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3y name iSBrvan Wolfe. I am a dairy farmer from Agtubula County, Ohio. | am
wesident Of the Astubula/Geauga County Farmers Union, Vice President Of Ohio Farmers
Union, an executiveboard nenfer of t he National Family Farm Codlition(NFFC) and a
member sf theNFFC Dary Subcommittee.

Both DI 0 FannersUnion and NFFC have been involved i N previous hearing conducted
by USDA Agricultural Marketing Service. | have been active in promoting the idea of
involvement in the heari ng process.

During arecent NFFC Dairy Subcommittee conference call, which included members
from all over the country, | was selected to represent the consensus of the members Who
are boycotting this hearing,

Overall, thereis no faith that the interest Of the dairy farmers will be represented in the
hearing process.

Somemay ask how that can be when large dairy cooper ativesare regularly a part of fhe
hearing process? Cooperatives operate under the Capper-Volstead Act, but sadly. there#
absolutdy no effectiveregulatory oversight Of cooperatives to assure that the actions of
those, often massveorganizations truly benefit their members. Capper-Volstead has
become a convenient, meaningiess mechanism, utilized by business to avoid regulation,
often at the expenseof farmers and consumers.

National Milk Producers Federation (NMPF) regularly participates in these hearings.
NMPF’s mission statement says, “The policies of the NMPF are determined by its
members frOMacross the nation. Therefore, the policy positions expressad by NMPF are
the only nationwide expression Of dairy farmers and their cooperativeson naiond public
policy.” |Sthis really true?

NMPF’s associate membersinclude: the Chicago MercantileExchange, Dairy Audralia,
Dean Foods Fonterra Co-operative Group Ltd, Monsanto, and Schreiber Foods, Inc,
Does anyone think these associate members obtain N0 benefits?

The " club Of insiders” is well represented at every USDA hearing. Theinteres of the
averagedairy farmer iSignored.

For example, USDA gave interested parties an opportunity to submit proposals
concerning ClassIH and IV pricing. Some41 dairy farmers Submitted letiers to USDA.
33 urged USDA to congder dai I'y farmers’ codt of production. Five others made it clear
that the price that they receive for milk istoo low. The renai ni ng threehad other ideas
for improving farm milk prices. NOt One farmer was satisfied with the status quo.
Several grassroots farm Organizationsalso submitted proposals to factor in producer cost
of production and/or uset he true value of milk reflected ntheretail priceas a faetor to

determinefarm milk prices.



FBDAJAMS choseto completely ignore the legitimate concerns of real farmers USDA
5180 continues to habitually ignore the mandates of't he 1937 Agricultural Marketing
Agreament Act 608c18. This hearing isan insult and a slap in the face to farmers who
submitted |etter sand proposals to USDA. It isvery difficultfor farmers to attend these
hearings. What incentive do we have when USDA steadfastly refuses tO listen to OUr real
concerns,

|
USDA’s own data indicates American dairy farmers, on average, lost $3.15 per
hundredweght in the period 2000 through 2005.

H uewe are today discussing problems brought about because of Fedeéal Order “Reform”
of 2000. Who questions why wehavethispricing system in the first place? Who ask,
“Who are the winners?” i

We know Who the losers are. The losersare the American dairy fam!ers Data froe:
AMS’ economicanalysis tellsusthat, under the cooper ative, AgriMark’s proposal, daig:
farmers will |052$11,000,000 and, under DFA’s proposal, dairy farmers will lose
$47.,000,000. |

The Capper Volstead Act exemptsco-ops from antitrust acti on, “P’rowéled however, That
such associations are operated for the LBl benefit of the members thereof,.”. Whetis
theproof of this benefit to farmer members? Many dai ry farmers areprofoundly
dispirited. Families, and farms are broken. The SUiciderate for American farmers iSat
least twicethe population norm. ;
[ these factors haveany meaning to t he representatives of the powerflm | n this room
today? Do livesand livelihoods have meaning? Hiding behind statistics and dataisno
longer possible after ayear in which farma'sand farm families arebeing ripped apart by
needlessly low farm milk prices. USDA isthe vehicle by which the pain is administered
through a sanitized hearing process.

On May 15,1862, Abraham Lincoln signed a bill ¢reating USDA. In an address to
Congress Lincoln said, "The Agricultural Department, under the supervision of itspresnt
energetic and faithful head, iSrapidly commending itself to the great and vital interest it
was created to advance. It is precisely t he peopl€sDepartment, in which they feel more
directly concerned than in any other. I commend it to the continued attention and
fostering care of Congress”

Would Lincoln recognize today’s USDA as “the people’s Department™? Hardly. The
bureaucracy, the red tape, the endlesslayer upon layer Of rules, the oblivious attitude
toward suffering ismare like what one might expect int he People’s Republicof China
In my opinion, it iSan insult to our. democracy and an insult to the memory of Abraham
Lincoln.

We recommendthi s hearing be terminated until the public'sinterest iSplaced at the
forefront. Thereisno conflict between the dairy farmer's interest and the public's
interest. No On€sinterest isserved when the paradteskili t he host as is happening in
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