5. Voluntary energy audits to help evaluate energy use and develop energy strategies for livestock facilities, dairiess, nurserie
and greenhouses.
7. We oppose:
7.1. The federal mandate banning the sale of incamadight bulbs;
7.2. Government rationing as a means of allocating scarce energy supplies, except in the case of national emergencies. In sut
cases, agriculture should receive uninterrupted supplies;
73. Socal l ed fidi vor c etateaor hafiondl levgl,iwhithavouid pravent anyonesincluding farm cooperatives,
who sells gasoline at wholesale from selling gasoline at retail;
7.4. The U.S. government subsidizing gas exploration in other countries;
7.5. Alternativeelectrical energy being paid more than the bulk market rate. Any such contracts should be allowed to expire;
76. The federal government 6s Cliredgenerdianyvaadr Pl an t hat address
7.7. Fuel statios requiring/collecting signatures and information for kerosene purchases.
8. Crude OiIl
8.1. We support a gradual increase in the Strategic Petroleum Reserve
8.2. We oppee:
8.2.1. Establishing oil prices through legislation; and
8.2.2. Releasing oil from the Strategic Petroleum Resarveonemergency situations.
9. Natural Gas
9.1. Extensive changes need to be made to laws and procedures governing the review, approval, location and construction of
interstate gas pipeline particular, we would recommend changeste that would:
9.1.1. Require governmental agencies to timely notify all landowners who would be affected by a proposed gas pipeline
under their jurisdiction;
9.1.2. Require gas pipeline operators to provide compensation to landowners for not oaolyealt losses but also all
future losses which may result from condemnations for gas pipeline use, and require operators to pay such
compensation within six months of the date the landowner loses his or her property interest;
9.1.3. Require a minimum ¥ie-year restitution period for the tile and compaction disruption on public easement; and
9.1.4. Require gas pipeline operators to drain any area which has become a wetland as a result of pipeline construction al
restore such area to its previous caoditand productivity.
9.2. We support:
9.2.1. Allowing natural gagzompanies to renegotiate taepay contracts for transmission lines in order to decrease the
price of such gas;
9.2.2. Continuing the Surface TransportationaBds role in overseeing pipeline rates;
9.2.3. Revising the Federal Power Act and the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1986 so the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commissiois supported by general revenue funds rather than pipeline fees;
9.2.4. Incentivizing the use of natural gasagriculture, transportation, and electrical generation;
9.2.5. Methanolproduction from natural gder fuel use; and
9.2.6. Odorization of natural gas components when being transported so that leaks can be safely detected.
10. Renewable Energy
10.1.We support:
10.1.1.Incentive programs and initiatives that will increase the use of, and factlimiocal ownership of all renewable
energy Sources;
10.1.2.Incentives for renewable energy systems in rural areas as long as it does not restrict agricultural production;
10.1.3.The ownership of metharees separate from other energy resources; and
10.1.4.Increased funding for the AGSTAR (methgremotion) program.
11. Solar Energy
11.1.We support:
11.1.1.Solar energy generationasacompont of the nationés energy portfolio
11.1.2.Establishment of state standards for commercial solar energy conversion systems that protect privategitperty
and allow for reasonable development of projects;
11.1.3.Ensuring adequate funds are in place for decommissioning;



11.1.4.Allowing landowners the option of terminating a solar leageeemenif solar panels fail to produce energy for a
period longer than 12 consecutive months; and
11.1.5.Efforts to locate solar energy projects on marginal or underused lands.

11.2.We oppose giving public utility status to solar energgaar energy development companies.

403 / Mineral Development

1. We support restoration of those concepts of the 1872 mining law that guarantee the rights and freeskpecibrs and miners.
2. We support legislation:

3.

2.1

2.2,
2.3.

2.4,

2.5,

2.6.

That clearly states that ownership of all rights not specifically reserved by the U.S. government by Homestead or any othe
land transfer acts rest with the fee title owner;

That reverses the Supreme Court decision classifying gravel minerasubject to reservation;

That ensures that property owners and tenants are fully compensated for all property and environmental damages, includ
crop and pasture losses, caused by mirgyaltations on their properties;

That clarifies that water released from a quarry site must be demonstrated to contain pollutants before the quarry operatol
should be required to obtaimational pollution discharge elimination system permit;

To fund the Rural Abandoned Mimogram and Abandoned Mithé.ands programs, based upon thef&e Mining

Control and Reclamation Act of 1977; and

To amend the Mining Lands Reclamation Act to ensure landowners have rights regarding the reclamation of our land.

We support rules and regulations that:

3.1
3.2.

3.3.
3.4.

3.5.
3.6.
3.7.
3.8.

3.9.

Allow our nation touse our abundant supply of céalachieve energy independence;

Require the reclamation of all mined lands, including disrupted underground and surfacénalating research on

backfill to reduce the subsides caused by longwall mining

Treat surface owners fairly by requiring landowner consent in energy recovery colapdawner negotiations;

Encourage states tievelop their own reclamation standards, which could exceed federal standards in order to protect the
local environment;

Allow construction of ditches following reclamation to be done in a direct route to accommodate agriculturalspractice
Curtail unnecessary bureaucratic administrative delays in the processing of leases;

Require the federal government to release the entire amount collected in fees from mining operations for the reclamation
abandonednines;

Amend the compliance levels for ground vibrations and air blasting associated with mining and construction operations.
These compliance levels shdule set at a reasonable level to protect property owners;

Eliminate uneconomic and unreasonable requirements to returmstidgl land to its original contour when such

restoration will not return it to its most productive level;

3.10.Amend the 11 federal surface mining regulations imposed in order to allow land use changes-frimngréo post

mining, to provide an agricultural land use category, which would include agricultural crops such as grain, hay, pasture an
timber in one group. However, such federal regulations should not preempt state reclamation regulations; and

3.11.Allow frac sand miningand develop regulations based on sound science
4. We oppose government regulations that result in the closure ahdoe

404 / Renewable Fuels

1. We support:

9€

1.1.

1.2.
1.3.
1.4.
1.5.
1.6.
1.7.

Full research andevelopment for the increased production of all forms of renewable energy from agricultural resources
including solutions to help producers effectively manage soil and water conservation issues and control invasive species;
Private and public effts to develop and promote new uses for agricultural products;

Research into the viability and economic potential of agricultural products and commodities used for energy generation;
Production and use of agricultural based fuels;

Research and demonstration programs that use renewable fuel as a fuel for fuel cell engine development;

The Renewable Fuels Standard 2 (RFS2) as passed in the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007; and
Theavailability of multigrade norethanol gasoline for small engine, marine and boutique uses, and all agricultural uses.

Biofuels

2.1,

We support:

2.1.1. The establishment and enforcement of national quality standards for biodiesel, rerieeladie related co
products Biodiesel shall be defined by meeting the specifications of the American Society of Testing and Materials
6751 or its properly designated successor;

2.1.2. Diesel to be a biodiesel blend and gasotie@arenewable fuel blend;

2.1.3. Efforts to educate consumers and industry on the benefits of bénels higher than ten percent;

2.1.4. Legislation requiring the production of clear gasoline that would accommgpe@teound blendingvith ethanol in
all fuels;

2.1.5. Research for the development of alternative denataitigns, in an attempt to make the denatughgenewable
fuel more economical;

2.1.6. Including biodiesel in all the Department of Energy's (DOE) policies and materials regarding alternative and
renewable fuels;



2.2,

2.1.7. Legislative and regulatory approval for use of higher ethanol blends ddwon, highoctane fuels to help
automobilemanufacturers meet fuel efficiency standards;

2.1.8. Standardization of all new gasoline dispensers to be Underwriters Laboratories (UL) certified for a minim2#) of E

2.1.9. U.S. Department of Defense adoption and use of renewable fuels; and

2.1.10.Efforts to expand the use of renewable fuel in commercial aviation, maritime, and othardarge users.

We oppose:

2.2.1. Attempts to defund, repeal or rollback implementation of the RFS2; and

2.2.2. Small Refinery Exemption waivers undbe RFS and support the reallocation of waived gallons as originally
mandated under the RFS2.

Biomass

3.1.

3.2.

We support:

3.1.1. Defining biomasgo include all forms of plant fiber harvested from all lands, public and private;

3.1.2. Harvesting of lowland and riparian areas for biomessexcept lands enrolled in retirement programs;

3.1.3. Increasing thestablishment, production and utilization of eligible bionessrgy crops through the BiomaSsop
Assistance Program (BCAP); and

3.1.4. Retaining and developing policies whistipport the biomadsels industry.

We oppose declaring any potential biomesmp ineligible for use in any biomaseergy incentig program simply because

it is nonnative.

Co-products

4.1.

We support:

4.1.1. Continued research and education into ruminant anerunoimant feed utilization of renewable fuel-pooducts

4.1.2. Renewable fuel producers be encouraged and offered incentives to use recycled efflugmbdiated by local
municipal wastewater treatment facilities in the production process; and

4.1.3. Adding price reporting for corn and its-peoducts including dry distillers grains (DDGS), to the U.S. Census Bureau
Current Industrial Reports as well as to the Bureau's domestic and international market reports.

Emisdons

5.1

5.2.

We support:

5.1.1. Oxygenate standards unless there are enhancements of laws and regulatibasKsliding) that preserve the
improvements in air qualitihat renewable fuelrpvides as a fuel;

5.1.2. Promoting, using and expanding renewable fuel as an octane or cetane enhancer, fuel source, or lubricity agent to
improve air quality Our goal is to expand the use of renewable fuels;

5.1.3. Continuing tests on E diesel to prove the viability of an ethanol additive to lower the particulates in diesel engine
emissions

5.1.4. Amending the Clean Air Adb hold states harrags for emission levels resulting from emergency waivers granted by
EPA;

5.1.5. Designating the cost of purchasing biodiesel as an allowable expense in the Congestion Mitigation Air Quality
program;

5.1.6. Changing tests for lowgulfur fuel to be based on levels of sulfur rather than testing for red dye;

5.1.7. Using biodiesel to meet up to 100 percent of an affected utility or government fleet emission reduction requirements
under the Energy Policy Act 4092; and

5.1.8. Accommodation issues surrounding Reid Vapor Pressure to ensure ethanol volumes can continue to expand.

We are opposed to states being exempt from the oxygenate requirements of the Clean Air Act

Engines and Vehicles

6.1.

We support:

6.1.1. Research for better performing engines that run on renewable fuels;

6.1.2. Legislation to require all new gasolip@wered vehicles be flefuel;

6.1.3. Industrystandards that would require all vehicles capable of burning E8%ofbel equipped with a yellow gas cap to
distinguish this capability; and

6.1.4. Using renewable fuels in all federal vehicles where available.

Infrastructure

7.1

We support:

7.1.1. Timely certification by UL of dispensing equipment for all renewable fuel products, including all storage tanks and
pumping equipment;

7.1.2. All diesel engine manufacturers adopting biodiesel astamative for complying with EPA emission control
standards;

7.1.3. Streamlining and expediting the process for issuing permits for the construction and operation of rifirteges
production of renewable fuetsd coabasification;

7.1.4. Distributing renewable fuels via pipelines othercosteffectivemeans;

7.1.5. Color coding fuel pumps to indicate blends of liquid energy; and

7.1.6. Repating and publishing of renewable fuel production and renewable fuel plant construction on a timely basis by an
entity such as the DOE.
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FISCAL / GENERAL ECONOMY
415 / Agricultural Credit

1. Producers need a variety of credit sources at the lowest possible interest rates. While competition in farm creditim#rkets is
best, long term interesbf agriculture, we encourage commercial battks Farm Credit System (the System) and other lenders
to seek out opportunities to cooperate in meeting the financing needs of farmers.
2. We support the following principse
2.1. Individuals or institutions that hold mortgages or instruments that would normally require a certificate of release in order
that a clear title may be presented, shall upon maturity or other satisfaction of said instruments, file a adrtifieatse in
the local government entity of affected property at their expense within 30 days;
2.2. Lenders should not be permitted to retain mingrarests when disposing of real property;
2.3. Federal small busineggants should not exclude beginning farmers and ranchers and entrepreneurs without any employee:
Grants should be awarded based on the character of the applicant and the merit of business and financial plans submittec
2.4. Adequate incentives shouliek available for beginning farmers to access capital, should not be based on age and should be
indexed to reflect current asset values;
2.5. The U.S. Department of VeteraAffairs loan program should be expanded to allow vetet@mpsirchase farmland;
2.6. Small business government guaranteed loans should be available and promoted for U.S. citizens;
2.7. Federal banking regulators should establish sounebasked capital requirements that tone in times of economic
downturns;
2.8. Prospective borrowers should be protected from undue pressure to purchase insurance from institutions lending them
money;
2.9. A simplified approval process with clearly defined guideti and reasonable time restraints for Farm Service Aganty
Small Business Administration loans;
2.10.Changes to the federal banking regulations to let banks be more in control of producer renewal deoigjardgto loans;
and
2.11.Updating banking regulations to allow banks to do business with entities whose income is derived frandienipgal
cannabis.
3. Farm Service AgencyFSA)
3.1. We support:
3.1.1. Requiring FSA loans be secured by adequate collateral and reasonable repayment capacity;
3.1.2. The loan process should be streamlined, to allow producers and lenders to implechangermanagement plans;
3.1.3. FSA expediting loan processing to allow farmers ample time to make planting decisions;
3.1.4. A requirement that FSA ensure clipping and noxious weed control is performed on acquired property;
3.1.5. The FSA providing adequate levels and terms of credit;
3.1.6. A review and recommendations of appropriate FSA agency policy on loan term limits, loan size limits, interest rate
subsidies and performance audits of FSA lending branches;
3.1.7. Extending the lowinterest loan program for storage facilities to livestock forage crop storage structures, and also
include controlled atmosphere structures;
3.1.8. A requirement that FSAcquired property be offered first taajified FSA young farmers and ranchers;
3.1.9. FSA farm labothousing loans;
3.1.10.Easements or FSA inventoried lands remaining with FSA rather than allowing for transfer to the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service or state agencies;
3.1.11. A much broader definition of efarm income;
3.1.12.Horse boardingperations being covered under the FSA programs;
3.1.13.Increasing FSAdrm loans for grain and forage storage and grain handling equipment for farmers and landowners;
3.1.14.Flexible cash rent agreemeriie treated as a standard cash rent agredandfsA purposes and payments with the
producer receiving 100 percent of those payments;
3.1.15.Increasing the loan limit for USDIASA guaranteed and direct loans up to $5 million indexed for inflation
3.1.16.Increased caps on and funding available for FSA loans to beginning farmers;
3.1.17.Eliminating minimum years of farming participation for beginning farmer loan programs;
3.1.18.Changes to regulation so that FSA cameguire recipients of gas or oil royalties to apply 100 percent of the
proceeds from royalties to loan principal when the creditor has either direct or guaranteed loans;
3.1.19.USDA6 s Far m S e havingamrogkigtiens avgilable to all approved loans within 90 days;
3.1.20.The designation of the operations of the Commodity Credit Corporatidi-SA Loan Services as essential during
government shutdowns; and
3.1.21.Congressional hearings being held by the House and Senate Agriculture Committees concerning oversight, fiscal
responsibility and accountability of the FSA loan program.
4. Commercial Banks
4.1. We support:
4.1.1. Regulators striking a balance between banking capital requirements which preclude lending to qualified farmers anc
making sure that financing for agriculture does not repeat mistakes on credit worthiness;
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4.1.2. Easing Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation (FI@mmunity Bank regulations in order to stabilize real estate
values and energize sithbusiness;

4.1.3. Requiring only those uniform commercial code forms signed at the time of closing be recorded as legal documents;

4.1.4. Requiring lending institutions to notify borrowers when uniform commercial code liemsraawed;

415.Changes to the banking |l aws to ensure that -aborieerimd.str
The government should only prosecute depositors who have committed other felonies using a structured deposit
scheme; and

416.Def endants charged with Astructuringod should be aff
4.2. We oppose:
4.2.1. Regulations that are restrictive, inflexible and damage farmersaaters' ability to obtain and keep adequate
financing;
4.2.2. Any federal or state banking transaction tax or fee; and
4.2.3. Financially responsible institutions should not be penalized for the excessive risk taken by othgomsstitu
Farm Credit System
5.1. Preservation of the System is in the ldegm best interest of U.S. agriculture. The System should remain a fawned,
federally chartered system of banks and associations. We suppos &fforake patronage allocations and cash
distributions a higher priority than building capital reserves.
5.2. We support:
5.2.1. Lending primarily to farmers, agricultural cooperatives and agribusiness
5.2.2. Full disclosure of financial condition;
5.2.3. Removal of the statutory exit provision from the Farm Credit Act;
5.2.4. Retention of regulatory authority by the Farm Credit Administration (FCA) and opposegtiiation of the System
by the U.S. Treasury Department or any other regulatory authority;
5.2.5. FCA examination of regulatory burdens and capital requirements to ensure System institutions can be competitive;
5.2.6. The 1938 Memonadum of Understanding between the System and the Forest Service allowing grazing permits to be
used as loan collateral;
5.2.7. Farmers and ranchers serving on the boards of directors of System institutions and are opposed to their replacemel
onthe boards by commercial bankers;
5.2.8. The System expanding its authority to allow rural lending which meets the changing production and marketing need
of agriculture;
529.The need to moderni ze aosgrveaagriputunecandtrurabAmsricasta helmtbesn cantpetd i
and thrive in the emerging global market;
5.2.10.The population limit for rural home loaihging increased; and
5.2.11.Medical liabilities not beindjsted as a derogatory on a credit report.
5.3. We oppose allowing commercial bartkshave access to money procured by virtue of the System's agency status.
Farmer Mac
6.1. We support:
6.1.1. Farmer Maas a viable source of farm credit; and
6.1.2. Legislation that would provide agriculture producegsiarity lien on crop, livestock and other agricultural products
that are sold to brokers, processors, accumulators and end users.
Aggie Bonds
7.1. We support:
711.TheTax Exempt Agricul tur al Bond for Beginning Far mer
farmers and ranchers with purchases of farmland, breeding stock and farm improvements; and
71.2.Changing the wor d inftheddinitianrobpreviously fownedereakegtaedo make more beginning
farmers eligible for the Aggie Bond program.
Small Business Administration
8.1. We support:
8.1.1. The Small Business Administration (SBAAntnering with commercial lenders as another provider of guarantees for
agricultural loans;
8.1.2. Continued funding for SBA programs; and
8.1.3. Farmers and farmeswned businesses being eligible for SBA loans.
82. Weoppose the #il de nptoposed rule as it Within effecenrsmke poul8pll swindending ineligible within
SBA.

416 / Bonding and Bankruptcy

1.

The licensing and bondimggulations of the Federal Warehouse stobuld be strengthened to protect farmers in the storage of
agricultural products by increasing bondirgjuirements from $500,000 to $1,000,000. Federal licensing of warehouses shall not
preempt state license requiremeand regulatory authority, including but not limited to examinations, audits, scale inspections
and indemnity fund collections.

