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 The U.S. Department of Labor is-
sued the following statement regarding 
the withdrawal of a proposed rule dealing 
with children who work in agricultural 
vocations:

“The Obama administration is firmly 
committed to promoting family farm-
ers and respecting the rural way of life, 
especially the role that parents and other 
family members play in passing those tra-
ditions down through the generations. The 
Obama administration is also deeply com-
mitted to listening and responding to what 
Americans across the country have to say 
about proposed rules and regulations.

“As a result, the Department of Labor 
is announcing today the withdrawal of the 

proposed rule dealing with children under 
the age of 16 who work in agricultural vo-
cations.

“The decision to withdraw this rule 
— including provisions to define the 
‘parental exemption’ — was made in 
response to thousands of comments ex-
pressing concerns about the effect of the 
proposed rules on small family-owned 
farms. To be clear, this regulation will not 
be pursued for the duration of the Obama 
administration.

“Instead, the Departments of La-
bor and Agriculture will work with rural 
stakeholders — such as the American 
Farm Bureau Federation, the National 
Farmers Union, the Future Farmers of 

America, and 4-H — to develop an edu-
cational program to reduce accidents to 
young workers and promote safer agricul-
tural working practices.”

USDA withdraws child labor law proposal

•	 Proposed Bylaw changes due to Jenifer Felzien (gjfelz@kci.net) and 
Bobbi Massey (bjmassey@vtc.net) by May 26, 2012

•	 Nominations, including chapter and state endorsements for officers, c/t 
chairmen, due to Nomination Chair Cathy Scherler (cscherler@fairpoint.
net) by  May 26, 2012

•	 June BOD teleconference June 20, 2012, 6 p.m. MDT. Call 605-477-3000 
and enter code 182545# with timer and parliamentarian on the call

•	 Resolutions due 45 days prior to National Convention or request exten-
sion from Resolution Co-Chair Mary Ann Murray  (lige@wb.midrivers.
com) and Daneen Dressler  (daneen.dressler@stonemill.net)  Due date 
of Oct 1, 2012

•	 National Convention: Bismarck ND Best Western Doublewood Inn,  No-
vember 14: Pre-convention meetings, November 15-17: Convention.

WIFE Notices



I bring you greetings from south-
western North Dakota and WIFE. Spring 
is busy and abounding with new life 
along with the aroma of blossoms and 
grass growing. What a time of the year to 
be in rural settings and have the honor of 
raising food and fiber for all the billions 
of people in our country and world.

The June Board of Directors meeting 
will be held via a phone conference call. 
I urge all state associations and chapters 
to participate. Watch for an e-mail with 
the specifics; there will be timers and the 
parliamentarian on deck. The date is June 
20. 2012, and the time is 6 p.m. MDT. 
Dial phone number 605-477-3000. Enter 
code 182545#.

Nominations for officers and com-
modity and topic chairmen are due to 
Cathy Scherler by May 26, 2012. It would 
be great for every position to have several 
nominees. For WIFE to remain a viable 
grassroots organization that is recog-
nized in rural areas and in Washington, 
D.C., I urge all WIFE members to con-
sider a position nationally. WIFE is in its 
36th year. 

April had a week that honored vol-
unteers. I am proud to serve as president 
of a volunteer organization. Thank you to 
all the WIFE members past and present 
who have given of their time and talents 
to further the cause of American agricul-
ture.

Norma Hall passed away last month. 
She was an active Nebraska and National 
WIFE member. She will be missed by all. 
WIFE condolences, thoughts and prayers 
go out to the family of Norma Hall.

Here is a poem for all mothers:

You Are My Mother And  My Friend
You are my mother and friend,
Which is unusual.
Somehow our characters must blend:
Your wisdom and my will.

I turn, and you are there for me;
I speak, you understand
I feel cared for, but also free;
You lead but don’t command.

I’m fortunate that I was born
To someone just like you;
I love you, not just as my mom, 
But for what you are and do.

Remember our troops and their 
families who give of their time to keep 

this country the land of the free and the 
home of the brave. Go tell your story; 
ranchers and farmers now are less than 
one percent of the population of the U.S. 
Now more than ever we must have our 
30 second elevator speech ready and edu-
cate the growing urban population. Don’t 
look back; let’s all move forward and 
continue to produce a safe and abundant 
food supply. Happy Trails until the June 
BOD teleconference. There is no June 
WIFEline edition. Be safe in your farm-
ing and ranching endeavors.  

“The farmer is the only man in our 
economy who buys everything at retail, 
sells everything at wholesale, and pays 
the freight both ways.” ~ President John 
F. Kennedy
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     President’s Report   
Board of Directors meeting set for June

By Deb Dressler
North Dakota

Norma Lucille Schlanker Hall was 
born in Elmwood, Nebraska on July 
29, 1932 to William and Mabel (New-
lin) Schlanker. She married Dale Hall 
in Elmwood, Nebraska on August 1, 
1952 and travelled with Dale during his 
service to the US Air Force until 1954 
when they moved back to a farm near 
Elmwood, Nebraska. 

She was a woman of varied and 
amazing talents and interests. She could 
be found on the tractor, working in the 
garden, harvesting in the combine, tes-
tifying at state and federal committee 
hearings, cooking in the kitchen, driv-
ing a grain truck, leading a national 
farm organization, sewing clothes, 
making beautiful floral arrangements, 
serving in her church, making beauti-
ful music with her voice, helping her 
sons with their 4-H projects and haul-
ing animals, helping people at the Bits 
and Pieces Store, and always loving and 
caring for her family.

