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•	 Center	of	Disease	Control	(CDC)	has	“stopped	support	to	state	and	local	partners	for	infectious	disease	surveil-
lance	and	significantly	reduced	capacity	response	to	outbreak	investigations,	processing	lab	samples	and	main-
taining	24/7	emergency	operations.”	The	CDC	is	also	unable	to	support	the	annual	influenza	program	(flu	shots).

•	 National	Oceanic	and	Atmospheric	Administration	(NOAA)	is	 limited	 to	emergency	broadcast	only,	making	it	
impossible	for	the	public	to	track	storms	or	other	incoming	weather.	

•	 National	Ag	Statistics	Service	(NASS)	can	make	no	reports	of	any	kind	and	indicates	that	reports	will	not	return	
immediately,	even	after	the	shutdown	ends.

•	 Interrupted	protein,	slaughter	and	price	reports	for	poultry,	pork	&	beef.
•	 World	Ag	Supply	&	Demand	Estimates	(WASDE)	report	that	crop	conditions	and	forecasts	due	October	11,	2013	

will	be	affected	and	may	very	well	not	occur.
•	 E-Verify,	the	website	used	to	check	eligibility	of	employees	who	would	potentially	work	in	this	country,	and	which	

agriculture	is	dependent	upon,	is	completely	shut	down.
•	 Farm	Service	Agency	 (FSA)	 is	not	 currently	authorizing	any	operating,	 land,	or	 equipment	 loans;	 commodity	

checks	will	not	be	released;	acreage/production	deadlines	may	be	missed	and	insurance	coverage	may	lapse.

Due to recent flooding in the Denver area, the national convention will now be taking place at the Crowne 
Plaza Denver International Airport Convention Center. While the dates of  November 20-23, 2013 haven’t 
changed, some hotel details have:
 * Hotel address: 15500 East 40th Avenue • Denver, Colorado 80239
 * Hotel phone: (303) 371-9494
 * Website: www.cpdenverairport.com/reservations.aspx
 * Room rates: King and double rooms are $99 plus 12.75% tax; this rate will be honored two days before
     and two days after the conference.
 * When making reservations, phone or email the hotel directly and identify yourself  as a WIFE member.
 * The deadline for making room reservations is November 4, 2013
As a complimentary service the hotel offers local shuttle service within a five mile radius of  the hotel and free 
airport transportation to/from Denver International Airport. From the baggage claim area on the 5th floor of  the 
airport call (303) 371-9494 and ask for a shuttle (there is normally a 15 minute wait time). The hotel shuttle will 
meet you outside of  door 506 on the west side.

If  you have any questions or concerns, call Cathy Scherler at (719) 729-3367

Impacts of U.S. government shutdown on October 1, 2013
by Mary Ellen Cammack, South Dakota, Area 1 Director

National WIFE convention site has been changed



The Colorado ladies are working 
overtime for the Annual WIFE Conven-
tion this year as the hotel they originally 
reserved had its first floor flooded and 
may not be up and running until Janu-
ary of next year. The speakers and other 
interests have been booked so they need 
to find a hotel that will be available 
during the November time slot. Cathy 
Scherler and Jenifer Felzien went to 
Denver searching for a new venue and 
expect to have a place within the next 
day or so.   

Many states have been hit with bad 
weather this year and Colorado was 
one of them, with flooding wiping out 
bridges, roads and even some homes. 
A family member who lives in Aurora, 
Colorado said it looks like a third world 
country in some areas and that rivers 
were flowing where they never have 
before. One farm family had a sparse 
growth of wheat quite early in the spring  
and what did grow froze. Then they had 
the extremely dry months but were very 
fortunate to get some of the rains and 
none of the flooding. A farmer in North 
Dakota could have used a boat to plow 
much like the cartoon drawing on the 
Montana Facebook page. With all the 
extremes in weather and other problems 
faced by the farmers and ranchers across 
our United States they continue to feed 
our nation with the best quality and an 
abundant quantity of produce.

Update on Country of Origin La-
beling (COOL): Jess Peterson, United 
States Cattlemen’s Association (USCA) 
Executive Vice President states that as 
“defendant-interveners” in the District 

of Columbia Court, the USCA, National 
Farmers Union, American Sheep Indus-
try Association and the Consumers Fed-
eration of America are allowed to file 
papers and take part in disputes before 
the court of appeals. This is vital as it 
permits producers and consumers who 
agree with the United States Department 
of Agriculture’s (USDA) revised regula-
tions that comply with the World Trade 
Organization’s (WTO) and deem it legal 
and dependable, to address the court. 
Canada has now asked for a review of 
the USDA’s revised COOL regulations 
at the WTO by requesting a compliance 
panel. This means more papers, more 
proceedings and more expenses.

Update on the Farm Bill: On Sep-
tember 28 the House of Representatives 
voted on the Farm Bill (H.R. 361) and 
approved marrying the nutrition and 
farm programs together again, which 

had been separated earlier. The vote was 
226-191. The Farm Bill expired Septem-
ber 30 and the U.S. Secretary of Agri-
culture, Tom Vilsack, has greatly disap-
proved the handling of the Farm Bill. It’s 
reported that Vilsack warned the leaders 
of the House last week that they “need a 
team for the Farm Bill that will negotiate 
in good faith.” Vilsack stated that Frank 
Lucas, Agriculture Committee Chair-
man (R-OK), would like to get a Farm 
Bill finished but said Representative Lu-
cas “needs reasonable people and people 
he can work with” and “we need to get 
something done.” It’s possible we could 
have a Farm Bill at least by January 1, 
as that is when the 1949 permanent law 
would bring back parity. The USDA 
would have to set a parity price, which 
would cause milk to spike and we are 
all pretty sure that will not be allowed 
to happen.

     President’s Report   
Producers persevere amid 
extreme weather conditions 
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By Ruth Laribee
New York

Ruth & all,

All of western South Dakota (basically 1/2 
the state) has been declared a disaster by 
the Governor. Livestock losses will be high 
as most cattle were still on summer range & 
calves have not yet been weaned.

