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Letter from the President
Greetings Ladies, 

I would like to thank everyone that 
took the time to be on the June 
BOD conference call. I think it went 
really well this year. 

This growing season has thrown 
a lot of obstacles in the way of 
farmers and ranchers across the 
country, from drought to excess rain 
to wind storms and wildfires.  We 
surely must be a hearty group to 
keep on going.  

The House and Senate have each 
passed a version of the new Farm 
Bill, now they will have to get 
together and combine it into one. 

Hopefully they will be timely and 
get it completed in September.  

Crop prices are down greatly and 
trade has been disrupted. My hope 
is that they can get it straightened 
out soon. We will send out alerts if 
there is anything that comes up and 
needs action taken.  

I want to thank each of you for 
all you do for agriculture. It is not 
easy work. Take care and please 
be careful when haying and 
harvesting.

Diane McDonald
Diane McDonald, 
WIFE National President
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Specialty Crops Report Continued
largest number of buckwheat 
farms was located in New York, 
Pennsylvania, and North Dakota, 
in 2007, the largest quantity 
of buckwheat was harvested in 
Washington, North Dakota, and 
New York. Buckwheat is also grown 
in Illinois, Maryland, Michigan, 
Minnesota, North Carolina, Ohio, 
Oregon, South Dakota, West 
Virginia, and Wisconsin.

China was the leading buckwheat 
producer in 2011, followed by 
Poland, Brazil, and Russia. Because 
of its strong export market, 
buckwheat is almost always 
produced under contract, and that 
practice is likely to continue. Price 
varies upon world demand.

Buckwheat, which is gluten free, 
has been traditionally used for both 
human consumption and livestock 
feed. While buckwheat flour is 
mostly used for pancakes, it can 
also be used in baked goods, as 
long as it is mixed with semolina or 
wheat flour, both of which contain 
gluten. Buckwheat flour is also used 
to make soba noodles, which are 
long, spaghetti-like noodles that 
are a staple of the Japanese diet. 
Cracked buckwheat groats (kernels) 
can be sold as grits, while roasted 
groats can be sold as kasha, 
which is popular in Eastern Europe 
and Russia. Beer and ice cream 
manufacturers also use buckwheat 
in their products. 

Buckwheat is known as a nutritional 
powerhouse, giving it much 
potential for pharmaceutical 
and nutraceutical possibilities. 
Seventy-four percent of the protein 
in buckwheat is available to the 
human body, making it one of 
the best sources of plant-based 
protein. It also contains eight 
essential amino acids, vitamin E, 
and almost the entire vitamin B 
complex spectrum. Buckwheat is 
also virtually fat free, with complex 
carbohydrates that can slow the 
development of obesity. 

Whole buckwheat grain can be used 
in poultry scratch feed mixtures. 
Because the middlings are high in 
protein, they are good for livestock 
feeds such as hog and chicken 
feeds. Buckwheat straw is also 
higher in protein than grass grain 
straw, though it is lower in digestible 
carbohydrates. Buckwheat hulls 
can be sold for landscaping mulch, 
packing material, heating pads, 
mattresses, and lightweight hull-
filled pillows that are popular for 
firm neck support. 

Researchers have found that honey 
collected from bees feeding off 
of buckwheat contained levels 
of antioxidants, such as vitamins 
C and E, 20 times higher than 
that of other honey tested. These 
antioxidants have been shown to 
prevent ailments such as cancer, 
high cholesterol, and heart disease. 
Many health claims exist for 
buckwheat; for example, that it can 
help diabetics’ bodies respond to 
insulin. It has also been shown to 
help people who suffer from high 
blood pressure, high cholesterol 
and celiac disease.

The plant prefers sandy soil and 
grows up to 4 feet tall or more with 
wide leaves and white flowers that 
turn into seeds. It is planted in late 

spring and will bloom until it freezes.  
Regular farm equipment is used 
to seed and harvest it. Because it’s 
extreme hardiness makes it almost 
blight-free, buckwheat is one of the 
few commercially grown crops that 
does not use chemicals. Yields can 
vary from 600 lbs. to 1800 lbs. per 
acre.  

Roughly 60,000 to 70,000 acres 
of buckwheat have been grown in 
the United States in recent years, 
and more than 4 million acres are 
grown worldwide. Demand for 
buckwheat as a food source in the 
United States is relatively small, but 
it is regaining some popularity due 
to its strong export market, with 
Japan being the main importer.

The two major producers of 
buckwheat products in the United 
States are Minn-Dak growers 
(North Dakota) and Birkett Mills 
(New York). Minn-Dak, which has 
the largest dedicated buckwheat 
milling facility in North America, 
exports most of its total buckwheat 
production as a raw product in 
sealed containers mostly to Japan. 
Because Minn-Dak wholesales 
their pure buckwheat flour to food 
processors, their label does not 
appear on store shelves. 

2

42nd Annual 
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Santa Fe, NM

Reserve your hotel room now! 

Online: 
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CF&arrive=11/4/2018&depart=11/13/2018&adult=1&child=0&group=B03J18

Phone: 
The Lodge at Santa Fe, 505-992-5858

Group code: B03J18
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Specialty Crops Report
By Mary Ann Unruh

HULLS AND GROATS
Buckwheat is a food from 
yesteryear which promises new 
adventures in cooking today 
because of its versatility, rich 
flavor and low price. Buckwheat 
is a hardy plant which produces a 
three cornered seed used in much 
the same manner as grain but is, 
botanically speaking, a fruit. It is 
related to the rhubarb plant and 
has more than 800 species.

Buckwheat, known as kasha in 
Eastern Europe, is thought to 

have originated in China and 
was planted as early as 5,000 to 
6,000 years ago. Today, China and 
Russia are the largest producers 
of buckwheat, which is known to 
have a good protein and vitamin 
composition. Despite this, it 
remains a minor crop in the United 
States,with around 25,000 acres 
planted each year. Almost all of 
that buckwheat is produced under 
contract for export. 