Bankruptcy laws and regulations should be governed by the following principles:



2.1. Farmers who have deliveredmmodities or other products to a purchaser that subsequently files for bankruptcy without
paying for those commodities or other products, should have first claim on the commodity inventory and all assets of that
purchaser;

2.2. Dealers or brokers a@fgricultural products not regulated by the Packers and Stockyards Act or a federal marketing order
should be bonded;

2.3. Afederal guarantee fund to pay producers for losses suffered for nonpayment for commodities should not be established
unless firs approved by a producer referendum

2.4. Bankruptcy laws should provide more severe penalties for people who fraudulently declare bankruptcy and should require
period of 10 years between bankruptcynfiis; and

2.5. Commission merchants, dealers and brokers, who are insolvent, in receivership, in trusteeship or in bankruptcy, must
provide written notice of the bankruptcy to growers and suppliers for agricultural commodities before the itpimmod
purchased or put under contract.

417 /Credit Card Transactions

1. We support legislation at the federal level that exempts farms from interstate commerce, pertaining to credit card sales.

418 / Fiscal Policy

1. In order toprotect the future integrity of our nation's economy it is in our best interest to address budgetwhfaiterode our
ability to remain fiscally stable. We support a Constitutional amendment requiring a balanced federal budget
2. We support the concept of sequestratigra possible tool to achieve a balanced budtmtever, we believe no programs should
be exempt from cuts.
3. We believe Congss should retain control of the national dabtdelineated in Article 1 Section 8 of the Constitutiad that the
debt ceilingshould only be increased by a tthirds \ote of both the House and Senate.
All of our elected Representatives should be involved directly in any debt debate, and the debate should be held wram.open f
Government economic policies should be designed to encourage econduitity, simincrease productivity, to improve our
competitive advantage in the international market and to promote a high level of economic prosperity.
6. The definition of "spending cut" should be an actual reduction in dollars spent and theathedihithudget cut” should be an
actual reduction in dollars budgeted.
7. The federal deficit should be reduced each year. Social Seddgtlicare/ Medicaid tax polcy and government spending all
require adjustments to achieve a balanced bu@geinding restraint should be prioritized over increasing taxes.
8. Federal expenditures on government services andeendtits must be reduced. All departments of the government should be
examined for cuts in spending, including eo8living adjustments.
9. We believe:
9.1. In open disclosure of government spending at all levels;
9.2. All government agencies should be required to return unspent money to the Department of the Treasury without a penalty
9.3. Agencies and programs that are not reauthorized by Congress should not be funded,;
9.4. All new federal programs should sunset;
9.5. Dedicated trust funds should be used for their intended purpose and not be used to mask the size of the federal deficit;
9.6. Federal budget surpluses should be used to reduce the federal debt;
9.7. Any tax increases should be used to he¢athe budget and should sunset once this goal is accomplished. Tax increases
should not be utilized to create an opportunity to spend money on new programs;
9.8. The economic benefits of proposed tax codanges should lrecognized and dynamic scoring should be used to
determine their impact on federal revenue; and
9.9. Federal mandatese state and local governments and agricultural producers must provide complete and continuous funding
or be eliminated.
10. We support the reinstatement of the Gl&ssagall Acthat would limit activities and §fiations between commercial baniad
security firms.
11. We oppose:
11.1.Awarding federal monies to citizen action grsup
11.2.Federal funding for the National Endowment for the Arts;
11.3.Withholding funds to force compliance with federal programs;
11.4.The federal government bailing out states and cities that are in financial trouble; and
11.5.Changing the budget status of programs to mask federal spending or taxation
12. The Federal Reserve
12.1.The Federal Reserve Systshould be audited annually and the results of the audit should be made public in a timely
manner. The Reserve should have an independent board of governors with production agriculture represented on the Boz
and
12.2.We oppose th&ederal Reserve buying up United States government debt.

o s
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419 / Foreign Investment

1.

2.

Foreign investmerih U.S. assets is a concern. The impact of foreign investmawgriculture, bankinginsuranceand other
business institutions in the United States should be monitored.

Foreign ownership of utility companies and natural resobmsinesses, including agricultural land, should be limited to less than
a controlling interest. We oppose preferential treatment of foreign investinesgriculture and insist that foreign investors be
required to conform to thsame tax laws, import and expagulations as American producers.

420 / Governmental Ownership of Property

1.

2.

3.

Governmenibwned enterprises which compete with private enterprise andrgoegatowned properties which are not available

for public use should be required to bear their equitable share of the cost of services provided by other governneantal entiti
through payments in lieu of taxes. Those governmented enterprises that coldé privatized should be sold to the private

sector as a means of providing more efficient service and cost reduction. Property owned by the U.S. government and no longe
used for the purpose it was intended when acquired (especially if acquired thronghtedomaih should be returned to the

private sector as tax generating property for counties and states. The original owner should be offered first right of refusa

The General Services Administrati¢GSA) has established revised ledemands for all Farm Service Agen®8A) offices.

Congress should require GSA to work with local counties to set reasonable standards for Bwramthated offices.

We support an increase in the Payment In Lieu of Taxes for all federal lands

421 / Monopoly

1.
2.

3.

4,

5.

6.

Monopolypower is a threat to our competitive enterprise system and the individual freedom of every American.

Consolidation and the subsequent concentratitinin the U.S. agricultural sector is having adverse economic impacts on

farmers and ranchers. Congress should review existing statutes, develop legislation where necessary and strengthen enforcen

activities to ensure proposed agribusin@esgersand vertical integratioarrangements do not hamper producers' access to

inputs, markets and transportation.

We recommend the federal government look into the monopolistic practices of importers and domestic céonpatatisag

fertilizer and nitrogen products.

The following changes should be made to further protect the sellers of commodities fraongpetitive behavior:

4.1. Department of Justice (DOJ) should ensure that propasgabcative and/or vertical integratiamrangements continue to
maintain independent producers' access to markets;

4.2. USDA should be given authority to review and provide recommendations to DOJibasagessnergersand acquisitions;

4.3. USDA should be empowered to investigate mergerssolidation or concentratiaf agricultual input suppliers,
processors and retailers for antitrust or-aotinpetitive activities;

4.4. DOJ should investigate competitive markets and price discovery when purchasers of agricultural products and providers c
resources to agriculturptoducers secure a 25 percent (or greater) share of its markets;

4.5. DOJ should have broader regulatory authority to include regulation e¢@mpetitive monopsonisticusiness behavior to
protect agricultural producg as well as consumers;

4.6. Producers impacted by unfair marketing practices should be compensated when harmed by monopolistic practice;

4.7. USDA and DOJ should jointly provide clarification of farmer cooperatixights to encourage the development of
cooperativesnd producer bargainirggsociations

4.8. USDA oversight of the Packeesd Stockyards Act should be enhanced. Specifically, GrapectionPackersand
Stockyard Administration (GIPSA) investigations need to include more legal expertise within td&DAance their anti
competitive analysis on mergers

4.9. DOJ, GIPSA and other appropriatgencies should investigate any aittimpetitive implications agribusinesgergers
and/or acquisitions may cause. These investigations should consider regional monopolistic pdhakuses; and

4.10.Individuals and companies who attempt to control commaodity prices and agricultural production in violation of antitrust anc
monopolylaws should be swiftly prosecuted.

The continued use and expansion of production contismafspropriate as long as producers have equal input in the process of

negotiating the contract and companies owning critical genetics dibtaih too much market power.

We oppose noigompete clauses between equipment dealerships which do not allow competitive pricing between regions, thus

creating a monopolin the equipment market.

422 | World Bank and International Monetary Fund

1.

We support:

1.1. A congressional review of the charter for the World Bam#etermine if it is operating according to its original purpose of
aiding economic development and reconstructimshia keeping with sound bankimpgactices;

1.2. Athorough congressional evaluation of the U.S. contribution to the capital stock of the WorldiBaakphasis on
taxpayer costs and effects on waplaverty;

1.3. World Bankloans consistent with interest rates that are internationally competitive so that the borrowers are not insulated
from world markets for capital;

1.4. Arestructuring of loans to assure repayment of$aaade by the International Monetary FiidF); and
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1.5. The charter for IMF operating according to its original purpose of ensuring international liquidity and exchange rate
convertibility to facilitate world trade anchpital flows.

2. We oppose World Banloans to countries that would subsidize products for expattare in direct competition with the United
States or that are in surplus.
TAXES

435 / Federal Estate and Gift Taxes

1.

We support permanent repeal of federal estate taxes. Until permanent repeal is achieved, timestefd be increased and
indexed to inflation|f the exemption is lowered, agricultural land and capital assets should be excluded from estate taxes
valuation, as long as they remain in production agriculture.

We support:

2.1. Full unlimited steppedip basis at death must be included in any estate tax reform

2.2. The delay of any capital gains thability with inherited property ntil the asset is sold by the heirs;

2.3. The portability of the exemption between spouses;

2.4. The annual federal gift taaxemption being increased and indexed for inflgtion

2.5. Farmland owners having the option of using market value or current use value to determine land value for tax estate
purposes and there should be no limit to the amount that property value can be reduced to reflect its actual use; and

2.6. Allowing valuation discounts for businesses.

We oppose:

3.1. Unreasonable and unfair IRS estate tax audits;

3.2. Estate tax audits that rely solely on an IRS agent's opinion on the valueagfithdtural estate but should rather be based
on the opinions of licensed appraisers with agricultural experience;

3.3. IRS special consensual liens on property or a surety bond that are designed to protect the interest of the government
installment payments as allowed by section 6166 of the Internal Revenue Code. These liens inhibit the ability of farmers o
ranchers to continue to borrow capital to run their businesses; and

3.4. The sale of agricultural land preservation, envinental easements on farm estates and timbering of farmland triggering a
recapture taxiuring the 16year agricultural use period.

436 / Sales, Fuel and Excise Taxes

1
2.
3.
4

No o

10.

10z

Under the current tax sysie sales taxeshould be reserved to state and local governments.
We support allowing the collection of sales tagasdnternetales of consumer goods by -@itstate sellers.
Federal excise taxes should be limited to nonessentials and only be used to generate revenue for dedicated uses and/or funds
Revenue from road fuel taxshould be dediated to the Highway Trust Fufiagk highway construction and maintenance and not
used for norhighway uses.
Taxes on aircraft fuelshould be sed to improve aviation systems.
We support offering a reduced excise tax rate for small distilleries similar to the rate structure for breweries.
We believe:
7.1. Fines for nonfarm use of teexempt dyed diesel fushould be commensurate with the revenue lost from highway use
taxes;
7.2. Trucks mounted with farm equipment and/or farm trucks exempt from state vehicle registration as farm mstubirhery
be allowed to use tagxempt diesel fuebnd
7.3. Electric and alternative fuel vehicles should pay state and federal road taxes.
We oppose:
8.1. Farm licensed vehicles having to file Form 2290, Heavy Highwalyidle Use Tax;
8.2. The sale of untaxed items by merchants on tribal land;
8.3. Increases in the special occupational tax on wineries;
8.4. A windfall profits taxon oil, gas and renewable energy;
8.5. Pretaxationof off road fuel and user fedsr turbinepowered agricultural aircraft; and
8.6. Any new or increased excise taxes.
Excise taxes shouldonhbe paid on:
9.1.1. Aircraft fuel used for agricultural purposes such as crop dusting
9.1.2. Used trucks that have been further manufactured;
9.1.3. Commaodity futures or optiortsansactions;
9.1.4. Email or other private package or courier service;
9.1.5. Any bank transaction or other financial transaction;
9.1.6. Biofuels and agricultural commodities; and
9.1.7. Non-highway farm diesel.
The full federal excise tax should not be charged on agricultural trailers.



437 | Social Security

1.
2.

3.

Action should be taken to preserve the integrity of Social Sedoritgtirees and workers paying into the system.

We support:

2.1. Raisihg the normal retirement age as life expectancy increases and indexing to longevity;

2.2. Giving all Americans a choice of retirement systems, government or private, which operate under the same deposit
percentages and withdrawal age rules as soaatisg

2.3. Allowing taxpayers to invest a portion of their social secuafes into personal retirement accouhts are owned by the
individual and are transfeée at death without affecting benefits for current or future recipients;

2.4. Removing the age 70 cap on actuarially neutral increases in Social Sbeuefits and allowing the actuarially neutral
increases to accrue to age 114;

2.5. Employers and employees sharing equally in the payment of Social S¢axeity

2.6. Continuing the separate payroll deduction for Federal Insui@angibutions Act (FICA) taxes so that it is clearly
identifiable;

2.7. Placing collected social securityxes in a restricted interds¢aring fund to be used only for social secupitygrams;

2.8. Excluding tax exempt income from the formula that determines the taxation of Social Seeneifiys;

2.9. Returning any income teoollected on Social Securityenefits to the Social Securityust Fund;

2.10.Basing benefits upon an individual's contributions to the system;

2.11.Basihg adjustments in Social Securlignefits on the annual decrease or increase in average wage;

2.12.The spouse or family of a deceased person being able to keep the social pagarét for the month the person dies;

2.13.Repealing the Government Pension Offset and the Windfall Elimination Provision;

2.14.Including both private and publgector workers and members of Congress in Social Security

2.15.Every individual having the right to participate in pension plans in addition to Social Sgecurity

2.16.Educating workers that Soci@kcuritybenefits are not intended to satisfy all retirement income needs;

2.17.A cap on Social Securityenefits be instituted to match the current limitontributions;

2.18.Reinstatement of the full federal tax deduction of Social SecamiyMedicareontributions; and

2.19.An increase in the taxable income threshold for So@aliBty benefits.

We oppose:

3.1. Anincrease in Social Securitstxes;

3.2. Exempting low income tgayers fronpaying Social Securittaxes;

3.3. The earned income restriction;

3.4. Means testing;

3.5. Social Securitypayments to illegal alierar to prison inmates who have no dependents; and

3.6. The taxation of Social Securibenefits.

438 [ Tax Reform

1. We supporteplacing the current federal income tax system with a fair and equitable tax system.
2. The new tax codshould encourage, not penalize, success and encourage savings, investment and entrepreneurship. It should
transpaent, simple and require a minimum of personal information.
3. Any replacement tax system should:
3.1. Be fair to agricultural producers;
3.2. Be implemented simultaneously with the elimination of all payroll tesgl§employment taxes, the alternative minimum
tax, the capital gains taestate taxand personaknd corporate income taxes;
3.3. Be revenue neutral;
3.4. Prevent the federal government from levying an income tax;
3.5. Be based on net, not gross, income;
3.6. Not taxbusinesdo-business transactions or services except for final consumption; and
3.7. Require a twethirds majority to impose new taxes or to increase tax rates.
439 / Taxation
1. Tax policy should be designéad encourage private initiative, domestic economic growth, equity and simplicity.
2. We support:

2.1. Income tax indexing;

2.2. Reductions in all tax rates;

2.3. Confidentiality of federal income tax returns;

2.4. Creatingpretax savings accounts as a risk management tool for farmers and ranchers including deferment of self
employment taxes;

2.5. Allowing farmers and ranchers to average income over ayfiee period and allowing shabased rental income to be
eligible for income averaging

2.6. Internal Revenue Servig¢eRS) regulatory reforms that allow profits to be averaged over the same number of years as loss i
calculated;
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6.

104

2.7. Elimination of the Aternative Minimum TaXAMT). Until repealed, the threshold and deductions allowed should be
increased,;
2.8. Elimination of the imputed interest rate;
2.9. Elimination of income tax ogovernment grants;
2.10.Seized real property being returned to the tax rolls as soon as possible;
2.11.Taxing forprofit businesses operated by-xempt organizations;
2.12.Tax credits for small business;
2.13.Treatment of replacement hggekb (i.e., exchanging cash positions with a futures contract) as ordinary income or loss;
2.14.Eliminating income tax on reduced quota payments and state master settlement payments;
2.15.Allowing corporations to deduct earnindistributed to stockholders as dividends;
2.16.Tax incentives, such as exemptions for loan forgiveness programs, to encourage medical professionals and large animal
veterinary practitioners practice in rural areas;
2.17.Income tax assessments and income tax refunds having the same statute of limitations;
2.18.Making the provisions of Section 199A dealing with business permanent, with the inclusion of capital gains under qualifiec
business income;
2.19.Requiring the IRS to notify each taexempt organization of its tax filing responsibilities; and
2.20.The increase in income levels triggering the taxability of Social Security
We oppose:
3.1. Taxing interest incomesat accrues;
3.2. The use of agricultural land as a letggm, tax sheltered investment by pension and psbfiring funds;
3.3. Taxing the cash value buildup in life insurance
3.4. Avalueadded tax;
3.5. Earnedmcome credits for dependents who are not citizens and who do not live in the United States;
3.6. IRS' Taxpayer Compliance Measurement Program;
3.7. Taxing health insurangeremiums to fund health coverage for those who do not have insurance;
3.8. Retroactive taxatign
3.9. Taxation by tribal governments of n@mrolled people within reservation boundaries without representation;
3.10.Taxation on the Veterinary Medicine Loan Repayment program;
3.11.Businesses, corporations and other enterprises outsourcing jobs to other countries receiving a tax break;
3.12.Wealth taxes;
3.13.Any tax or governmenimposed user fee orommodity futures or optionsansactions; and
3.14.Additional taxation on animabased protein meat products.
Sel-Employment Taxes
4.1. We support:
4.1.1.Classifying Conservation Reserve Program payments as ictate not subject to Social Secuttiax;
4.1.2.Allowing self-employment tax liability to be calculated by averaging-eeiployment income and losses similar to
income tax averaging;
4.1.3.Exempting rental income from landnted to the owner's famifarm corporation, limited liability company or
partnership from the sedfmployment tax; and
4.1.4.Cutting the selemployment tax so that it equals the employee's share of employment taxes.
Capital Gans Tax
5.1. We oppose any tax on capital gains. Until the capital gainis t@pealed, we support:
5.1.1.Cutting the tax rate on capital gains;
5.1.2.Indexing capital gains to inflatign
5.1.3.An exclusion for the sale of agricultural land that remains in production;
5.1.4.An exclusion for payments for farm land preservation easements and development rights;
5.1.5.An exclusion for the transfer of a business, including farmsyd®st parent and children;
5.1.6.Allowing a taxpayer to defer taxes from the sale of property and machinery by investing the proceeds into a
retirement account with taxes due at withdrawal,
5.1.7.Eliminating the $3,000 limit on capital lossesd
5.1.8.An exclusion for land taken through threat of/or by eminent domain
Depreciation, Expensing and Deductions
6.1. We support:
6.1.1.A tax deduction of fair market valder agriculture products donated to charity;
6.1.2.Section 179 Small Business Expensing and indexing the amount for inflation;
6.1.3.Annual expensing of preproduction expenditures;
6.1.4.Treating costs incurred for majequipment repairs as an expense rather than a capital improvement;
6.1.5.Accelerated depreciation using the same methods available-famomusinesses;
6.1.6.Allowing water storage reservoirs built for irrigation and the cost of land levelingdter conservation to be
depreciated over a fowear period;
6.1.7.Reforestatiorcosts being treated as an expense in the year they are incurred,;
6.1.8.Raising the cap on the tax credit and shortening the amortization paribe cost for replanting of trees;
6.1.9.A deduction for a portion of the home telephdileused in the farm business;



6.1.10.A deduction for all state and local taxes;

6.1.11.Keeping a deduction for charitaltentributions;

6.1.12.A full year's depreciation for capital purchases made during the year;

6.1.13.A deduction for interest and depreciation when as a result of a divorce, farm assets must be purchased by the spot
remaining with the farm;

6.1.14.Written business employment agreements being accepted as proof of a valid employer/employee relationship with
family members;

6.1.15.The continuation of the thregear depreciation schedule for race harseswWwe bel i eve the term
means when the horse begins training;

6.1.16.A deduction for business interest expense;

6.1.17.Allowing use of depreciation of assets as a deduction for businesses;

6.1.18.Making bonus depreation permanent; and

6.1.19.The same depreciation schedules for income taxes and the AMT.