The power is still out for many; we have lines 
down & poles snapped, no sign of the high 
line crews and the power went out on Friday. 
The county hasn't cleared roads so ranchers in 
our area are on their own to plow snow & get to the cattle. There are 
dead cattle everywhere.

No Farm Bill, no LIP [Livestock Indemnity Program]. Aren't we in a 
fine situation. Just wanted to get the word out. The sun is shining, 
that's a plus.

Mary Ellen Cammack

A note from your Area 1 Director...



Ten thousand years ago in the 
Middle East’s Fertile Crescent, the 
world’s first farmers began the multi-
millennial journey of manipulating 
wheat’s genetic code to increase yield 
and feed a growing population.

 Today, Heartland Plant Innova-
tions, Inc. (HPI), a farmer-funded 
wheat research company located near 
Kansas State University, is kicking 
that ancient art into high gear by us-
ing faster and less expensive methods 
to help breeders develop new variet-
ies.  

HPI’s new doubled-haploid labo-
ratory, combined with the recent ar-
rival of cost-efficient genomic selec-
tion, is cutting years off the classic 
wheat-breeding process. Double-hap-
loid technology is a breeding tool that 
has been held mostly in the hands of 
private seed companies since being 
developed in the 1970s.

Now HPI is changing the game, 
making this technology available to 
public and private breeders world-
wide. Housed within the new Kansas 
Wheat Innovation Center, the mis-
sion is to help breeders make wheat a 
more competitive and higher-yielding 
crop. 

Wheat breeders face an uphill 
battle as wheat continually loses acre-
age to higher yielding crops like corn, 
soybeans, canola and cotton that have 
benefited from more advanced tech-
nologies like genetic engineering or 
hybrids. Public dollars for wheat re-

search, meanwhile, are also shrivel-
ing. 

According to U.S. Wheat Asso-
ciates, federal funding for wheat re-
search has shrunk 12 percent since 
2010, despite the fact that nearly 80 
percent of the wheat varieties grown 
in the U.S. have come from publicly 
funded research facilities. 

HPI sees only opportunity in the 
fee-based doubled-haploid service as 
pressure grows to increase yields to 
meet the growing world demand.

The United Nations Food and 
Agriculture Organization expects 
world wheat demand to grow 60 per-
cent by 2050, as population and per-
capita caloric intake continue rising. 

Meanwhile, USDA figures show 
that as wheat productivity limps 
along at a growth rate of less than 1 
percent annually, global demand is 
increasing twice as fast. Over the last 
30 years, the average annual increase 
in yields has been about 0.8 percent. 
That’s a little over half the rate of gain 
that’s been there for corn. 

The annual rate of gain needs to 
double right now and maintain that 

increased rate every year between 
now and 2050 in order to get there. 
Also the additional wheat will have to 
be produced on less land than what is 
being farmed right now. With geneti-
cally engineered and hybrid wheat 
still years in the future, the burden of 
improving yield for the world’s most 
widely grown crop will fall to classical 
wheat breeders. 

Breeders like Scott Haley at 
Colorado State University see huge 
potential in combining high-tech ge-
nome sequencing with HPI’s afford-
able double-haploid services to make 
breeding faster and more affordable 
than ever. 

If it works we can double or triple 
our rate of yield improvement per 
year. Success in breeding comes down 
to a return on investment for the 
farmer. New varieties that are more 
competitive on yield make wheat a 
more viable option for farmers. 

The farmer is a businessman. If 
wheat can generate greater revenue 
per acre for the farmer, there’s a bet-
ter chance he’ll include wheat into his 
rotation (The Progressive Farmer). 
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New technologies may help 
wheat become more competitive 

        Cereal Grains Report

By Jean Wach
Nebraska

Jean Wach
Nebraska
Nominee for Cereal Grains Chair
My name is Jean Wach and I joined WIFE in January of 1978.  I live 
on a farm 11 miles west of Hayes Center, Nebraska. My husband 
passed away in 2002 after a 13-year illness. My son lives five miles 
away and has taken over the farm and ranch operation. About one-
third of our farmground is planted in wheat so I like to stay informed 
on wheat and cereal grains.

National Candidate Profiles  
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There are many misconceptions 
when it comes to no-till farming. Here 
are some examples of the fallacies: 

1. MYTH: Not all fields can be “no-
till fields.” FACT: While some crops or 
soil types are easier to practice no-till 
farming with than others, all fields have 
the potential. Farmers need to be adap-
tive when it comes to practicing no-till.

2. MYTH: No-till will fix soil com-
paction in three or four years of practice. 
FACT: No-till cannot fix soil compac-
tion. This problem will not go away by it-
self. Freeze-thaw cycles can help but us-
ing a ripper or cover crops are the main 
way to solve this problem. 

3. MYTH: Seeding corn on no-till 
fields should be performed later than 

conventionally-farmed fields. FACT: 
Practicing no-till does not necessarily 
mean a later planting date for corn. The 
first couple of years may take more time 
than worked ground. After several years, 
however, the soil stability improves. In 
addition, pore sizes also become better 
along with an increase in organic matter. 
All of this improves soil aeration. Aera-
tion decreases soil moisture, which in 
turn, heats up the soil.

4. MYTH: Chopped cornstalks aid 
decomposition thereby enhancing the 
seedbed the following spring. FACT: 
While chopping does decrease residue 
size, it also makes it easier to be washed 
away. During planting time, this resi-
due can lead to less soil aeration, which 
would allow for cool and moist soil. 

5. MYTH: Late growing no-till corn 
compared to conventional corn means a 
yield reduction. FACT: This is not true if 
a field is new to no-till. The soil could be 
cooler leading to a slower growth. 

6. MYTH: Pale corn in no-till fields 
means a productivity decrease. FACT:If 

no-till corn in early May or June looks 
pale it doesn’t mean to expect a yield 
decrease. The color of the residue can 
be deceiving to farmers. For instance, 
a lighter residue can make leaves look 
paler compared to bare soil. 

