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APPEALS COURT RULES IN FAVOR 
OF COOL, WIFE LEADERS ‘PLEASED’
National Women Involved in Farm Economics (WIFE) welcomed the decision by the United States 
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit (Appeals Court) to deny the request by the 
American Meat Institute, National Cattlement’s Beef Association, meat packers and others for an 
injunction that would have halted enforcement of the U.S. country-of-origin labeling (COOL) law. By 
a 9-2 majority, the panel upheld an earlier three-judge panel decision to deny an appeal to halt the 
enforcement of the popular labeling law, passed in 2008.
 
WIFE President Ruth Laribee of Lowville, NY, had this to say about the court decision: “As both 
producers and consumers, the women in WIFE have always supported COOL. We are pleased with 
this decision and look forward to a similarly favorable decision from the WTO [World Trade Orga-
nization] panel.”
 
The Appeals Court ruled 8 to 3 to reinstate the specific judgment made by the original three-judge 
panel of the Appeals Court, which decided in March that COOL did not violate the meatpacker lobby 
groups’ First Amendment free speech protections. The specific First Amendment question resolved by 
today’s ruling was whether the original panel had used the proper standard for determining when the 
Constitution allows compelled commercial speech.
 
WIFE Beef Chairman Whitney Klasna, Lambert, MT, said, “COOL is useful, not only to showcase 
our U.S. products and meat, but also as a food safety issue as it allows consumers to know that 
food with the U.S. label has met health and hygiene standards set by our government. It also allows 
consumers to avoid food from countries with lax food standards or with a disease outbreak.”



Our Representatives are currently on 
recess and the vote on whether or not to 
renew fast track for the President most 
likely won’t happen until after the No-
vember elections. The fast track authority 
would allow the Administration to nego-
tiate trade agreements that would limit 
Congress to “up” and “down” votes only. 

Congress would not be able to change 
conflict-ridden issues or have a due dili-
gent process designed for fair trade for the 
United States. Let your Representatives 
know we do not want fast track.

Country of Origin Labeling (COOL) 
is still very much a priority. In order to 
comply to the first World Trade Organi-
zation (WTO) compliance, the United 
States Department of Agriculture (USDA) 

issued a final rule requiring labels to show 
where each production step (i.e. birth, 
growth and slaughter) occurs and prohib-
its co-mingling of muscle cuts from dif-
ferent origins. Mexico and Canada were 
dissatisfied and argued that the ruling 
does not bring the U.S. into agreement 
with WTO requirements and subsequent-
ly brought forth challenges.

Currently, the WTO verified they 
have made a ruling concerning the chal-
lenge sought by Mexico and Canada 
against the United States. Several reports 
show September, 2014 is the date this 
WTO ruling will be made public. The 
meat packers have continued to urge 
Congress to take action against COOL 
within the fiscal year 2015 appropriations 
process.

There have been many attempts to 
encompass language in the 2015 expen-
diture bill that would call for repealing 

the new rulings of COOL, implemented 
by the USDA. It has been reported that to 
date, the only report language put forth by 
the House of Representatives identifying 
COOL says, “if the WTO rules the U.S. is 
not compliant then the U.S. must imme-
diately repeal COOL.”

This language should not be in the 
final fiscal year 2015 appropriations bill, 
for which some members of Congress are 
working toward getting signatures.   

Please call your Representative and 
ask them not to sign a letter urging the 
USDA to immediately repeal the new 
COOL rulings if the WTO rules against 
the United States. 

Instead, ask them to support our U.S. 
producers by supporting COOL. To get a 
hold of your elected officials in Washing-
ton, DC, call the Capitol Switchboard at 
(202) 224-3121, ask for your Representa-
tives’ office and they will connect you.

     President’s Report   
Urge lawmakers 
to support U.S. 
producers, maintain COOL rulings
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By Ruth Laribee
New York

Signed during the Nixon era, the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) was in-
tended to save a short list of species that 
were genuinely in danger of becoming 
extinct. In its forty-year history, over 
1,500 species have been listed and the 
ESA has morphed into a powerful law 
that allows the federal government to 
regulate otherwise normal uses of land 
and resources with the threat of draco-
nian penalties for harming a species or 
its habitat.  

Most concerning is the fact that sev-
eral environmental groups have taken 
full advantage of the strict mandates 
under the ESA by using litigation to con-
trol the government’s actions and listing 
priorities.  Litigation under the ESA has 
increased exponentially in recent years 
and is becoming a tool for taxpayer-fund-
ed attorneys’ fees for these environmen-
tal groups.  Simply put, these groups 

use the federal government as a pawn in 
their scheme to control the use of prop-
erty in the United States, both public 
and private.  

Several Republicans in Congress 
have recently recognized the need to 
reform the ESA.  On April 30, 2014, the 
House Natural Resources Committee 
voted to send four ESA reform bills to 
the House floor.  The aim of the bills is 
to increase the transparency and reduce 
the financial burden of ESA implementa-
tion and enforcement.  These bills stem 
from a 64-page report prepared by the 
Endangered Species Act Congressional 
Working Group, which was released on 
February 4, 2014.  The Working Group is 
comprised of 13 House Republicans, and 
its report makes a list of recommended 
changes to the ESA.  

The Working Group noted that, ac-
cording to Department of Justice infor-

mation, the Center for Biological Diver-
sity (CBD) “was responsible for 117 ESA 
lawsuits filed against the federal govern-
ment between October 2009 and April 
2012.”  The several organizations filing 
citizen suits have received millions of 
dollars in attorneys’ fees as the “prevail-
ing party” under the ESA in these cases.  
The Working Group Report provides 
that “ESA has cost American taxpay-
ers more than $15 million in attorneys’ 
fees alone – in just the past four years.”  
Many of these groups’ lawyers have been 
reimbursed to the tune of $500 per hour, 
“and at least two lawyers have each re-
ceived over $2 million in attorneys’ fees 
from filing ESA cases,” states the Work-
ing Group Report.