7. Environmental and Renewable Enerdghax Issues

9.

7.1,

7.2,

We support:

7.1.1.Tax incentives that encourage farmers and rancheaféguard plant and animal species, conserve our natural
resources and improve the quality of our air and water;

7.1.2.A deduction for the full and fair value of a donated conservation easemguntchased development right

7.1.3.A revision to the federal tax code that a conservation easemwith a limited time (less than 99 years) is eligible
for tax incentives;

7.1.4.The same installment sales reporting for landowners who donate a term easethese who donate a permanent
easement

7.1.5.Federal taxevenue received from the sale of development rights being remitted to the state of origin for farmland
protection prograist

7.1.6.Exempting cost share benefits received from government mandated or governmenespoossgrvation practices;

7.1.7.Tax policies that will create a diverse, domestic ensrgply to spur economic growth while strengthening our
energysecurity and bolstering rural economies;

7.1.8.Tax incentives fodomestic renewable power, including wind powet are calculated on a standard Btu/kwh
equivalent measurement basis without regard to the materials, methods or sources;

7.1.9.Tax incentives for biodiesetenewable biodiesehnd secongeneration biofuednd for alternative fuel vehicle
refueling property;

7.1.10.Taxation of the WetlandReserve Program payments to be tréa® ordinary income or capital gains at the
discretion of the landowner; and

7.1.11.Energysavings credits for homeowners who utilize biontassmal energy

We oppose carbon emissioelated taxes or fees on horsepower of vehicles and equipment used for agricultural production.

Financial Distress Tax Relief

8.1.
8.2.

8.3.

8.4.

8.5.

8.6.

We support casuaklpss tax treatment for timber destroyed by insects, diseases or natural disasters.

We support an exclusion from capital gainsesfor forced asset sales due to disasters, bankrupsojvency or serious

financial stress, condemnatiand indemnification

We support amending the current tax ctmprovide for recouping actual value of casualty losses rather than basis value for

forestry operations.

We support an income tax exclusion for:

8.4.1.Proceeds from the sale of forced livestodesaue to disaster or condemnatpyovided replacement livestock is
purchased in the next 10 years; and

8.4.2.Federal farm payments related to weatlieaster, reduceguota payments and state master settlement payments.

We support deferring recognition of income for:

8.5.1.Two years for proceeds from a forced livestock sale caused by government reduced grazing periods or permits;

8.5.2.Up to ten years for proceeds from forced liquidations due to disaster or eminent ;damadain

8.5.3.0ne year for crop insurance indemnity paynents.

We oppose:

8.6.1.The recapture of investment tax creafit agricultural property owned by a farmer who is declared to be insolvent; and

8.6.2.Levying income taxes on taxpayers who are declared insolvent and sell property for less than the loan amount.

Taxes on Savings

9.1.

We support:

9.1.1.Increasing the maximum allowance on individual IRAs anditferred retirement plans to $12,000 indexed for
inflation;

9.1.2.Eliminating the adjusted gross income limitation for deductible Individual Retirement Account contributions;

9.1.3.Changing the Simplified Employee Pensiowlividual Retirement Account contribution rules to allow employees to
work up to 210 days and make up to $10,000 before they must be included in the same percentage of income as th
owner contributes;

9.1.4.Eliminating income taxes on the first $1,000rderest income from savings accounts of individuals;

9.1.5.Eliminating mandatory distribution from IRAs and other retirement plans; and

9.1.6.Allowing penalty free transfers from IRAs to health savings aceount
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10. Taxes on the Transfer of Property
10.1.We support:

10.1.1.Allowing farmers the unlimited deferral of taxes when exchanging farm property for farm property (Section 1031
exchanges);

10.1.2.Changing likekind exchange rules so that the time allowed to identify exchange property is increased from 45 days
to six months and, the time allowed to close on and receive property is increasec fnoomtis to one year;

10.1.3.Tax incentives for persons who sell or leks®, facilities, machinery, livestock or other assets to beginning
farmess, and additionakix incentives for reduced rents; and

10.1.4.Installment sale reporting for all gains from the sale or exchange of farm properties.

11. Tax Record Keeping Issues
11.1.We support:

11.1.1.The option of using G accounting without restrictions;

11.1.2.Increasing the $150 Social Securtyd Medicarehreshold to $2,500, eliminating the total farm payroll test,
indexing the threshold, imposing a-84y test for determining if wages are subject to tax, and exemptirtgriell
students 18 years of age or younger from withholding;

11.1.3.Raisihg the minimum amount required to be reported on the 1099 form to $6,000 indexed for inflation;

11.1.4.Exempting forward contract sales by farmers from form 1099B filing requirements;

11.1.5.Granting corporations the same safe haftmm underestimation penalties as individuals;

11.1.6.Setting the tax filing deadline for famifarms or farm corporations, at 75 days after the close of their fiscal year
without requiring estimated quarterly pagnts;

11.1.7.Not requiring taxpayers to maintain depreciation schedules for equipment that is no longer owned,;

11.1.8.Exempting all plants from the uniform capitalizatiares;

11.1.9.An April 15 filing deadline for farmers requiring estimated tax payments;

11.1.10.A clear policy for implementing income tax filing procedures bgAlworkers who have left the United States and
cannot file existing forms on time from their home country;

11.1.11 Acceptance of canceled checks as documentation for deductible expenses or contributions;

11.1.12 Family-owned farms that are organized as LLCs, LLPs and S Corps being considered as individually owned
entities and not subject to farm syndication rules that prevent them from using cash accounting; and

11.1.13.Payments for veterinariaservices not being subject to Form 1099 reporting requirements.

12. Family Tax Issues
12.1.We support:

12.1.1.Allowing a 100 percendeduction for a person's health, dental, disability and-teng care insurance premiums;

12.1.2.Allowing an adjustment to business income for premiums and@iarbursable medical expenses. Eligibility should
not be predicated on all employds=ing provided health insurance

12.1.3.Children with income who are claimed as a dependent not having to pay taxes at their parent's rate;

12.1.4.A tax deduction for postecondary @ucation tuition;

12.1.5.Educational scholarshighall not be considered taxable income;

12.1.6.The elimination of the marriage penalty;

12.1.7.Child-care credits for theelf-employed;

12.1.8.Limiting the Earned Income Tax Credit to the amount of income and employment taxes paid;

12.1.9.Extending the Child Tax Credit from age 17 to 23 for dependent children who atienfiltollege students;

12.1.10.Exempting the proceeds from the sale of business property from adjusted gross income caps for retirement
purposes;

12.1.11 Eliminating the adjusted gross income threshold for deducting medical expenses;

12.1.12 Expanding theax credit for health savings accosnand

12.1.13 A full deduction for medical expenses.

12.2.We oppose the taxing of employees on provided health insubemedits.

440 / Taxation of Coopeatives

1. We support:

1.1.
1.2.

1.3.

1.4.

1.5.
1.6.

Farmer cooperative income being taxed only once, either when earned by the cooperative or when received by the patron
Farmer cooperativdseing given at least two years to adjust to a new interpretation of the tax status of cooperatives
Changes should not affect loegtablished practices nor apply retroactively;

An exemption for inome used by farm credit institutions to build required reserves because of a change and income not
used for that purpose should be returned to cooperative members;

Allowing producerpurchased companies that transition into cooperativhave the same tax advantages as employee
purchased companies;

An investment tax credfor producers who purchase shares in vadded cooperativeand

Cooperativedeing able to retain their teexempt status regardless of the amount of grant money they receive.

2. We oppose withholding taxes ontpmage refunds.
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USDA: PROGRAMS AND &RVICES
455 / Agricultural Reports

1. Confidentiality of governmentollected individual producer data or records, including the names and addresses of participants, i
important and sbuld not be released to any government agency or any other entity. A privacy statement should be supplied
stating that the information will not be released without written consent from the individual/customer/client.

2. We support:

2.1. Changesrn national and international crop reporting services that use improved technology and methodology as appropria
to provide more timely and accurate supggmand information, including current planting intentions;
2.2. The National Agricultural Statigs Service (NASS) should continue to collect and publish county, state and national level
data and statistics;
2.3. USDA including agricultural impostfrom all countries in its cropporting service in a timely manner;
2.4. Releases and reports issued by USDA being scheduled to minimize the impact on other agricultural commodities;
2.5. Funding to establish a national dry besdocks report compiled by NASS;
2.6. Regularly collecting and reporting of NASS data on the production and use of etbgqmotucts used for livestock feed
and the replacement percentage of corn exports with dried distillers;grains
2.7. The Peanut Planting Acreage Report being released after the Farm Service @&@Xcgieadline for planted peantias
passed;
2.8. The addition of another ricgtocks reporting date of June 1;
2.9. Implementation on an operational basis of the Large Area Crop Inventory Experiment technology to better track worldwide
inventory of agricultural production;
2.10.A greater international effort tonprove global crop and livestock reporting;
2.11.Prompt release of satellisnd other sources of information on crop acreage and conditions such as production estimates,
effects of weatheand insetpressures around the world. The lack of such pertinent information from USDA results in wide
swings in market prices which are costly to farmers;
2.12.World production information, including U.S. data, should be reported in the same units of measurem
2.13.Development of budget expenses and recoveries that more clearly portray the net cost of farm frdlyeaths.
government;
2.14.Cooperation with NASS by producers to submit their best asisnon crop report questionnaires or to provide information
to enumerators;
2.15.The agriculture censumeing restricted to questions relative to farm acreage and livestock numbers. Reporting forms should
be updated, simplified, and tdsted to relevant personal information;
2.16.Re-evaluating the definition of "farmer"” for the purpose of the USDA Agricultural Census
2.17.The USDA Market News Servidarnishing information on direct sale$ slaughter and feeder cattle, sheep and hogs
including the reporting of wholesale dressed beef, pork and lamb trade;
2.18.USDA making a distinction between hair and wsléep in their Annual Livestock Census
2.19.Annual production reports being reinstated for all fruit, vegetables and specialty crops;
2.20.USDA including in its estimated gross agricultural income the &mutal value of farm homes and the value of harevn
produce consumed on the farm. These factors are not used in computing nonagricultural income. The same methods sho
be used in computing agricultural and nonagricultural gross income;
2.21.The NASS survepeing audited periodically;
2.22.Appropriate action being taken if a processor incorrectly reports inventory to either NASS or Chicago Mercantile Exchang:
and are found to be manipulating the market by incorrectly reporting inventory;
223 The definitioarst ofpMiaged taomud iffangr i cul t ur e beasfallows:md f or
2.23.1. Agritourismenterprise refers to an enterprise as a working farm, ranch or agriculture plant conducted for the
enjoyment of visitors that generates income for the owner; and
2.23.2.Agriculture tourism refers to the act of visiting a working farm or any agriculture, horticoltagribusiness
operation for the purpose of enjoyment, education or active involvement in the activities of the farm or operation tha
also adds to the economic viability of the state;
2.24.FSA as the primary crop reporting agency;
2.25.USDA's NASS valuation of Hawaii coffeop as green bean;
2.26.Voluntary participation in all government agricultural surveys, including the USDA Agricultural Gensus
2.27.A NASS necall list; and
2.28.Share rent and cash rest being included in all surveys. All share rent surveys should include a cash rent value.

3. We oppose the Federal Drug Administration (FDA) and USDA releasipgrts without peer review or adequate scientific

review.

456 / Commodity Promotion

1. We recognize the right of producers to promote increased research, sales and consumpteamohdtitties they produce.
2. State and federal governments should not cease funding research and promotion with the intent of allowing the farmer checkof
funded programs to cover such costs.
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3.

4.

Commodity checkoff programs should meet the folitg criteria:

3.1. Approval by producer referendupmnior to implementation or change of a program;

3.2. Referendunprocedures to protect voting rights and the confidentiality of individual producersi@naniform voting
procedures and encourage maximum participation by producers. The minimum voting age should be 18 years old;

3.3. Areferendunshall be held at any time upon petition of 10 percent comprising a representative sample of registered
producers;

3.4. Producers should control the board and the program. Members of the board should be contributors to the checkoff and nc
selected basl on norrelated criteria;

3.5. Limitations so that funds are used only for promotion, consumer education, market development and research. Grower
educational programs should be limited to project information and financial statements;

3.6. For prgrams that authorize refunds of assessments, the refunds should be distributed in a timely manner;

3.7. Emphasize valuaddedbenefits to producers and focus on higher net returns for farmers;

3.8. Checkoftfunded resazh grants for end user products should have royalty or licensing agreements, where feasible, signed
with the research institution;

3.9. USDA should provide an annual report and strengthen oversight activities to assure producers that #ne haidg used
only for their intended purposes and not diverted to help finance state or national organizations whose major purpose is tc
provide legislative and regulatory services for members;

3.10.Producer participation in checkoff reégrda should be improved through all available means, includingmailelectronic
ballots;

3.11.Imported commodities should be subject to promotional checkoffs on the same basis as domestic producers, including
producers from Puerto Rico

3.12.Any commission or body created under an agricultural commodity promatigram should be required to provide
complete accountability to its producers of the expenditure of funds cdlligota them, including funds released to any
agricultural organization, public agency or private firm for promotion or research purposes; and

3.13.Transparency in checkoff programs and producers' confidence in these programs requires ditgdaiteden
organizations charged by federal statute with fiduciary responsibility for checkoff funds and any national policy
organizations.

We oppose a neoommaodityspecific organicheckoff.

457 | Cooperative Extension Service

1.

2.

3.

4,

The ultimate beneficiary of the Cooperative Extension Sef@&sS) is the American consumer, who has been provided a

plentiful supply of food and fiber.

The CES should remain an agency within USDA and a part of the landcotiagtes and univsities with federal appropriations

expended under cooperative agreements between USDA and each state. Federal and state funds should be used for the

implementation of Extension programs as established under the cooperative agreements.

We support:

3.1. The basic philosophy of CES that programs, and program direction, should be decided by local participants in the progran

3.2. New programs providing services to nfamm people provided they do not come at the expense of programs farfdrm
ranch families;

3.3. CES devoting more time to farmers' needs and to the dissemination of research information to farmers. CES should initiat
not only the dissemination of research but also a flow of possible impacts and needs from theafadtraeback to the
researcher and to the public;

3.4. Expansion of business management and career guidance programs through CES;

3.5. Anincrease in funding and improving services;

3.6. CES and USDA developing and publicizing a positive food gafeigram;

3.7. The streamlining and consolidation of CES while maintaining support for youth; and

3.8. Maintaining an agricultural focus for ousH prograns.

We oppose:

4.1. The federal goveirment dictating direction through the earmarking of funds for specific federally directddnmon
programs;

4.2. The repeal of the Hatch Aof 1887 and the movement of Hatch Aends from the current system to engpetitive grant
system;

4.3. The repeal of the Cooperative Forestry Research Act of 1962 and the movement of those funds to a competitive grant
system. These funds are vital to maintain the infrastructure of ag research stations at lanmdvgnaities;

4.4. Assignment of university extension faculty or staff to regulatory or law enforcement duties of any kind, believing such
duties to constitute a conflict of interest, defeating both educational and cegylatposes;

4.5. Federal changes in funding mechanisms for nutrition programs used with CES; and

4.6. Federal budget cuts affecting agricultural researdh CES that are in excess of the overall percentage reduction in
spending.

458 / Farm Service Agency Committees

1.
10¢

We support:



1.1. The Farm Service Agey (FSA) County Committee system, and oppose its elimination;

1.2. FSA committees consisting of farmers who receive a major part of their income as active producers of agricultural product
County FSA committees should remain solely farslected;

1.3. County FSA committees having more control over local situations and programs including providing USDA payments for
conservation programs. County committees and the state FSA committee should assist Natural Resources Conservation
Service (NRCS) in dermining what programs are applicable and should be used;

1.4. Better communication and recestharing between FSA and NRCS. Any reckegping mistakes on the part of the agency
should not penalize the affected producer;

1.5. Greater efforts by BDA agencies at the local level to educate producers and landowners on program and paperwork
requirements;

1.6. County FSA committees having the right of appeal for determinations made at the county level that are rejected by the ste

1.7. Criteria established to guide office closuaiecisions should be followed by a review committee;

1.8. Each farmer or rancher affected by an FSA office closing having the right to choose to be serviced by the most convenien
servce center;

1.9. Implementation of an online reporting process by FSA that is available to all producers regardless of their operational
structure;

1.10.The efficient delivery of farm progranasd retention of county committs&ructures with all counties represented, even if
the number of county FSA, NRCS and Rural Economic and Community Development offices is reduced. Whenever
counties are combined, equal board member representation and reasonable travel distance siavédbe en

1.11.Criminal prosecution of voting irregularities in FSA committee elections; and

1.12.Designing computebased service delivery systems to work with the wide skill level of producers and the wide variety of
computer hardware, software ainternetproviders available to farm producers.

The National Appeals Division (NAD) should:

2.1. Berequired to adjudicate cases using the same rules and regulations formulated by USDA, which the FSA county and stz
committees are required to follow;

2.2. Have the authority to enforce agency implementation of NAD determinations;

2.3. Streamline or shorten the length of time of the appeals process to allow for a quicker resolution of disputes between
producersand agencies;

2.4. Provide clear instructions for the implementation of a final determination; and

2.5. Award damages to producers who prevail in a NAD decision.

The NAD should not allow agencies to reissue a technical determinatiothaf@riginal determination was found erroneous.

We oppose:

4.1. FSA asking farmers to sign any waiver that would exempt them from the "Finality Rule," which providday$#iod
for FSA to review an application before disagtesistance determinations are final and binding.

4.2. FSA levying Social Securitgayments and/or other retirement funds against uncollectable debts owed to FSA and Federal
Housirg Administration.