7. MYTH: Vertical tillage is consid-
ered no-till. FACT: Vertical tillage is not 
always no-till. If the vertical tiller oper-
ates similar to a coulter cart, then it is 
similar to no-till. However, some vertical 
tillers are closer in comparison to discs. 
This machine can help mix residue and 
soil which will aid in decomposition. 
Using this to dry out the soil may cause 
shallow soil compaction. Moreover, this 
tool can help oxidize the soil and resi-
due. Only use vertical tillage if necessary 
to help correct compaction or residue is-
sues. 

From pale colored corn to soil com-
paction, there are many misconceptions 
when it comes to practicing no-till. 
Farmers need to be aware of these mis-
conceptions and believe in the facts, not 
the fallacies. 

      Feed Grains Report
No-till farming: fact or fiction?

By Janell Roe
Nebraska

  Energy Report

CCS is the new “it-word” for car-
bon sequestration. It stands for “Carbon 
Capture and Storage technology.”

Bio-diesel is diesel fuel made from 
organic (as opposed to inorganic) ma-
terial. One of its by-products is animal 
feed. Bio-diesel has been in the news 
lately as the industry has been going 
through some growing pains because 
the fuel standards were written for in-
organic, petroleum-based diesel. The 
bio-diesel at one facility was producing 
a product so good it couldn’t be sold at 

the pump; it exceeded the standards.
CCS and bio-diesel fuel are united 

by the fact that energy is an ever-evolv-
ing entity. CCS has a lot of “what-ifs.”  

In the olden days, people might 
have been satisfied to see fuel in a tank,   
harnessed to make a car go. Now there 
is the concern of overloading the atmo-
sphere with carbon emissions. 

CCS seeks ways to collect and keep 
carbon and in this case it goes beyond 
growing things, if you will remember 
your biology class. CCS is more tech-

nical and more likely to eventually, be 
traded financially.

We finished harvest earlier today.  
and put thousands and thousands of 
calories of wheat into bins. That was our 
goal. We used fuel in the machinery to 
get the grain and hope the grain is used 
to nourish people and animals. Good 
energy trade-offs!  

By Barbara Broberg
Montana

New attempts for carbon 
capture, storage being made 



Our rural communities depend on 
revenue generated by our federal for-
est lands, which have been authorized 
to be used for teacher salaries, police 
protection and other rural emergency 
services. The following is information 
that was received in a press release 
from the U.S. House of Representatives 
Natural Resource Committee:

The Obama Administration’s deci-
sion to retroactively subject the 2012 
Secure Rural School (SRS) payments 
to the fiscal year 2013 sequester has 
resulted in the House Natural Re-
source Committee submitting subpoe-
nas requesting documents as part of 
the Committee’s oversight duties. The 
subpoenas were issued to the U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture (USDA) and 
the Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) on September 4, 2013.

The Federal Government contin-
ues its poor management of the na-
tional forest lands and fails to provide 
local communities with their share of 
revenue from timber receipts Con-
gress has approved SRS payments to. 
These payments provide rural coun-
ties with funds for teachers, schools, 
police officers, emergency services 
and infrastructure.  The SRS program 
was extended through fiscal year 2012 
as part of the Highway Bill, “Mov-
ing Ahead for Progress for the 21st 
Century” and was signed into law by 
President Obama on July 6¸ 2012. The 
USDA distributed $323 million to 41 
states for the 2012 fiscal year. Now 
the Obama Administration requested 
$17.9 million in SRS payments be re-
paid, which were originally distributed 
to states as part of the 2013 sequester.  

Bipartisan opposition of members 
of Congress sent a letter questioning 
why the Administration is involving 
the SRS payments that were made for 
fiscal year 2012 revenues in the 2013 
sequester.  Chairman Hastings of the 
House Natural Resource Committee 
has sent oversight letters to USDA and 
OMB requesting documents and in-
formation on how this decision was 
reached and what the legal authority 
was on May 20, 2013.  Since there was 
no response by the deadline of June 3, 
follow-up letters were sent on July 18.  
A second follow-up letter, which gave a 
final opportunity to comply voluntari-
ly with the Committee’s requests, was 
sent on July 31. Three months after the 
Committee’s request, not a single doc-

ument has been released.  
Congressman Hastings stated “Ru-

ral counties depend on these funds for 
vital services – like putting teachers in 
the classrooms and police on the street. 
Retroactively cutting these funds and 
asking states to pay back the money is 
outrageous and will cause considerable 
economic harm to communities that 
are already struggling to survive. Even 
worse, the Obama Administration is 
refusing to provide documents about 
how and why this troubling decision 
was made. The	USDA	and	OMB	have	
had	ample	opportunity	to	comply	with	
the Committee’s request for docu-
ments. The issuance of subpoenas is 
always a last resort, but their refusal to 
cooperate has left us no other choice.”
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        Natural Resources Report

By Alice Parker
Washington

Natural Resource Committee issues 
subpoenas to Obama’s Administration

H.R. 2745 is the “No Social Se-
curity for Illegal Immigrants Act of 
2013.” The bill was introduced July 
18, 2013, is sponsored by Represen-
tative Dana Rohrabacher (R-CA) 
and has 24 co-sponsors. The bill 
would amend sections 210 and 211 
of the Social Security Act and would 
prohibit immigrants who are not au-
thorized to work in the United States 

from receiving Social Security ben-
efits.

The bill would need to be re-
ported by the committee, passed by 
both the House and the Senate, then 
signed by the President. As of now, it 
has been referred to the committee 
of Ways and Means. The Committee 
Chairperson determines whether or 
not a bill will move past the initial 
committee stage. According to sev-
eral searches, this bill has a one per-
cent chance of getting past the com-
mittee and a zero percent chance of 
being enacted.