She was a dedicated member of 
the Elmwood Christian Church, Chris-
tian Women’s Fellowship, Cub Scout 
Den Mother, and 4-H parent. She was 

a charter and active member of the 

Modern Mother’s Club. She also served 
on the Cass County Election Board. 

The Women Involved In Farm 
Economics (WIFE) organization elect-
ed her as Nebraska Chapter President. 
She also served the national organiza-
tion as an Area Director and Secretary.

Norma served several years on 
the Board of the Center for Rural Af-
fairs. She worked to bring a case before 
the Nebraska Supreme Court. Hall v. 
Progress Pig Inc. resulted in Progress 
Pig being found in violation of the 
Nebraska Constitution. She was also 
successful in federal court in the effort 
to ensure that those women who farm 
with their spouses be given equal “per-
son status” for all USDA programs.

At the time of her death she was 
serving on the Nebraska State Com-
mittee for the Farm Service Agency. 
She passed away on April 7, 2012 at her 
home near Elmwood, Nebraska. 

Norma is survived by her hus-
band, Dale, two sons, three grandchil-
dren, and two great grandchildren. 
A remembrance service was held on 
Wednesday, April 11, at the Elmwood 
Christian Church.

In Memory of Norma Hall



By Barbara Broberg

Back on March 6, 2012, WIFE visit-
ed the USDA Whitten Building in Wash-
ington, D.C. We were given our usual 
gracious welcome by Kathryn Hill.  We 
learned that the large oval table in the 
room where Ronald Reagan  had a meet-
ing (because he wanted all players to have 
a seat at the table, and this was the big-
gest table) is being re-covered. It had a 
wonderful leather top that had become 
unusable.  And that kind of sums up our 
USDA visits in Washington, D.C. There is 
an existing function. People get busy and 
use it.  They plan. Ooops - tabletop ru-
ined. Limited Budget! Computers might 
be a better way to communicate.  Limited 
budget!  In  2012 we need both computer 
and tables. This table is HISTORIC. There 
are rules on maintaining the integrity of 
our history, and this teleconferencing, 
website, and e-mailing  isn’t as effective as 
just talking it through   Maybe we should 
meet and talk.  The  budget creates a lot  
of tough decision making.

 Kathryn Hill was also ‘covering’ this 
nice March day for another organizer in 
the Building, so she flitted in and out. 

We were introduced to Gary Mc-
Bryde, director of the Business & Eco-
nomic Division at Grain Inspection, 
Packers & Stockyard Administration 
(GIPSA). There has been some ‘doins’ 
going on at GIPSA, so maybe in light of 
that, Brett Offutt came too. He is from 
the Policy and Litigation Division and a 
personable person as well. Brett said that 
there are “lots of moving parts” at GIP-
SA.   The subject Gary McBride chose 
to talk about was...CHICKENS, a great 
choice for us because there was not ONE 
chicken farmer among us. This kept us 
on track as no one got high centered on 
their own industry!

Chickens have their own struggles.   
GIPSA is tasked with keeping their stake-
holders and maybe even helping them 
out of the pressure cooker. Gary McB 
has experience with pressure cookers.  

His has a jiggler on top. He says you can 
hear all over the house what the pressure 
is doing. As you know, regulation and 
criteria-for-the-industry can work, but 
vertical integration  had not yet been put 
to the test.  When things get out of kilter, 
the feds can be called.  There must be a 
quantifiable distortion. It must be proved 
that the market was harmed. 

Chicken farmers involved in  verti-
cal integration of the chicken industry  
got involved with GIPSA. This stuff takes 
time!  Chicken farmers were having  mul-
tiple  chicken houses, farmer financed, 
built  for a parent company.  Size was 
specific. Birds would be provided.  The 
farmer would grow birds. The company 
would buy the finished bird.  Repeat. 
There came a time when little birds were 
NOT provided regularly.  Sometimes 
the farmers were told they would not 
get birds unless the buildings were re-
configured. This caused anguish in  bird 
food, labor, and finance, and we didn’t 
even hear what troubles the parent felt 
they had.  

The 2008 Farm Bill directed insight 
into the industry. (Eggs were NOT a 
part of this).  Public meetings occurred 
in the fall of 2008.  A proposed rule was 
published  in June of 2010.   A comment 
period closed in November 2010 with 
61,000 comments. (Yes, they do look at 
every one).  A final rule was published in 
December 2011.  The rule is effective as 
of February 7, 2012.

McBryde said the need for regula-
tion MUST BE THOUGHT OUT and 
spoke of the “conundrum of regulation 
versus independence”. Offutt said prohi-
bitions equal more settlement, but  on the 
other hand, criteria equals opinion and 
less settlement (less personal benefit), but 
can be settled out of court, possibly with 
grower benefit. McBryde used the words  
“A Bright Line.” Congress had asked for 
criteria in the 2008 Farm Bill request. 
Business wanted more clear rules.  Busi-
ness wanted it a very visible line to know 
where they stood. GIPSA hopes to be 

keeping a better eye and ear on things to 
see where pressure is and isn’t being ef-
fective.