Instead of environmental groups 
using their resources to develop better 
data and to cooperate with the states 
and private landowners to avoid list-

ESA Reform Underway by Korry Lewis, WIFE National Legislative Committee Chair 
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As I sat down to write this article, I 
thought about my childhood schooling and 
how it affected me. For my first four years of 
education, I attended a one-room school, a 
mile and a half from my home. In the fourth 
grade I went to “town school,” then during 
my junior year, my school consolidated with 
a neighboring community. Below is a story 
about a small community and its struggle in 
deciding to close the school it loved. Maybe 
some of you can identify with this:

Monticello, Maine is a blink-and-you-
miss-it kind of place, population 790. It is 
a potato farming community in northern 
Maine and Monticello’s only school would 
be closing its doors after six decades. Enroll-
ment was down to 66. 

The Wellington School’s closure wasn’t 
a surprise to anyone; the RSU 29 School Dis-
trict had been threatening to shut the small 
school since the early 1980s, citing its small 
student body and the area’s tight education 
budget. 

In 2011, the school narrowly escaped 
closure when the town rallied around it. But 
in February, the board voted 10-2 to close 
Wellington for good after a school board 
member crunched the numbers and real-
ized they’d save an annual $188,000 in the 
process. 

Even though $188,000 is a tiny frac-
tion of the overall school budget—less than 
one percent, says the town office—saving 
Wellington would have still meant an aver-
age of $400 more per household during tax 
season. In a town where the median income 
is $23,566, and 77 percent of school age chil-
dren qualify for free or reduced lunch, that’s 
not chump change. 

The town reaffirmed the board’s deci-
sion in a referendum earlier this month, 
with a vote of 83-63. In the past few decades, 
rural school districts, especially those in the 
Midwest, Southwest, and Deep South, have 
been folding their smaller schools into big-
ger ones, which are often many miles away. 

These schools close because of shrink-
ing state funding, low enrollment, or simply 
a desire for efficiency—even as the studies 
show, small schools often have higher test 
scores, higher graduation rates, and better 
student participation in extracurricular ac-
tivities. 

Experts say that closing these schools 
can be counter-productive not just for the 
students, but also for the entire popula-
tion. Not only does the town fail to attract 
young families, who would rather live near a 
school, it often loses one of its main hubs of 
activity and community interaction. 

“You’re yanking a key community 

structure out of these towns,” said Brian 
Depew, Executive Director of the Center 
for Rural Affairs, whose research shows that 
rural areas are experiencing a new uptick 
of school closures. “They’re places of edu-
cation, but they also serve this larger civic 
function.” 

It’s been years since Jay Brewer, Wel-
lington’s principal for 14 years over the 
1950s and 1960s, had children or grandchil-
dren at the elementary school. “I just can’t 
get the place out of my system. A town loses 
its identity when it loses a school,” he said. 

Cindy Peterson, Wellington’s current 
principal, worries that a 450-student el-
ementary school “won’t be able to replicate 
the culture and the climate here,” she said. 
“We focus not just on academics but also 
the emotional child … teaching kids how 
to properly socialize and communicate. In a 
big school, it’s hard to hone in like that.” 

The statistics of high-performing small 
schools applied to Wellington, too—the 
school was consistently ranked among the 
best in the state. 

Another concern is that the students 
will have an unbearably long time on the 
bus. In places like the Dakotas and Nebras-
ka, the routes may take hours. The bus rides 
in Monticello can already stretch the length 
of a class period, and parents are worried it 
will take even longer. 

Max Good, a 21-year-old potato farmer 
with earth-stained hands, voted for its clo-
sure earlier this month. “It’s probably for the 
better because it’s costing more and more 
money for the town,” he said. 

Tom Good, Max’s grandfather, wouldn’t 
say how he voted, but mentioned that since 
he owned a large amount of farm land, the 
taxes it would have taken to save Wellington 
would have affected him “quite a bit,” since 
the money required to keep the school run-
ning would fall to the town’s residents. 

Yet the budget isn’t always the reason 
for school closure. In the rural Midwest, 
where land values are high and school dis-
tricts are more dependent on property taxes 
than state funding, a more intangible cul-
tural shift is afoot. Often the reason for con-
solidation is the conventional wisdom that 
bigger is better.

Communities feeling 
effects of rural school closures 
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     Rural Life Report   

By Donna Bolz
Nebraska
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In 2003, its first year of existence, the 
Department of Homeland Security (DHS) 
had 180,000 full-time workers and its bud-
get was $29 billion. Today the department 
has 250,000 workers, making it the third 
largest federal agency after the depart-
ments of Defense and Veterans Affairs, and 
its budget this year is $61 billion. 

A report by the Congressional Re-
search Service last year disclosed: “The 
U.S. government does not have a single 
definition for ‘homeland security.’ Mul-
tiple definitions, missions and an absence 
of prioritization result in consequences to 
the nation’s security.”  

There is no clarity in the national strat-
egies of federal, state, and local roles and 
responsibilities. Funding is driving priori-
ties rather than priorities driving the fund-
ing.  A professor of national security affairs 
calls the DHS “a colossal and inefficient 
boondoggle.”  

President Obama’s budget request for 
2015 for the Anti-Terrorism Assistance 
Program, or ATA, is $165.8 million, down 
from $200 million in 2012. A potential 
$375 million, five-year contract in June 
2011 had been awarded to the McLean, 
Virginia-based Science Applications Inter-
national Corporation to help State carry out 
global ATA training. 

To deal with the southern border crisis, 
President Obama announced on June 30 
that he wants emergency funding of nearly 
$4 billion to address the influx but only 
$1.8 billion would go to care for the chil-
dren. The remainder would go to hire more 
judges, build detention facilities, increase 
enforcement and speed up the return of the 
unaccompanied children to their countries 
of origin. That move set off outrage among 
some advocates who said it would further 
endanger vulnerable children fleeing vio-
lence in their home countries.