           Legislative  Report

By Deb Dressler
North Dakota

Illegal immigrant 
health resolution 
not expected to pass



During	 the	 2013	 Nebraska	 an-
nual	 conference	 there	was	 some	 talk	
on	poverty	 in	America.	Some	people	
thought	 most	 of	 the	 poverty	 was	 in	
large	cities	and	very	little	of	it	resides	
in	rural	areas.	I	was	able	to	get	the	in-
formation	below	to	help	everyone	un-
derstand	poverty	better.	

In	2010	the	county	in	the	United	
States	with	the	highest	rate	of	poverty	
was	Ziebach	County	 in	South	Dako-
ta.	Four	of	the	top	ten	counties	are	in	
South	Dakota.	

The	poverty	income	level	for	two	
is	$14,000.	While	the	2001	and	2007-
2009	 economic	 recessions	 increased	
the	 incidence	 of	 poverty	 throughout	
the	 nation,	 more	 troubling	 was	 the	
increasing	 concentration	 of	 poverty	
over	the	last	decade.	

In	the	U.S.	people	living	in	pov-
erty	 tend	 to	 be	 clustered	 in	 certain	
regions,	counties,	and	neighborhoods	
rather	than	being	spread	evenly	across	
the	nation.	

Research	 has	 shown	 that	 those	
living	in	areas	where	poverty	is	preva-
lent	 face	 problems	 beyond	 those	 of	
their	 individual	 circumstances.	 Con-
centrated	poverty	contributes	 to	poor	
housing	and	health	conditions,	higher	
crime	 and	 school	 dropout	 rates,	 as	
well	 as	 higher	 unemployment.	 As	 a	
result,	 economic	 conditions	 in	 very	
poor	areas	can	create	limited	opportu-
nities	for	poor	residents	who	are	 try-
ing	to	get	ahead.	

While	the	incidence	of	poverty	in	
rural	America	has	been	widely	recog-

nized	since	official	measures	of	pov-
erty	were	first	 published	 in	 the	 early	
1960s,	 the	 public	 has	 generally	 per-
ceived	concentrated	poverty	as	being	
an	urban,	central-city	type	of	problem.	
This	urban	focus	grew	largely	out	of	
the	 impacts	 of	 de-industrialization	
and	civil	unrest	in	inner	city	neighbor-
hoods	in	the	1960s	and	1970s.	

Previous	 research	 often	 empha-
sized	concentrated	poverty	as	a	proxy	
for	 a	 broader	 set	 of	 socio-economic	
disadvantages	 affecting	 a	 predomi-
nantly	 low-income	 minority	 popula-
tion	in	urban	areas.	The	incidence	of	
concentrated	 poverty	 in	 non-metro	
areas	 (a	working	 definition	 of	 “rural	
America”)	 and	 the	 burden	 imposed	
on	the	poor	residing	in	those	areas	is	a	
growing	problem.	

Researchers	 identify	 new	 and	
pre-existing	 “high-poverty”	 counties,	
where	at	least	20	percent	of	the	popu-
lation	have	incomes	below	the	federal	
poverty	 threshold.	 The	 poverty	 rate	
for	 the	 U.S.	 non-metro	 population	
was	16.5	percent	during	a	study	stage	
between	2006	and	2010,	up	from	14.8	
percent	in	2000.	Likewise,	the	average	
poverty	 rate	 for	 non-metro	 counties	
was	higher	 from	2006	 to	 2010	 (16.7	
percent)	 than	 in	2000	 (15.6	percent).	
A	 comparison	of	 non-metro	 counties	
and	 metro	 counties	 found	 that	 both	
areas	 experienced	 significant	 growth	
in	 the	number	of	high-poverty	coun-
ties	between	2000	and	the	2006-2010	
study	 period,	 but	 the	 increase	 was	
greater	for	non-metro	counties.	

Historically,	 the	 prevalence	 of	
high-poverty	 counties	 and	 the	 share	
of	 the	poverty	population	 residing	 in	
high-poverty	counties	have	been	high-
er	in	non-metro	areas	than	in	metro	ar-
eas.	These	 trends	 continued	 between	

2000	and	the	2006-2010	period.	
During	that	time-frame,	26.2	per-

cent	of	the	Nation’s	non-metro	coun-
ties	were	high	poverty,	5.8	percentage	
points	higher	than	in	2000.	About	36.1	
percent	of	the	non-metro	poverty	pop-
ulation	resided	in	high-poverty	coun-
ties	 in	2006-2010,	up	6.2	percentage	
points	from	2000.	Among	metro	coun-
ties,	 10.3	 percent	 were	 high	 poverty	
in	 2006-2010,	 3.7	 percentage	 points	
higher	than	in	2000.	The	share	of	the	
metro	poverty	population	 residing	 in	
those	 counties	 was	 14.5	 percent,	 up	
1.5	percentage	points	from	2000.	

An	 extensive	 body	 of	 research	
finds	 that	 the	 well	 being	 of	 families	
and	children	living	in	high-poverty	ar-
eas	is	undermined	by	a	lack	of	access	
to	 mainstream	 social	 and	 economic	
opportunities.	

For	example,	children	who	grow	
up	in	high-poverty	neighborhoods	are	
less	 likely	 to	 succeed	 academically,	
complete	 high	 school,	 or	 attend	 col-
lege	 than	 those	 who	 grow	 up	 else-
where.	

Research	 also	 finds	 that	 isola-
tion	 characterized	 by	 social,	 racial,	
linguistic,	 and	 economic	 separate-
ness	from	the	larger	economy	creates	
poverty	 concentration.	While	 anyone	
living	 in	 a	 high-poverty	 area	 may	
confront	 the	 challenges	 that	 accom-
pany	 day-to-day	 life	 to	 some	 extent,	
those	 challenges	 weigh	 most	 heav-
ily	on	those	who	are	themselves	poor	
and	who	may	 have	 fewer	 options	 to	
live	elsewhere.	This	can	pose	special	
problems	by	taxing	the	resources	that	
state	and	local	governments	can	bring	
to	help	the	people.