459 / National Weather Serviée support:

1.1. Accurate, timely reporting of weath&formation and the maintenance and adequate funding of current waia#hgsis
and information dissaination systems;

1.2. Federal, state and private agencies working to improve these systems as well as the coordination of user support and fed
funds to assure continuity and improvement;

1.3. Federal funds to restablish agricultural weathservices within USDA

1.4. Concentration of efforts to advance weatloeecasting techniques into areas which will benefit crop and agricultural
management practices;

1.5. Continuation of the National Weath®erviceinformation over standard AM, Fldnd television stations;

1.6. An increase in the wattage used by the National We&beticeemergency broadcasts so that outlying areas may have
better reception;

1.7. Improvement of the Palmer Drought Indexaddress regional conditions;

1.8. Determining drought as conditions meeting the U.S. Drought Molmittex level D2 or above;

1.9. When possible, the National Weatl8=rvicecontracting with private suppliers for Doppler radar serinaenderserved
areas; and

1.10.Increased funding of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration wetdtiens to increase the number of
stations available for reporting rainfall data.

460 / Perishable Products

1.

2.

The Perishable Agricultural Commodities Act (PAQ&gulations should be amendedtovide growers with more effective
provisions for enforcing prompt pay

PACA should be amended to provide coverage of sod, perishable greenhouse products, ornamental plants, cut flowers and
Christmas treg

We oppose any governmental agency delaying the marketimgrishable product®r the purpose of collecting a penalty

without having probable cause of a health risk.
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461 / Research

1.

2.

11C

The food and agriculture reseay&xtension and educati@ystem must support, build and maintain a critical mass of well

trained scientists in the public sector to ensure that the U.S. remains the leader in global agricultural productiativAraeffe

efficient transfer of knowledge and technology for the benefit of agriculture producers and consumers worldwide must be

maintained and remain a high priority in future budgets.

We support:

2.1. Ongoing efforts to elevate food, agricultural and naturaluess research as a national priority, including partnering with a
broad coalition of stakeholders to develop and deliver a unified message calling for moving agricultural research to the
forefront of American science;

2.2. Strengthening investmentsrass the board in the U.S. food, agricultural and natural resources research portfolio, including
competitive grantsfederal and state capacity funding and additional pytliate partnerships;

2.3. A commitment for incresed investment across all federal agencies with significant roles in addressing critical priorities in
food, agriculture and natural resources through research;

2.4. USDA research, Extension and educafiongrams tht are initiated by partnerships between federal, state and local
governments and carried out through universities and USDA. These programs should reflect and be tailored to the unique
soil, environmental and socioeconomic makeup of regions, states athesloc

2.5. Federal research and Extension funding that assures regional and national interests are being addressed by state instituti
in a cooperative, coordinated, castective way and helps compensate individual states for the costs of prabeams
benefit other states, the nation, and the public. These funds should be allocated on the basis of scholarship and quality of
science;

2.6. Streamlining the process for more direct funding by the National Institute of Food and Agriculture talatnohigersities
directed toward production agriculture and mechanization research;

2.7. Production research on efficient nutrient uptake, water usage and improved pest and disease resistance for crops and
livestock;

2.8. National and regional organizations patterned after the Council on Food and Agricultural Research that provide agricultur:
producers participation in priority setting, funding and accountability of the system;

2.9. Managing federal and state fundedearch programs to support basic and applied research and technology transfer for the
benefit of U.S. farmers, agribusinessd consumers;

2.10.Public and/or private research that provide mefarmation and technologies to meet soil, environmental and
socioeconomic conditions and improves the economic viability in agriculture;

2.11.Awarding some federal grants on a competitive basis. Criteria for awarding these grants should placerppiaijécts
that meet objectives identified by agricultural producers. These efforts should be coordinated by federal and state
institutions in cooperation with other agricultural interests;

2.12.Increased Binational Agricultural Research and Devekgrfunding and securing other foreign investniend.S.
agriculture research to maximize cooperative research efforts by all who derive benefits from the outcome of such researc

2.13.Federal investment in research thaiyades a mix of formula, competitive and special grants and reauthorization of the
competitive research facilities program for land gramiversities;

2.14.A major capital program to provide staiéthe-art buildings, facilities ash equipment for food and agriculture research,
Extension and educatigrograms;

2.15.Increased funding for the Food Genome Prgject

2.16.Maintaining viable competitive regional agriculture research centers and efforts to reduce duplication in agriculture
research activities;

2.17 .Efforts to maintain a modern, biosecure anipased research center;

2.18.Research that identifies the advantages asaddiantages of carbon credits it relates to carbon sequestraticth USDA
serving as the lead agency on researching carbon sequestration

2.19.Funding for research and eradication measures to control the West Nilandruslated mosquitdiseases;

2.20.Funding a producedirected researckoriented specialty crop block grant program and the IR4baiicide research
program for minor crops;

2.21.Research funding for the control and/or eradication of regional insect pests;

2.22.Federal appropriations for university policynters, such as the Food and Agricultural Policy Research Institute and the
Agricultural and Food Policy Center to provide objective, unbiased agricultural policy analysis to Congress;

2.23.The creation of a new type of charitable organization devotedticultural research with an IRS tax structure similar to the
medical research organizations;

2.24.Public, objective research and reporting of results without private company review, oversight or other influence;

2.25.Adequate funding for alldfderal formulagfund programs within the USDA's National Institute of Food and Agriculture;

2.26.Full funding for operations and research at the current U.S. $hempiment Station, including continuous research on the
effects of grazingnd sage groudwbitat, and the relationship between wildfired grazing

2.27.The continued operation of the United States Slegyeriment Station as intended by the Presidential Designation of 1915;
and



2.28.The U.S. Foresservice providing funding to research, and then implement, genetic modification of the&mehestnut
(Castanea denata) to be resistant to the fungal chestnut blight. Once resistance is attained, the American Chestnut shoulc
reintroduced into the original range in the Eastern U.S.

462 / Role of USDA

1.

2.

10.

Agriculture should remain the primary responsibility of USDA. Food and fiber consumers will be better served by healthy,

profitable production agriculture than by consurm@vocacy within USDA.

USDA should be an advocate for agriculture with emphasis on production agriculture and the processing and marketing of

agricultural products and promoting the use of domestically produced food and fiber by all branchés ®f gogernment and

military services.

Leadership at USDA should be vested in appointed people who are competent, have background and experience in agriculture

and have evidenced a knowledge and concern for the weffagriculural producers.

The Undersecretary of Natural Resources and the Environment should be an effective advocate for agriculture on environment

issues.

We support the secretary of agriculture and the U.S. Trade Representatig included in the National Security Council.

We support longerm funding of the USDA's Risk Management Age(RiA) and local Farm Service Agencies (FSA).

Review criteria for USDA office closurgecisions should include miles driven between offices, workload, local input, and inter

agency efficiency.

USDA should be:

8.1. A monitor of domestic and foreign agricultural affairs;

8.2.An accurate source of agricultural data and research; and

8.3.An agricultural policy adviser to other departments of the federal govetnmen

We support USDA programs that:

9.1.Help farmers obtain needed crop and market information, research, educational assistance and credit;

9.2.Provide workable grades and standards and safeguard pguatity through inspection services;

9.3.Help farmers eradicate or control plant and animal @esigliseases;

9.4.Encourage conservation of land and water resources by maintaining land in prigatstop: USDA programs should not
be used to facilitate the transfer of private farms and ranches to publig lands

9.5. Assure reliable, unfettered transportation for agricultural commaodities;

9.6. Strengthen farmers' power to bargain for a price; and

9.7.Provide comparable services to administer all commodity programs.

USDA should:

10.1.Continue to be a full Cabindtvel department and shalltime renamed or consolidated with any other department or
agency of government;

10.2.Retain various food assistance and nutripoograms, both domestic and foreign;

10.3.Use U.S. agricultural commodities forrestic food programd#Priority should be given to locally sourced products when
possible;

10.4.Not limit or restrict USDA purchases due to the violation of immigration regulations;

10.5.Limit importers from pirchasing products from foreign countries and reselling them under the provision of Section 32;

10.6.Extend the "Buy American" provision to other noncontiguous states or territories including Alaska, Hawaii, Guam and
Puerto Rico

1007Continue the Women, I nfants and Chi | drPegramsandth&Sedipr pr ogr
Far mer s Ma PriageatrbutNaunters shbuldmat be assessed for funding of these type of programs;

10.8.Use Farm Service AgendgiFSA) data and assistance foemise ID registration;

10.9.Use the land grarmolleges for agricultureriented research;

10.10.Continue efforts to resolve problems involving environmental and animal care issues;

10.11.Maintainan efficient and costffective services delivery system, including electronic filing;

10.12.Maintain FSA jurisdiction over the administration of the Conservation Reserve Pr{@QR#®) and cosshare prognas;

10.13.Change in FSA regulations to allow other forms of verification for production evidence;

10.14.Not allow FSA to combine farm numbers without written permission from the farmer;

10.15.Upgrade computeechnology and appropriate software to allow the Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS),
FSA, RMA, and National Agricultural Statistics Service (NASS) to utilize and share the same farm program enrollment
information and production, and reduce dugiécreporting and surveys, provided appropriate privacy disclosures and
safeguards are utilized,;

10.16.Encourage "onstop shopping." All farm program agencies, where feasible, should be located in the same building;

10.17.Appoint one or more farmers on any agriculturally related government board;

10.18.Require federal agencies to keep all documentation of all historical fieldanagsial mapsupporting detenination and
supply onsite documentation of new determination to farmers;

10.19.Accredit and license commercial dog breeders;

10.20.Further support the Foreign Agriculture Seryice

10.21.Make Beginning FarmdProgram eligibility requirements consistent through all USDA agencies, expand the definition of
young and beginning farmand extend the timedme to 15 years for FSA programs;
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10.22.Provide financial assistance through Animal and Plant Health Inspection S&W®idéS) and Agricultural Research
Services (ARS) to maintain New Yorkdés Gol den Nematode
10.23.Allow for a System for Award Management (SAM) number to be valid for the length of the USDA project for the
individual producer;
10.24.Co-location of USDA and Soil and Water Conservation Distrdten possible;
10.25.Allow local FSA applicants to apply for job positions idesired territory based on rank and time served in location;
10.26.Continue the release of crop condition reports as they are useful to agricultural producers and should maintain their curre
release schedule
10.27.Compensate thimrmer for legal fees and civil damages when the farmer wins an appeal as a result of incorrect;decisions
10.28.Be required to provide the entire record or decisional documentation to the farmer at the time of the alleged compliance
violation and/or at the time of an adverse determination;
10.29.Accept evidence provided by the farmer as true, absent substantial evidence to the contrary;
10.30.Employ and make available county personnel based on workload, acreage andofdarbes; and
10.31.Be allowed to hire temporary employees on a contracted basis to assist during special farm programpesigds,
including retired employees without impacting their pension.
11. We oppose:
11.1.Requiring farm trusts to provide the total trust instrument because the individual's last will and testament should be
confidential;
11.2.Making FSA county executive directors and program assistants employees of the federal government;
11.3.The transfer of any USDA program to another department or agency;
11.4.Announcing crop estimates until certified acres are known; and
11.5.The Department of Homeland SecurityUSDA-prescribed homeland securjtyactices being mandated on farms unless
such measures are completely funded.
12. Natural ResourceConservation Servicé€NRCS)
12.1.NRCS should remain within USDA and provide technical assistance and education. There should be no fees or charges:
the land user for this servidéunding for conservation programs should be administered by FSA.
12.2.State and county committees will preside over the NRCS in the same capacity as they do with the FSA.
12.3.NRCS should:
12.3.1.Act as a nofregulatorymediatorof environmental compliance issues with regulatory ageneiebehalf of
producers;
12.3.2.Use funding only for agricultural purposes;
12.3.3.Place a high priority on providing quality, technical and scientific natural resources expertise;
12.3.4.Have adequate funds for technical assistance that are not tied directly to conservation programs;
12.3.5.Enaure local farmer input on NRCS personnel decisions and direction of natural resource programs through
conservation districtss maintained for the benefit of producers;
12.3.6.Acceptstate licenses as proof of qualifications, without further testing or requirements, to be a Technical Service
Provider
12.3.7.Amend NRCS regulation to count perennial craugh as orchards, vineyards or sod, as prior converted land when
the crop is removed;
12.3.8.Inform landowners and tenantdhen NRCS officials are considering changing or altering wetland status on any
portion oftheir holdings;
12.3.9.Honor wetland determinations made prior to 1990;
12.3.10.Modify existing costshare programs to allow for NRCS technical assistance in assessing therforayailability
of water resources and the planning degielopment of new efarm water supplies and irrigatiaystems;
12.3.11 Recognize regional seasonality of farm commodities when determining prograopsigies;
12.3.12 Allow an accredited third party or NRCS staff to completesiie determinations to ensure timely determinations;
12.3.13.Focus exclusively on agriculture services and cease bringing in influences freagmcurdture groups;
12.3.14 Allow quadified third parties, as well as NRCS staff, to complete reviews for conservation practices; and
12.3.15Allow the farmer and his counsel to call NRCS technical staff as witnesses in appeals.
12.4.NRCS should not:
12.4.1.Become a regulatory agency, serve in a policing capacity or be combined through USDA reorganization with an
agency that has regulatory functions;
12.4.2.Negotiate Memorandums of Agreement or Memorandums of Understanding with federal regulentcigsiat
would give NRCS the power to develop, implement, or police those agencies' regulations on agricultural land;
12.4.3.Have the authority to rescind its position in the appealsgss; and
12.4.4.Require partnerships, limited liability corporations and other farm entities to register on the Standardized Award
Management Service site.

463 / Rural Development

1. We support the important work of USDA Rural Developmterimprove the quality of life and increase economic opportunity in
rural America. We encourage the letegym funding of the grant, loan and loan guarantee programs administered by USDA Rural
Development
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2. We support:

2.1. Legislation that encourages rural economic development and emphasizeaddddepportunities in agriculture;

2.2. USDA administering community development, business, and economic development programs for rutalitesam

2.3. Increasing technical and marketing assistance funding for the USDA Community and Economic Development programs;

2.4. The USDA Business and Industry Guaranteed Loan Program issuing loan guarmafasasrowned projects sited in
urban or urbanizing areas, if the locations will return economic benefits to the rural owners of the project;

2.5. Increasing agricultural development funding through grants andritmsest loans equivalent to industrial development;

2.6. Full funding for state rural developmesduncils;

2.7. Efforts that link retiring farmerwith people seeking opportuigs to enter agriculture or returning to rural communities;

2.8. Stricter limits on participation in government programs that take land out of agricultural production due to negative
economic impacts; and

2.9. A moratoriumon any new regulations on small business or agriculture.

464 |/ Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP)

1. SNAP should remain an integi@drt of USDA for budgeting and nutritional reasons. A public education effort should show the
decreasing farmers' share of the USDA budget by itemizing the cost of each program.

2. Congress should revaluate SNAP to determine the feasibility ofadternate system for dispensing SNAP benefits. More
emphasis should be placed on evaluating applicants to be certain that only those who meet specific criteria qualify for the
program. Public funds should not be used to commercially advertise SNAP henefits

3. Spending limits should be placed on the total expenditures for SNAP.

4. We support:

4.1. Puerto Ricaesidents being allowed to participate in SNAP with full obligations;

4.2. Items purchased by SNAP benefit®sld be limited to the five basic food groups;

4.3. Accounting changes to better track losses within SNAP and other federalifpmohsing programs;

4.4. The use of a bar code system to screen items which may be purchased through the use ehsfitdPsbch as
nutritionally acceptable foods outlined in the Women, Infants and Children's Program (WIC) authorized food list. This list
should also include staple items which are unprocessed,;

4.5. Requiring college students who are recipients ofifassistance to provide Free Application for Federal Student Aid
(FAFSA) completed forms, to show financial need of assistance;

4.6. Elimination of food assistance for fttime college students who have school meal plans, with no dependents;

4.7. Increased verification of employment and wages;

4.8. Increased verification of identity of recipients;

4.9. Efforts to expand the purchases of dairy products, fruits and vegetables;

4.10.Elimination of carbonated beverages from fasilable infunder assistance programs and thosdranibnvegetableand
dairy beverages with bottle deposits;

4.11.The use of SNAP for U.Sroduced agricultural products when available;

4.12.Requiringpersons applying for SNAP benefits passing an approved drug test before granting approval. The applicant mus
be a U.S. citizen or permanent legal resident;

4.13.A requirement that ablbodied persons must be working or participating in job trainfognams to qualify for SNAP;

4.14.Efforts to increase Regional Food Banks' proportion of federal public aid funds for food and nassigtance programs;

4.15.An aggressive system of investigation and prosecution of EléctBamefits Transfecard fraud;

4.16.SNAP exploring new ways to ensure fresh food access in food deserts; and

4.17.Continued use of SNAP for seasonal farm markets, faandst CSAs and other retail farm markets.