South American churches and area 
media are telling their people that this is the 

best time to get into America and become 
a citizen. With two major youth gangs and 
more organized crime syndicates operating 
in Central America, analysts say authori-
ties will have a difficult time keeping chil-
dren at home unless the root causes of the 
violence are addressed. 

More than half of the 50 most repre-
sented Central American cities from which 
children are leaving are in Honduras where 
parents say there is no future. The Guate-
malan children are usually from very poor 
rural areas while those from El Salvador 
and Honduras tend to come from extreme-
ly violent regions. 

The countries are not intervening as 
they are getting money from the “coyotes” 
or human smugglers and it lightens the 
strain of providing for their own people. 
Gangs, which rob, sell drugs locally, rape 
and kidnap people or extort money from 
businesses, often recruit new members at 
schools as young as six years old. 

A U.S. government-contracted secu-
rity force takes cellphones from working 
doctors and nurses and threatens them 
with arrest if they talk about children sick 
with illnesses including strep throat, mea-
sles, chicken pox, scabies, lice and mental 
health problems.  

Some want to talk about the camps but 
agents made it clear they would be arrested 
if they did and were under orders not to 
say anything. More than 90,000 unaccom-
panied children have come across since 
October with most from Guatemala. One 
counselor quit but she kept a journal about 
her work at the camp and refused to hand it 
over to federal agents.  She wanted people 
to know what is going on in America.  

Congressmen and reporters have been 
turned away from viewing the crossings. 
Clinicians are supervised by a federal field 
specialist from the Department of Heath 
and Human Services’ (HHS) Office of 
Refugee Resettlement and has 58 medical 
professionals at Lackland Air Force Base 

in Texas. 
Every illness, whether it is a headache 

or something more serious, is recorded 
in a child’s electronic medical record and 
posted on WebEOC, a web-based platform 
that is visible to not only BFCS, a global 
health and human services system, but to 
the HHS as well. 

Some churches in Brownsville, Texas 
are providing air-conditioned tents. Bus-
loads of immigrants have been turned back 
in Murrieta, California but relocated to San 
Diego. Galveston is planning to block any 
detention or holding center.  

Border Patrol agents are spend-
ing more time taking care of the children 
and have to abandon their duties to do so. 
Young girls are especially vulnerable to 
rape and sex trafficking.

Criminals declare their background 
and are sent to detention centers but are 
commonly released later—regardless of 
severity of crimes; some of the worst gangs 
are already in the U.S. 

The majority of immigrants are uned-
ucated and can’t speak English. Employ-
ers are trying to expand H-1B visas for 
temporary workers. Mexican guards have 
crossed the border and pointed guns at our 
Border Patrol. 

The Democrats are now blaming the 
Republicans for this problem but nothing 
can be done without the President’s sup-
port, who has not spoken against the influx 
of the immigrants.  

A federal appeals court has ruled 
against Arizona for wanting to deny immi-
grants driver’s licenses. The International 
Airport in Houston, Texas has become a 
place to help speed the transport of unac-
companied children to shelters and foster 
homes. 

Obama vowed on June 30 to use ex-
ecutive action regarding immigration but 
met resistance from both parties. Congress 
will not be in session during the month of 
August.
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Congress heads into 
month-long recess with 
no border solution in sight
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        Homeland Security Report

By Marlene Kouba
North Dakota



Of utmost importance to agricultural 
trade right now is the military conflict in 
Ukraine, as the U.S. has placed sanctions on 
certain goods and companies. In late June, 
Russia filed a notice with other members 
of the World Trade Organization (WTO) 
that alleges the United States is failing to 
meet its international trade obligations, the 
first move in what is likely to be a Russian 
challenge to U.S. economic sanctions at the 
WTO.  

Since Malaysia Airline 17 was shot 
down, additional sanctions have been put 
in place by the U.S. but many members of 
the European Union (EU) have been slow to 
join these trade-restrictive measures. This is 
because Russia is the EU’s third-largest trad-
ing partner and the EU is Russia’s largest.

Russia has been a member of the WTO 
only since August of 2012.  Russia’s activism 
in Ukraine will be dealt with by the WTO 
in some manner as other WTO members 
complain about potential Russian violations 
of international trade law.  We may get to 
witness the effectiveness of the WTO.

Meanwhile, until Russia seized control 
of Ukraine’s Crimean ports in March, the 
former Soviet Union (FSU) appeared on 
track to regain its pre-1914 dominance in 
wheat trade and to become a serious threat 
to the U.S. in corn production. Wheat ex-
ports from the FSU countries were expected 
to account for two-thirds of the projected 
increase in world wheat trade over the de-
cade, according to the United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture (USDA). 

The Department also expected Ukraine 
to boost corn exports by 38 percent over 
the next decade, displacing Argentina and 
pushing the FSU into second place behind 
the U.S. in corn export market share. In 
2011 and 2012, farm-level corn and wheat 

prices ran at least $50 per ton less than in 
the U.S.

 Reuters news service reported that 
China wants all imports of distiller’s dried 
grains (DDGs) from the U.S. to be officially 
certified free of the MIR 162 GMO trait.

About 20 to 30 million tons of foreign 
steel currently comes in to America each 
year. In a simple analysis, every 10,000 tons 
of steel produced in the U.S. creates about 75 
jobs. You do the math! 

An Organic Equivalency agreement is 
now in effect between the U.S. and South 
Korea. This means organic farmers and 
businesses wanting to sell products in either 
country need only obtain certification from 
one country. Prior to this, organic products 
would need certification from both coun-
tries, meaning two sets of fees, inspections 
and paperwork.

 More than 70 percent of U.S. container 
traffic from Asia arrives at Pacific ports. In 
addition, about one-third of those contain-
ers pass through Los Angeles and Long 
Beach by truck and train to consumers in 
the eastern half of the nation, the Wall Street 
Journal reported. 