Poverty	 is	 a	 complex	 issue	with	
no	easy	answers;	it	 is	about	so	much	
more	than	just	getting	a	job.	

Poverty rates present and 
on the rise in rural America

WIFEline / 6

     Rural Life Report   

By Donna Bolz
Nebraska
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South Carolina peanut grower, 
Monty Rust, cut his peanut acreage 
back by 30 percent because of the 
over-supply situation taking place 
within the industry. Then Mother 
Nature cut it back another 30 percent 
because of a 100-year record rainfall 
in May, June and July. He says he does 
not really know if he will even have a 
peanut crop in 2013. Another South 
Carolina grower says this will likely 
be one of the worst crops he has every 

grown.
From northern Florida to south-

east Virginia, excessive rainfall will 
probably reduce the over-supply 
problem. Florida received more than 
20 inches of rain. 

The bad news is nobody knows 
how big or small the peanut harvest 
will turn out to be. The good news 
is the demand for peanut products 
remains high. China was on track to 
import 300,000 metric tons of U.S. 
grown peanuts but who knows?

  Canada, the world’s largest pea-
nut butter consumer on a per capita 
basis, needs to remain a good custom-

er. About 80 percent of the Canadian 
peanut butter market comes from U.S. 
peanuts but Mexico is now our fastest 
growing customer for U.S. peanuts.

Due to weather conditions, no 
one can predict what the total peanut 
production for 2013 will be. In 2012, 
farmers produced 3.4 million tons of 
peanuts. The head of USDA Peanut 
Research Lab, Marshall Lamb, says 
U.S. peanut growers need to produce 
1.5 to 1.6 million tons of peanuts to 
take care of our trading partners in 
North America. Just maybe the over-
supply of the 1.260 million ton crop of 
2012 peanuts will even out. 

     Specialty Crops Report
Outcome of 2013  
peanut industry unknown

By Jacqulyn Sistrunk
Alabama

        Dairy Report

We now have no government for 
the seventeenth time in U.S. history. 
What will that mean to our agricul-
ture? We don’t recall any effect at all 
when it last happened 17 years ago. 
The most ominous effect seems to 
be unless Congress reaches an agree-
ment, they cannot raise the debt limit.

As a farmer, that would be like 
going to the bank and pleading for a 
bigger loan to finance the farm’s oper-
ation without having changed the rea-
sons for our losses or at the very least 
come up with some way to increase 
our production to reach solvency.

Our most impending problem 
seems to be whether or not to separate 

the nutrition portion of the Farm Bill 
from agriculture expenditures. While 
food stamps now command 67 per-
cent of that budget, agriculture gets 
blamed for all the spending, merely 
because of its title. 

Fewer and fewer of our Congress-
men have farmers in their district, 
though feeding the poor is a concern 
to all of them. U.S. citizens now spend 
only 6.9 percent of their paycheck on 
food costs. If separation occurs, will 
our urban legislators be concerned 
enough to care about how or even 
whether or not the Farm Bill is dealt 
with?

A very prominent man in the De-

partment of Agriculture once said at a 
hearing, “I’m sorry but our job is not 
to help farmers. Our job is to ensure 
cheap food.” Mainstream America 
will get a big surprise when the cost of 
their food skyrockets if no assistance 
is offered at all. The high cost of crop 
insurance will certainly add to each 
farm’s expenses and, without an in-
crease in the price of milk, our farms 
will continue to go out of business.

No Farm Bill will likely increase 
food prices for mainstream America

By Kay Zeosky
New York



						

Though	the	vast	majority	of	the	9/11	
Commission’s	 recommendations	 have	
been	followed,	Congress	has	failed	to	act	
on	one	of	the	major	proposals:	to	stream-
line	the	way	it	oversees	homeland	secu-
rity.	

Congress	 oversees	 the	 Department	
of	 Homeland	 Security	 (DHS)	 but	 con-
gressional	 committees	 and	 subcommit-
tees	 currently	 claim	 jurisdiction	 over	
it.	 In	August,	Robert	S.	Mueller	 III,	 the	
former	director	of	the	Federal	Bureau	of	
Investigation	(FBI),	warned	that	a	cyber-
threat	will	“equal	or	even	eclipse	the	ter-
rorist	 threat”	but	nothing	has	been	done	
to	 circumvent	 these	 potential	 threats	 by	
the	seven	congressional	committees	that	
claim	jurisdiction.	

When	you	fly	on	a	major	airline	from	
a	major	airport,	you	are	screened	by	the	
Transportation	 Security	 Administration	
(TSA),	a	part	of	the	DHS,	but	not	when	
you	board	a	private	jet	at	any	number	of	
the	small	airports	across	the	country.	

A	federal	list	of	75	biological	threats	
hasn’t	 been	 properly	 prioritized,	 either.	
During	the	session	which	ended	in	Janu-
ary,	 Homeland	 Security	 personnel	 took	
part	 in	 289	 formal	 House	 and	 Senate	
hearings,	 involving	28	committees,	cau-
cuses	 and	 commissions.	 In	 2009	 alone,	
Homeland	 Security	 personnel	 spent	 the	
equivalent	 of	 66	work-years	 responding	
to	 questions	 from	 Congress,	 at	 an	 esti-
mated	 cost	 to	 taxpayers	 of	 $10	million.	
Congress	is	unlikely	to	enact	serious	re-
form	 until	 the	 114th	 Congress	 in	 2015	
(New	York	Times).

The	Obama	Administration	has	pro-
moted	 a	 self-declared	 Egyptian	Muslim	
Brotherhood	 supporter	 to	Senior	Fellow	
within	 the	 cabinet-level	 department	 of	
the	 federal	 government.	 On	 September	

12,	Mohamed	 Elibiary	 said	 that	 he	 has	
been	reappointed	to	the	position	and	pro-
moted.	 Former	 Secretary	 Janet	 Napoli-
tano	appointed	him	to	the	Department	of	
Homeland	Security	Advisory	Council	 in	
2010,	just	one	year	after	he	was	first	ap-
pointed	to	the	council.	