Contracting birds takes the “com-
modity” out of the bird.

Some questions were asked.  Here 
is one answer you might want to know.  
GIPSA doesn’t see cattle going like poul-
try. Repeat: THE NEED FOR REGULA-
TION MUST BE THOUGHT OUT.

And yes, they have some farm in 
their background.  Fencing at Grandpa’s 
was one story.

 Anderson Neal is the permanent 
deputy director at the Office of Advo-
cacy and Outreach (www.outreach.usda.
gov.)    There are five program areas: 1) 
Small and beginning farmers; 2) Farm 
Worker Coordination- safe and healthy 
environment from farm worker to farm 
owner;     3) Socially disadvantaged farm-
ers will be put on OAO’s radar.  They and 
others will be urged to take part in USDA 
programs; 4) The higher education part 
of OAO seeks to remember the graying 
of the American farmer- this program 
hopes to suitably outfit a younger gen-
eration in agriculture skill sets; 5) Com-
munity engagement is being used right 
now with something called the STRIKE-
FORCE initiative. The target states at this 
point are Nevada, Colorado, and New 
Mexico. When unemployment is over 
15-20 percent, the intent is to have USDA 
help decide which pieces of the commu-
nity are missing. Then there will be a pri-
vate/public partnership to help correct 
the situation.  There will be a rotation to 
another few states when an area is “fixed.”

Anderson Neal comes from a farm.   
He was NRCS, and before that, SCS (Soil 
Conservation Service). He is a 27 year 
veteran of the Air Force National Guard. 
He misses the walk over and talk to ‘em 
aspect of large offices and our very large 
country.  However, he says, “Do contact 
us; we work!”

 Carolyn Cooksie is the Farm Service 

Washington, D.C. Reports   

USDA officials greet WIFE members in D.C.
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The success of a profession is often 
judged by how many young people want 
to enter it. According to USDA statistics, 
America loses more than 17,000 farm-
ers a year. Retirement accounts for only 
part of this departure. What conclusions 
should we draw as a nation from this re-
ality of few people going into agriculture? 
Agriculture is in trouble and aging fast. If 
people can’t make a living at agriculture, 
why should young people waste their 
young life trying? But why shouldn’t our 
youth try agriculture? It is a wonderful 
profession. 

Here are some of my thoughts:
There are 40,000 food items in a 

typical U.S. grocery store. More than 
half are now brought to us by just 10 gi-
ant food chain corporations. These 10 
corporations set the price they need to 
make a profit for their shareholders. Who 
gets falsely blamed for high food prices? 
Farmers and ranchers, not the corpora-
tions. 

Of the 10 food corporations, only  
four control more than half of grocery 
sales. WalMart alone gets more than one 
quarter of every grocery dollar spent in 
the U.S.  Forty-two percent of every dol-
lar spent at a large corporate store leaves 
the local community and goes to the 
corporate headquarters. In  comparison, 
only 18 percent of every dollar spent at 
a locally owned store leaves the commu-
nity. This leaves 82 percent to be spent on 
local needs.

Just four corporations control more 
than 80 percent of all our meat supply. In 
the beginning ranchers raise the animals, 
but once the animal leaves the ranch and 
reaches the feedlot, the food chain corpo-

rations take over price and quality con-
trol.  The rancher goes to the sale barn 
and says, “What will you give me?” not 
“I need this price to survive.” The corpo-
rations build their profits into their sale 
price. We pay it or go without.

Three companies (Monsanto, Du 
Pont and Syngenta) own 47 percent of 
the world’s seed. Farmers buy their seeds 
from these three companies. No ques-
tions are asked on the price. Gone are the 
days when grain farms took a chance on 
home-grown seed and endured the pos-
sibility of poor seed germination quali-
ties.

Ninety percent of the global grain 
trade is controlled by four companies. 
Thus, today’s grain producers do not 

control the price they  receive. These four 
companies dictate the market and say, 
“This is what we offer. Take it or leave it.”

The cost of transportation plays a 
major part in the machinery, fertilizer 
and fuel price war that agriculture  is 
confronted with for survival. Govern-
ment regulations are also a big headache 
for today’s young beginning farmers.  

Americans spent 8.4 percent of their 
household income on gasoline last year 
and only 10 percent of their income on 
food. Food raised in the U.S. by Ameri-
can agriculture is still a bargain. It is safe 
and abundant. Four dollar gas and diesel 
fuel prices are  painful reminders that we 
are all in this together and need a timely 
solution. 

Youth exodus should be a warning

     Transportation Report   
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By Pat Torgerson
Montana

U.S.-Korea Free Trade Agreement 
(KORUS) is now in force. Due to the 
launch of the Korea-U.S. Free Trade 
Agreement, the most economically sig-
nificant U.S. FTA in nearly two decades, 
Korean consumers will now have great-
er opportunities to access high-quality 
dairy products from the U.S.  

Two hundred and seventy million 
pounds of milk-equivalent dairy prod-
uct exports from the U.S. are expected 
to be sold during the first year of the 
U.S. Korea Free Trade Agreement.  

The FTA provides immediate zero 
tariff access for whey for feed use, as 
well as duty-free access for a total of 
16,000 tons of cheese, milk powders, 
whey for food use and other products.  

The agreement also calls for most of Ko-
rea’s remaining tariffs to be phased out 
in five to ten years.  