In 2006, the 100-year old Panama Ca-
nal began to modernize. This will allow 
more ships to travel through the Canal to 
the Eastern U.S. Work should be done by 
2016. 

 Handsome premiums and new vari-
eties prompted more Brazilian farmers to 
plant non-genetically engineered (GE) soy-
beans during recent seasons. That trend may 
be changing. A combination of ample sup-
ply and high soybean prices in general will 
reduce non-GE premiums in the upcoming 
season. 

Last year, exporters were paying a pre-
mium as high as $8 per 60-kilogram bag 
($1.65 per bushel) for certified non-GE soy-
beans. In Mato Grosso, up to 20 percent of 
the crop was non-GE last season. GE beans 
accounted for 92 percent of Brazilian plant-
ed area this season.

Although not part of the original U.S.-
Brazil cotton dispute, crop insurance now 

accounts for about 47 percent of total cotton 
subsidies (up from an average of 9 percent 
before 2009). Cotton producers note that 
subsidies for the cotton subsector are run-
ning significantly lower than they were at 
the time the dispute was litigated. In addi-
tion, the effects of U.S. cotton subsidies on 
world markets are declining as U.S. produc-
tion declines to just over 12 percent of the 
world total in 2011, down from 20 percent 
in 2000. 

The conclusion by some analysts is that 
trading partners should accept that current 
changes in the U.S. cotton program satisfy 
their earlier demands and terminate the 
WTO litigations.

The United States is especially eager to 
avoid a WTO panel on the cotton issue that 
might lead to reopening other sections of 
the new farm act to broader scrutiny, espe-
cially the new safety net programs. It is likely 
the U.S. will fork over more money to settle 
the case.

 In July, the WTO agreed with China 
and India and ruled that the U.S. improp-
erly levied subsidies and countervailing du-
ties against state-owned enterprises that the 
WTO does not consider to be “public bod-
ies”.  At issue were billions of dollars’ worth 
of Chinese steel products, solar panels, 
aluminum, paper and other goods shipped 
to the U.S. after being taxed as originating 
from public bodies. The U.S. doesn’t seem to 
be winning many cases heard by the WTO.

A cheap brand of Chinese-made smart-
phones carried by major online retailers 
comes pre-installed with espionage soft-
ware, a German security firm has charged. G 
Data Software said it found malicious code 
hidden deep in the propriety software of the 
Star N9500.  The find is the latest in a series 
of incidents where smartphones have ap-
peared preloaded with malicious software. 
The Associated Press found the phone for 
sale on several major retail websites, offered 
by an array of companies listed in Shenzhen, 
in southern China. It could not immediately 
find a reference to the phone’s manufacturer.

According to the USDA, U.S. cattle pro-
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     Trade Report   
Conflicts overseas putting 
heavy strain on agricultural trade

By Pam Potthoff
Nebraska
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The United States Department of 
Agriculture (USDA) unveiled its Biomass 
Crop Assistance Program, BCAP. For 
more information, go to www.usda.gov/
farmbill for details, and www.fsa.usda.gov/
bcap for questions.

A trip through and around the Gla-
cier National Park/Flathead National For-
est/Blackfeet Indian Reservation area will 
show areas of gray trees. This gray scenery 
comes from old forest fire-killed trees, 
scattered among the acres and acres of vi-
brant growing forests. 

The aforementioned BCAP will help 
with transportation costs to clean up ar-
eas like these and turn them into energy, 
though the cleanup may not be possible in 
protected areas. Additionally, a person as-
sumes there will be a limit to how far afield 
the trees can be transported, even with a 
subsidy program.

 In Nebraska, some sugar beets were 
purchased to be used in an ethanol-pro-
ducing plant, leading some to question 
whether this is desirable, legal, or a threat 
to energy, corn growers or the sugar beet 
industry. The sugar beets were available in 
a sell-off.

 Meanwhile, on the solar front, the 
cost of harnessing solar energy is getting 
more reasonable. Hembree Brandon had 
an easy-to-read article on page 43 of the 
July/August 2014 issue of Farm Futures, 
which can be obtained at www.farmfu-
tures.com. His article suggested putting 
chicken house roofs to work as solar array 
sites. The rooftop collectors produce elec-
tricity to ventilate and light the building 
they are sited on.

For a look at a house gone solar, the 
“Shirley and Chris Projects Blog,” which 
can be found at http://shirleyandchris.
net/blog/2012/11/13/solar, is a dialogue 
and picture board of how a residence can 

become solar. This blog highlights the cre-
ators’ reasons to use solar and the implica-
tions of connecting to the power company, 
and when to seek financial credit from 
the power company for feeding electricity 
onto the electric company infrastructure.

Don’t like the looks of solar panels? 
Check out http://www.integratedsolar.com 
and look for the “Coppersun” link under 
the product line, where a smoother look is 
offered.

 If your house was ever rewired to ac-
cept computer connections but now Wi-Fi 
and cell phones have removed the need for 
it, you’re probably aware of how the latest 
and greatest is rendered useless so quickly. 
However, did it cause you to get to the next 

innovation sooner, making everything 
“worth it?”  

 Adaptability, nimbleness, and one 
word in your contract or clause can make 
all the difference.  In farming it is always: 
keep your options open for what you don’t 
know that lies ahead.  

The ability to think ahead and move 
things into the future is advantageous if 
done correctly: it works in our WIFE by-
laws and resolutions, and it can work with 
energy sources too. The term “wind ener-
gy” can bring water wheels and oxen wind-
lasses to mind, the  old steel towers of days 
gone by or it can conjure up images of the 
big guys in this recent generation of wind-
farms. It is interesting how the effect of the 
words can limit and/or embrace an idea. 

Now, how about those drones? Anoth-
er term for drones is UAV, or unmanned 
aerial vehicle.  If Curt Pate, the animal be-
havior specialist, says that drones will be 
an energy saver, then it must be so.  Are 
you dreaming about what you could do 
with your drone while counting sheep the 
traditional way on sleepless nights?