Elibiary	 was	 given	 access	 to	 the	
Homeland	Security	State	and	Local	Intel-
ligence	Community	of	Interest	database,	
which	contains	hundreds	of	thousands	of	
intelligence	reports	and	products	that	are	
intended	for	intelligence	sharing	between	
law	enforcement	agencies.	(WND)

The	 latest	 agency	 to	 buy	 massive	
amounts	 of	 ammunition	 is	 the	 TSA,	
which	 doesn’t	 even	 arm	 most	 of	 its	
agents.	The	TSA	 is	 seeking	 to	 purchase	
nearly	 3.5	 million	 rounds	 of	 .347	 SIG	
caliber	 training	 ammunition.	 Weapons	
experts	said	the	.347	is	an	unknown	cali-
ber,	and	the	document	likely	contained	a	
mistake,	instead	intending	to	reference	a	
.357	caliber.	

The	agency’s	workers	are	mostly	un-
armed,	with	the	primary	exception	being	
the	federal	air	marshals	who	travel	aboard	
airliners	to	deter	and	respond	to	violence,	
hijackings	 and	 terrorism.	 There	 are	 no	
firm	 numbers	 available	 on	 the	 number	
of	agents,	but	experts	estimate	 there	are	
several	 thousand.	The	 planned	purchase	
would	give	the	agency	the	availability	of	
nearly	10,000	rounds	per	day	for	“train-
ing”.	

DHS	 Secretary	 Janet	 Napolitano	
admitted	 in	 April	 that	 the	 federal	 gov-
ernment	was	drying	up	ammunition	sup-
plies	when	she	was	asked	about	the	huge	
government	 purchases,	 estimated	 to	 be	
in	the	range	of	1.6	billion	rounds.	This	is	
enough	for	many	years	of	war	at	the	rate	
ammunition	is	used	by	the	U.S.	military	
or	about	a	24-year	supply	of	ammunition	
on	hand.	

Utica,	 New	York	 police	 have	 been	
told	it	could	take	up	to	10	months	to	get	
the	 ammunition	 they	 order.	 Minnesota	

police	are	asking	residents	to	help	supply	
their	department.	U.S.	Senator	Jim	Inhofe	
(R-OK)	believes	 the	purchase	orders	by	
the	DHS	are	part	of	an	“intentional”	ef-
fort	by	the	Obama	administration	to	“dry	
up	the	market”	for	gun-owning	citizens.	
The	DHS	has	claimed	 it	 is	placing	bulk	
orders	to	save	money	and	that	80	percent	
of	 the	 ammunition	 is	 used	 for	 training	
purposes.	 The	 purchase	 plan	 describes	
the	products	only	as	“TSA	Training	Am-
munition.”		

It	 seems	 the	 federal	 government	
is	 arming	 itself	 in	 preparation	 for	 some	
form	 of	 domestic	 unrest	 or	 other	 catas-
trophe.	This	also	could	signal	a	huge	ex-
pansion	of	the	agency’s	Visible	Intermo-
dal	 Prevention	 and	 Response	 program,	
which	is	essentially	TSA	agents	confront-
ing	 travelers	at	bus	stations,	 ferry	ports,	
car	tunnels,	subways,	rest	areas	and	other	
locations	 and	demanding	 they	be	patted	
down.	The	FBI	plans	to	spend	up	to	$100	
million	 over	 five	 years	 on	 millions	 of	
rounds	 for	 its	machine	 guns	 and	 pistols	
in	defense	of	 life	as	well	as	 for	 training	
purposes.	

The	developments	appear	to	coincide	
with	the	goals	of	Democratic	strategists.	
Their	80-page	document	titled	“Prevent-
ing	 Gun	 Violence	 Through	 Effective	
Messaging”	urges	gun	control	advocates	
to	use	images	of	frightening	looking	guns	
and	shooting	scenes	to	make	their	point.	
The	 manual	 offers	 a	 step-by-step	 guide	
on	how	to	stir	up	sympathy	for	victims,	
arrest	the	“moral	authority”	from	oppos-
ing	 groups	 like	 the	 National	 Rifle	 As-
sociation	and	keep	the	debate	emotional	
instead	 of	 allowing	 facts	 to	 interfere.	
The	guidebook	touts	it	 is	“committed	to	
progressive	 goals”	 and	 includes	 among	
its	 clients	 the	American	 Civil	 Liberties	
Union,	Planned	Parenthood	and	Mayors	
Against	 Illegal	 Guns,	 among	 dozens	 of	
other	left-leaning	organizations.	Some	of	
these	 plans	 are	 backfiring	 in	 states	 that	
have	passé	gun	control	laws.	(WND)
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Potential cyber threats more 
worrisome than terrorist threats
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        Homeland Security Report

By Marlene Kouba
North Dakota

Homeland Security: Continued on Page 9



The people of Arizona are con-
cerned about the expansion of the 
Mexican Gray wolf habitat. This expan-
sion will include most, if not all, of the 
southern part of the state. Even though 
there is no plan to release the wolf in the 
forest allotments around here, in Coch-
ise County, the local residents are ham-
strung by the release of wolves from the 
same gene pool in Mexico. 

The wolves coming up from Mexico 
will have the full protection of the En-
dangered Species Act (ESA) and not the 
distinction of “non-essential Mexican 
Gray wolf.” Some provisions related to 
the Mexican gray wolf under the ESA 
have changed so you have to be mind-
ful of what they can now impose on you. 
The changes will be cumbersome, to say 
the least. 

Even though the wolves are not in 
Cochise County or the neighboring Hi-
dalgo County, New Mexico, their rights 
will be considered in all management 
with the U.S. Forest Service and Bureau 
of Land Management managers. They 
say they are offering a reasonable deal 

called “flexible management” which 
means that permitees will have to work 
with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services 
to manage for wolves that could poten-
tially show up. Permitees could also face 
allotment numbers being cut and lim-
ited access to private property within 
the forest. 