According to U.S. Dairy Export 
Council, dairy product exports to Ko-
rea have been rising steadily in recent 
years, and increased by 75 percent 
in 2011 alone.  Two hundred seventy 
million pounds of U.S. produced milk 
equals 4,435 loads of milk coming from 
America’s hard working dairy farm-
ers.  This helps to meet Korea’s growing 
demand for safe and nutritious dairy 
products.  

Consumption of U.S. dairy prod-
ucts in Korea has risen steadily and KO-
RUS is expected to further encourage 
this trend as the terms of the FTA come 
into effect and ultimately influence food 
prices in Korea.  Exports play an im-
portant part in the price the American 
dairy farmer is paid for his product. 

New FTA with 
Korea takes effect

    Dairy Report   

By Dianna Reed
Kansas



Have you ever stopped to consider 
what American farmers and ranchers 
will be exporting in the future as they 
strive to produce enough food for an 
ever-growing world population? Wheat 
yields are stagnant. 

Insects and weeds are developing 
resistance to herbicides and pesticides 
which will lower yields for corn and 
soybeans. The available water supply is 
being diverted to other uses both per-
sonal and industrial. Lands once culti-
vated are being developed into housing 
sites. It looks like agriculture will need 
to find new crops.

DTN has a current article by Ur-
ban C. Lehner in which he suggests we 
may be exporting bugs. Yep, you heard 
me, insects. Insects are a great source of 
protein, many species ranging above 60 
percent.   

Insects have played an important 
part in the history of human nutri-
tion in Africa, Asia and Latin America 
and for the Indians of western North 
America. Hundreds of species have 
been used as human food. Some of the 
more important groups include grass-
hoppers, caterpillars, beetle grubs, 
winged termites (some of which are 
very large in the tropics), bee, wasp and 
ant brood (larvae and pupae) as well as 
winged ants, and a variety of aquatic 
insects. Ordinarily, insects are not used 
as emergency food to ward off starva-
tion, but are included as a planned part 
of the diet throughout the year or when 
seasonally available.

Insects also contain necessary vita-
mins and minerals. Crickets are high in 
calcium, termites have iron, and cater-

pillars provide iron, copper, zinc, thia-
min and riboflavin. Earth is home to an 
estimated 30 million species of insects, 
so the nutritional possibilities are end-
less.

Recipes can be found at the web-
site food-insects.com. The article on 
DTN lists this recipe for Madagascar 
Hissing Cockroach:  freeze the roaches 
to death, and then soak them in whis-
key at room temperature. This one-
two punch makes them appear on the 
plate as if they were alive. Finally, for a 
“sweet-salty kick” inject the bugs with 
Tasmanian leatherwood honey and soy 
sauces.     

Roaches, scorpions, crickets, ta-
rantulas and the like could all be raised 
in the warm humid climates of Texas 
and Florida and may be adaptable to 
controlled confinement environments.  

Will insects become an export 
commodity in the future? Currently, 
hundreds of tons of caterpillars are ex-
ported annually from Botswana, South 
Africa and the north of Africa. 

Maybe in the future our CAFO’s 
(confined animal feeding operations) 
will be housing scorpions, crickets, ta-
rantulas, caterpillars and ants.  Can’t 
you just imagine walking into a huge 
building full of grasshoppers? During 
droughts, it might be possible to use 
free-range grasshoppers to supple-
ment farmers’ incomes. What kind of 
big vacuum would it take to harvest 
them? How would they be transported 
to market or packing plants?  

Food producers are innovative 
and, if the market is available, would 
find a way to commercially grow and 
market bugs. They might even initiate a 
checkoff to help promote business.

And, if they don’t taste just right, 
maybe the genetically-modifying gi-
ants can figure out how to make them 
more palatable by splicing in some 
genes from cattle, chickens and hogs or 

covering them with chocolate or hid-
den valley ranch flavoring.  

Would you care for a barbecued 
caterpillar or some crisp deep fried 
scorpions?  MMM MMM good!
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     Trade Report   

By Pam Potthoff
Nebraska

Bugs may be the next cash crop
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VIP Membership
•	 AT&T
•	 Bayer CropScience

Executive Membership
•	 American Pertroleum Institute
•	 DuPont
•	 Farm Credit of New Mexico
•	 Monsanto
•	 Renewable Fuels Association
•	 Tri-State Generation & 

Transmission Association

Associate Membership
•	 American Bankers Association
•	 American Council of Life 

Insurers
•	 CHS, Inc.
•	 CropLife America
•	 Dow AgroSciences
•	 Florida, Texas, and Hawaii 

Sugarcane Growers
•	 U.S. Beet Sugar Association

Contributor 
Membership
•	 American Sugarbeet Grower’s 

Association
•	 CHS Cooperative
•	 Columbus Electric Cooperative, 

Inc.
•	 North Bridge Communications

In-Kind Contributors
•	 Eastern Arizona Ag Center
•	 Miller/Coors
•	 Rauner & Associates

WIFE Supporting 
Members



Legislation (S. 2245) “Preserve the 
Waters of the United States” was intro-
duced in the 112th Congress on March 
28, 2012. The bill is to preserve existing 
rights and responsibilities with respect 
to waters of the United States. Senator 
John Barrasso (R-WY) is the sponsor of 
the legislation and currently has 32 co-
sponsors.