In the United States, 337 farms 
harvested a total of 24,760 acres 

of buckwheat, producing 711,173 
bushels, according to the latest 
Census of Agriculture. While the 

https://gc.synxis.com/rez.aspx?Hotel=63155&Chain=17123&template=GCF&shell=GCF&arrive=11/4/2018&depart=11/13/2018&adult=1&child=0&group=B03J18
https://gc.synxis.com/rez.aspx?Hotel=63155&Chain=17123&template=GCF&shell=GCF&arrive=11/4/2018&depart=11/13/2018&adult=1&child=0&group=B03J18
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Trade Report
By Ruth Laribee

Just about every day pros and cons 
on raising tariffs are in the news. 
The present administration has 
raised tariffs on several items from 
other countries saying they like free 
trade but are hopeful for fair trade 
negotiations. Those countries are 
not happy with the added tariffs 
and have reciprocated with higher 
tariffs. Some people think the North 
American Free Trade Agreement 
(NAFTA) should stay as is, others 
say it needs an overhaul. Many 
are positive we are going to have 
a trade war. What is the definition 
of a trade war? The dictionary 
states it’s an intense competition for 
trade. It will take a lot of hard work 
and honest negotiations to make 
any changes for fair trade deals.

Justin Trudeau, Prime Minister of 
Canada, has announced a 25% 
tariff on 13 billion of United States 
imports. It would take in steel, 
aluminum, other food products, 
whiskey, and orange juice. Canada 
is reported to export less than it 
imports. Chrystia Freeland, Foreign 
Minister of Canada, said, “this is 
a very strong Canadian action in 
response to a very bad decision.”  
A Comprehensive and Economic 
Trade Agreement has been signed 
by Canada with the European 
Union whereby a reduced or zero 
rate of duty may apply. A few of 
the countries that have also signed 

the agreement 
with Canada are 
Ireland, Israel, 
South Korea, Italy, 
Mexico and the 
United Kingdom.

Mexico is placing 
approximately 3 
billion in value of 
tariffs on United 
States steel, cheese, 
other goods, and 
pork. Their country exports more 
product and/or goods than they 
import from the U.S. A statement 
was made, Mexico “deeply regrets 
and disapproves” of the United 
States’ decision. In looking at 
a schedule of rates imposed by 
Mexico, it showed Swine not cut 
in pieces frozen and mechanically 
deboned each at 234%. Swine 
not cut in pieces fresh or chilled at 
123% percent. Roosters and turkeys 
at 254%. Some items were free, 
others were 20% and or 10%.

There is a Tri-Country Agreement 
with the U.S., Mexico and Canada. 
Our U.S. officials are leaning 
toward negotiating separate trade 
agreements with Canada and 
Mexico. With the U.S. hitting the 
steel and aluminum with higher 
tariffs the two countries and other 
countries affected are fighting 
back. They are placing their tariffs 

on specific areas 
such as the steel 
in the state of 
Indiana, California 
agriculture 
products and 
motorboats in 
Florida State. 

Chinese officials 
have been 

working very hard to put forth 
their disagreements that the big 
trade surplus with the U.S. comes 
from economic situations rather 
than unfair trade practices. They 
are targeting Steven Mnuchin, 
Secretary of Treasury and Wilbur 
Ross Secretary of Commerce, 
believing they were more prone 
to listen to their negotiating team. 
They have threatened to sell the 
U.S. debt. Who would buy? Maybe 
some countries that may not be 
allies. What could or would China 
possibly do? Some reports say they 
could: 1) Insist Chinese consumers 
not buy American automobiles. 2) 
Insist Chinese tourists quit visiting 
the United States. 3) Resume more 
limited U.S. beef imports. 4) Put 
in a complaint to the World Trade 
Organization stating the U.S. tariffs 
are not good for global trade.
 
According to reports, 96% of 
United States merchandise imports 
have an average tariff rate of 
2%. One half of all industrial 
goods entering the U.S. are duty 
free. Some of the items include 
information technology products, 
textiles, machinery, autos, parts, 
and leather. Not included are 
agricultural goods.

All Grains Report
By Phyllis Hoskin

Pat Hayes, a barley breeder at 
Oregon State University’s College 
of Agriculture Sciences, along with 
other barley breeders, have been 
working on a “naked” variety. 
This variety allows the seed to be 
fully threshed from the hull. This, 
in turn, brings more potential 
for use of barley in whole-grain 
baked goods, porridges, grits, and 
cereals. “Barley has an optimum 
level of beta-glucan, a soluble 
dietary fiber that lowers cholesterol 
and aids in digestion,” said Hayes. 
Naked barleys are easier to process 
in the making of food because of 
their lack of a hull. Oregon State 
University has recently released 
a naked barley variety called 
“Buck” for an experimental beer, 
partnering with a Portland brewer. 

In the June 2018 Trader’s Dispatch, 
an article by Stocc E. Heisel, AMCA 
V.P. and Technical Director, says 
thou barely remains an important 

feed grain, more and more i s 
going for malting. From this has 
been an increase in the processes 
and products made from malt. 
“Barley malt is ubiquitous in the 
food industry. You can find malt 
or malt extract on the ingredients 
list of many crackers, breads, 
and cereals. It’s in our malted 
milk balls, malts, whiskeys, and, 
of course, beer. Ale, stout, lager, 
honey, cherry, and even wheat 
beers contain malted barley. Malt 
for all these products must meet 
color, flavor, and other analytical 
specifications which are met 
through variety selection and malt 
processing.”

Variety selection is a very important 
part of growing any crop. 
The American Malting Barley 
Association, as well as other crop 
associations work hard at providing 
varieties that not only will grow in 
your area but will also resist disease 

and 
insects in 
that area. 

Another 
excerpt 
from the 
Trader’s 
Dispatch: 

THREE 
CHEERS 
FOR 
TURMERIC! Making turmeric, a 
Southeast Asia relative of ginger 
root, part of your diet can pay 
off in many different ways. It 
reduces cholesterol, and lab tests 
have indicated that it may also 
inhibit tumors. It’s also a natural 
antibacterial agent and helps 
detoxify the liver. You can mix 
the powder in to drinks or baked 
goods, or even sprinkle it on ice 
cream! 