5. We oppose:

5.1. New USDA regulations which require retailers to sell minimum percentages of items from the five major food groups in
order to redeem SNAP benefits. Retailers, such as butchers ahdgeiablenarkets, should be exempt from this
requirement;

5.2. The use of SNAP funds from being limited to locadisown or organic production; and

5.3. Utilizing SNAP funds for casback purposes.

SECTION 5 - NATURAL RESOURCES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
501 / Aboveground Fuel Storage Tanks

1. We believe state rules for aboveground fuel storagikstshould not be more restrictive than federal rules.
2. We support clearly defined requirements forfarm, aboveground fuelinfgcilities. Farmers should be assured of regulatory
certainty before investing in corrective measures.
3. We urge the federal agencies to ease restrictions on farm fuel storage. Dikes should not be required around smaller tanks.
4. We supporthe following revisions to Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) rules regarding aboveground fuel storage tank
4.1. Exempting farm fue{diesel and gasoline) tanks from EPA mandates;
4.2. Placing no limit on the number of aboveground fuel storagestaidwed per farm;
4.3. Allowing doublewall tanks in place of diking around tanks; and
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4.4, Allowing farmers, regardless of their-darm fuel storage capacity, to complete and-seitify a spill control plan

5. We oppose:
5.1. Mandatoy regulations or fees with the registration or monitoring of aboveground fuel storagéaiafsctm use; and
5.2. The inclusion of any materials beyond petroleum products into the Spill Prevention, Control and Countermeasure (SPCC)
regulations.
502 / Clean Air
1. Abalanced and sciendmsed implementation of the Clean Air A&AA) is of the utmost concern to farmers and ranchers.
2. We support the following principles:
2.1. Sound Sciencé To protect public health, all CAA rules and incenth@sed programs must be bdon peereviewed,
sciencebased, reliable and accurate information;
2.2. Transparency The Environmental Protection Agen(PA) should establish and maintain a deliberate, consistent and
transparent decisiemaking process to inform the public, including farmers, of any criteria used to regulate air emissions;
2.3. Workability 7 The CAA must be administered in a practical and realistic way to establish workable and reasonable rules at
incentivebased prgrams. EPA should always consider incentiased programs, before regulation, to achieve emission
reduction. Compliance costs associated with meeting any imposed standards should be the responsibility of the federal
government;
2.4. Practicabilityi We will work with industry groups and the appropriate agencies to ensure common sense implementation
and economic achievability of any new rule and incerbiased programs;
2.5. Cost Benefit Analysis/Affordability Benefits should significantly excedge cost of any regulation or program and
affordability should be a major consideration; and
2.6. Congressional OversightCongress should review the effects of CAA on agricultural operations and ensure workable and
reasonable CAA rules and programs.
3. We support:
3.1. Landowners and/or farmers not being held responsible for international, interstate or intrastate gudiuisoriassified as
transport pollutionn a regulated area;
3.2. The exclugn of transport pollutiom n t he cal cul ation of that areads compl
accountable for excess pollutitimat is generated within their boundaries. The determination of compliange simby be
based on pollutiothat a regulated area has control over and can do something about;
3.3. Establishing clear, transparent and reasonable definitions for exceptional events as they relate to exceedanceseof particul
mater (PM) standards;
3.4. Funding for agriculture air quality research to establish accurate agricultural emission baselines;
3.5. U.S agricultural equipment having no more strict emissions standards than the countries wegeipognt to;
3.6. A process by which the regulated community or impacted state could appeal the decision of EPA on compliance
determinations such as exceptional events, best available control measures (BACM) and bestratraifaltézhnology
(BART);
3.7. Reestablishing the USDAask Force on Agricultural Air Quality and its role in reviewing and making recommendations
to the secretary of agriculture on issues and proposed policies targeting agricultural air quality;
3.8. Providing incentives to industries seekingoerome more energy efficient or to reduce emissions of identifiable
atmospheric pollutiomnd the means of preventing it;
3.9. Providing incentives to individuals seeking to reforest fragile lands that are currently imtagaigproduction;
3.10.Exempting airconditioned farm equipment from the 1990 amendments to the CAA which mandate refrigerant recycling;
3.11.Continuing the use of prescribed or controlled burn programs;
3.12.Excludng particulate matter from agricultural sources from the National Ambient Air Quality Standards because there is nc
conclusive scientific evidence indicating that particulate matter from farm and ranch operations adversely affects public
health
3.13.Agriculture's exemption regarding particulate size in EPA's ambient air quality standards;
3.14.Exempting orfarm biogasfueled engines from federal New Source Performance Standard stack testing requirements;
3.15.Amending the CAA to hold states harmless for emission levels resulting from emergency waivers granted by EPA;
3.16.Requirements for agricultural and construction equipment to-bstablished at Tier 3 levels; and
3.17.Elimination ofdiesel exhaust fluid systems and particulate filters on all diesel motors.
4. We oppose:
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4.1. Mandatory air quality standards for ozaared particulate matter on farms, ranches and agricultural businesses;

4.2. Air permits for agricultural operations that are not science based;

4.3. Any efforts by the EPA to implement peftting fees and/or protocol or take regulatory action regarding greenhouse gas
emissions for production agriculture;

4.4. The regulation of concentrated animal feeding operat{@AFOs) as a source category under the CAA,

4.5. Air quality regulations on existing power generatfanilities thatrequire Selective Catalytic Reduction Systems Sand bag
house equipment to comply with air quality and viglhed requirements; and

4.6. Further restriction and involvement of the EPA on irrigation engines



503 / Climate Change

1.
2.

3.

Marketbased incentives, such as pollutant credit trading, are preferaid@emment mandates

We support:

2.1. Sciencebased, peereviewed research to determine the causes and impacts of global climate change

2.2. Avoluntary markebased carbon creditading system that is not detrimental to other agricultural producers;

2.3. Compensation to farmers for planting crops or adopting farming practices that keep carbon in the soil or plant material,

2.4. Alternative energyources, which will minimize atmospheric pollutjion

2.5. Incentives to industries seeking to become more ereffiyent or to reduce emissions identifiable atmospheric pollution
and the means of preventing it;

2.6. Marketbased solutions, rather than federal or state emission limits, being used to achieve a reduction in greenhouse gas
(GHG) emissiongrom any sources;

2.7. EPA's reevaluation of burdensome emission control rules for farming practices, farm equipment, cotton gins, grain
handling facilities, etc.;

2.8. The inclusion of the agricultural community as a full partner in the development of any polkgjistation;

2.9. Research and development to better assist farmers in handling waathtsr and better adapting to weattmnditions;

2.10.Initiatives, research and educatitrat promae soil health, water qualignd soil/water conservation, to be implemented on
a voluntary basis;

2.11.0ngoing educational campaigesiphasizing the positive impact agriculture has on the climate;

2.12.Unbiased scienebased research on climate change

2.13.Scientific research to document the continuous improvement and beneficat ioffagricultural efforts designed to
increase climate resilience, improve water qualitg soil health, sequester more carbon in the soil and prevent soil grosion

2.14.Incentivizing farmers to voluntarily improve efarm energyefficiency;

2.15.Incentivizing improvements to the current electric grid

2.16.Using a broad spectrum of power sourliles renewables, biofuels and nuclear endmlielp facilitate the marketerived
cost of energyand

2.17.Federal climate changmlicy that reflects regionalariations.

We oppose:

3.1. Climate changéegislation that establishes mandatory-eapttrade provisions;

3.2. Climate changéegislation that is not fair, affordable or achievable;

3.3. Any law or regulation requiring reporting of any GHG emissibyps&n agriculture entity;

3.4. Any climate changéegislation that would make America less competitive in the global marketplace and put undue costs on
American agriculture, business and consumers;

3.5. Any climate changéegislation until other countries meatexceed U.S. requirements;

3.6. Mandatory restrictions to achieve reduced agricultural greenhousenissions

3.7. Any regulation of GHG by ER,

3.8. Any attempt to regulate methaamissiondrom livestock under the Clean Air Act or any other legislative vehicle;

3.9. The imposition of standards on fiarand ranch equipment and other #ioghway use machinery;

3.10.Inclusion of the carbon impacts resulting from indirect land use changes in other countries in the carbon life cycle analysis
of biofuels;

3.11.Taxes on carbonsesor emissions

3.12.Any laws or policies that implicate agricultural activity of any kind as a cause for climate chignget empirical
evidence; and

3.13.A stateby-state patchwork of climate changelicies.

504 / Environmental Protection and Regulations

1.

Environmental regulations, air qualistandards, water standards, noise standards and visual standards should recognize the
essential nature of efficient utilization of organic matter, pesticides and fertilizers as a basic and natidragpewitaral

production.

Government agencies should not have the authority to impose penalties on landowners without first identifying the problem anc
giving the landowner an opportunity to correct the problem. If there is a difference ofropamioerning the extent of the

problem a reasonable and cefflective appeal process of the agencies decision should be available to the landowner. Fines that
are imposed should not go into the U.S. Treasury, but be used to address problems fouritco\thdelieve that businesses,
industries and farmers who have to expend sums of money to implement or prove they are meeting environmental regulations
should be reimbursed for their expenditure.

Present and past landowners and operators shotiloe held liable for the cost of cleap or damages from dipping vat sites

which were established under a federally mandated program for tick eradication.

Pollution problems, occurring where previously accepted guidelines and regulationgbawwimplied with, should be

remedied at public expense.

Neither landowners, producers nor their lenders shall be held liable for the cost of environmental cleanups causectiopgrior a
and over which the producer, landowner or lender had magement oversight or control of decisimaking.
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6.

7.

8.

11€

Towns that meet the arid exemption should be exempt from Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulations concerning pi

liners, leachate collection and treatment, and grounemmbnitoring wells in order to maintain landfills at a feasible cost.

We support:

7.1. The confidentiality of individual and business information including inspection and agency records;

7.2. Public information about permit details apermit holders only being available for review at an agency's physical office and
should have traceability of inquiry;

7.3. Individual(s), organizations, or units of government that file a petition for an Environmental Impact Statement, being
responsike for additional costs incurred by the process. Normal agricultural practices, such as ditching, tiling and controlle
burning should be exempt from environmental regulations;

7.4. Faster response time on all environmental reviews;

7.5. The deletbn of citizen lawsug from environmental statutes;

7.6. Adequate funding to aid in the construction of agricultural pollution control devices and implementation of agricultural
practices to meet mandated standards;

7.7. Legislation to exempt property owners from financial responsibility for pollution that resulted from presacasiyted
farming practices;

7.8. Amending the Superfund Amendmaetd Reauthorization Act (SARA), ComprehensiveriEsnmental Recovery,
Compensation and Liability Act (CERCDAand Emergency Planning and Community Right to Know Act (EPCRA) to
exclude agricultural operations. The requirements of these laws are too stringent and inappropriate fovgaratings;

7.9. The removal of setbacks on chemiapplication in conjunction with tile inlet structures unless proven by scientific data;

7.10.Incentivebased programs that look for solutions to hazardousevaast pollution problems for agriculture that will replace
the commanendcontrol regulatory programs currently in effect;

7.11.Regulatory standards being set at safe tolerance levels and not at detection levels, whictv #hedetbat may pose a
threat to human health and/or environmental degradation;

7.12.The repeal of the federal law and tax on Fredz2;

7.13.The use of haloin fire extinguishers being permitted until a suitable substitute becomes available;

7.14.Spent mushroom compost being classified by all federal agencies as an agricultural waste byproduct;

7.15.Federal environmental regulations being relaxedHose involved in cleanup from floods and other disasters;

7.16.An agricultural exemption from regional loitgrm bans on outdoor burning;

7.17.A complete overhaul and+examination of the rules and regulations of EPA, Occupational Safety arti Reatiection
Agency, and other protective and regulatory agencies, with the goals of reducing, combining, and streamlining these
agencies;

7.18.State and local governments affected by the EPA B&t&rogram to opt dwf the project;

7.19.Reduced funding for EPA,

7.20.Prior to adopting a rule or regulation which would restrict or eliminate any normally used agricultural practice, EPA should
identify practical, economically feasible alternatsautions to the perceived problem;

7.21.Legislation that halts EPArdered environmental river dredgingless the EPA incorporates suitable protections to
agriculture in the environmental dredgiplan;

7.22.Holding the Army Corp of Engineers accountable for projects that contribute nutrients to surface water

7.23.Federal regulations affecting production agriculture being based on sound stidraestenefit analysisThe EPA must
have sound scientific data to back up any claims or rulings the agency makes;

7.24.EPA reexamining computer models that estimate the contributioitroigen and phosphorus and other nutrients from
forests and woodland;

7.25.The normal review process of agricultural chensdal EPA. Product reviews shid not deviate without proper cause;

7.26.Continued research on reuse of water; conversion of saline waters; air and water pollution; water and soil conservation;
recharging of groundwater basins; drainage; forestry management and utilizationtiosstdrstripmined areas; weather
forecasting and modification; treatment of domestic, industrial and animal wastes; coal desulfurization; and other natural
resource problems within the framework of fedestalteprivate cooperation;

7.27.More effective coordination among the agencies engaged in natural resources research to provide maximum coverage of
subject and to eliminate duplication and waste;

7.28.EPA and other executive branch entities providing propéce that surveillancis occurring on private property regardless
of the method used. Violations should be based on scientific evidence, not data avadlels;

7.29.Protocol for any federagency receiving an environmental complaint against an agricultural operation include:
7.29.1.An initial contact be made with the operator explaining the nature of the complaint;
7.29.2.An appointment be scheduled 48 hours beforerimgt¢he premises to address any-bézurity concerns;
7.29.3.The party or parties initiating the complaint become part of the public record;
7.29.4.Receipt of the report by the operator and government agency documenting the dpmplain
7.29.5.The time frame for the initial investigative visit be limited to a maximum of two hours; and

7.30 Compensating farmers to encourage them to plant crops and trees as a means of reducing COetimissions
atmosphere.

We oppose:

8.1. Criminalization under environmental law. Any government agency should be subject to the same restrictions as imposed
under common law, wherein a defendant can be convicted of a@niynepon proof beyond a reasonable doubt that the
defendant acted with specific intent to violate the law. Environmental cases should be tried in the area where they occur;



8.2. Federal agencies filing for environmental assessments on aidimalls property without first informing the individual that
it is being done and for what purpose;

8.3. Insurance requirements imposed by EPA on plants treating and processing agricultural, horticultural and forestry products
that are in exess of coverage available on the insurance market at a reasonable premium;

8.4. The classification of millor any individual constituent of animal waste, livestock mamuweltry litter, or commercial
fertilizer as a solid waste or hazardous substance;

8.5. Any individual constituent of animal waste and commercial fertilzng labéed a hazardous substance;

8.6. EPA using consent agreements to subject producers to liability for violating a retroactively applied standard;

8.7. EPA treating Native American tribes as states to regulate air, land and watke apglication of crop protection
chemicals within the boundaries of historical Native American reservations or on other lands and properties owned in fee
considered fAilndian Countryo by the federal government ;

8.8. Regulations promulgated uadthe EPA Risk Management Program that requires the development of comprehensive
prevention and emergency response programs for propane storage. We believe that proposed regulations provide no
additional safeguards and that existing federal, state aatremulations adequately meet public safety goals;

8.9. All federal ecosystem managemsent

8.10.EPA as a Cabindevel position;

8.11.EPA flyovers;

8.12.Further EPA regulation of pesticide shuttle tgnks

8.13.Federal nutrient standards;

8.14.The use of environmental externalities which add cost to any goods or services; and

8.15.Granting rights of personhood to natural resources or species, other than homo sapiens, for purposes of establishing a ca
of action or standing.

505 / Hazardous and Nuclear Waste Management

1. Wesupport:

1.1. A hold being placed upon activities by multistate {awel nuclear wasteompacts until the federal government makes a
final determination as to the number of level waste sites needed nationally;

1.2. Working with the appropriate state or regional entities to assure agricultural interests are given adequate consideration an
to assist in public education activities;

1.3. Sufficient sites being designated to accommodate waste;

1.4. Research and delpment for alternate methods to handle hazardous waste

1.5. Producers of hazardous wabtgng responsible for its safe transport and disposal within the limits governed by county,
state and fedet regulations;

1.6. The Department of Energy following the procedures of the 1982 Nuclear Riastsitory Act based on scientific fact;

1.7. Legislation that would prevent nuclear and tox@ste dumps from being placed on or beneath productive agricultural land
and in areas with large underground water reservoirs and ocean and coastal waters;

1.8. Any entity operating a facility that processes, manufactures, stores, or disposes ajuwzaxic, nuclear, or any other
material that may pose an adverse impact on the economibewed of agriculture, to be required to compensate for any
losses that may occur;

1.9. The denial of permits to chemioabste companies in floodplain areas;

1.10.Further scientific, economic, environmental and agricultural market impact studies oflaw@ghuclear wasteepository;
and

1.11.Therecycling of used nuclear fuel rods; thereby, reducing the need for more storage casks as long as the process is
consistent with the protection of land and water.

506 / Waste Disposal and Recycling

1. We support:

1.1. Per capita gegration of garbagbeing reduced and a combination of source reduction, source separation, recycling,
resource recovery, composting and incineration be instituted, together with financial incentives, for prefeitezthlong
disposal methods

1.2. Research into laser gasificatitor the mining of landfills and disposal of garbage

1.3. Establishing reasonable standards for emissions by incinerators burning nontoxic municipal waste.t@ugesit s
requirements are making incineration epsihibitive, resulting in more landfills being located on prime agricultural land.
Current Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulations place unrealistic guidelines on landfill use. They give no
regad to feasibility or to providing any remedy for meeting the actual needs of waste disposal;

1.4. A moratoriumon the new landfill regulations until a workable waste disposal plan is developed and adequatesunding i
made available;

1.5. Agricultural operations which have legally disposed of materials being exempted from liability provisions of the
Comprehensive Environmental Regulatory Cleanup and Liability Act (CERCLA
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1.6. Repealing the cdie to grave rule for environmental liability for products or substances not to include real estate. When a
product or substance changes hands, the environmental liability of the disposal of that product or substance should transf
to the new owner or rpsnsible party of the product;

1.7. Government agencies responsible for approving land application systems allowing private agriculture to utilize municipal
waste wateand sludge

1.8. EPA and USDA's Natural Reses Conservation Service utilizing proven scientific practices when developing policies
concerning waste management;

1.9. Contracts governing the use of farmland for disposal of such wastes that:

1.9.1. Permit voluntary participation by agricultuirea private enterprise system;

1.9.2. Provide flexibility in amount and timing of application of the wastes according to agricultural needs;

1.9.3. Provide indemnity payments for unsalable crops due to Food and Drug Administegtidations or crop losses

caused by components in the wastes;

1.9.4. Provide indemnity for land should it be contaminated because of components in the wastes;

1.9.5. Provide economic incentives for new or improved techniques for handling wasteanatgudgeand

1.9.6. Provide farmers with an analysis of nutrients, heavy metals and trace elements of biosolids applied to fields;
1.10.Government agencies must utilize proven current sciemficmation when developing policies concerning application of

sludge The responsibility of this being required to rest with the waste handling authorities;

1.11.Each state having the right to require that all municipal bidsglplications be tracked using Global Positioning System
(GPS)technology and be reported electronically;

1.12.Pathogen certification for sludgmported from out of state being supplemented with period&tate lab tests, with results
transmitted simultaneously to the applicator, the farmer and the government;

1.13.Any beverage sold and not required to be consumeteopremises where sold, being in degradable or recyclable
containers or in containers for which a substantial refund is offered for return;

1.14.Efforts by individual states to provide incentives for recycling of beverage containers aimyéaiss pertaining to
littering being enforced with greater vigor;

1.15.Recycling where economically feasible and efforts to expand the market for recycled products;

1.16.Increasing the biodegradaldtandard for containers; and

1.17.Wider use of biodegradabbags and packaging to reduce litter and landfill volume.