The full text of S. 2245 reads: 
Sec.2. IDENTIFICATION OF WA-

TERS PROTECTED BY THE CLEAN 
WATER ACT,

(a) in General – Neither the Secre-
tary of the Army nor the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency 
shall—

(1) Finalize the proposed guidance 
described in the notice of availability 
and request for comments entitled ‘EPA 
and Army Corps of Engineers Guid-
ance Regarding Identification of Waters 
Protected by the Clean Water Act’ (EPA-
HQ-OW-2011-0409) (76 Fed. Reg. 24479 
(May 2, 2011)); or

(2) Use the guidance described in 
paragraph (1), or any substantially simi-
lar guidance, as the basis for any decision 
regarding the scope of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et 
seq.) or any rulemaking.

(b) Rules—the use of the guidance 
described in subsection (a) (1), or any 
substantially similar guidance, as the ba-
sis for any rule shall be grounds for vaca-
tion of the rule.

The legislation has been referred 
to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. Senator Barbara Boxer 
(Calif.) is Chairman of the Committee. 
The prognosis for chance of being enact-
ed is only 2 percent as it was introduced 

by the minority party and all cosponsors 
are members of the minority party. Only 
3 percent of all Senate bills were enacted 
in 2009-2010,

On March 16, President Obama is-
sued an Executive Order that gives the 
White House absolute control over all 
the country’s natural resources in case of 

a natural disaster or during time of war.
The order “the National Defense Re-

sources Preparedness Order” granted the 
President the authority to approve the 
dispensing of all domestic energy, pro-
duction, transportation, food and water 
supplies as he deems necessary to protect 
national security.

As farmers are working their lands 
this spring, their hearts are full of hope 
for a productive year. Sugar farmers 
and the U.S. sugar program is a part of 
America’s agriculture most vital indus-
try.  Agriculture industry is a renewable 
income for our economy. 

Looking back at 2008 Farm Bill pro-
cess, the U.S. Congress overwhelmingly 
passed Farm Bill that gave American 
sugar producers a chance to survive. It 
provided United State Department of 
Agriculture (USDA) with an additional 
tool to manage excess supplies caused by 
imports, a standby sucrose-ethanol pro-
gram that could also help reduce U.S. de-
pendence on foreign oil, at minimal tax-
payer cost. The Farm Bill also phased in 
over the next three years a 4 percent in-
crease in the U.S. support price, the first 
such increase since 1985. Our modern 
sugar program reduces our dependency 
to foreign sugar and foreign oil.

Unfortunately, food manufactures 
have organized a multi-million dol-
lar attack on sugar and corn sweetener 

policy. Our farmers being attacked by 
American business makes me feel so be-
trayed.  American industries should be 
united; they should be supportive and 
work together. The success of agricul-
ture contributes to strength of our na-
tion. Sugar growers finally were feeling 
like they have a fair price, but now future 
looks fuzzy.

Benefits of U.S. sugar industry
Beet sugar industry: 
More than 1,100,000 acres of sugar 

beets are grown in 11 states and are pro-
cessed in 25 sugar beet factories. The 
industry creates 99,000 full time direct 
and indirect jobs for people across the 
nation.

Cane sugar industry: 
Eight cane refineries and 22 mills 

process sugar cane raised in four states: 
Florida, Hawaii, Louisiana and Texas. 
The production, processing, and refining 
of raw cane sugar creates 43,000 full time 
direct and indirect jobs.

Nationwide, 146,000 jobs and $20 
billion in economic activity are under-
pinned by a strong sugar policy.

The sugar program has proven its 
positive effect on U.S. economy and 
history can be a reliable witness to this 
claim. The sugar beet, sugarcane and 
corn sweetener industry will assist 
America to rely on U.S. grown sugar and 
oil. 

          Report

       Sugar Report

By Klodette Stroh
Wyoming

Industry benefits U.S.
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Water, Private Property,
Natural Resources, and
Endangered Species

By Alice Parker
Washington

President takes authority over resources



Not only has the United States reduced 
oil imports from members of the Organiza-
tion of the Petroleum Exporting Countries 
(OPEC) by more than 20 percent in the last 
three years, it has become a net exporter of 
refined petroleum products like gasoline 
for the first time since the Truman presi-
dency. The U.S. imported 45 percent of its 
liquid fuels in 2011, down from 60 percent 
in 2005, and just 1.8 million barrels came 
from the Persian Gulf. At this rate we could 
soon see energy independence. 

National oil production, which de-
clined steadily to 4.95 million barrels a 
day in 2008 from 9.6 million in 1970, has 
risen over the last four years to nearly 5.7 
million barrels a day. Some experts think 
it could eventually hit 10 million barrels — 
which would put the United States in the 
same league as Saudi Arabia. Canada has 
the world’s third-largest oil reserves, more 
than 170 billion barrels, after Saudi Arabia 
and Venezuela, and daily production of 1.5 
million barrels from the oil sands is expect-
ed to rise to 3.7 million by 2025. 

Why are gas prices high? When the 
global economy heats up, demand for oil 
rises and so does the price. Major oil com-
panies are pumping at capacity.