Join WIFE Online!

You can now join WIFE on our website! Please share 
the link below with any friends, family, and neighbors 

you think would be interested in WIFE. 

https://www.nationalwife.org/become-a-member/ 

https://www.nationalwife.org/become-a-member/ 
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Beef Report
By Elisabeth Erickson-Noe

We are halfway through the year 
and most ranchers have their 
calves branded and stockers 
have turned out their yearlings on 
summer pasture. The future for the 
beef industry is full of predictions 
and sometimes I think it’s all about 
perspective. One thing that’s 
constant in this world is change 
and it’s not always a bad thing. 
Take, for example, the inventions 
of electricity, the automobile, 
and the telephone. As much as 
I love horses, I’m thankful I can 
get somewhere more quickly in a 
car than a buggy. Here are some 
proposed changes that the beef 
industry is facing, some bad, some 
good.

Fake Meat - If you weren’t happy 
with the Tofu burger, now you 
can try “fake steak” which is 
produced in a lab using animal 
cell technology. Sounds delicious, 
doesn’t it? Make whatever you want 
and eat whatever you want, but call 
it what it is. The debate on this issue 

is really about labeling since the 
USDA has many blurred labeling 
laws. For example, the United 
States Department Service’s (USDA) 
Food and Drug Administration 
(FDA) doesn’t regulate or define the 
“100% Natural” label. The USDA’s 
“milk” label no longer matches 
the dictionary’s definition of milk, 
“an opaque white fluid rich in fat 
and protein, secreted by female 
mammals for the nourishment of 
their young”.  Now, it can mean 
fluid extracted from a sweet 
little almond.  In a society that is 
becoming increasingly wary of 
labels and companies who use 
false advertising for marketing 
purposes, consumers shouldn’t 
have one more thing to worry 
about.  Let’s stick to accurate 
definitions and use of words for 
labeling purposes.  

On July 12, 2018 the FDA is 
holding a public meeting titled, 
“Foods produced using animal 
cell technology” and will provide 

opportunity for 
public comment.  
The primary focus 
is on food safety, 
however the FDA 
is welcoming 
comments on 
labeling and other 
issues related to 
the topic lab grown 
foods.  

To submit comments 
electronically, visit 
www.regulations.
gov and enter 
FDA-2018-N-2155 
in the search 
box and follow 
the instructions 
for submitting 

comments.  

To submit comments by mail, 
letters should be sent to: Dockets 
Management Staff (HFA-305), 
Food and Drug Administration, 
5630 Fishers Lane, Room 1061, 
Rockville, MD 20852. All comments 
submitted must include the Docket 
No. FDA-2018-N-2155, for 
“Foods produced using animal cell 
technology; public meeting; request 
for comments.”

All comments will be made 
available for public review so use 
discretion when including any 
personal information in the body of 
your comment.

Beef Checkoff - Senate Checkoff 
Reform Amendment No. SA 
3074 - Utah Senator Mike Lee 
and New Jersey Senator Corey 
Booker presented an amendment 
to the 2018 Farm Bill which would 
have required more transparency 
in the Beef Checkoff and other 
checkoff programs.  A 2011 
audit obtained through the 
Freedom of Information Act by 
the Organization for Competitive 
Markets revealed misuse of federal 
Beef Checkoff funds.  However, 
when the USDA finally released 
the 12,341 pages of financial 
records for the Beef Checkoff 
Program, nearly 12,200 of those 
pages were completely blacked 
out.  The USDA claimed there were 
confidentiality issues related to 
the primary contractor of the Beef 
Checkoff, the National Cattlemen’s 
Beef Association, a national 
lobbying organization.  Thus, 
98.5% of the spending records 
of the federal Beef Checkoff 
program were withheld from the 
public and producers who pay 

Transportation Report
By Korry Lewis

The electronic logging device 
(ELD) rule is a hot topic in 
the U.S. Capitol as several 
members of Congress have 
introduced legislation to alleviate 
the mandate’s burden on 
small trucking companies and 
agricultural haulers. This mandate 
by the Federal Motor Carrier 
Safety Administration (FMCSA) 
requires most semi-trucks to have 
a compliant ELD in the cab to track 
the drivers’ hours of service (HOS). 
Currently, the HOS rules require 
livestock haulers to turn on their 
ELD after they cross a 150-air-mile 
radius of the origin of their load, 
at which point they are limited to 
driving only eleven hours before 
taking a mandatory ten-hour rest.

A temporary exemption for livestock 
haulers is effective through the 
end of September. The exemption 
for other “agriculture-related 
transportation” was set to expire 
on June 18th, but a congressional 
delay has extended it through 
September 30th as well.  

On May 23rd, U.S. Senator Ben 
Sasse (R-NE) introduced S.2938, 
the Transporting Livestock Across 
America Safely (TLAAS) Act.  This 
legislation:

1. Provides that HOS 
and ELD requirements 
are inapplicable until 
after a driver travels 
more than 300-
air miles from their 
source.  

2. Exempts loading 
and unloading 
times from the HOS 
calculation.

3. Extends the HOS on-duty 
maximum hour requirement from 
eleven hours to a minimum of 
fifteen hours and a maximum of 
eighteen hours of on-duty time.

4. Grants flexibility for drivers to 
rest at any point during their trip 
without counting against HOS time.

5. Allows drivers to complete 
their trip – regardless of HOS 
requirements – if they come within 
150-air miles of their delivery point.

6. Provides that, after the driver 
completes the delivery, the driver 
will take a break for a period that 
is five hours less than the maximum 
on-duty time (ten hours for a 
fifteen-hour drive time).

The TLAAS Act currently has 19 
bipartisan cosponsors, including 
senators 
from Kansas, 
Montana, North 
Dakota, South 
Dakota, and 
Wyoming.