In an area that wants to promote 
tourism, it seems hard enough to guar-
antee the protection of America’s citi-
zens from dangerous illegal immigrants 
(we recently had a woman who worked 
for the National Park Service almost 
beaten to death by attackers who are al-
legedly from Mexico; her government 
truck was driven to the Port of Entry in 
Douglas, Arizona). Now we will place 
them in even more danger with wolves 
that could show up at their campsite. 

One of the environmental represen-
tatives suggested that because of the se-
quester, there is no extra money for the 
wolf projects. Rest assured, local grazing 
fees and taxes are still getting paid. The 
sequester was how the federal govern-
ment spent the money.  It is regulations 
like these that hurt rural families, their 
right to make a living and have their 
part of the American dream fulfilled.

The President is always promoting 
the rights of others and his hopes for 
middle-class Americans to reach their 
dreams. Why then does the Administra-
tion continually impose regulations and 

laws on ranchers and land owners that 
deny their rights to make a living?

Women who represent the vari-
ous ag associations need to rise up and 
say, “enough is enough.” Or maybe the 
women of agriculture should be given 
an opportunity to be involved in the 
“flexible management” of the federal 
agencies. It would be interesting to see 
how those federal agencies would like 
it if they were told how to manage their 
families on an income that has been cut 
by one-third or more. Fair is Fair. 

Effects of wolf habitat 
expansion are widespread
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         Beef Report

By Sue Krentz
Arizona

The	U.S.	 Immigration	and	Customs	Enforcement	 (ICE)	has	had	a	person	 in	
the	position	of	“public	advocate”	that	works	on	behalf	of	illegal	aliens	facing	de-
portation.	In	February	2012,	Andrew	Lorenzen-Strait	held	that	position.	Earlier	this	
year,	Congress	 passed	H.R.	 933	 that	 eliminated	 Strait’s	 position	 saying	 they	 no	
longer	wanted	to	pay	a	federal	employee	to	defend	illegal	immigrants.	In	March	of	
2013,	President	Obama	signed	the	bill,	which	defunded	and	eliminated	the	position.	
However,	Obama	has	had	the	position	changed	to	read	“Deputy	Assistant	Director	
of	Custody	Programs	and	Community	Outreach.”	The	job	is	basically	the	same	as	
that	of	the	public	advocate	and	Strait	continues	to	perform	the	same	duties	he	did	
before.	(Minute	Men	News)

Homeland Security: Continued from Page 8
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      Sugar Report

2013 has been a challenging year.
Farmers in Montana and northern 
Wyoming have been hit hard with four 
hailstorms. Barley, dry beans, corn and 
sugar beet crops have all suffered greatly. 
Hopefully, whatever crop is left after the 
hailstorms will help carry our farmers 
through 2013 and into next year. 

The United States Department of 
Agriculture’s (USDA) quarterly crop re-
port is no help to producers. The price of 
corn, wheat and barley has nosedived be-
cause of the USDA’s report of high crop 
production. A good example is the recent 
(August and September) corn produc-
tion.  

It is risky to rely on corn crop avail-
ability before the harvest is done. The 
USDA’s crop report reminds me of the 
old saying “don’t count your chickens 
before they’re hatched.” At this point, the 
price of corn is down to $4 per bushel. 
Corn producers have endured high fer-
tilizer, fuel, parts, and seed prices this 
year. How can anyone sell crops below 
the price of production? Farming is not 
a hobby, it is a business.

The expired Farm Bill is having a 
hard time getting renewed by the mem-
bers of the United States Congress. 
The House Agriculture Committee has 
passed a version which addresses nutri-
tion reform. The U.S. House version of 
the Farm Bill will contain enough ad-
ditional reforms that it would offer $40 
billion in savings instead of $20 billion.

The Senate is prepared to move 
quickly on a five-year Farm Bill. Chair-
man Debbie Stabenow says, “If we go be-
yond October 1 and don’t get a Farm Bill, 
livestock disaster assistance doesn’t hap-
pen again this year.” Chairman Stabenow 
is not in support of trimming $40 billion 

from the nutrition program, which funds 
food stamps, as the House has proposed. 
“Crop insurance is there when there’s a 
disaster for farmers and food assistance 
is there when there are disasters for fami-
lies,” she says. “We’re going to treat disas-
ter-assistance programs the same way.

The U.S. sugar beet and sugar cane 
producers will maintain a no-cost sugar 
program for taxpayers. One of the US-
DA’s most important responsibilities, as 
it applies to the sugar program, is to run 
the marketing allotment program. This 
basically sets the levels of sugar sales 
allowed for each processor — beet and 
cane. The USDA’s Farm Service Agency 
(FSA) bases its allotment decisions on 
three main ingredients: the estimated 
overall annual domestic demand for sug-
ar, the minimum level of imported sugar 
(presently it’s at 1.532 million short tons 
per year) and the overall allotment quan-
tity (OAQ), which consists of estimated 
demand minus imports and carryover 
stocks.

Prior to the April 1 deadline of the 
2008 Farm Bill, excess sugar on our mar-
ket pushed sugar farmers out of business. 

This resulted in 35 U.S. sugar mills and 
refineries being closed in the past decade, 
including one in Greeley, and the current 
economic stress is putting a squeeze on 
those that remain. The sugar industry 
lobbied to implement the April 1 dead-
line in the 2008 Farm Bill. With the new 
direction, FSA has a solid handle on how 
much sugar was produced, how much 
has been coming in from Mexico (under 
its “free trade” status), and at what levels 
imports from other countries have been 
arriving.

America has to protect its farmers. 
In the 1970s only a few sugar farmers 
were engaged in sugar production. Unit-
ed States Sugar policy had expired and 
not renewed. Foreign countries didn’t 
care about what American candy manu-
factures and consumers could pay for 
sugar. Sugar prices are volatile and at that 
time its price skyrocketed, foreign coun-
tries made huge profits and American 
consumers suffered.