FEDERAL LANDS

510/ General Management

1. With regard to general management policies, we support:

1.1. The relocation of the national headquartgrthe Bureau of Land Management (BLM) to the Rocky Mountain region;

1.2. The multipleuse concept of federal lands, recognizing that definable land areas have dams@eapability, which should
be recognized within the concept of multiple use withthe exclusion of other uses;

1.3. Requiring multipleuse language that includes and protects historical use and resource harvesting practices in all federal a
state land use plans, roadless area documents and statutes;

1.4. A multiple-use deihition that includes and protects historical use and reséhapeesting practices;

1.5. The development of minerahd energy resources on federal lands by private enterprises;

1.6. Farmers having the option of using f@tlerally approved seeds on all federally controlled lands;

1.7. Federal legislation to remove the management of the National Grasslands from the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) and turn |
over to the grazingssociation boards. Any dirgeérmits shall either be put into graziagsociations or be managed by the
state in which the lands lie;

1.8. Any land exchange or land change of ownership between agencies being made in favor of the states in which the land is
locatedwith emphasis placed on agricultural uses, grapemnits and multipleise concepts;

1.9. Federal agencies utilizing natural resources (such as fjipber to any prescribed burning;

1.10.Good watershed developmtefor the benefit of mankind including increasing the quantity and quality of flows;

1.11.Well-managed lands that have adequate access with roads, even roadless adelasss fire control, disease and insect
control, pest ath predator control, and other activities;

1.12.The U.S. Forest Service allowing water impoundment projects to be built on federal lands;

1.13.0Only lands which do not, or have not had roads should be considered roadless by pubi@nagdment agencies. The
road does not have to be maintained; it just has to have existed for some use in the past or the present. Rogkitedd areas
not be managed as wilderness areas. Access for land management should beeadlovirrdoadless areas

1.14.Reopening any roadless area (including roads and trails) which have been closed to the public and to multiple use;

1.15.True management decisions that work to develop and keep healthy popudétiepiesentative timbespecies. We support
management practices that prevent the following:
1.15.1.The loss of multiple uses;
1.15.2.The loss of quantity and quality watersheds, mudslides, and erosion;
1.15.3.The introduction of unesirable weeds;
1.15.4.The tremendous losses of timhakre to fire, diseases and insects (as well as other pests); and
1.15.5.The tremendous losses of private properig possible loss of life;
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1.16.Equality of statehood for the federal land states;

1.17.A general policy that would minimize agency regulations and maximize management accountability for all users of federal
lands;

1.18.Retention and strengthening of the principles of the Desert Entrgracthe Carey Act to provide for the disposal of
federal lands;

1.19.Agricultural input in land management initiatives such as Coordinated Resource Management

1.20.The federal gowmment honoring the state enabling act and releasing public lands. The revenue generated from the sales
public lands should be used to reduce the national fiefit education and transportation infrastructure;

1.21.Legislationto require the federal government to manage its lands so that no harm is done to adjoining lands, crops and
animals;

1.22.Legislation to force federal land management agencies to be more responsive to neighboring landowners with regard to r¢
rights-of-way, easements, property lines, road closures, fires, wildlife and environmental issues;

1.23.The disposal of deer and elk, due to chronic wasting diseafeteral land, being the responsibility of the U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service (FWS);

1.24.The federal government funding and acting in full compliance with the laws of state and local governments to control fire,
noxious weeds, pests and predators on federal lands, including wilderness areas, accordingual istdiedyuidelines;

1.25.Payments in lieu of taxes equal to 100 percent of the administration of local government;

1.26.A study of the Payment in Lieu of Taxes (PILT) formula to determine if it is meeting its purpose and is equitable in its
distribution of funds;

1.27.Legislation to require that each state receive 90 percent of the nmoyatiles from federal lands within the state and
adjoining federal tidelands or as covered by the Land Conservation Act;

1.28.Retaining the Alaska Lands Aahd not allowing these lands to become sovereign lands;

1.29.The combining of isolated tracts of USFS and Bureau of Land Management (BLM) lands and appropriate offices whe
feasible to eliminate duplicate management and to reduce costs;

1.30.The protection and enhancement of all federal land resources as a sound management goal, until such lands are transfer
to the states or into private ownership;

1.31.The useof motorized vehicles, including snowmobikesd fourwheelers, in emergency search and rescue operations;

1.32.Efforts to educate the public about the importance of multiple use activities on federal lands;

1.33.The eliminationof the armed/uniformed divisions of the USFS and BLM law enforcearahthe subsequent transfer of
money and authority to local law enforcemagencies;

1.34.The repeal of the Land and Water Consa@ovaAct (LWCA). In the interim, we believe the funds allocated by the LWCA
should be used to better manage existing federal lands. Until the LWCA is discontinued, we urge Congress to appropriate
funds from the Land and Water Conservation Fund, whicgives its monies from offshore royalties, and to divert those
funds to individual state foresters for their use in fire suppression, fire management and conservation efforts instgad of us
those funds for buying private property

1.35.Legislation and rulings that preserve and facilitate the continued use and access of pack and saddle stock animals on put
lands, including wilderness areas, hational monumants other specifically desigted areas;

1.36.Access across federal lands to private propehgre access is not otherwise available;

1.37.Participation of federal agencies with private landowners in building and maintaining line fences betwetlafetiana
adjacent land. Federal land management agencies should also conform to state fencing laws;

1.38.Federal land agencies making available to the public a map of specific roads for recreational use;

1.39.Local management of federal lands wééhis management will enhance cultural, agricultural, economic and environmental
concerns at the county level;

1.40.Enabling private entities to maintain and repair existing facilities on national or government owned property by the most
economical rethod,

1.41.A definition of federal land rightsf-way as fany road, trail, access or way
the standard in which public rightsway wer e bui lt within historical cont ey

1.42.All roads onfederal or state lands being open to public travel unless receiving a public hearing for closure. Public lands
agencies should not utilize a "closed unless posted open” policy when proposing forest management plans, range
management plans, environmentapamt statemenisr environmental assessments;

1.43.Access to federal lands using RS2477 roads. We support allowing county commissioners the ability to determine the
validity of a RS2477 claim, the right to move a RS2477 when it occurs on private land and the ability to temporarily close :
RS2477 for resource reasons. Counties should be allowed to maintain RS2477 roads on federal lands within their county
boundaries;

1.44.Maintaining the ability of business operators to access property leased from the federal government, including during a
government shutdown, when tending crops or livestock;

1.45.The retention and maintenance of existing roads and new road capstasgheeded to implement the Healthy Forest
Initiative;

1.46.The hiring of additional personnel in land management agencies charged with implementing multiple use goals. Any
personnel, new or transferred from another department, division, or agefiecieral land agency, charged with multiple
use goals should have training and education in range management, mining or forest management to carry out this multip
use mission;
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1.47.The use of public and private partnerships for replanting fivaged areas with beneficial species where ecologically
appropriatdor the region and meets the needs to stabilize soil, reduce weed invasion and is economically sound

1.48.Rehabilitation through reforestatiom state and federabfest lands following wildfirelamage or natural disaster;

1.49.Permittees having motorized access for management of their permit;

1.50.Funding to local school districts and rural counties from the Secure Rin@blSand Community SelDetermination Act
(SRSCA) of 2000 and an effort to make the funding permanent;

1.51.Federal funding for search and rescue on federal lands;

1.52.Healthy Forest Initiative;

1.53.Reinstating Forest Reserve Funding to a level established by SRSCA,;

1.54.A cash bond being provided by the plaintiff equal to the full cash value of the permit when lawsuits are filed against a
permittee and/or the managirant agency. This bond would reimburse lessees for loss of production and legal costs
associated with legal actions pertaining to their federal land leases; and

1.55.All agencies that manage public lands adopting strict ordinances and rewgjlatioch may require a cash or performance
bond for large group gatherings to protect public and adjoining private lands, the managing agency, local government and
local public service districts;
1.55.1.Requiring BLM, USFS, USFW3\ational Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) and other federal agencies to

coordinate and cooperate in a meaningful way with states, counties and other local governments in making land
management plans and decisions as Congress required and supports fdiatabtethat would codify and give
strict legal status to the coordination process which binds federal agencies to negotiate in good faith and to display
valid, compelling and pegeviewed evidence to make any decision opposed by a majority of the &ffdc c ount i
board of commissioners and conservation district boards;
1.55.2.Providing assistance to states, counties and local governments in coordination and cooperating agency status; anc
1.55.3.Ensuring that local users phtural resources have a strong voice in land management and that decisions are made
which benefit the local users of natural resources.

We oppose:

2.1. Any diversion of funds away from schoaad rural counties and into federally administered programs;

2.2. The practice of removing recently acquired tribal trust fnadh the property tax rolls. If it is to be removed, we reqthesst
federal government compensate the local units of government for the tax loss;

2.3. Federal agencies requiring a complete archeological and paleontological survey to be made before any activity, regardles
size;

2.4. Restrtting access to logging roads by four wheelers (OHV) in recreational areas in nationahpgar&nd national forest
lands;

2.5. The USFS and the BLM restricting the use of proven beneficiahative grass, forb and browse species in the re
vegetation, restoration and rehabilitation of these lands. Species both native aradiverused for these purposes should
be those that will be the most effective and be readily available;

2.6. Planting of noxious weeds;

2.7. BLM and USFS fencing standards that are impractical for stockmen;

2.8. The provision of the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 which granted police powers to the BLM, and any
BLM attenmpt to exercise such powers;

2.9. Further introduction of buffalonto federal land. Federal land management agencies should acknowledge the adjudication
of available feed and consider range conditions in granting permissitatecand federal departments of wildlife for
introductions or augmentations of wildlife species on federal lands;

2.10.Designating large tracts of land as Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ABEECSs should be small in size, allow
for continued grazingnd consistent with the county master plan;

2.11.Provisons in current law that authorize the secretary of agriculture and the secretary of the interior to enter into agreemen
or contracts with tribes, which would allow tribes to manage federal forest or rangelands;

2.12.Public lands agenciesqeiring relinquishment of existing water riglets a condition of access for maintenance and repair
of water works; and

2.13.Funding any program which results in the purchase or management of addtahiay the federal government.

511/ Livestock Grazing

1.

Public benefits provided by scierbased grazing management include thriving, sustainable rangelands; quality watersheds;
productive wildlife habitat; viable rural economies; retion of wildfire hazards; and tax base support for critical public services.

2. We support:
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2.1. The following principles for federal agencies when making decisions regarding the administration of grazing permits:
2.1.1. Cooperate in éimely manner with permittees;
2.1.2. Restore suspended Animal Unit Months (AUMSs) on grazing permits as a necessary tool to reduce fuel loads and
increase flexibility in management actions;
2.1.3. Require accepted scientific methods be used for ntiirneg suspended livestock grazing AUMs;
2.1.4. Use proven and accepted scientific analysis methods;
2.1.5. Use prior and concurrent consultations with credible third parties;
2.1.6. Evaluate and make decisions onallotmentby-allotment basis; and



2.1.7. Authorize the continued use of difghway vehicle travel by federal land grazers as necessary to comply with the
terms and conditions of their permits;

2.2. The legislatively created and judicially determiiedg r azi ng preferenceod instead of t|
concept;

2.3. Range improvements paid for by the permittee becoming the property of the permittee;

2.4. A requirement that applicants must own livestock in order to be able o ébdaral grazing permits;

2.5. Legislation which would change all federal grazing permit renewals fromyadiOperiod to a 2@ear period;

2.6. An equitable grazing fee which:

2.6.1. Recognizes the added costs associated with grazing omalfeatetsand reconciles the costs between federal and
private grazing fees;

2.6.2.1s based on good scientific data; and

2.6.3. Provides for the economic and social stability of the industry and western rural communities;
2.7. The use of monies received from the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) grazing fees for rangeland improvement project
as specified by the Taylor Grazing Amtd Federal Land Policy Management Act. Use of grazing fee funds for fire
rehabilitation projects should be restricted to those lands that have been and will continue to be grazed by domestic
livestock;
2.8. A permittee's right to water developed by the lessee on federalifaadsordance with stateater law;
2.9. Legislation that will prohibit the secretary of the interior and the secretary of agriculture from withholding approyal of an
range improvement project related to water development on the basis that the federal government dodbenatadern
rightsconnected to the project;
2.10.Lifting restrictions on the use of supplemental minerals and other tools to better disperse livestock grazing for enhanced
range conditions;
2.11.Development of local appeals process;
2.12.Establishment of a local arbitratitmoard, with representation of the involved federal agency and local livestock grazing
permit owners, to hear appeals of federal landangre r s & r ej ecti ons of proposals of
resource conditions;
213A definition that confines fAaffected interestodo to pers
land of a specific @a;
2.14 . Alteration of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to make complianceeaftesttive, recognizing the
appropriate role of the permittee in the public involvement process and creating standards that are attainable;
2.15.Ensuring that private properowners maintaining all rights of private propeirigluding the right to determine who shall
and shall not have access across private pragegtjeral agencies should be prohibited from diminishing these rights as a
condition of allowing private individuals the use of federal lands
2.16.Long-term contracts stipulating terms and conditions of grazing use;
2.17.Adequate incentives for optimum investment in private and federal tande improvement;
2.18.Conditions relative to multiple use;
2.19.Severance damages;
2.20.Trespassegulations;
2.21.A requirement that the permittee be granted the increased grazing capacity which accrues from improved range
management;
2.22.Recognition that grazing rights defined by animal unit months (AUM) are bought ahdsspérsonal property and,
therefore, should be considered as such by all government agencies;
223Legi sl ation granting Agrazing rightso not #Agrazing pri
historically been utilizeddr grazing purposes;
2.24.Adding language to the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (FLPMA) to protect National Grassland
permittees due process protections to the same degree enjoyed and afforded to BLM aatiFtaist land permittees;
2.25.Credits for norfee costs incurred for rangeland improvements and wildlife enhancement practices adopted and
implemented by the permittee;
2.26.A broadbased public relations effort to improve fleeleral image of public land grazing;
2.27.Use of annual monitoring programs as sufficient to make any necessary modifications to a permit with a minimum of three
years of monitoring being required before making permit changedollbvwing guidelines should apply to any rangeland
monitoring program:
2.27.1.The objective of such programs should be to assist in managing federal rangelands to support its continued use fo
economically viable livestock grazing while mainiamp other multiple uses;

2.27.2.The monitoring of range condition and trend shall be performed only by qualified persons trained in the proper use
of applicable monitoring criteria and protocols;

2.27.3.Such monitoring protocols stdle sitespecific, scientifically valid and subject to peer review; and

2.27.4.Monitoring data, including field notes, should be available for review by permittees and the general public and
should be periodically verified.

2.28.0n state and federal government grazing permits and/orlease e s, t he word Agrazingod nee
livestock consumption of foragend brush for livestock production with benefits of weed and fire control;
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3.

2.29.Legislation that would release lessees of private or public faodsliability arising from incidents with livestock or
livestock protection animals;

2.30.The continuation and expanaiof the Experimental Stewardship Prograith the establishment of at least one
stewardship ranch on each national forest and on each grazing district;

2.31.Conpensation for livestock owners for losses which result from livestock entering restricted areas on federal lands

2.32.Compensation for permittees on federal lafadlseconomic losses experienced when grazing rights are reduced, due to
drought, wildlife conflict, or fire damage, or terminated to allow the lands involved to be used for another public purpose o
when the reduction or termination is due to nemanagement by the permittee. Where feasible, the federal agency should
offer an allotment in another area to the affected permittee;

2.33.Holders of grazing permits and/or leases not being penalized or removed from allotments due to@missans of the
land managing agency;

2.34.Allowing supplemental feeding on federal rangelands, utilizing weed free forage

2.35.The permanent restoration of grazing advisory boardsearising their procedures to provide effective input from livestock
grazing permittees;

2.36.Advisory boards composed of a minimum of 50 percent grazing allotment users; and

2.37.Streamlining of the allotment management plannirag@ss to ensure that a fair settlement can be achieved in a timely
manner through agreement with all interested parties.

We oppose:

3.1. Any buy-out or permanent retirement of BLM and the U.S. Forest Service (UB&8hg permits, whether initiated by the
federal government or other organizations;

3.2. The purchase of grazing permits by groups who qualify under the Taylor Graziifghfste groupsntend to relinquish
the permits to the public land agency;

3.3. The USFS ruling which will prevent grazing permits for twefitye head or less to be transferred; and

3.4. Public agencies retiring permits which have been purchasare in paid nonuse by ntimestock users unless the NEPA
process demonstrates grazing is no longer a suitable use of the resource.

512 / National Forest Management

1.

2.
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We support:

1.1. Revision of the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) standards and guidelines for the West and Great Plains geographic areas by
adopting livestock grazindimberproduction and mineral development as a primary key value, with wildlife and recreation
as secondary key values, so that yreand residents’ economic opportunities will be expanded and adequate recreational
opportunities will be provided at the samedim

1.2. That USFS adhere to federal statutes and the intent of Congress in following the management principles for thcOrganic
of 1897 to secure favorable conditions of water flow and to furnish a continuous supply of timber

1.3. Modifying the base property transfer policy to allow for the transfer of grazing rights without transferring base property or
livestock, provided the purchaser has adequate livestock and base property to serewaepidenit;

1.4. Urging USFS to allow the leasing of grazing permits to another party, when the base property is leased by the same party

1.5. The Forest Service and BLM managing forests for increased tvohene production and wildfireeduction, plus logging
of dead, inseeinfested and diseased trees;

1.6. A study of all viable forest consolidation alternatives including those that cross regional boundaries;

1.7. Legslation to guarantee owners of patented property lying within USFS boundaries access to existing roads without
requiring special use permits;

1.8. The USFS paying its fair share for maintenance of local roads and fire protection thatgm#sough its boundaries;

1.9. Atimbersales program that does not reduce the allowable cut of titmecontinues to provide an adequate source of raw
material for tmberdependent communities and industry and to support each state'sd¢tnhemy;

1.10.0ffering sufficient timbefor sale to give the small operator (small enough to be below bonding limits) an opportunity to bid
on the timberand encourage the harvesting of firewood,;

1.11.The sale of marketable saw timifsym USFS land only on a competitive bid basis with right of refusal if bids are below
competitive prices;

1.12.Clearcutting as a forestry management practice where this practice is consistent with sound silvizaltticals;

1.13.The rebuilding of the salvage sale program on dead, dying and down;tambder

1.14.Legislation requiring those filing appeals on timbales be required to reimburse the government for all costs incurred by
the appeal if the reasons in the appeal were found to be frivolous in nature and were overridden by USFS or a court of lav

We oppose:

2.1. Allowing the appeals process to halt timbervest from federal lands once a forest management plan is adopted;

2.2. Further right of way acquisitions until:

2.2.1. Complete studies have been made of enviemtal impact, the effect on the private land area and ranching
operations involved, and the effect on people living in the area; and

2.2.2. USFS has negotiated with each individual landowner where-oiigivy acquisition is desired to determiwbat
requirements the landowner wishes, and has satisfied these requirements in a just and equitable manner;

2.3. The consolidation of USFS and BLM under one department in either Ui Interior Department; and

2.4. The closing of national forestsd public roads.



513/ National Parks Management

1. We support:

1.1. Legislation allowing agricultural activities to be conducted within nationalgpatien there is an historical basis for such a
use;

1.2. Improved access roads through national pallowing motorized access to these natural resource areas;

1.3. Management of wildlife numbers within national paadundaries and wildlife management areas consistent with-range
carrying capacity as develapesing standard range management techniques, including control of wandering wildlife onto
private lands and a program of wildlife disease control within the park system;

1.4. Legislation allowing hunting and trapping in national gt control the overpopulation of wildlife;

1.5. Retaining the present names of national monurremdsparks;

1.6. National parldands being available and accessible accommodating the recreationhthese lands. We recommend
designated ATV trails and roads be readily available, properly identified and posted to be enjoyed for the intended use by
any and all citizens;

1.7. Removing the World Heritagdesignation from alhational park and waterways;

1.8. Providing sanitary restroom facilities in national maghad monumentsind

1.9. The National PariServiceimplementing a lottery system limiting recreational access to the national designated scenic
Buffalo River, in order to preserve vatquality

2. We oppose:

2.1. The taking of privately owned land for the development of nationakparb r par ks @buf fer zone

2.2. The development of a comprehensive plan for the management and usederafly owned lands and waters by any
federally created commission or agency;

2.3. Efforts to condemn privately owned farmland and ranch land within the boundfrietonal park;

2.4. The designation of national parlas wilderness areas;

2.5. The establishment of integral vistas surrounding state and nationaj park

2.6. Actions or recommendations by the Natural Heritage Committee of the United Nations if they establish a budfenurshe
national sites which affect the use of lands, waters or natural resources, outside the boundaries of those sites; and

2.7. Removing the National Paf&kervice(NPS) from the Department of the Interior (DOI).

514 / National, Trails, Landmarks & Monuments

1. We support:

1.1

1.2.
1.3.