The same day 
the TLAAS Act 
was introduced 
in the U.S. 
Senate, two 
bipartisan 

bills were also introduced in the 
U.S. House of Representatives. 
Congressman Collin Peterson 
(D-MN) introduced H.R.5948, the 
Small Carrier Electronic Logging 
Device Exemption Act of 2018, 
which has twenty Republican 
cosponsors and would exempt 
companies with ten or fewer 
trucks in their fleet. Congressman 
Peterson also introduced H.R. 
5949, the Agricultural Business 
Electronic Logging Device 
Exemption Act of 2018, which has 
eighteen Republican cosponsors 
and would completely exempt 
agricultural businesses.  

Most recently, on June 21st, U.S. 
Representatives Rick Crawford (R-
AR), Bruce Westerman (R-AR), and 
Sanford Bishop (D-GA) introduced 
H.R. 6178, the Honest Operators 
Undertaking Road Safety (HOURS) 
Act. This legislation would merely 
exempt drivers hauling livestock 
or agricultural products from HOS 
rules within 150-air-miles of their 
load’s source, and who complete 
their workday in fourteen hours.  
The HOURS Act is supported by the 
American Trucking Associations, 
who represents the big trucking 
companies and is strongly 
opposing Congressman Peterson’s 
bills.

http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov


into the program.  The Lee/Booker 
Amendment would have cracked 
down on misuse of Checkoff 
funds by prohibiting lobbying 
organizations from contracting with 
the Beef Board, requiring routine 
audits of Checkoff programs by the 
Inspector General of the USDA with 
the findings made public, 
and requiring all organizations 
contracted by the Checkoff Board 
to provide detailed budgets and 
expenditure records of Checkoff 
funds.  On June 28, 2018, the 
amendment failed 38-57.

Global Roundtable for Sustainable 
Beef (GRSB) / United States 
Roundtable for Sustainable Beef 
(USRSB) - The GRSB claims to 
be independent of the USRSB, 
but the main driver behind both 
and all roundtables is the radical 
environmental organization, World 
Wildlife Fund (aka World Wide Fund 
for Nature, WWF).  The WWF is the 
only international environmental 
organization to ever be accused 
of human rights violations (2017).  
One of the founders of the GRSB 
and Executive Member of the USRSB 
is the international conservation 
organization, which also happens 
to be the largest and wealthiest 
conservation organization in 
the United States, The Nature 
Conservancy (TNC).  TNC purchases 
large swaths of ranch land and 
development rights with tax-
deductible donations and tax-payer 
funds, taking land out of private 

ownership 
and restricting 
land-use and 
agricultural 
production 
into perpetuity 
by placing 
conservation 
easements on 
the deed.  

These two 
environmental 
groups provide funding 
and advocate for increased 
environmental regulations that 
adversely impact landowners and 
agriculture production as well 
as measures to limit or remove 
grazing on congressionally 
allocated grazing allotments on 
USFS and BLM managed lands.  In 
a brilliant marketing scheme that 
would make an illusionist jealous, 
the TNC and WWF are appearing 
to re-brand themselves as friends of 
agriculture, along with the help of 
a some cattlemen’s organizations. 
However, on June 28th, 50 Food 
and Environmental groups called 
them out for “greenwashing” the 
USRSB’s Sustainability Framework.  
Greenwashing is a term used 
when an organization provides 
disinformation so as to present an 
environmentally responsible public 
image.  In May, the USRSB released 
their national Sustainability 
Framework which included key 
areas identified by the USRSB as 
being important to the sustainability 

of beef.  These are: 

• Animal health and 
well-being
• Efficiency and yield
• Employee safety and 
well-being
• Land resources
• Water resources

Many cattlemen’s 
organizations and 

others have long pointed out 
the real players behind the 
smokescreen organizations 
of the GRSB/USRSB - wealthy 
environmental groups and 
multinational companies who have 
an insatiable appetite for land-use 
control and do not believe that 
private land-owners are the best 
stewards of their land.

TRADE - With all trade agreements 
being reviewed by the current 
administration, there is hope 
for U.S. beef producers who’ve 
experienced the trickle-down 
effect of “unbalanced free-trade”. 
The WTO’s blockage against 
the mandatory USA Country of 
Origin labeling on beef is being 
reexamined and depending on the 
outcome of the tariff wars, USA 
beef may finally have a fair market 
to participate in once again. 

“The secret of happiness is to 
count your blessings while others 
are adding up their troubles.”  
Unknown  
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Sugar Report
By Klodette Stroh

Multinational food manufacturers 
had backed the bill and 
amendment introduced by 
Representatives Virginia Foxx 
(R-NC) and Danny Davis (D-IL). 
This bill was designed to flood the 
U.S. sugar market with subsidized 
imports and depress farmers’ 
prices. The Foxx-Davis scheme 
was designed to cut sugar families 
out of the Farm Bill. A bill like this 
would’ve led to bankruptcies and 
job loss across the country. Thank 
you to our conscious lawmaker to 
defeat it. 

Sugar producers applauded House 
Agriculture Committee Chairman, 
Mike Conaway (R-TX), and Ranking 
Member, Collin Peterson (D-MN), 

for their leadership in defeating the 
Foxx-Davis amendment. Five similar 
sugar amendments were voted 
down during the 2014 Farm Bill, 
but the margins were close.

Please bear in mind our U.S. sugar 
producers support this kind of 
subsidy-free, free-trade system. It’s 
known as the Zero-for-Zero sugar 
policy and operates at no cost to 
U.S. consumers. 

Farming is a business like all 
the other businesses. Cost of 
production has to be covered by the 
price of the commodity in order to 
continue farming. It is hard for any 
business to operate in the red. Low 
commodity prices drive American 
farmers out of production and in to 
bankruptcy.

United States farmers are the hand 
that feeds us and most of the world. 
According to a USDA report, by 
2025 the world’s population will 
reach 8 billion. It is a good thing 
U.S. farmers continue to increase 
their efficiency.

 
More than 24 million workers 
— including farmers, shipping, 
marketers, grocers, truck drivers, 
inspectors and others — annually 
contribute more than $1.3 trillion 
to our gross domestic product. 
Farmers and their crops ensure 
America’s freedom. Please help us 
celebrate and support America’s 
farmers.