This country can’t afford to be de-
pendent on foreign sugar especially 
when America’s economy is already so 
fragile. 

U.S. sugar industry and its 
farmers must be protected  

By Klodette Stroh
Wyoming
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Klodette Stroh
Wyoming
Nominee for Sugar Chair
I would like to thank all members of the WIFE organization for their 
diligent work and dedication to America’s agriculture. It is an honor 
for me to be a member of this noble organization. As the national 
sugar chairman I have learned so much about the sugar industry. My 
husband Rick and I operate our own farm and our family is involved in 
our operation. We grow dry beans, barley and alfalfa hay for our Black 
Angus cattle. It is a privilege for me to serve our nation agriculture, 
because I believe American farmers are the founder of this great nation.

National Candidate Profiles  



Currently, 95 percent of consum-
ers live outside of the U.S. and account 
for 80 percent of the world’s purchasing 
power. These statistics are used to sup-
port more trade treaties. WIFE sup-
ports fair and equal trade rather than 
free trade.

Archer Daniels Midland Co. 
(ADM) announced in September it will 
relocate its global headquarters from 
Decatur, Illinois, to a location more 
friendly to executive travel (to oversee 
the international operations of ADM). 
ADM will keep the world’s largest corn-
processing facility open and the com-
pany’s largest North American soybean-
processing plant at Decatur. 

Earlier this year, ADM reached a 
$3 billion deal to buy Australia’s largest 
grain company, GrainCorp Ltd.; final 
full regulatory approval is pending.

The Transatlantic Trade and Invest-
ment Partnership will hold the second 
round of partnership negotiations be-
ginning Oct. 8 in Brussels, Belgium. 
They hope to conclude the negotiations 
by the end of 2014.

The U.S. trade deficit with China 
hit an all-time high of $30.1 billion in 
the month of July. Never before has the 
trade deficit with a single country ex-
ceeded $30 billion in a month. To put 
things in perspective, China bought 
$8.7 billion of goods from the U.S. while 
the U.S. purchased $38.8 billion from 
China. This translates to lost jobs and a 
decline in opportunities for our future.

Consumption of beef in China is 
expected to rise by 24 percent in the 
next decade on a per capita basis.

Smithfield Foods Inc. has received 
the Committee of Foreign Investments’ 
approval to be taken over by Chinese 
meat producer, Shuanghui Internation-
al Holdings Ltd. This would be the big-
gest Chinese takeover of a U.S. company 
and would make Shuanghui the largest 
pork processor in the world. How can 
that be in the best interest of the U.S.?

 The United States Department 
of Agriculture (USDA) announced in 
September it was ending a ban on pro-
cessed chicken imports from China. 
These products can now be sold in the 
U.S. without a country of origin label 
because they are processed. Four pro-
cessors have been approved to export 
chicken products made from birds that 
were raised in the U.S. and Canada. 
Because of that, the poultry proces-
sors won’t be required to have a USDA 
inspector on site.  How can it be more 
economical to raise chickens in the U.S., 
transport and process them in China 
and transport them back to the U.S., 
than it would be to just grow and pro-
cess them here?  

 Since 2009, the U.S. has seen a 

36 percent increase in textile exports. 
U.S. apparel makers currently employ 
140,700 people, which is down from 
900,000 jobs twenty years ago.

Groceries now account for 55 per-
cent of Wal-Mart’s U.S. revenue, up 
from 24 percent in 2003.

Farming uses around 70 percent of 
all withdrawals of freshwater resources 
globally, according to the Food and Ag-
riculture Organization of the United 
Nations (FAO). This is followed by 19 
percent for industry use and 11 percent 
for municipal use. The FAO also esti-
mates that the food section contributes 
around 40 percent of organic water pol-
lutants in industrialized countries and 
54 percent in developing countries. 

 The world greets 219,000 new peo-
ple every day. Globally, in the 20th cen-
tury, water use expanded at more than 
twice the rate than the population in-
creased. About 20 percent of the world’s 
cropland is now irrigated.

Currently, about one-fifth of the 
world’s people (1.2 billion) lives with 
water scarcity.  By the year 2050 (when 
the planet will be home to around 9 bil-
lion people), two-thirds of the world’s 
people will live in water-stressed condi-
tions. The trade treaties we sign today 
will be the framework for getting food 
around the globe to all of those people.

 125,000 new work permits are is-
sued each month to immigrant workers.

In September, the National Cattle-
men’s Beef Association (NCBA), et al. 
lawsuit to stop implementation of new 
procedures for Country of Origin La-
beling (COOL) was denied a temporary 
injunction to halt the enforcement of 
COOL. This lawsuit is still headed for 
court.

 The complete WIFE trade policy 
can be found on pages 32-36 in the 2013 
Directory and Policy Summaries.
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     Trade Report   
Recent trade deals spark 
contraversy, raise questions

By Pam Potthoff
Nebraska
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Change Service Requested

WIFE Updates

The Foundation for Agricultural Education and Development (FAED) is an organization, which 
strives to educate and inform the general public about the importance of agriculture and its 
relationship to the welfare of the national economy. FAED administers grants that are con-

sistent with the goals of the foundation.

Members of Women Involved in Farm Economics (WIFE) formed the Foundation in 1983 be-
cause of a strong commitment to education and agriculture. It has awarded grants to WIFE 

chapters and associations to assist with educational projects that promote agriculture.

The Marilyn Spiker Memorial Scholarships were created through cooperative efforts of FAED 
and WIFE and offered to women who will begin their first or second year of college.

Now is the time to renew your membership or become a member in FAED. The Membership 
schedule dues, which are tax-deductible, are as follows:
Individual: $5.00; Family: $10. 00; Supporting: $25.00.

For more information, contact Pam Pothoff at coyotepp@gpcom.net. 
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