 Recently in a motel parking lot, a 
man was checking the lashing on his “toys” 
which were tied down to his pickup. He 
and his family were heading out for an-
other day of vacation and family reunion 
travels. He observed something farm-like 
was taking place (an animal health clinic) 
by the type of folks in the parking lot and 
since he had grown up on a farm, he was 
instantly curious. It’s funny how farm and 
ranch people tend to gravitate toward each 
other. 

This gentleman said he always wanted 
to study petroleum even though it wasn’t 
very popular when he went to college. He 
said he would have been fine farming, but 
the oil was fascinating to him and he had 
the chance to go to college.  On the heels of 
him graduating, oil and all things energy 
picked up.  He remarked that even now, af-
ter some years, he is amazed that he was in 
the right place at the right time. A farmer/
rancher by nature, adaptable to every en-
vironment. 

           Energy Report
Harnessing solar energy 
getting easier, more affordable

By Barbara Broberg
Montana
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FAED needs 
your support! 

Become a member of 
the Foundation for Ag-
ricultural Education and 
Development (FAED), the 
educational arm of WIFE, 
today!  Individual annual 
memberships are $5 and 
should be sent to FAED 
Treasurer Pat Torgerson 
at PO Box 132, Lam-
bert, MT  59433. Your 
membership allows FAED 
to offer scholarships to 
women going into agricul-
ture and related fields. 
Are you doing your part to 
support the next genera-
tion of WIFE members? 



         Beef Report

A new documentary, which will re-
main unnamed as to avoid bringing any 
publicity to it, paints the livestock busi-
ness in a very negative light, citing cattle 
as the sole reason we have sustainability 
issues on our planet. 

Livestock producers will need to 
“beef ” up on their beef production facts 
to help balance out the conversation 
about sustainability and animal agricul-
ture.

The film’s creators don’t have any 
problem painting ranching and livestock 
production as the world’s worst environ-
mental villain in the first 10 seconds, and 
it only gets worse from there. 

According to the trailer for the mov-
ie, the livestock industry is responsible 
for global warming, water shortages, 
methane emissions, species extinction, 
and the ocean dead zones. It places the 
blame on livestock production.

This most recent attack on agricul-
ture seems to regurgitate the common 
myths the beef industry has worked hard 
to correct over the years. For example, 

the ‘Cowspiracy’ website claims it takes 
660 gallons of water to make one ham-
burger, or the equivalent of 2 months’ 
worth of showers.

According to “Facts About Beef,” 
however, it only takes 441 gallons (g) of 
water to produce one pound of boneless 
beef. 

Farmers and ranchers are com-
mitted to water conservation and have 
reduced the amount of water used to 

raise beef by 12 percent compared to 30 
years ago. In comparison, 441g of water 
is a fraction of what is used to produce 
other everyday items. It takes over 713g 
of water to produce one cotton t-shirt; 
39,090g to manufacture a new car; and 
36 million g/day is leaked from the New 
York City water supply system.”

I encourage everyone to get educat-
ed and visit www.factsaboutbeef.com for 
resources on this topic and others. 
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By Whitney Klasna
Montana

Latest anti-agriculture film 
plagued with common myths 

ducers should see access to the Hong Kong 
market restored to pre-2003 levels. 

Last year, the World Organization for 
Animal Health granted the United States 
negligible risk status for Bovine Spongiform 
Ensephalopathy (BSE), more commonly 
known as Mad Cow Disease, and Hong 
Kong’s decision was consistent with what 
science shows about BSE.

 No country in the world currently im-
ports more ammonia fertilizer than the U.S.  
Since the turn of the millennium, the nation 
has been importing roughly half of its nitro-
gen needs, including 70 percent of its urea.

Counter to the “good science” com-
mitment made by the EU and the U.S. with 
the launch of the TTIP, the EU states have 
reached a compromise to allow individual 
states to determine whether or not geneti-
cally engineered food crops may be cultivat-
ed in their territory.  A member country can 

cite objections other than health and safety, 
such as concern over its impact on the en-
vironment or law and order issues. Non-GE 
member states will have to allow the transit 
of GE products through their territory. GE 
crops have won repeated safety approv-
als and are imported into the EU in large 
amounts for animal feed.

The U.S. is considering relaxing regula-
tions that ban the export of crude oil.  A driv-
er for this consideration is that the nature of 
the oil we’re producing may not be matched 
to our current refinery capacity.  Export-
ing oil, of course, does nothing to make the 
United States more energy independent, but 
it may help alleviate some logistical prob-
lems in moving product to market. It also 
will do nothing to put downward pressure 
on U.S. gasoline prices, but it should help 
boost profits of U.S. energy companies.

Grow it, make it, build with it, and sell 
it – in America.

TRADE: Continued from Page 5
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Thank you so much for 
the beautiful flowers, cards, 

heartfelt prayers and thoughts 
for our beloved wife, mother 

and grandmother, Kay. 
~Joe Zeosky and Family



      Sugar Report

Agriculture has always been the cor-
nerstone of our nation’s way of life. Our 
dedicated farmers and ranchers improve 
this country’s well-being and promise to 
feed American soldiers wherever they are 
to ensure our nation’s freedom and secu-
rity.

Looking back to the pages of history 
during the World War II, records show 
the first commodity rationed was sugar.

Can you envision the absence of 
sweet sugar in apple pie, cookies or lem-
onade? In 1942, the government issued 
123 million government copies of war ra-
tion’s Book One, which people could use 
to buy sugar.

The domestic sugar industry did not 
exist in 1942. We relied on shipments 
from the Philippines and Hawaii. The 
Japanese had conquered the Philippines 
while ships in Hawaii that were used to 
ship sugar were being used for the war ef-
fort.

Americans quickly learned the hard 
way that sugar was a luxury found in 
cakes, cookies or chocolate bars. This is 
the reason why the government encour-
aged domestic sugar production and why 
it established the modern-day U.S. sugar 
policy.