Our history reveals the farm family 
was the basic unit shaping life in 
America. Alfalfa hay, barley, corn, 
cotton, cattle, dry beans, milk, 
rice, oats, sugar beets, sugar cane, 
soybeans, wheat, and livestock are 
the body of America’s agriculture. 
Some of our lawmakers have been 
trying to dismember this productive 
body, which I consider to be the 
backbone of my beloved country. 
American agriculture is our nation’s 
most vital renewable industry. The 
Farm Bill should be called The 
People’s Bill because the purpose of 
this bill is to secure food supply to 
American taxpayers.

Contact Jennifer Jones, National 
WIFE Vice President, or your state 

president to get yours today! 

Jennifer Jones:
bmomfor3@hotmail.com

 (308) 350-1202.

Do You Demand USA Beef? Then Show It! 

mailto:bmomfor3@hotmail.com
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Dairy Report
By Chris Anken

Two decades ago, the United 
State’s top 10 dairy processors 
were entirely American based 
organizations. Today, it’s a 50-50 
split between domestic and foreign 
entities.

Ownership structure started 
to evolve in the late 1990’s as 
Canadian companies began 
establishing processing outposts 
in the United States. As that 
development went on, European 
manufacturers joined in, focusing 
the most energy on buying dairy 
processing assets previously held 
by American based companies and 
cooperatives. The influx of foreign 
capital grew substantially in that 
short period of time.

The reason for this development 
can be seen from the view of the 
global dairy sector. Dairy products 
have become a globally traded 
commodity. The collective countries 
in the European Union and New 
Zealand are limited and inhibit 
expanded production. Europeans 
and other countries have land 
constraints along with significant 
regulatory burden and limited 
land base. Canadian processors 
cannot grow at home due to the 
constraints of supply management 

that place a damper on their milk 
production. However, their farmers 
seem to like their quotas and get a 
fair price for their product.  
 
Many other factors have turned 
dairy executives’ eyes toward the 
United States in order to grow their 
dairy portfolios. We have a steady 
stream of milk that keeps growing, 
and it is more cost-effective to buy 
existing assets and market share 
than it is to build a new plant 
because of the cost of stainless steel 
and modern processing.

America stood on its own until 
1996, when the top 10 dairy 
processors were exclusively 
American-based entities. Of 
the top 10, four were farmer-
owned cooperatives and six were 
companies. 

Top 10 dairy processors for 1996 
in the U.S.: #1Kraft Foods with 
sales of  $3.90 billion, #2 Deans 
Foods with sales of $1.60 billion, 
#3 Land O’Lakes with sales of  
$1.53 billion, #4 Mid America 
Dairymen with sales of $1.41 
billion (eventually merged into 
Dairy Farmers of America),  #5 
The Kroger Company with sales of 
$1.38 billion, #6 Schreiber Foods 
with sales of $1.36 billion, #7 
AMPI Associated Milk Producers 
Cooperative with sales of $1.21 
billion (it had a division merge 
into DFA), #8 Leprino with sales 
of $1.20 billion, #9 Prairie Farms 
with sales of $1.19 billion, and 
#10 Conagra with sales of $1.08 
billion (which included its holdings 
in Beatrice Cheese). 

A change took place in 1997. 
Canada places a foothold in 
America in U.S. dairy processing.  

By 2006 two Canadian enterprises 
made the top 10 dairy processors 
in America. Saputo (Canada), 
a publicly traded company, 
skyrocketed to # 3 position with 
its $3.8 billion in North American 
sales. Agropur Cooperative 
(Canadian dairy cousin) appeared 
at #9 on the Dairy Foods 
magazine’s top processor list with 
$2.13 billion in North American 
sales. This co-op based in Longueil, 
Quebec, Canada had only one 
U.S. plant that purchased milk from 
U.S. dairy farmers. They offered 
no membership to U.S. farmers. It 
seems Agropur operates more as 
a company in America than as a 
cooperative like it does in Quebec.  

Only two other new faces showed 
up on the 2006 table of top 10 
dairy processors. HP Hood was 
the first ranked at #6 with $2.3 
billion in sales. In one decade, HP 
Hood had climbed from the 27th 
position. Dairy Farmers of America 
(DFA) ranked #8 with $2.13 billion 
in sales. That co-op was created 
with mergers.  

Top 10 dairy processors for 2006 
in the U.S.: #1 Dean Foods with 
$10.10 billion in sales, #2 Kraft 
with $4.30 billion in sales, #3 
Saputo (Canada) with $3.80 billion 
in sales, #4 Land O’ Lakes with 
$3.40 billion in sales, #5 Schreiber 
Foods with $3.30 billion in sales, 
#6 HP Hood with $2.30 billion in 
sales, #7 Leprino with $2.20 billion 
in sales, #8 DFA (Dairy Farmers 
of America) with $2.17 billion in 
sales, #9 Agropur Co-op (Canada) 
with $2.13 billion in sales, and 
#10 The Kroger Company $2.10 
billion in sales.
 
Looking back from 1996 to 2006, 
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it now took $2 billion in sales to 
remain on the top 10 list. Only one 
dairy processor had sales over $2 
billion, which was Kraft in 1996.   

In 2016 it took $3.8 billion in sales 
to be the top 10 list, just about 
double from a decade earlier, 
and dairy processing continues to 
change with European companies. 
In 2016, three European 
companies joined the top ranks. 

Top 10 dairy processors for 2016 
in the U.S.:   #1 Nestle USA 
(Switzerland) with $12.1 billion 
in sales, #2 Dean Foods with 
$7.7 billion in sales, #3 Saputo 
(Canada) with $7.3 billion in sales,  
#4 DanoneWave  (France) with 
$6.0 billion in sales,  #5 KraftHeinz 
with $5.6 billion in sales, #6 
Schreiber Foods with $5.0 billion in 
sales, #7 Agropur (Canada) with 
$4.5 billion in sales, #8 DFA (Dairy 
Farmers of America) with 4.2 billion 
in sales, #9 Lactalis American 
Group (France) with $3.9 billion in 
sales, and #10 Land O’ Lakes with 
$3.8 billion in sales.

