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:Hy name is Bryan Wojlfe. 1 am a dairy fanner &om Astubda County, Ohio. I am 
'xesldent of fie A s t u b d d h w  County Fmers Union, Vice President: of Ohio Fmm 
union, an executive board member of the National Family Farm Coalition WFFC) and a 
member sf the NFFC Dairy Subcommittee. 

Both Ohio Fanners Union and NFFC have been invoIv& in previcxm hemhg c 8 p ~ d u e ~  
by usw ~gricultwrd WE:% s L ~ c ~ .  I have beetn active in promoting &e idea of 
invoivernent in the hearing process. 

Dwing a recent NFFC Dairy S u b m e -  ~sderence c d ,  which hc1u$ed members 
&om dl over the country, I was selected 90 represent the consemus ofthe members who 
are boycotting -this hewing. 

Ovedl, there is no fdth that tihe interest of the dairy fmm will be represented in the 
Itre&@ pmss .  

Some may ask how that cm be when large dairy cooperatives we regularly a pat  of 'i& 
hearing process? Coopetativies operate under the Cqper-'9rofstea.d Act, but ssrdIy. there % 
absolutely no effective regulatory oversight of cooperdves to assme that the actions of 
those, o h n  massive orgdzatiom aznly benefit their members. Capper-Volskad has 
become a convenient, meaningless mechmism, utilized by business to avoid regulation, 
often at the expense of farmers and consumers. 

Nadod Mi& Produwrs F d d o n  ) regularly @cignt$es in these hearings. 
W F ' s  mission &terne~t says, "fie policies ofthe W F  are de~tedntxl by its 
members f OM amss the nation. Therefore, the policy positions expressed by W F  are 
the only nationwide expression of dairy fmers and their cooperatives on national public 
policy." Is this redly me? 

W F ' s  associate members include: the Chicago Mercantile Exchange, Dairy Australia, 
Dean Foods, Fonterra Co-operative Group Ltd, Mo~mto ,  and Scheiber Foods, Inc. 
Does myom think these assmiate members obbk no Ist:aefitsd? 

The "club of insiders" is. well represented at every USDA hearing. The interest of the 
average dairy f m e r  is ignoreel. 

FOP example, USDA gave interested parties an opp4)Mty to submit propods 
concerning Class TI1 and IV pricing. Some $1 dairy fmers submitted le#eas to IJSDA. 
33 urged USDA to consider dairy fanners' cost of production. Five others made it clear 
that the price tkmt they receive for milk is too low. 'I'he remaining three had other ideas, 

milk prices. Not one fmea was wtisfied with the status quo. 
Several gasmts  fm organizations also submitted proposals to factor in producer cost 
of production andlor use the hue value of mik reflected in the retail price as a factor to 
determine fm milk prices. 



;$DPL/1,4EvlS chose to coqiete8y ignore the le&hate c011cems of red farmers. USDki 
;so contfnues to habitually ignore the mandates of the 1937 ~giculhlkd Marketing 
Agreement Act 608~18. This hearing is an insult and a dap in the Ewe to farmers who 
submitted letters aad progods to USDA. It is very difficult for f'erg to attend these 
hearings. What incentive do we have when USDA skdmrly r e k s  to listen to our real 
CO116eHnS. 

,I 
USDA's own data indicates American dairy fmers ,  on average, Iost $3.15 per 
hundredweight in the period 2000 through 2005. 

Hue we are today discussing prublems brought about because af~edeh  Order "Reform3 
of 2000. Who ,questions why we. have this pricing system in the first place? Who ask, 
"MQ we the: vvhers?" .I 

We h o w  who the loscrs are. The losers are the American dair_v farm&. nab 
AMS' economic d y s i s  tells us that, under Ule cooperative, ~ lyi~arf i 's  proposaf, 
fanners will lose $1 1,000,000 and, under WA*s pm~s(usd, dairy farmers win lose 
$47.000,000. 

I 
~ h c  capper ~olstead ~ c t  exempts co-ops from antitrust action, "~rovihed* however,  hat 
wch associadons me, operated for the mutual benefit of the members tlnereof,..". What is 
the proof ofthis benefit to f&.mer members? Uary dairy fwmm are &hmdy 
dispirited. Families, a d  farms are broken. The suicide rate for American f a ~ ~ l e r s  is at 
least twice the population nom. 

i 

Do these fita:d~w have any meaning to the reprewntzatiives ofthe powerfh in tbis room 
today? Do lives and 1ivelliIaods have ramamhg? Hiding 'behind statistics md data is no 
Bongw gassiMe &er a year in which farmers and farm families are being ripped apart by 
gleedlesvly Jlsw fasm mi& prices. USDA is the vehicle by which the pin is administered 
tiraough a &tized h&g pmess. 

On May 15,1862, Abaahana Lincoln signed a bill creating USDA. b an address to 
Congress L~H~cBIBI said, "The Agrimjlrura1 Department, under the supemisioa of its present 
energetic ated f i W  had, is rapidly mm~a&g itself to the great andl vital interest it 
was created ts advance. It is precisely the people's Department, in which they feel more 
c%irecdy concerned than in arny other. T commend it to the continued attentian and 
fostering  are of Congress." 

Would Lhwh ~ ~ : a : o ~ r :  today's USDA as "elhe popie's Degmmr? Hardly. The 
bureaucrmy, the: red tape, the endless layer upon layer of des,  the oMivious attitadt 
toward suffering is more like what one might expect in the People's Republic of China 
In my opinion, it is m hsult to our. democracy md rn insult to the memory of Abraham 
Lhcokn. 

We recommend this hearing be terminated until the public's interest is placed at the 
forefont. There is no conflict between the dairy farmer's interest and the public's 
interest. No one's interest is served when the parasites kill the host as is h a p i g  in 