1.4.
1.5.

1.6.
1.7.

Requiring the govement agency involved in cases where federal and private lands are included in a national historic trail,

to define the boundaries between these lands;

Stringent enforcement of trespass laws along all national historica] trails

Any legislation for the study or designation of greenbelt corrideggire notification of private property owners included in

or adjoining the proposed area before enactment;

Rewriting the Antigities Act to revoke the executive brabch abi | i ty t o de s iGpmgessewitmteet i o1

approval of state and local governments, should be the bodyi¢gmatesnational monuments

Downsizing efforts of currently designated national monuments

Mandating active management, allowing for grazimining and logging timbeto maintain the land; and

Any reform should also require:

1.7.1. That all existing natural resource uses are protected in such designations; and

1.7.2. That the Antiquities Act can only be used on contiguously owned federal land and may not be used where a tract of
private land will be surrounded by a designated national monument.

2. We oppose:

2.1

2.2,
2.3.

The exclusion opark lands that have received funds through the Land Water Conservation Fund Act (LWCF) from
consideration for siting power line routes and waste disposal facilities or other public entities;

The establishment of national landmadksprivate lands without landowner consent; and

Arbitrary removal of statues and monumestt$istorical significance.

515 / Riparian AreaManagement

1. We support:

1.1.

1.2.

1.3.

1.4.

1.5.

Expanding the Coordinated Resource Managemgpitoach to consider all existing uses in the development of riparian area
management plans;

The uniform definition of Ariparian aread to mean an a
vegetation or physical charadstics reflective of permanent water influence;

Cooperation with federal land management agencies and researchers by offering demonstration plots to help establish
dependable scientific data for riparian area management;

Adequate trainig in plant physiology and animal husbandry for land management personnel working on riparian area
management plans;

Greater consideration to livestock grazimeeds in the development of grazingnagement policies on riparian areas;
122



2.

1.6.

1.7.
1.8.
1.9.

Grazing associations and/or individual permittees having opportunities to participate and monitor use of riparian areas in &
practical manner;

Protection of private property rights in any ripariaeamanagement activities;

Management of riparian areas based on positive cost/benefit ratios;

Preparation of plans on a sipecific basis;

1.10.Basing allowable use on a percentage of the overall allotment rather than dictateat ligevis occurring on specific

riparian areas within allotments; and

1.11.Riparian pastures rather than exclusion corridors, consistent with appropriate streprobagstion.
We oppose:

2.1

2.2,

2.3.

Federal land agencies fencing off riparian areas within grazing allotments. In those rare instances where fencing may be
necessary, we favor fencing only the affected areas allowing lanes to the stream for livestock wateringharecost
assisaince for offsite watering;

Moving too quickly in the planning process on riparian areas before good scientific information through monitoring of
demonstration plots identifies the real potential for improvement of the various typpar@niareas and impacts such
management would have on traditional uses; and

Private land riparian inholdings being considered as sources of data for management decisions or as strategy points to
dictate action on an entire allotment.

516 / Transfer of Federal Lands

1. We support the following guidelines:

2.

3.

1.1
1.2.
1.3.
1.4.

1.5.
1.6.

1.7.

1.8.
1.9.

The transfer of public landsom federal land management to state and local governments, ngludvatization. Lands
transferred to state and local control should be administered under mu$igpleanagement;

Due regard must be given to traditional rights of use;

Dominant economic users should have right of fieftisal;

After a refusal, the land under permit, as well as-pemmitted federal landshould be sold to the highest bidder, or
disposed into private ownership by an alternate method;

Where permitted grazinignds contain commercial timber, timber will be sold to permittee at fair market value

The capitalization into private base property values of attached gréginydues must be fairly and equitably recognized
as prior partial payment of the permitted land;

Agricultural lands acquired through foreclosure by government lenders should not be transferred to other government
agencies. All rights associated wittese lands shall be conveyed to the purchaser and none retained by the seller;

The funds received from the disposition of federal lesid®ild be dedicated to retirement of the national;debt

The U.S. Forest Service (USFS) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) should trade or sell land with the current
lessee when so requested. This should be done to block up land where current lessee has a checkerboard pattern of dee
land. Land trades should not erode the county tax base; and

1.10.Government agencies should ledseelopment rights surrounding militafgcilities rather than purchasing the land.
We oppose:

2.1,
2.2,

2.3.

Thepolicy of federal and state government agencies purchasing land from nonprofit organizations at a profit;
The eligibility for sale of federal lands

2.2.1. Within the National Parksystem (NPS);

2.2.2. Within the National Wildlife Refuge System

2.2.3.Indian trusts

2.2.4. Wilderness areas

2.2.5. Wild and scenic rivers;

2.2.6. National or historic trails

2.2.7. National conservation areas;

2.2.8. Other congressionally designateéas; and

2.2.9. That contains lakes, which are environmentally or economically important to a state;

The transfer by deed or leaskany of the federal or statevned lands to any foreign government or the United Nations.

We support the Red River Private Propdttgtection Act.

517 / Wild Horses & Burros

1. Affected states should take necessary action to require the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and United St&epviearest
(USFS) to comply with the provisions of the Wild Free Roaming HaxedsBurros Act. The federal government must support:

124

1.1.
1.2.
1.3.
1.4.
1.5.
1.6.

Acknowledging that wild horseandburros are feral animals;

Managing horse and burro populations in compliance with agency resource management plans;

State responsibility and action in accordance with the
Maintaining a thriving natural ecological balance on the range for all multiple uses;

Effective and efficient fertility control including sterilizations to minimize population growth and reduce the cost of;gathe
Utilizing any humane mteod of removing excess wild hossgnd burros from the range including, but not limited to, the

use of helicopters, bait and traps and lethal control;



1.7. Adoption of a permit process through whigtivate individuals or entities are able to acquire permits to gather wild/feral
horsegburros for the purpose of controlling their population;

1.8. Transferring title of wild horseimmediately upon adoption;

1.9. Horsesand burros that have been held in government captivity for more than six months and are deemed unsuitable for
adoption being sold without limitation the highest bidder or being euthanized;

1.10.The testing for diseases;

1.11.Proportional reduction in wild horsad burro numbers in the event livestock numbers have to be reduced for any reason;

1.12.Amending the Act tallow states and tribes the option to manage hasddurros within their respective boundaries; and

1.13.The development of a program to systematically transfer unadoptable mustangs and burreg/twlthoduntries s
humanitarian effort for the use as sredhle draft animals, transportation and other domestic uses.

2. We oppose:

2.1. Reduction or elimination of livestock grazinights due to misuse of federal lands by wild hemeburros;

2.2. Any new or expanded wild horsend burro territories being established on public land or imposed on private land;

2.3. The release of wild horsafter capture back to BLM or USFS lands currently over the appropriate management level;

2.4. Using taxpayer funds for marketing campaigns;

2.5. Designating horse or burro herds as treasured or other special classifications; and

2.6. Any federal agency providing protection of abandoned or stray horses

518 / Wilderness Areas

1. Established wilderness criteria threateultiple use areas by prohibiting the employment of motorized tools and mechanized
vehicles in watersheghanagement, trail maintenance, soil treatment, noxious weed control, waste management and fire
protection.

2. We support:

2.1. Releasing nowilderness ared®r multiple uses;

2.2. Delisting wilderness study areas (WSA) that have been listed by government agencies for more than five years and fail to
reach wildernesstatus;

2.3. Requesting the USDA and the Department of the Interior (DOI), in determining roadlesseefise their interpretation
of firoadsd as any road that i s mai nthichaorsidersfolyconstridied,c ul a
regularly maintained roads as legal roads;

2.4. Allowing permittees operating within designated wilderness dceaare for their livestock, range improvementsj a
control predators in the traditional manner;

2.5. Salvagingtimbeon desi gnated wilderness or WSA6s damaged by na

2.6. Reopening any designated wilderness area (including roads andwiddh has been closed to the public and to multiple
use on the petition of a majority of local citizens and/or any local, county or state government;

2.7. Ayearly 10day window to use motorized equipment to clear anihtaia trails do maintenance, and replace utilities in
wilderness and wilderness study areas;

2.8. Wilderness aredseing available and accessible to accommodateetireational use of these lands. We recommend
designated ATV trailand roads be readily available, properly identified and posted to be enjoyed for the intended use by
any and all citizens; and

2.9. Amending the Wilderngs Act of 1964 to satisfy local residents' concerns including economics, property rights and water
rights County governmentshould have the right to ratify or reject any proposed wildss area.

3. We oppose:

3.1. Expansion of wilderness ared$owever, if wilderness legislation becomes imminent, we should work to protect private
propertyrights axd the traditional multipleise practices on federal land;

3.2. Either an express or implied reservation of water or water rfghtsilderness or special management areas. We believe
any water rightglaimed for any federal lands should be subject to acquisition only under state watdawghts

3.3. The Environmental Protection Agenbgcoming involved in any wilderness studies;

3.4. Including buffer zong in any future wilderness proposals; and

3.5. Any more private propertgeing acquired by state or federal governments for wilderness, national preserve or any other
nonproductive or ncieconomical use.

519 / Wildland Fires

1. We support:
1.1. Management of public forests for wildfitezard reduction and use of renewable wood products; including thinning and
prescribed burns and the harvest of mature, over matutelesd timber
1.2. Livestock grazingas a viable fire suppression tool to reduce burnable fuels on federal, state, county and private lands
including grazingcontracts on nograzed public lands to reduce excess fuel that contributes to range or forgst fires
1.3. Clear national direction on timely pefite and diseaseclated salvage and reforestation
1.4. Expediting and streamlining environmental considerations of proposamtwve dead, burned or mature timber
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1.5. Changing state and federal wildfipelicy to require that state and federal fire managers and incident commanders
coordinate with county and local fire departments and land@aneluding acting as first responders and contributing to
firefighting efforts;

1.6. A provision that states and federal agencies will allow forest or rangeland protective associations in neighboring states the
meet the requirements of their homatstto enter into mutual aid agreements with forest and rangeland protective
associations across state lines;

1.7. Changing fire control policy to put any fire out upon arrival or as soon as safely possible when the protection of the health
safetyand property of the citizens are in jeopardy, the local protective associations must be allowed to act beyond the first
response and initial attack phase of fire;

1.8. A provision that state and federal agencies maintaiire dfeak strategically located to protect private property and to
control large wild fires

1.9. State and federal efforts to reduce the risk of catastrophic wijldfire

1.10.A streamlined processde at a local level for fire suppression and prevention that includes a plan to reduce the fuel load b
targeted grazingprescribed burns, green stripping, permanent fire breaks, waivers from Endangered Species Act (ESA)
protections and &tional Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements;

1.11.Every grazingand logging permit issued including a dangerous fuel reduction plan with mandatory triggers for
i mpl ementation from which federal | and mangers canét d

1.12.Lifting wilderness restrictions on motorized vehicles when they hamper suppression and prevention activities and when a
fire breaks out;

1.13.Full compensation for property damaged on private or public managed land by the federal agencydhatgs iof
fighting or controlling the fire/burn, initiated or authorized by that agency;

1.14.Immediate federal response to flood control risks following a wildfiré compensation to property owners when flooding
is not controlled;

1.15.Requiring the federal agency to maintain the infrastructure on federal lands that the government has taken out of producti
so that land can be used for grazinghe event of fire on other grazisgctiors of the forest;

1.16.High priority to regaining access to remote areas by law enforcement aftemfitéi®oding;

1.17.The development of an improved communications strategy betweidlent command team managers and grazing
permittees;

1.18.The funding of fire suppression;

1.19.Compliance with countymplemented burn bans on National Forest and Bureau of Land Management (BLM) lands; and

1.20.Federal land and state management agencies pursuing aggressive initial attack procedures on wildiahadiirgs
wilderness areas

2. We ompose wildland fire use on or adjacent to government agency grafitiments prior to or during active graziegasons.

LAND
525 / Land Ownership

1. Experience has shown that an improving environment is dependent upon economic productivity, and that economic productivit
is dependent upon private ownership of the means of production. Because we view land as apnedunstioh, we are troubled
that over onehird of the land in this nation is owned by the federal government.

2. Research, documentation, and designation of natural, historical, scenic or exceptional sites or waters shall not otcur withou
2.1. Prior written notification to the owner and local elected officials of complete purpose and scope of the study or designatior
2.2. Landowners' consent in writing; and
2.3. All records of the above being made open and available fouthiec.

3. We support:

3.1. A national policy of no net loss of private lands;

3.2. An option for current surface landowners to buy back U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and Natural Resources Conservatior
Service or other perpetual conservation easements at market value;

3.3. The right of a producer to use conservation easements;

3.4. State and local input in the establishment of any federal heritage area or corridor. Private pghperig a means for a
private propertyowner, a county, or other municipal authority to opt out of a proposed or established heritage area or
corridor;

3.5. The principle that any land designation by the United Natiorasy other notJ.S. entity must first be approved by
Congress;

3.6. Compensation to local governments or their political subidiwgswhen the federal government devalues real property
belonging to these entities through rules, regulations, mandates, or restrictions in the amount that the real property was
devalued or funds in lieu of taxes reduced;

3.7. The continuatia of all nonrreservation property being subject to the same taxes and laws after the land is purchased,
acquired or given to Native American nations and put into trust;

3.8. Payment by the federal government of defendant attorneys' feegsdistaunts, court fees and costs, and any monetary
damages awarded to Native Americamsases brought by tribes against the property of individual landowners;

3.9. Repeal of Section 2 of the Crow Act of 1920 (acreageership limitation); and
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3.10.Streamlining statutory and regulatory requirements that protect archaeological (cultural) resources.
We oppose:

4.1.
4.2,

4.3.
4.4,
4.5,
4.6.

4.7.

Further expansion of federal land ownership

Using federal funds to finance land acquisitions byegaempt environmental organizations and transferring lands owned by
such groups to any federal agency;

Mandated perpetual easements;

Thequalification of newly acquired land by Native Americasstribal for construction of casinaad other such activities;

The taking of privately owned land settling Indian landlaims;

The taking by the federal government of private land into trust for the developmentre$@ffation business enterprises;
and

The American Prairie Reserve oranh@r e f f-wirltd & ot e eWe st .

526 / Land Use Planning

1. We believe that land use planniogn best be accomplished at the county or comparable level of government and by private
landowners.

Adequate returns on investment from agricultural land and tax incentives for production agriculture are the most effective
methods of preserving@duction of food and fiber.

We support:

2.

3.

3.1

Requiring all lands, including state and federal lands, being subject to all provisions of local land use pidimanges
that do not adversely affect private prayeights or the selective restraint of commerce;

3.2. Legislation preventing an agency from controlling the use of lands by proclamation;

3.3. The use of incentives to encourage commercial reuse or redevelopment nfjéxisiness or industrial sites rather than
new undeveloped site;

3.4. The following safeguards in any land use plan:
3.4.1. Representation of agricultural producers on all planning and control boards;
3.4.2. The right of appeal by andividual landowner at all levels, especially the local level; and
3.4.3. Protection for private ownership rights;

3.5. The voluntary transfer of development rigtadimit farmland conversion;

3.6. Continued funding of the Forelsegacy Act and

3.7. Conservation easemarfor less than perpetuity to be availatidarmers and ranchers with a federal tax deduction.

We oppose:

4.1. The continued encroachment of federal and state agencies and local governments on agricultural landg$orest

4.2. Federal legislation and agency pgliwhich would impose land use regulations as a qualification for federal grants and
loans;

4.3. Any effort to establish buffer areas without just compensation around parks, preserves or other areas being protected for
their environmental or ecologicehlue;

4.4, The formation or expansion of any state or federal wildéfeges recreational, conservation or wilderness areas which
result in a net loss of private lands;

4.5. The creation of a i@mnal wildlife refuge by the U.S. Fish and Wildlifervice without congressional approval;

4.6. State or national wildlifeefuges recreational or conservation areas impeding the existing natural and artificial drainage
systems of landowners in the watershed,;

4.7. Compliance with Natural Resources Conservation Sestaedards as a requirement in any farmland protection program

4.8. Arbitrary limitations in the federal Farmland Protectiondtamthat may discourage participation or impair state or local
initiatives; and

4.9. Federal assistance to states for land use planning

527 / Private Forestry

1. Our forests constitute one of our most valuable renewable resources. Forestry should continue to be recagnized as
environmentally beneficial agricultural enterprise. We believe that-clgiting and prescribed burning are beneficial tools in
forest, wildlife and environmental management.

Under the forestry title of any farm law, the program should ber@idtaied in the state as follows:

3.

2.1,

2.2,

The governor, with landowner and state Farm Bureau input, should appoint a committee made up of a majority of private
timberland interests; and
The state committee should not allow permanent transfelopepty rights allowing public access to private lands.

We support:

3.1

3.2.

3.3.

A privately owned, sustainegield forest industry assisted by essential public services such as research, fire protection and
pest control;

Thedevelopment and use of voluntary certification programs as a means of supporting sustainable forestry practices, whil
allowing forest landowners to be recognized and rewarded for their conservation practices;

The cooperation of all government agées in efforts to improve the management of private forests;
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3.4. Research to improve the quality and productivity of private;indostrial forest lands and favor ceftective technical
assistance, production and incentive programs;

3.5. Theuse of tax incentives for improving forest land management practices;

3.6. The U.S. Forest Service (USFS) providing regular updates to its inventory of forest growth and condition on public and
private timberlands. The inventory should not be useddntify endangered or threatened species or their habitat;

3.7. The use of renewable and environmentally friendly resources such as wood and agricultural products for the construction
pallets and containers for use in shipping;

3.8. The design btimberland riparian zone management specifications to accommodate stream sizes and classification, strean
bank conditions, and timber management as determined by a professional forester;

3.9. Requiring governmental agencies to pay the private lanelothie difference in the value between the most profitable way
to manage timberland and the value left in those instances when governmental regulations require the involuntary taking «
the landowner's property rights;

3.10.Developing a federal KudzQost Sharing Eradication Program administered through the USFS;

3.11.Federal legislation to address interstate theft of timber based on point of harvest and on point of first delivery;

3.12.The idea that governmental agencies shoutétcfinancial responsibility when participants follow specific tree transplant
program guidelines and seedlings are damaged or destroyed;

3.13.The reclassification of Christmas tredrom a forestry prduct to an agricultural product; and

3.14.A hardwood timber reforestatiqggrogram.

We oppose restrictions on the process or use of chemically treated limothects without adequate research

528 / Sodbuster and Swampbuster

1.