Within 20 years, the Montreal-
based company had acquired 24 
U.S. plants. Agropur (Canada) grew 
to $4.5 billion in sales and is now 
ranked as North American’s largest 
dairy cooperative, higher than DFA 
and Land O’Lakes. Twelve of the 
top 50 “US dairy processors”  had 
headquarters outside the U.S.  The 
“Foreign 12” held 111 processing 
plants, and the total grew by 72 
plants in one decade from the 39 
processing assets it had in 2006, 
according to Dairy Foods’ data. As 
the “Foreign 12” plants grew, so 
did their sales from $1.45 million 
to $300 million. Ten years later they 
grew from $12.1 to $603 million.

A recent CoBank report shows at 
least 15% of the U.S. milk supply 

is processed by plants that are at 
least partially foreign owned. A 
dairy industry analyst estimates 
that foreign-owned grocers and 
international processors may grow 
to control up to 25-28% of  U.S. 
milk.

What will our future hold with a 
50/50 split between domestic and 
foreign entities in America as dairy 
processors come in from other 
countries?

Seems ironic that people say you 
can’t buy milk in New York City 
in the afternoon because they are 
sold out, yet have an abundance of 
dairy farms in New York state. They 
even used to have bottling plants in 
NYC itself.   

Our American Dairy Farmers 
projections is at $16.45 per $100 
conventional. At midpoint, USDA 
raised its 2018 price forecast by 60 
cents over the last month. The 2019 
opening forecast had a $16.75 
midpoint per cwt for the U.S. All-
Milk price. The world’s leading 
dairy exporter, New Zealand, is 
pegged for a $16.40 payout.

Of the top dairy 
states, 11 reduced 
milk flow. California 
grew milk output 
by 0.4%, while 
Wisconsin fell 
0.6 %. Colorado 
and Texas led all 
gainers, up 9.9 and 
7%, respectfully.

A fluid milk processing plant 
is closing in Fulton, KY. The 
cooperative Prairie Farms will close, 
eliminating 52 positions lost they 
shared with the Kentucky Division 
of Workforce and Employment 
Services. Still, there are plans to 
maintain a distribution center there. 
Half a dozen of the 19 Kentucky 
dairy farms affected by Dean 
Food milk contract termination 
have already sold their cows and 
many others are in the process 
of downsizing their herds as 
the new July 1 termination date 
approaches. This is heart breaking 
to the dairy farmers, their families, 
and their communities. Up to 
300 miles away, where milk is 
more “local,” Walmart stores in 
Kentucky and southern Indiana are 
displaced. As of June, none of the 
cooperatives working with Walmart 
have acquired this southern 
milk. And the new farmers are a 
problem for Prairie Farms when 
their own members are on a quota 
system, and, yet, the cooperative 
is working with other cooperatives 
and Walmart to source and buy 
milk to supply a consumer need 
that is previously sourced from the 
dropped herds route Dean Dairy 
Direct. Over 100 dairy farms in 8 
states affected by the Dean contract 
terminations, and it has been the 
willingness of smaller regional 
bottlers and smaller regional 
cooperatives to show mercy and 
compassion, leadership, and local 
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Energy Report
By Belinda Pierce Groner

Real Property Mineral, Gas, and Oil Rights Affected by Real Estate Deeds

Mineral rights are real property 
rights that pertain to the minerals 
beneath the surface of the land. 
These rights entitle the mineral owner 
to explore, mine, and produce the 
rocks, minerals, oils, or natural gas 
below the surface level of a property. 
Oil and natural gas are common 
minerals that are extracted and sold. 
With the recent addition of Wind 
Rights and Solar Developments, 
even more consideration is needed 
regarding the ownership of your 
land.  

When most residential real property 
is sold, the estate is conveyed as 
a fee simple estate, but property 
titles and ownership have become 
more complex in recent years with 
the advent of commercial mineral 
production. Not all property owners 
own both the surface and mineral 
rights to their land. When there are 
different owners it is often referred 
to as a split estate. In addition, it’s 
important to remember that laws 
pertaining to mineral rights, wind 
rights, and solar rights vary from 
state to state.  

Owning mineral rights is considered 
as an estate in real property. Though 
it is referred to as a mineral estate, 
it is technically known as mineral 
rights. If mineral rights are severed 
from the property, a new and 
separate chain of title will begin 

for those rights. In many instances 
owners of the land can sever the 
minerals and place them into a 
separate entity or LLC. The United 
States in unique in allowing private 
individuals to own their mineral 
rights. In many other countries, only 
the government can own mineral 
rights.

Mineral rights can be held in several 
different ways: 

Unified estate: This is when the 
mineral rights and surface rights are 
held together, which is called a fee 
simple estate and is a common way 
to hold title. In fact, most estates are 
conveyed as fee simple estates. Most 
people own both the surface rights 
and mineral rights to their property, 
unless their deed states otherwise. 
This means that the owner controls 
the surface, the subsurface, and the 
air above a property. The owner 
has the right to sell, lease, gift, or 
bequeath those rights individually or 
entirely to others.

Severed or split estate: Mineral 
rights can be separate from surface 
ownership. If a property owner 
decides to split his estate into a 
surface interest and a mineral 
interest, he has a severed estate. 
Severed estates often occur when 
property has been passed down 
from generation to generation, or 
when an owner chooses to sell the 
mineral rights to another person 
(be it a stranger, a corporation, 
or a relative). The mineral estate 
holder’s rights are detailed in the 
deed that created the rights.

In some cases with severed estates, 
the federal government severed the 

mineral rights to the estate when 
the homestead was granted. In a 
situation like this, the U.S. Bureau 
of Land Management owns the 
mineral rights. If you own property 
in areas of the Rocky Mountains 
West, there is a good chance that 
you have purchased a split estate, 
which means that you own the 
surface rights only. In these areas, 
the federal government owns the 
mineral rights for 11.7 million acres 
of private land. This is a result of the 
legacy of the Stock Rising Homestead 
Act of 1916, which was passed by 
Congress and signed into law by 
President Woodrow Wilson. This act 
allowed a settler to claim 640 acres 
of nonirrigable land that had been 
designated by the Secretary of the 
Interior as “stock raising land.” At 
the time, mineral exploration (and 
the potential profit thereof) was 
gaining in popularity, and the federal 
government maintained---and still 
maintains---the mineral rights to 
the land claimed under the 1916 
act.  However, if the patents to your 
land are prior to the 1916 act, then 
you should own your mineral rights 
unless expressly written and severed 
in a special deed. 