Free trade agreements between the 
United States and foreign countries such 
as North America Free Trade Agreement 
(NAFTA) and Central American Free 
Trade Agreement (CAFTA) are a threat to 
our nation’s security. NAFTA has caused 
so many problems with the cattle and sug-
ar industries already.  Foreign free trade 
agreements will eventually eat America’s 
Heartland.

NAFTA overrides the U.S. sugar pol-
icy. Mexico has been exporting subsidized 
sugar into the U.S. market, causing a drop 
in domestic sugar prices. 

According to the United States De-
partment of Agriculture (USDA), Mexico 
shipped an astounding 300,000 tons of 
sugar to America in May of 2014 alone, 
setting an all-time record for shipments in 
a single month. So far this year, Mexico 
has dumped nearly 1.6 million tons of 

subsidized sugar on the U.S. market, com-
pared to 1.04 million tons over the same 
period last year. Mexico has broken their 
promised shipments of subsidized sugar 
to other countries instead of the United 
States.

America’s sugar producers have 
asked the U.S. government to take cor-
rective action against Mexico’s sugar 
industry for dumping subsidized sugar 
onto the U.S. market and inflicting harm 
on growers and taxpayers. Anti dumping 
and countervailing duty petitions were 
filed on March 28, 2014 with the U.S. In-
ternational Trade Commission and U.S. 
Department of Commerce.

Farming was America’s first indus-
try. Today, this industry provides us with 
food, clothing, fuel for energy and em-
ployees.  There are more than 24 million 
workers including farmers, shippers, mar-
keters, grocers, truck drivers, inspectors, 
and others who annually contribute more 
than $1.3 trillion to our gross domestic 
product. Farmers and their crops insure 
America’s freedom. They should be treat-
ed fairly in the free trade agreements and 
the World Trade Organization.

Sugar was first documented 
commodity rationed during WWII

By Klodette Stroh
Wyoming
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National Women Involved in Farm Economics (WIFE) applauds the announcement by the Occupational Safety and Health Adminis-
tration (OSHA) to clarify that it cannot regulate family farms with 10 or fewer employees.  
 
“This is good news for family farmers, especially those with grain storage facilities,” said WIFE President Ruth Laribee, Lowville, 
NY.  “This will save farmers time and resources required by OSHA to meet stringent rules and regulations that could strangle profit-
ability. WIFE is pleased with the formal clarification.” 

“Rules and regulations are making it difficult for farmers and ranchers the ability [sic] to provide a secure food supply which is an 
integral component of our National Security [sic] in jeopardy for our citizens of the U.S.,” states Alice Parker, National WIFE Natural 
Resource chair.  “We welcome OSHA’s clarification that it cannot regulate family farms with 10 or fewer employees.”    
 
Ignoring a 30-plus year provision that excluded all farming activities on farms with 10 or fewer employees from being regulated, 
OSHA illegally targeted a Holt County, NE, farm in 2011, to regulate grain storage facilities, resulting in approximately $132,000 in 
fines.  
 
Language was included in the omnibus appropriations package to stop the practice by OSHA of trying to regulate family farms with 
10 or fewer employees.  The OSHA clarification is in response to that language.

WIFE applauds OsHa annOuncEmEnt
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            Sheep and Goats Report  

The Grain Inspection, Packers & 
Stockyard Administration (GIPSA) Grain 
Inspection Advisory Committee met July 
15 and 16 at the National Grain Center 
in Kansas City. It was an honor to have 
United States Department of Agriculture 
(USDA) Secretary Vilsack appoint me to 
this committee and it was a privilege to 
lead the group as chairwoman at the recent 
meeting.

The committee is comprised of 15 
members, all appointed by the Secretary of 
Agriculture, who represent all segments of 
the grain industry. The Advisory Commit-
tee meets twice annually to advise GIPSA 
on the programs and services it delivers 
under the U.S. Grain Standards Act and 
the Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946, as 
amended. Recommendations by the Advi-
sory Committee help GIPSA to better meet 
the needs of its customers.  Following are 
the resolutions passed at the most recent 
meeting:

Whereas the U.S. Department of Ag-
riculture is mandated under the U.S. Grain 
Standards Act to provide official inspec-
tion and weighing services for exports of 
U.S. grains and oilseeds, 

1. Therefore be it resolved that the Ad-
visory Committee urges in the strongest 
terms that FGIS [Federal Grain Inspection 
Service] take whatever actions are neces-
sary to immediately restore Official grain 
inspection and weighing service wherever 
and whenever it is disrupted, either by im-
mediately replacing absent inspectors with 
FGIS Official personnel or with inspectors 
from available qualified providers, includ-
ing other designated or delegated Official 
Agencies.

2. The inspection and weighing servic-
es provided by FGIS are critical to the con-
tinued export of U.S. grain and oilseeds. In 
order to assure uninterrupted service, the 
Grain Inspection Advisory Committee 

strongly recommends the reauthorization 
of GIPSA for a minimum of 10 years.

3. The Advisory Committee recom-
mends that GIPSA initiate the implemen-
tation of a Quantitative Rapid Test Kit 
Verification Program for the detection of 
genetically engineered traits in grains.

4. It is known that moisture condens-
es onto cold grain. Because of the possible 
propensity for cold grain pneumatically 
delivered from a sampler to an inspection 
laboratory in a warm humid atmosphere to 
result in an apparent decrease in the TW 
[test weight] result and an apparent in-
crease in the moisture result, the Advisory 
Committee recommends that FGIS study 
this issue with an eye to finding a way to 
correct the results of measuring the two 
factors to account for this phenomenon.