The top ten states with the high-
est proven oil reserves are: 1. Texas-5,006 
million barrels (mb), 2. Alaska-3,566 mb; 
3. California-2,835 mb; 4. North Dako-
ta-1,046 mb; 5. New Mexico- 700 mb; 6. 
Oklahoma-622 mb; 7. Wyoming-583 mb; 
8. Utah-398 mb; 9. Louisiana-370 mb; and 
Montana-343 mb. North Dakota’s is still 
being evaluated but a 2008 estimate was 
about 3 billion barrels in just one forma-
tion, the Bakken, while several others were 
not included. 

The Energy Policy Act of 2005 set 
rules that contributed to the current surge 
in drilling. It prohibited the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) from regulating 
fracking under the Safe Drinking Water 
Act. The legislation also offered the indus-

try billions of dollars in new tax breaks to 
help independent producers recoup some 
drilling costs even when a well came up 
dry. 

The Interior Department was granted 
the power to issue drilling permits on mil-
lions of acres of federal lands without ex-
tensive environmental impact studies for 
individual projects. That new power has 
been used at least 8,400 times, mostly in 
Wyoming, Utah and New Mexico, repre-
senting a quarter of all permits issued on 
federal land in the last six federal fiscal 
years. Oil production grew 14 percent on 
private property in 2011 but dropped 11 
percent on federal acreage.

The U.S. State Department says it re-
ceived TransCanada’s Keystone pipeline 
application on September 19, 2008—four 
months before President Obama was inau-
gurated. He denied it on January 18, 2012, 
saying it was not enough time to evaluate 
it. He announced the end project, called 
the Seaway Project, in Cushing, Oklahoma, 
but it was already in progress.  

Beginning in late May, about 150,000 
barrels of Bakken oil per day will be able 
to move away from Cushing and make its 
way to Gulf refining facilities. Within two 
years, that capacity is planned to be up to 
450,000 barrels. Currently there are at least 
six pipeline plans that would bypass the 
Nebraska Sandhills to Cushing.

In April the Obama administration 
began pushing the first-ever limits on pol-
lution from new power plants. Older coal-
fired power plants have already been shut-
ting down across the country, due to low 
natural gas prices, demand from China and 
weaker demand for electricity. But regula-
tions from the EPA on controlling pollu-
tion downwind and toxic emissions have 
helped push some to close. 

The proposed rule will not apply to 
existing power plants or new ones built 
this year. It will also give future coal-fired 
power plants years to meet the standard, 
because it will eventually require that car-
bon pollution be captured and stored un-
derground even though that technology is 
not yet commercially available.  The regu-
lation stemmed from a settlement with 
states and environmental groups, such as 

the Sierra Club. The government already 
controls global warming pollution at the 
largest industrial sources, has proposed 
standards for new vehicles, and is working 
on regulations to reduce greenhouse gases 
at existing power plants and refineries.

The natural gas industry, which less 
than a decade ago feared running out of 
domestic gas, is suddenly dealing with a 
glut so vast that import facilities are ap-
plying for licenses to export gas to Europe 
and Asia.  Energy Secretary Steven Chu’s 
department has subsidized at least eight 
green-energy companies that have gone 
bankrupt while costing taxpayers billions 
of dollars and another one is on its way. 
An electric car manufacturer, Fisker, got 
a $529 million loan guarantee from them 
and has taken $169 million. It seems that 
their Karma car cost us $107,850 each 
but it is un-drivable. The Fisker company 
halted production in February and fired 26 
workers.  U.S. ethanol replaced about $34 
billion worth of crude oil in 2010.

The 2012 Farm Bill Energy Title 
marker bill, has been introduced by Sen. 
Tom Harkin (D-IA) and co-sponsored by 
Sens. Al Franken (D-MN), Amy Klobu-
char, (D-MN) and Kent Conrad (D-ND). 
The bill would provide mandatory funding 
for programs such as the Rural Energy for 
America Program (REAP), Biomass Crop 
Assistance Program (BCAP), and Biorefin-
ery Assistance Program (BAP). 

The Port of Morrow in Boardman, 
Oregon is among various ports deciding 
whether to ship coal to Asia from the Pow-
der River Basin of Wyoming and Montana 
but would require permits from the Army 
Corps of Engineers. As much as 150 mil-
lion tons of coal per year could be export-
ed, nearly 50 percent more than the nation’s 
entire coal export output last year. Open 
coal cars would be sprayed with a dust sup-
pressant before leaving the Powder River 
Basin.  Once in Boardman, trains would be 
offloaded in an enclosed area that is venti-
lated by filtered vacuums. The coal would 
be stored in warehouses, transported on 
enclosed conveyor belts to covered barges 
on the river before being transported again 
on a closed conveyor belt to a larger ocean-
going ship. 

U.S. fuel imports decrease
     Energy Report   

By Marlene Kouba
North Dakota
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              Report   
Rural Health,
Farm Finanace,
and Communications

Many nutritionists, journalists and 
politicians like to point the finger at U.S. 
farm subsidies by saying they have contrib-
uted to the nation’s “obesity epidemic” by 
making fattening food relatively cheap and 

abundant while stating that reducing these 
subsidies will go a long way toward solving 
the problem. This argument was one of the 
main points author Michael Pollan made in 
The Omnivore’s Dilemma and was featured 
in the film “Food, Inc.” However, work by 
economists Bradley J. Rickard, Abigail M. 
Okrent and Julian M. Alston has taken 
a close look at any links that might exist 
among farm policy, food prices and obesity 
in the U.S. and found that U.S. subsidy pol-
icies for agricultural commodities have had 
only very small effects on obesity. In the 
case of corn, which is blamed most often 

for contributing to obesity, the economists 
determined that farm subsidies are not to 
blame. Rather, they said, U.S. sugar policy 
has restricted imports, driven up the na-
tional price of sugar and encouraged con-
sumers and food manufacturers to replace 
sugar with alternative high calorie sweet-
eners, especially high-fructose corn syrup. 