Fractional interest: This is when 
someone owns a portion of the 
mineral rights to a property. A 50% 
mineral ownership would mean 
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marketing efforts to take in these 
dairy farmers that are losing their 
markets. We hope the Kentucky 
Dairy Industry will survive. We 
are seeing for the first time in 
history that dairy farmers cannot 
find markets. Something needs 
to change. The American Dairy 
Farmer needs a fair and stable 

price for the product they produce.

America needs a plan that would 
stabilize market prices and help 
struggling dairy farm families 
around the U.S. (who are exiting 
the business in record numbers due 
to high input costs and low market 
prices) stay in business until market 

prices have a chance to recover.  
As a national security concern, we 
need our American Dairy Farmers 
to survive these hard times and 
to keep from leaving the dairy 
industry.  

Rural Life Report
By Sarah Bledsoe

It’s obvious to anyone living in a 
rural community that the average 
farmer isn’t getting rich. But how 
could anyone living in today’s world 
who is making the income they did 
five years ago? According to the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, farm 
income has been dropping steadily 
since 2013. This trend is appearing 
to be similar to the farm crisis of the 
1980s. 

But it would be naive to think the only 
similarity to the crisis would be that of 
income. During that farm crisis, there 
was a terrible outbreak of suicide 
and depression among farmers. It 
has also been seen in countries such 
as India that when farm income 
declines, suicide and depression rise. 

Contributing to this is the lack of 
control the agriculture industry has 
over its success. Extreme weather 
elements and ever-changing 
commodity prices can result in 
a loss no matter how hard the 
farmer works. This could cause the 

farmer to look for a second job to 
subsidize income, resulting in even 
more stress. 

With all these factors, health and 
mental care are critical to the 
well being of these communities. 
However, care is severely lacking 
in these areas they need it the 
most. According to the 2016 
National Survey on Drug Use 
and Health, 18.7% of residents 
in nonmetropolitan counties have 
some sort of mental illness, which is 
about 6.5 million people - 3.9% of 
which have thoughts of suicide. 

While these numbers are similar to 
those of urban areas, the services 
available are not comparable. 
According to WICHE’s “Rural 
Mental Health: Challenges and 
Opportunities Caring for the 
Country”, the following factors 
are particular challenges to the 
provision of mental health services 
in rural communities:

Accessibility – Rural 
residents often travel 
long distances to receive 
services, are less likely 
to be insured for mental 
health services, and less 
likely to recognize an 
illness.

Availability – Chronic 

shortages of mental health 
professionals exist and mental 
health providers are more likely to 
practice in urban centers.

Acceptability – The stigma of 
needing or receiving mental 
healthcare and the fewer choices of 
trained professionals who work in 
rural areas create barriers to care.

What can be done to minimize 
these challenges? Some common 
practices include expanding the 
use of telemental health services, 
offering loan repayment programs 
and state tax waivers, and providing 
clinical rotations to bring in different 
services to the local clinics. 

This battle is far from over and, 
unfortunately, many factors are 
out of human control. However, 
raising awareness and increasing 
availability of treatment is a step in 
the right direction. 

If you would like resources 
on bringing help to your own 
community, visit https://www.
ruralhealthinfo.org/. 

Sources: https://www.
ruralhealthinfo.org/
https://www.cbsnews.com/

https://www.ruralhealthinfo.org/
https://www.ruralhealthinfo.org/
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that the person is entitled to half of 
the minerals. Fractional ownership 
can happen when such property is 
inherited. A fractional mineral interest 
can be owned individually, as tenants 
in common, or as a joint tenant with 
rights of survivorship.

With fractional interest ownership, 
there are simply several smaller 
estates; each new owner still has 
100% of the mineral rights for their 
specific acreage. Further, the rights 
for different types of minerals can 
also be owned separately. Fractional 
ownership can create complicated 
leasing or selling situations.

Royalty interest: This includes the 
right to royalty payments, but 
does not include the right to any 
upfront bonuses. A royalty interest 
only involves the current mineral 
lease and does not extend to 
include ownership of the minerals 
themselves. 

A mineral estate of land includes all 
organic and inorganic substances 
that form a part of the soil. 
Exceptions include sand, gravel, 
limestone, and subsurface water, 
as those are considered part of 
the surface estate. “Mineral” can 
be used in a variety of contexts 
and is generally seen to include 
ores of metals, coal, oil, natural 
gas, gemstones, dimension stone, 
construction aggregate, salt, and 
other materials extracted from the 
ground.

The five elements of a mineral right 
are:

-The right to use as much of the 
surface that is reasonably necessary 
to access the minerals. Some drilling 
can be done entirely underground 
without upsetting the surface too 
terribly much.

-The right to further convey rights. 
The company you sell the rights to 
can turn around and sell the mineral 
rights to another company.

-The right to receive bonus 
consideration. The owner of a non-
participating royalty interest does 
not usually receive the rights to any 
royalty interest.

-The right to receive delay 
rental payment. These are fees 
paid to delay production or the 
commencement of drilling without 
terminating the lease.

-The right to receive royalties. The 
property owner receives a portion of 
the profits, known as royalties. 

Surface rights are different from 
mineral rights. It is possible for 
someone to own the surface, for 
someone else to own the mineral 
rights, and for yet another person to 
own the royalties to the minerals. In 
this type of agreement, the property 
owner will retain control of the 
buildings and surface rights, but a 

company (or other interested 
party) will acquire the mineral 
rights. This happens often with 
coal companies.

When mineral rights are 
purchased, the buyer and all 
future mineral rights owners 
have the right to exploit the 
property. In many of these 
transactions, the original 

(surface) owner has no say in when 
the mining takes place, the methods 
used, or how the property will be 
restored. 