5. Whereas GIPSA is exploring the 
possibility of expanding the concentration 
ranges in performance criteria for myco-
toxin test kits, the Advisory Committee 
recommends GIPSA consider setting the 
following ranges for performance criteria:

Aflatoxin - 5 to 700 ppb
Vomitoxin - 0.5 to 30 ppm
Fumonisin - 0.5 to 100 ppm
Ochratoxin A - No Change
Zearalenone - No change
6. The Advisory Committee recom-

mends that GIPSA review and update all 
the quality assurance tolerances utilized in 
the official inspection system. Specifically, 
the Advisory Committee recommends that 
the first to be reviewed reflect the Unified 
Grain Moisture Algorithm (UGMA) tech-
nology for moisture measurement.

7. Whereas the Test Weight module/
apparatus that is integrated in the current 
official moisture meters is capable of test-
ing for the test weight of grain; the Advi-
sory Committee recommends that GIPSA 
complete and report its research regard-
ing the feasibility of changing the official 
method for determination of test weight 
from the kettle method to the test weight 
apparatus integrated in the official mois-
ture meters.

8. The Advisory Committee recom-

mends that GIPSA continue its work with 
updating inspection lab lighting standards. 
Lab lighting is crucial for proper visual 
quality analysis. Advancements in LED 
technology and lower overall cost should 
prove this technology a suitable replace-
ment for current approved lighting tech-
nology.

9. The Advisory Committee recom-
mends that GIPSA continue its work to 
utilize technology enhancements to ad-
vance efficiencies for grain inspections. For 
example, GIPSA should continue its work 
with the USDA Rice Studio (rice scan-
ner project) by connecting with industry 
stakeholders for feasibility of using the 
technology for further evaluations: includ-
ing rice broken sizing, color, and potential 
uses with other grains.

10. The Advisory Committee supports 
continued focus on water-based quantita-
tive mycotoxin test kits. Industry efforts to 
be “green” by reducing use of hazardous 
chemicals and associated waste are becom-
ing commonplace. Encouraging manufac-
turers of testing methodology to develop 
the water-based methods should be con-
tinued.

11. The Advisory Committee recom-
mends two face-to-face meetings annually 
as there are many important issues to ad-
dress.

12. The Advisory Committee recom-
mends continued work in verifying the ac-
curacy of mycotoxin test kits for Distillers 
Dried Grains with Solubles (DDGS).

13. The Advisory Committee recom-
mends FGIS explore the needs with animal 
producers for DDGS quality measurement 
of key amino acids for animal nutrition.

14. The Advisory Committee recom-
mends that GIPSA suspend scheduled ex-
port grain inspection and weighing fee in-
creases when the retained earnings exceed 
the 3-month reserve level.

15. The Advisory Committee recom-
mends that GIPSA post financial infor-
mation for FGIS user fee accounts on a 
monthly basis to their website for access 
by users.

By Tammy Basel
South Dakota

GIPSA Advisory Committee 
meets, passes resolutions



Wheat is being priced out of feed ra-
tions with more downside ahead. With 
corn prices plunging toward the $3.50 per 
bushel level, chances are that wheat prices 
will also continue to tumble. With corn 
down, feed demand for wheat will be sub-
stantially lower, which is one reason the 
United States Department of Agriculture 
(USDA) raised the projected stocks level. 

Wheat is now priced more as a food 
grain. USDA raised its projected new-
crop wheat supplies. A sharp increase in 
hard red spring wheat production did 
more than offset a decrease in hard red 
winter wheat that was caused by drought 
and early spring freezes in the southern 
and Central Plains. 

Abundant soil moisture and a cooler 

than normal summer has benefited the 
hard red spring crop in the Northern 
Plains. Most of the wheat in North Da-
kota has already headed out. It might be 
a little later than normal but the crop will 
have plenty of subsoil moisture to draw 
on. 

The world wheat crop is quite large. 
There will be lots of competition from 
Eastern Europe, the former Soviet Union 
countries, and Canada. Canada has a lot 
of wheat left over from last year’s crop 
that they are now having to market. With 
supplies rising faster than they can use, 
USDA raised global stocks by 900,000 
tons, still a three-year high.

On a bullish note, Brazil drops its 
wheat tariff until August 15; the Brazil-
ian government has announced it will 
suspend the 10 percent applied tariff until 
then. Up to 1 million metric tons of wheat 
can be imported tariff-free from non-
Mercosur sources to ensure adequate 
supply. 

Mercosur member countries include 
Brazil, Argentina, Uruguay, Paraguay, 
and Venezuela. They have suffered from 
reduced production during the past cou-
ple of years and are currently off-season. 
Argentina, in particular, has decreased its 
production in recent years due to internal 
price control and poor weather condi-
tions. 

Prior to the early 1990s, Brazil origi-
nated most of its wheat from the U.S. The 
Mercosur free-trade agreement allowed 
for a duty-free import of Argentine grain. 
It also assigned a 10 percent tariff to non-
Mercosur countries, including the U.S.

Representatives with the U.S. Wheat 
Associates (USW) says a well timed vis-
it from Brazilian Millers in early June 
helped showcase the U.S. crop as a viable 
import option. These millers have had 
success milling U.S. wheat, so the trade 
team visit helped demonstrate why Bra-
zil should continue to import more U.S. 
wheat in the future.
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As corn prices plummet, 
wheat farmers fear the worst

        Cereal Grains Report

By Jean Wach
Nebraska

ings, they have used mega-settlements 
to get species listed. The most recent re-
view of FWS’ recovery efforts shows that 
“less than five percent of the over 1,500 
domestic species on the ESA are improv-
ing,” provides the Working Group Report.  
According to FWS’ data, only thirty U.S. 
and foreign species have been delisted in 
the forty years of the ESA.  

 Most notably, the Working Group 
made the following conclusion regarding 
the effect of current ESA implementation 
on private property rights:  “The ESA 
punishes private property owners and 
water rights holders and fails to properly 
account for huge economic and regula-
tory burdens that also hinder species 
conservation.  The ESA also advances 
the agendas of groups seeking land and 
water acquisition and control.” 