“A simplistic model of farm subsidies 
and obesity, which is implicit in some writ-
ings on the subject, presumes a textbook 
subsidy policy that results in an increase in 
both production and consumption of the 
subsidized goods by increasing the net re-
turn to producers -- the market price plus 
the subsidy -- and lowers the market price 
paid by consumers. However, the main el-
ements of U.S. farm subsidy programs are 
significantly different from the simplistic 
textbook subsidy policies,” the economists 
said. 

Their finding was driven by three fac-
tors. First, with a few exceptions, farm sub-
sidies have relatively small and mixed ef-
fects on prices of farm commodities in the 
U.S. Second, the share of the cost of com-
modities in the cost of retail food products 
is small and continues to shrink over time. 
Third, food consumption patterns do not 
change substantially in response to small 
changes in food prices. 

The results the economists found 
across a range of scenarios showed that the 
impact of farm policy is small and mixed 
such that the net effects are not clear. In 
fact, eliminating all farm subsidy policies, 
including trade barriers, would decrease 
consumption of some food products but 
increase consumption of other food prod-
ucts, most likely leading to an increase in 
overall calorie consumption, they said, es-
timating that the typical American adult 
would actually respond by eating about 
3,000-3,900 additional calories per year. 
They said cutting back on grains and meats 
would be more than offset by the consump-
tion of more sugar which is more calorie 
dense. That’s the opposite effect of what 
farm subsidy opponents predicted, but it’s 

Subsidies do not cause obesity

By Donna Bolz
Nebraska

Agency (FSA) associate administrator.  
She commented  on the proposed office 
closing of 131 FSA offices. There will be 
2,100 FSA offices left with no jobs lost.  
“We were sacrificing people for bricks 
and mortar,” she said. She doesn’t see any 
cuts to the Farm Loan Program. If direct 
payments are cut, the staff would adjust.  
And at the same time the MIDAS com-
puter system needs to be modernized 
now. She knows there is a need for people 
in the offices. She also knows people can 
work much more efficiently if the new 
programs arrive on the computer in a 
timely manner- particularly if you farm 
across county lines. 

The budget cuts were very much on 
her mind. She has to weather the deci-
sions if and when MORE cuts are made.  
The future needs to be thought about, 
while making sure there is postage and 
supplies for the 2,100 offices in 2012. The 
FSA is very aware of the need of food, fi-
ber, fuel and feed as U.S. and world popu-
lations grow.

 Michael Alston is the deputy ad-
ministrator for insurance service at the  
USDA Risk Management Agency. There 
is $10 billion in loss all over the U.S. with 
16 private insurance companies.  Insur-
ance rates will go up 12-15 percent. This 

got one WIFE hopping mad. The answer 
is the program must be actuarial sound   
with a 1.0 loss ratio ($1 in-$1 out).  Gov-
ernment does not plan to make money.  

Every three years the insurance rates 
are looked at. Private companies must 
develop new insurance programs. (Why 
is not buckwheat an insurable crop?) 
Northern farmers have embraced crop/
income insurance. The loss of direct pay-
ments is causing southern farmers to 
understand  and use crop insurance.  He 
does not think we will see direct pay-
ments anymore.  The downsizing of crop 
insurance subsidy from 75 percent to 73 
percent is being discussed on the Hill. 
The talk then went to hurricanes, con-
taminated soil, and how to know when 
your land is in good health again.

It was helpful and  interesting  to see 
and hear these knowledgeable and per-
sonable professionals at USDA. This is 
a benefit of being part of WIFE. You get 
to be across the table from these folks. 
You have the ability to contact them on 
e-mail, telephone or on their websites. 
You can probably ‘friend’ them.  They all 
made it clear that from their farm back-
ground to where they are today; they 
know where their food comes from. They 
say it is important to keep communica-
tion channels open.  They thank us for 
coming  to Washington, D.C. to see them.

USDA officials greet WIFE
Continued from Page 3

Continued on Page 9

WIFEline / 8



            Cereal Grains Report

The 2012 “Prospective Plantings” 
report projects that U.S. producers will 
plant 95.9 million acres of corn in 2012 
– the highest number of acres since 1937.  
Sorghum and barley planting intentions 
have also increased.  In theory, sufficient 
food is available to feed the world’s popu-
lation.  However, too often low income, 
trade policy barriers and inadequate 
transportation, storage and market-
ing systems block food from getting to 
people in need. Deprivation of food is 
also sometimes used as a weapon, which 
means that “food security” is inseparable 
from policy discussions about political 
stability, economic development and ru-
ral development, as well as international 
trade.