If a mining company does not want 
to purchase the mineral rights to 
a property immediately, they can 
lease all or a portion of the mineral 
rights if they are uncertain about 
the amount, quality, or type of 
minerals that exist. A lease allows the 
company to enter the property and 
conduct tests to determine if there are 
suitable minerals worth exploring. 
The company will pay the land owner 
an agreed upon amount of money 
upon signing the lease. If they find 
that they want to continue drilling, 
they can purchase the rights. If they 
find that the minerals are not suitable 
for the company’s purpose, they can 
end the lease by the agreed upon 
date, and the mineral rights are 
returned to the owner.

If minerals are produced from a 
leased property, the property owner 
is usually paid a portion of the 
proceeds---also known as royalties. 
The exact amount of this is usually 
specified beforehand in the lease 
agreement. This can be a fixed 
amount per ton of mineral produced 
or can be a percentage of the 
production value.

During the leasing period, the 
company may drill holes, bring in 
equipment, and open excavations. 
The lessor should outline any 
restoration requirements in the lease 
including ingress and egress. 

Mineral rights often include the 
rights to any oil and natural gas 
beneath the property. Fee simple 
property owners can sell or lease the 
oil and gas rights on their land, but 
leasing is more common, as private 
landowners don’t usually have the 
means to conduct drilling on their 
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land. Unless they are specifically 
excluded in the deed, oil and gas 
rights are part of a fee simple estate.

Oil and gas leases often include a 
“waiting on pipeline” clause, which 
can extend the lessee’s rights for 
a specified or indefinite amount of 
time. This is put into place when 
oil or natural gas is found on the 
land, but the lessee has no way to 
transport it to market.

Mineral deed transfers function 
similarly to other real property 
transfers, in that a deed, signed and 
acknowledged by the grantor, must 
be used to facilitate the transaction. 
The deed needs to specifically 
identify the minerals that are being 
transferred, whether it is oil, gas, 
coal, or ores. Mineral deeds and 
warranty deeds are commonly used 
forms to transfer mineral rights. A 
quitclaim deed can also be used 
to transfer any mineral, royalty, or 
overriding royalty owned, but with no 
warranty of title.

Just as in a typical real estate deed, 
mineral deeds have grantors and 
grantees. The grantor is the person 
conveying the land or minerals, and 
the grantee is the person receiving 
the land or minerals. Life estate 

deeds and joint tenant deeds are 
also used to transfer oil and gas 
royalties.

Mineral deeds are generally less 
restrictive than royalty deeds. A 
royalty deed conveys a royalty 
interest. Royalty deeds transfer 
ownership of the royalty interest, but 
not the right to execute leases and 
receive bonus payments. 
Mineral rights can be sold or 
conveyed separately from the real 
property rights and can also be 
transferred via a sale or lease. It is 
important to remember, they are 
automatically included as a part of 
the real property in a conveyance, 
unless of course they have already 
been separated.

There are a few different ways to 
separate the mineral rights from the 
property rights:

-The seller can convey the land, but 
retain the mineral rights. In this case, 
they would include a statement in 
the document of conveyance that 
reserves all rights to the minerals to 
the seller.

-The seller can convey the mineral 
rights but retain the land. To do this, 
the seller would issue a separate 

mineral deed to the person or 
organization purchasing the rights.

-The seller can convey the land to 
one person and the mineral rights to 
another person. 

Deeds for the sale or lease of 
mineral rights are recorded at the 
county recorder’s office in the county 
where the minerals are located, but 
they may be in a different book than 
the property deed. In fact, in most 
cases, the status of the mineral rights 
does not even appear on the current 
property deed, and this is because 
the mineral rights are presumed 
to be included. Mineral rights 
transactions are a matter of public 
record.

If you are not sure what kind of 
mineral interest you have in your 
property, start with the property 
records in your county. A standard 
title search should uncover a severed 
estate or other mineral interests, but 
determining the status of mineral 
rights can be a tedious process. 
If you are interested in selling or 
leasing the minerals on your land, 
check the deed records to ensure that 
you are in fact the mineral owner.

Ruth Laribee’s great grandson, Gavin, 
showing off his WIFE coloring book 
designed by Elisabeth Erickson-Noe. If 
you would like some coloring books to 
distribute, contact your state president! 
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FAED SCHOLARSHIP AWARDED

This year the Foundation for Agricultural Education and Development (FAED) awarded three, one-
year scholarships to three women who will begin their first or second year of college, technical or  
specialized study in a field related to agriculture. Below is information on our three winners.

BILLIE LENTZ

Billie is the daughter of Doyle and Kerry Lentz from Rolla, ND. She plans to attend 
North Dakota State University this Fall majoring in Agricultural Economics. Billie’s 
personal goals include having a career involving marketing and lobbying for the 
agriculture industry, emphasizing service to rural populations. Upon completion of 
her education at NDSU, she would like to eventually manage her family’s farm. 
She aims to instill the values in the next generation of her farm that the community 
of Rolla insilled in her: hardwork, service and persistence. She plans to stay in 4-H 
and FFA as a volunteer or leader.

LESLEY AUCTER

As an FFA member, Lesley memorized the FFA creed that discusses her beliefs.  
One line of the Creed is “I believe that Aerican agriculture can and will hold true 
to the best traditions of our national lives.” For her this is not a line to recite when 
presenting the Creed: She believes it is true.  Lesley is the daughter of James and 
Katina Aucter of Croghan, NY.  She plans to attend Morrisville State College this fall. 

REBEL SJEKLOCHA

Rebel is the daughter of Susan and Rusty Sjeklocha from Hayes Center, NE.  
She plans to attend the University of Nebraska-Lincoln this fall majoring in 
Agricultural Sciences and natural Resources. She states that the average age 
of the American farmer is 58 years old. Many farmers are nearing the age of 
retirement and are looking to pass on their farms to the next generation. The 
future of American agriculture looks bright with young people taking the reins 
with as much enthusiasm and dedication to the industry as those before them. 

If you know of someone who might be interested in applying next year, refer 
to the link below for more information! https://www.nationalwife.org/faed/.
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