In reference to the recent listing of 
the Lesser Prairie Chicken, House Natu-
ral Resources Chairman Doc Hastings 
(R-WA) stated that residents "should not 

be limited to short, arbitrary deadlines 
and a handful of public meetings set by 
unelected federal bureaucrats in D.C."  
He added:  "No one cares more about the 
health of the local environment than the 
farmers, ranchers, private property own-
ers, and job creators who rely on healthy 
habitat for their livelihoods.  It's common 
sense to allow those who will be directly 
impacted by an ESA listing, that could 
have far reaching consequences, more 
time for comment and consultation."

The four bills awaiting vote by the 
House are summarized as follows: 

HR 4315—21st Century Endangered 
Species Transparency Act: this bill would 
require data used by federal agencies 
for listing decisions under the ESA to be 
made publically available and accessible 
on the Internet.

HR 4316—Endangered Species Re-
covery Transparency Act: this bill would 
require the FWS to report how much it 
spends on everything related with ESA 

litigation.
HR 4317—State, Tribal and Local 

Species Transparency and Recovery Act: 
this bill would require the federal gov-
ernment to disclose to affected states all 
data prior to any listing decisions and 
require that “the best available scientific 
and commercial data” used by the gov-
ernment include data provided by affect-
ed states, tribes, and local governments.

HR 4318—Endangered Species 
Litigation Reasonableness Act: this bill 
would prioritize resources toward species 
protection by placing caps on attorney 
fees and making the ESA consistent with 
the Equal Access to Justice Act, which 
limits the hourly rate for prevailing at-
torney fees to $125 per hour.

Chairman Hastings acknowledges 
that the Senate will not endorse any ESA 
reform bills that pass the House. “This 
is an effort to start a larger conversation 
that we need to have on reforming the 
Endangered Species Act,” he said.

ESA Reform: Continued from Page 2



The Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM) administers American lands, 
which consist of 247.3 million acres. 
This is one-eighth of the entire landmass 
in the country. They manage 740 million 
acres of subsurface mineral estate, un-
derlying federal, state and private lands. 
The budget in 2012 was $1,129,000,000 
and the 2014 budget was expected to in-
crease by 3 percent. 

Ranchers and farmers often lease 
land from BLM by paying for grazing 
fees. Issues and problems between BLM 
and ranchers and farmers have often cre-
ated difficult situations and uncertain-
ties.

Government agencies, such as BLM, 
do not pay property taxes, which are used 

to fund schools and other infrastructure 
in rural areas.  Instead, they pay by other 
means such as Payments in Lieu of Taxes 
(PILT) money. 

Montana’s Senator John Walsh has 
introduced a bill that would consolidate 
PILT, Secure Rural Schools (SRS) and 
Refuge Revenue Sharing (RRS) fund-
ing into one expanded PILT program, to 
provide full and permanent funding.  

This measure seeks to provide fis-
cal certainty for counties. This bill would 
help counties that depend on federal 
payments used for education, roads, 
trash pickup and other government ser-
vices.  

Since the 1970s, PILT payments 
have compensated counties for taxes 
they were unable to generate from feder-
al lands within their borders. Since 2000, 
SRS payments have compensated coun-
ties who saw their timber sales plummet 

in the 1900s as a result of the Endangered 
Species Act and the Spotted Owl.  

The bill will tweak the current PILT 
funding formula to allocate more money 
to economically depressed counties. It 
will also tweak the funding formula to 
allow for those counties with congres-
sionally protected federal lands such as 
wilderness or national parks.  

The cost is going to be the hard sell 
for the bill as it is estimated to cost $7 bil-
lion per decade, and Senator Walsh does 
not identify how to pay for it. There is 
currently no assigned bill number.

In other natural resource news, the 
debate regarding the Clean Water Act 
(CWA) continues with the comment pe-
riod being extended for an additional 90 
days.  Although the comment period has 
been extended it is expected there will be 
no changes in proposed rules.  

Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) officials are making contact with 
groups trying to convince them that the 
proposed changes within the CWA are 
good rules and agricultural interests 
have nothing to worry about.  

The EPA is saying there are no 
changes being made to agricultural ex-
emptions, though as they expand their 
jurisdiction over water it will impact ag-
riculture. 

There is no law or regulation that 
doesn’t have a direct or indirect impact 
on the ability for farmers and ranchers to 
operate and make his or her operations a 
viable business.   

I would encourage all of you to write 
your own comments and send them to:

Water Docket
EPA, Docket Center
EPA West, Room 3334
1301 Constitution Avenue NW
Washington, DC 20460
Attention: Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-
OW-2011-0880
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        Natural Resources Report

Proposed bill offers 
expanded PILT program

By Alice Parker
Washington

A story about Kay Zeosky
I have many stories about our Kay and this is one of many that we truly en-
joyed. Kay and I learned there was going to be a dairy hearing in Virginia and 
decided to go. When we got there, we realized that those who were to testify were 
from extension, universities and such. We were the only two actual farmers there. 
We asked to testify and were told that we couldn’t. During the hearing break, 
one particular gentleman was drinking a carton of milk. At the time, the New 
York WIFE members were giving out silver dollars to people (but mostly 
children) who we saw drinking milk. I told Kay I had some silver dollars with 
me, so she went up to him and told him about our Silver Dollar program 
and gave him the coin. We had a good visit and pretty soon it was time to hear 
more testimony. In a short time, the gentleman stood up and said, “these ladies 
would like to testify and they should be allowed to do so.” We were ready and 
they let us testify. During the gentleman’s testimony, he introduced himself as 
the lawyer of a large international food chain. What a surprise that was to us! 
Kay my friend, you are sadly missed.

--Ruth Laribee
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Pack your bags and 
mark your calendar! 
This year’s national WIFE con-
vention is heading to the Best 

Western Airport Inn in Phoenix, 
Arizona. The dates for this im-

portant event are November 12-
15, with travel days taking place 
November 11 & 16. More infor-
mation will be available as the 

departure date get closer so look 
for details in upcoming issues of 

the WIFEline. 
We hope you join us!