Food security is a priority for every 
nation. It is imperative that countries 
broaden their concept of food security 
beyond “self-sufficiency” in order to 
meet the increasing demand for greater 
quality and variety from a rapidly grow-
ing global middle class. The global popu-
lation is estimated to reach 9.1 billion 
by 2040, and food demand will be sev-
enty percent higher than today.  The U.S. 
Grains Council is committed to being the 
world’s bridge to U.S. corn, sorghum and 
barley farmers and their industry. Their 
intent is for international customers to 
use U.S. grain and products as reliable 
components of their food security strate-
gies.

U.S. grain products not only feed 
people; they also stimulate economic 
growth for our trading partners.  Trans-
fer of food supplies from countries with 
surplus to deficit countries allows those 
countries to move up the international 
value chain. They can focus their re-
sources on developing areas of compara-
tive advantage rather than pursing the 
expensive, and possibly elusive, goal of 

food self-sufficiency.
The affordability of food is a major 

concern around the world.  Better avail-

ability and more choice through trade 
can significantly reduce costs to consum-
ers in the developing world.   

Food security is a priority

By Lisa Goodheart
Kansas

     

Our world is getting hungrier.  
Starvation and malnutrition plague 
great areas of our world now.  Many 
world leaders are wondering what the 
United States will do about it.  They 
know we strive to feed the world.  “Lack 
of food causes more damage to man 
than AIDS, tuberculosis, and malaria 
combined.”  Many see the peanut as the 
answer to combat world hunger.

American farmers provide the 
food, fiber, and materials to supply the 

world.  Thanks to an increasing appetite 
for American-grown food in China and 
India, commodity prices remain high.  
Thanks to the South American heat 
and drought, China has become a good 
consumer. But, thanks to the Southern 
drought in America, farmers are focus-
ing on planting soybeans as opposed 
to other crops. Farmers mostly need a 
good crop to offset skyrocketing fuel 
and nitrogen prices. Southeastern farm-
ers expect to plant more corn, peanuts, 
and soybeans, but less cotton. Farmers 
know that unpredictable weather can 
spell disaster. They have no clue as to 
how the unseasonable warm winter will 
affect crops, or if they will get sufficient 
moisture to off-set dry subsoils during 
planting season. Farming is a gamble!

World faces hunger

    Specialty Crops 
    Report  

By Jacqulyn Sistrunk
Alabama
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still a very small one given that the typi-
cal adult requires on the order of 2,000-
2,500 calories daily, they said. 

“In other words, contrary to com-
mon claims in the popular media, farm 
policies have more likely slowed the 
rise in obesity in the U.S., but any such 
effects are small,” the economists said. 
“Compared with other factors, the poli-
cy-induced differences in relative prices 
among various farm commodities have 
played only a tiny role in determining 
excess food consumption and obesity in 
the U.S.” The economists said it is quite 
simple: Policy-makers will need to strive 
to find other more effective and more 
economically rational ways to reduce the 

consequences of excess food consump-
tion while at the same time enhancing 
consumption opportunities for the poor 
and protecting the world’s resources for 
future generations. The work by Rickard, 
Okrent and Alston has appeared in the 
official publication of the Agricultural & 
Applied Economics Assn. and numerous 
other journals over the past several years.  
Rickard is with the Charles H. Dyson 
School of Applied Economics & Man-
agement at Cornell University in Ithaca, 
N.Y.; Okrent is with the U.S. Department 
of Agriculture’s Economic Research Ser-
vice, and Alston is with the department 
of agricultural and resource economics 
at the University of California-Davis.  
Thanks to the Nebraska Farmer for help 
with this article.  

Continued from Page 8
Subsidies are not to blame for obesity



  Shana Baisch
  323 Road 300
  Glendive, MT 59330

Change Service Requested

Nominating Committee Notes
By Cathy Scherler

Nominating Committee Chair

There are a few things that I wish to remind members about 
in regards to the nomination process.

1) All officers are elected at the annual convention and 
serve a one year term or until their successors are elected.   (Presi-
dent, Vice-President, Recording Secretary and Treasurer)

2) Area Directors are elected at the annual convention and 
serve a one year term or until their successors are elected.  (Area 
I and Area II)

3)  All Commodity and Topics of Interest Chairmen shall 
be elected at the convention and serve a one year term and can 
serve a maximum of three consecutive one (1) year terms.

4) All candidates must have the endorsement of their 
Chapter and Association.  Their Association must be current on 
WIFE Assessments.  Nominations from the floor will be accepted 
if written endorsements are in the hands of the chairman.

5) The current Commodity/Topic Chairmen are: 
•	 Beef
•	 Cereal Grains (Wheat, Barley, Oats)
•	 Dairy
•	 Energy
•	 Specialty Crops (Cotton, Peanuts, Rice, Tobacco)

•	 Natural Resources, Private Property, Water and Endangered 
Species

•	 Pork
•	 Poultry
•	 Rural Life  (Farm Finance, Tax, Health, Communication)
•	 Sheep/Goats
•	 Sugar
•	 Trade
•	 Transportation
•	 Grains  (Dry Beans, Feed Grains, Oil Seeds)

Should you have any questions about the nomination proce-
dures please contact the nominating committee, which is com-
prised of all state presidents.

Cathy Scherler, Chairman
WIFE Nominating Committee
21899 County Road 59
Sheridan Lake, CO  81071 
Home:  719.729.3367
Cell:  719.688.3312
Email:  cscherler@fairpoint.net