12¢

The regulatory provisions under the sodbuster and swamplsusiiite should be directed to the original conservation goals of

not plowing out fragile grasslands and wetlands. Unless the regulations can be revised to be consistent with these goals, we

support:
1.1. Legislation to repeal the current sodbustat swampbusteregulations. Implementation of sodbuster regulations should not
differentiate between persons holding or not holding conservation reserve pmrgacts;
1.2. Allowing the secretary to waive penalties if conedrtvetlands would have a minimal effect on the biological and
hydrological value of a wetland;
1.3. Local Farm Service Agency (FSA) committees determining the reasonable minimum size;
1.4. Vegetative crops grown as rotation cropeluding hay should be exempt from the sodbuster provisions;
1.5. A statute of limitations of two years for FSA and the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) for wetlands
violations. The standard for determining fines for such violatithres prosecution to be performed, and the penalties
assessed should be completed in a timely manner (one year or less). Penalties should only apply to future crop years on
noncompliant tracts and landlords and tenahtsuld be allowed aopportunity to mitigate before penalties are applied for
actions taken in good faith;
1.6. Farmers being allowed to maintain and improve existing draisggfems. FSA should only withhold payments on disputed
converted acres and ndietentire farm. When a dispute over converted acres does occur, county and state FSA committee:
shall have the authority to negotiate a reasonable settlement. Farms not enrolled in federal FSA programs should not be
required to meet swampbustard sodbuster requirements. FSA, NRCS and the Army Corps of Engineers should help, not
hinder, efforts to tile fields, thus improving overall water quality
1.7. Drainagedistricts that maintain drainagéructures being allowed to upgrade those structures, especially those at or near the
end of their life expectancy, without subjecting landowners to wetland violations or any additional federal permits;
1.8. The timely issuance of wlahd determinations by qualified NRCS staff;
1.9. A unified method of wetland determinations by NRCS for all agencies;
1.10.Amending 7CFR 614.6(b) to allow NRCS to notify participants of preliminary technical decisions of the Food Security Act
of 1985 to be sent regular mail for radverse decisions; and
1.11.Until repeal, we support overhauling the rules for sodbuster and swamplingdteting but not limited to the following:
1.11.1.If an area of a farmproduces a crop on a wetter than normal year, it should be exempt from a wetland classification
and labeled nometland;

1.11.2.All areas where any form of artificial drainaas been used prior to the 1985 swampbustes and the intent was
to make crop production possible, that those areas be labelegeatiand or prior converted wetland;

1.11.3.Establish a requirement to meet hydrology criteria for a wetland be raised from the current 50 percent to 66.67
perceant of the time on normal year aerial photography;

1.11.4.Limiting the penalty and/or crop insuranegbsidy loss for the violation of rules dealing with highly erodible Jand
wetlands and other conservation compliastaandards to the individual FSA tract number where the violation
occurred rather than the farmerds entire operation;

1.11.5.Using a mrmal year rainfall base map for identifying possible wetland locations and sizing. If they do not appear on
the base map, they are not a wetland,;

1.11.6.Using site specific rainfall data;

1.11.7.Including in the 2018 farm bilfield areas labeled prior converted should be qualified for tile installation to improve
soil health and to prevent the proliferation of invasive weed patches;



1.11.8.All wetland determinations and field surveys done by certified private wetlaedalists should be final and not
subject to additional review by NRCS;
1.11.9.Mitigation based on a functional capacity standard, but not to exceed afoaee requirement;
1.11.10.Sever the requirement of conservation complianaegard to crop insuranseibsidiesf sufficient progress in
implementing the preceding objectives cannot be met; and
1.11.11 Requiring USDAto provide educatioand training to farmers, landowners and the general public regarding the
policy and procedure of wetland delineations, determinations and appeals.
2. We support repeal of Swampbuster
3. We oppose farm program incentives that encourage producers to bring fragileridedsultivation. Fragile landse defined as
those lands that NRCS deseto be subject to excessive rates of wind and water erosion.

529 / Sovereign Nations

1. We oppose:
1.1. Identification of Native AmericaniTi bes as fAS@vereign Nations
1.2. Federal legislation that would create sovereign states of Native American reservations; and
1.3. Any effort of any federally recognized Nati¥enerican Tribe to extend their reservation status or sovereignty ttribah
lands.

PROPERTY RIGHTS

535 / Eminent Domain

1. The taking of property or easements should be permitted only when tlherke&gcut public project and the completion of the
project is guaranteed.

2. Eminent domain shall not be used to condemn or transfer property from one private entity to another private entity fiar econom
development or any other private use.

3. We support:
3.1. Prompt, just and adequate compensation, including legal costs, expert witness fees, associated costs, relocation costs,

appraisals including highest and best use, replacement costs and participation fees;

3.2. Adequatdime to allow for satisfactory relocation of former owners;
3.3. The following procedures in eminent domain proceedings:

3.3.1. Good faith negotiations by the condemning entity to acquire property before initiating condemnation

3.3.2. Providing a landowner in eminent domain cases five years from the time of the original settlement in which to
negotiate claims for damages that may not have been confirmed at the time of the initial settlement;

3.3.3. Requiring forprofit commaecial utilities to compensate landowners at a minimum twice the appraisal of the highest
and best use. In addition, such utilities shall pay a yearly fee for each pole, tower or pipeline erectedlandorest
and farmland, with the fee adjied for inflation

3.3.4. Requiring public bodies proposing acquisition of property for public purposes to send a written notice at least 60 da
prior to any formal public hearing and to hold such hearing beforéaadyis optioned or purchased,;

3.3.5. Giving property owners the right to judicial review of the need and location of the proposed taking; and

3.3.6. Requiring companies to obtain a performance bond to fulfill the obligations of the easement oaliteaseent;

3.4. Requiring entities having the power of eminent domain for right of way, either by condemttatia of condemnatior
easement to maintain natural drainage and being held liable for démrlagdowners;

3.5. Freedom from liability for landowner or tenant for any accidental or inadvertent breakage or disruption of service on any
lines, cablesr pipelines

3.6. An environmental impact statement beprgpared as a prerequisite for any eminent domain proceeding;

3.7. Changes in legislation regarding eminent domain cases that would strengthen the rights of landowners and would allow
them greater latitude to present evidence in court proceedings;

3.8. All utility lines, cablesand pipelinedeing properly installed according to appropriate specifications. Such installations
should be adequately marked;

3.9. Requiring utilities ad utility marking services to use biodegradafiternatives to wire flags; and

3.10.Maintaining state authority to exempt normal agricultural and farm tillage practices freoalbnequirements uter
Federal Pipeline Safety Regulations.

4. We oppose:

4.1. The use of eminent domain for recreational purposes, open gpaede economic development or expansion of the land
holdings of wildlife agencies;

4.2. Legislation which grants the right of federal eminent domain to any additional entities;

4.3. The ability of norelected boards, agencies and commissions, public or private, to utilize theedoimain process;

4.4, Condemnatiomf property in fee title if a lesser interest will suffice;

4.5. The use of eminent domain to acquire properties intended for future sale. Any kandfotapublic purposes and not
promptly used for that purpose (i.e., within a maximum period of five years) must be offered immediately to the prior
owners or their heirs at a price no higher than the original purchase price;



4.6. The practie of acquiring new rights of wathrough farmland when existing public corridors exist, such as railways,
highways, power lines, pipelinestc. Governmendwned lands and wetlands should be utdlipeior to the consideration of
any privately owned land;

4.7. Legislation that grants the right of federal eminent domain to any additional entity except in crossing property controlled b
another carrier that already has federal eminent @oaghority; and

4.8. Any government entity taking private propehty adverse possession without just compensation.

536 / Proprietary Data

1.

2.

Proprietary dataollected from farming and agricultural operations is valuable, should remain the property of the farmer, and

warrants protection.

We support:

2.1. Farm equipment owners and individual service technicians having access to diagnosticuiptemgprocedures,
service, and technical information necessary at a fair and reasonable price;

2.2. Efforts to better educate farmers and ranchers regarding new technology or equipment that may receive, record, transmit,
share and/or sell their faing and production data;

2.3. Requiring anyone who is collecting, storing, and analyzing proprietaryidatading photographs, to provide full
disclosure of their intended use of the data;

2.4. Formation of standardizgurotocols regarding privacy and terms of conditions to ensure a standard definition of all
components within the contract. We should be an active participant in developing these protocols;

2.5. Compensation to farmers whose proprietary dathared with third parties that offer products, services or analyses
benefitting from that data;

2.6. Multiple participation options being included in all contracts;

2.7. All proprietary information between the farmer and the camgpamaining between the two entities. This would not
preclude a farmer from sharing data with whomever he/she chooses (e.g., a consultant);

2.8. Ensuring proprietary datare stored at an entity that is not subject to adeneeof InformationAct (FOIA) request, utilizing
all safeguards, including encryption, to protect the data;

29. The farmerds right to enter into agtoanetheeprnoduca (e.d. intadaad r r
sale);

2.10.Private companies entering into agreements which would allow for the compatibility/updating of equipment and updating ¢
software;

2.11.The right of a farmer to hawaecess to their own data, regardless of when it was shared with a company;

212Language in user agreement contracts to allow producer
companyés ability tftusell or use that data in the

213.Programs to increase producers6 awareness on how their

2.14.Ag-tech providergATP) assuming liability of all data breaz

215ATPscl early explaining the definition of the terms faff]
contracts;

2.16.Farmers having the ability to cool when and where they utilize precision ag technology, i.e. -feefeeld kill switch; and

2.17.The development and use of independent, tharty evaluation of the variables used by ATiPtheir privacy policies and
user agreements.

We oppose any federal agency or Fedkgible entity from serving as a data clearinghouse for all proprietaryodaiggregated

data collected by privatompanies.

537 / Private Property Rights

1.

13C

We believe in the American capitalistic, private, competitive enterprise system in which property is privately ownely, private
managed and operated fmofit and individual satisfaction. Any erosion of that right weakens all other rights guaranteed to
individuals by the Constitution. Any action by government that diminishes an owner's right to use his property cortskintgs a
of that owner's propert
When regulations or legislation regarding rare, threatened or endangered spenigsonmental restrictions alter agricultural
practices, agricultural producers should be compensated for the cost of these altered agricultural practices.
New technology expands the boundaries of property righimgement. Federal laws should evolve with these technological
advancements to maintain the traditional concepts of private property. rights
We support:
4.1. Government providing due process and compensation &xtw degree that an owner's right to use and the value of the
property has been diminished by government action;
4.2. All levels of government abiding by the Fifth Amendmemnthe Constitution: "No person shall be deprivetifef liberty
or property without due process of | aw,; nor shall priv
4.3. An open public process for the transfer of lands and/or regulatory jurisdictions between state, federal ahd¢mmioes
for development that considers the impact on surrounding land, including agriculture;
4.4. Legislation that requires federal officials to identify themselves, notify property owners and obtain written permission or a
search warrant beforevng onto private property;



5.

4.5. Requiring all federal officials, when visiting an agricultural entity, to present photo identification and one other form of
identification, with a copy of one being left on site;

4.6. Regulation that would prevetite publication of mapgroduced by GPS data without marking private raesot available
for public use;

4.7. Regulation that would prevent interrretiting through private roads<cept for delivery to a specific home or business
located on the private road;

4.8. Review of all federal regulations that encroach on the rights of property owners;

4.9. A definition of private property that includes all thrtimber, water rightsr other valuable considerations associated with
land ownership;

4.10.Enactment of presidential Executive Order 12630 regarding the protection of private propertawights

4.11.The basis for just compensation being fair market vafube property or the economic loss to the owner or any adjoining
landowner whose property is devalued;

4.12.Compensation for partial taking$ the property being based on the reduction in the value of the total property;

4.13.Business owners having the exclusive right to prohibit tobasedn their private business;

4.14.Buffers around the perimeter of military basiesigned to keep land imq@luction agriculture being clearly focused on that
purpose alone;

4.15.Reimbursement to businesses, industries and farmers who have expended sums of money to prove they are meeting
environmental regulations if they show they were meetingatgairements before the government agency questioned their
performance;

4.16.Protection of adjoining landowners by providing adequate fencing and protection from liability issues related to the use of
such facilities in cases where recreatidreails are established;

4.17.Legislation that allows any U.S. citizen, regardless of race, color, creed or national origin, to own;reindeer

4.18.Legislation that would protect ingent private property owners from property confiscation in the event that illegal
substances are found, stored or growing on private property without the landowner's knowledge or consent;

4.19.Legislation to ensure that all information, indlog video and audio recordings, from private farms and farm production is
treated as private property and is to be made available and/or controlled by the farm owner and operator. We believe that
estate administrator or trustee shall have accessd##l assets and other electronic forms of communication as part of
the estate;

4.20.Continued public availability of Differential Global Positioning System signals;

4.21.Repeal of those provisions of scenic byway legislati@t would result in the loss of private property rights

4.22.The right to sell land remaining in the hands of landowners; and

4.23.1f the government claims dmportant public interest in private property it should be required to specifically identify the
area and the reason for the determination.

We oppose:

5.1. Any legislation or application of the Public Trust Doctrthat would allow public access to or through private property
without permission of the property owner or authorized agent;

5.2. The gathering of data from private property when that data may be used to éafglitatal land use planning

5.3. The practice of including privately owned land on mapgovernmenbwned properties (such as national forestishout
clear delineation of private property lines;

5.4. Action by federal agencies, acting individually or collectively, which would result in:
5.4.1. An involuntary net loss of private land in astate; and
5.4.2. Increasing the amount of land which is exempt from state and local laws and property taxes

5.5. Any agency designating a citizen's land as a historical site withewather's approval;

5.6. Regulatory enforcement based solely on aerial surveiljance

5.7. Government entities, other than local fire authorities, regulating burnibgrdénsome vegetative growth on private
property;

5.8. Any concept of civil asset forfeiture that allows any agency to seize private property without due process and without a
presumption of innocence of the property owner; and

5.9. All federal funding used to design, build, maintain, utilize or provide access to a federal database or geospatialrinformatio
on community disparities in access to affordable housing.

538 / Rightof-way Easement

1.

Easement rights of way obtained by public or private sectors shall not be committed to any new or additional purpose either
during their original usage or after abandonment without consent ofwther of the land underlying the easement. We promote
the philosophy that if rights of way are developed for recreational purposes, lands should be purchased from willikigesellers.
oppose federal legislation that would deny or postpone the reversigaggrty rights or interests of underlying or adjacent
property owners to railroad, utility or road rights of way that are no longer being used for the purpose for which thfewayhts
were granted.
We oppose permitting utility rights of waydluding railroad rights of way, to be used for other purposes without permission of
adjoining landowners and the holder of the underlying property interest. We oppose the use of National Interest Energy
Transmission Corridor designations to facilitate @@mnatiorof agricultural land, open spacnd conservation or preservation
easements. Historic livestock drivewaj®uld be kept open for use on federal and state lands. When a risilafi@hdoned, the
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4,

rights of way should be returned by the railroad to the adjacent and/or underlying property owners. Where the railrbad owns t
right of way, in fee simple, the property should first be offered for sale to adjacent landowners with firghtefusal upon
discontinuance of rail service.

Property owners should have access to condition reports of underground pigedigesy fuel or other hazardous materials in

their community.

We support repeal of the National Trafystem Act unless it is amended to protect the rights of property owners in the following

manner:

4.1. Permit railbankingvithout interim trail use, and permit landowners to retain abandoned railroad corridors-toaihoges
that will preserve the opportunity for restored rail use in the future;

4.2. Require railroads to providenely personal notice to each landowner before each proposed abandonment;

4.3. Require railroads to reveal to each landowner before abandonment the full and complete legal basis on which the railroad
has claimed its right to occupy therridor. If the railroad's right is less than fee simple ownership, the railroad should be
required to disclose to each landowner that its occupancy right will be extinguished upon abandonment;

4.4, Permit and encourage every landowner tdigipate in the abandonment proceeding and to offer reasons for or against
railbankingor trail use;

4.5. Create a predictable, objective, bridine standard that abandonment is deemed to be consuchnmatater than nine
months after issuance of authority to abandon by the Surface Transportatior{ BtR)yd

4.6. Require STB to supervise, monitor and enforce its orders and conditions on railbanked farempower state and local
governments to do so, without peenption by federal authorities;

4.7. Create a procedure for reinstatement of rail service on railbanked corridors;

4.8. Provide a clear and simple procedure to camspée landowners for their interest in land that is taken as a result of a
railbankingorder;

4.9. Require a public comment period or hearing, prior to issuance of any authorization for interim usesomtigtious
landowners and other citizens have the opportunity for input into the railbgmicogss;

4.10.Require that STB evaluate and make specific findings regarding the appropriateness ofead peilbasking consider
comments from adjacent landowners, consider the effects of any proposed interim trail use on the safety, health, security,
privacy, biosecurityfood security and economic interests of the adjacent landowners, and determine if tbewigiis
suitable for interim trail use prior to issuing a Certificate of Interim Trail Use or Notice of Interim Trail Use;

4.11.Establsh procedures granting STB authority to accept or reject any railbaadgirgments entered into between the railroad
and a trail sponsor;

4.12.Require the trail sponsor be responsiblelitdsility, right-of-way fencing, taxes, control of noxious weeds, maintenance of
the rights of way and other costs which were required of the railroad, and compensate the owners of rights of way for use
the property easement;

4.13.Require bcal governing body approval of the recreational trail project before STB can accept the railbgnéamgent
between the railroad and the trail sponsor;

4.14.Following a public comment period, allowlgrthose railroad rights of way which have a realistic probability of being used
again for a railroad to be approved for railbankimiga maximum of 10 years; and

4.15.Request state and local authostte supervise, monitor and enforce safety, health, land use and other conditions on
railbanked land without premption by federal authorities.

539 / Rightto-farm

1. We support responsibbections designed to allow and protect the privilege and the rights of farmers, ranchers and commercial
fishermen to produce and market without undue or unrebmrestrictions, regulations or harassment from the public or private
sectors. We support actions to ensure that farmers are protected from undue liability and nuisamcensoéeying out normal
productio practices

2. We supporbasicright-to-farm, right-to-harvest, righto-access roads and highways policies designed to secure legislation
defending 100 percent of the owner's interesigricultural development of rural land

3. Allrecognized farming practices should be covered under thetaglatm policies. We oppose any attempt to restrict or regulate
generally accepted farming prigs.

4. The federal government should not classify agricultural operations as industrial or commercial enterprises simply bedause the
not fit traditional perceptions of agriculture. Agricultural activities take on many forms and ahaergame.

WATER

545 / Floodplain Management

1.

13z

The National Flood Insurance Progr@IP) should be designed to provide insurance, not regulate land use. It should not be
designed to revert the floodplain to its (historic, former) undeveloped state. Furthermore, rules and regulations regarding
floodplain management should not supergadleate property rightsWe oppose governmentandated flood insurance.

We oppose additional restrictions on activities in the floodplain resulting from the implementation of Predictentitive

Order 13690.

Agriculture in a floodplain should be given recognition as providing positive benefits to the environment and the public good
These benefits should receive the same consideration in cost/benefit analysis as do otheresrtairbanefits.




























































