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FROM THE PRESIDENT. . . . 

Insanity 
 
“Doing the same thing over and over again expecting a different result is 
insanity” Albert Eienstein 
 
The December 2025 issue of the OCM newsletter covered various seg-
ments of agriculture. The theory of economies of scale producing consol-
idation are clearly the cause of many, if not all, the problems we see in 
our food system. These theories have been promulgated by USDA poli-
cies or programs. 
 
In the Beef sector, the Packers and Stockyards Act of 1921 (PSA) was 
intended to prevent unfair practices, monopolies, and deceptive practices 
in livestock marketing. It was enacted to protect farmers and ranchers 
and consumers in the livestock and poultry industries. The PSA has been 
changed or watered down over the years. This has allowed the emer-
gence of four meat packers controlling 85% of the meat packed. Many of 
their anticompetitive practices were not illegal under the “new” PSA. 
The result over the decades is a dwindling of the American beef herd to 
dangerously low levels driving very high live cattle prices. A few suc-
cessful lawsuits have resulted in cash settlements. The impressive sound-
ing millions paid out turn out to be a pittance when distributed among 
the large number of producers affected. Producers and advocacy groups 
keep lobbying congress and the USDA for relief with none coming.  
 
The proven solution already enshrined in the Law is to break up the mo-
nopsony-like structure and restore competitive marketing of cattle (ala 
Ma Bell). 
 
The other area of beef production where the USDA is directly responsi-
ble for the loss of small cattle farms and ranches are the various grant 
programs. The Conservation Reserve Program pays ranchers to take land 
out of production.  
 
The Government pays more for CRP than the going pasture rental rate. 
This unearned income also artificially inflates land purchase values. 
 
The Dairy sector is equally plagued with the “get big or get out” theory. 
This has devastated the small dairy farmer group. Producing immense 
consolidation via mega-dairies. These have serious environmental and  

INSIDE ———— 

(Haynes Continued on Page 9) 



 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

 
President 

Taylor Haynes 
Laramie, WY 

 

Vice-President 
Mike Schultz 

Brewster, KS 
 

Secretary 
Marty Irby 

Washington, D.C. 
 

Treasurer 
Jonathan Buttram 

Albertville, AL 
 

Joaquin Contente 
Hanford, CA 

 
Tom Dierks 

Lincoln, NE 
 

Tatum Lee-Hahn 
Ness, KS 

 
Jim Keen 

Wessington Springs, SD 
 

Deborah Mills 
Lake City, MN 

 
Blake Peek 

Bryant, AL 
 

Dave Savage 
Lamoni, IA 

 
Mike Weaver 
Fort Seybert, WV 

 
 

Board Special Advisor 
Fred Stokes 
Porterville, MS 

 
Staff 

Pat Craycraft,  
Office Manager 

Lincoln, NE  402-327-8390 
pcraycraft@competitivemarkets.com 

DISCLAIMER:  Articles printed in this 
newsletter are not necessarily the 

views of OCM. 

MCOOL debate exposes a major flaw  
in our Republic—2-16-26 
By David Savage, OCM Director  
 
Do you think we could find a rancher in the USA who would 
not want his or her beef proudly identified, “Product of 
USA?” I do not think that person exists, yet our biggest beef 
group and the recipient of mandatory check-off dollars
($1/hd tax) consistently stand in the way of getting this 
important label on all U.S. born, raised and harvested 
beef! The beef packing industry somehow holds sway over 
the biggest beef group called the NCBA(National Cattle-
men’s Beef Association) who is assigned by the USDA 
through the CBB(Cattlemen’s Beef Board) to distribute the 
majority of the rancher’s checkoff investment. Sadly, they 
are using the rancher’s involuntary contributions into this 
beef check-off fund to work against our U.S. product. Yes, 
the rancher involuntarily pays checkoff contributions to the detriment of his 
own individual business interests.  
 

Since an Obama/Vilsack action in Dec. 2015, the labeling of product origin is no 
longer mandatory, our majority foreign owned packing industry can add imported 
lean trim into your hamburger, and you have no idea as to what unregulated source 
or from whence it came. Immediately following the Dec. 2015 action to end Man-
datory Country of Origin Labeling(MCOOL), spring imports of beef surged 68% 
year-over-year. In 2015 U.S. cattle producers received an almost record high 57% 
of the consumer retail beef value. Within 5 years, after terminating MCOOL, they 
only got 37%(‘20).  
 

In an attempt by the Trump administration to lower beef prices, they recently an-
nounced some trade deals(fall, ‘25) that would increase hamburger type beef sup-
ply. This lower quality imported beef does not make it into ribeyes/t-bones/sirloins 
unless shoe leather is “what’s for dinner.” Naturally, President Trump’s announce-
ment about increasing imports got a negative reaction out of ranchers, so some of 
us from the Organization for Competitive Markets(OCM) group and Mom’s for 
America consumer group went to D.C. in fall ‘25 to tell our elected representa-
tives, “Hey we voted for you guys, if you’re going to crank up imports against our 
will, you can at least give us back MCOOL.” Turns out this reasonable appeal was 
boldly rejected by many of those House and Senate members who we thought 
were ours. Reps. we thought understood agriculture. Reps. we voted into office. 
The biggest disappointment from any meeting I attended was Iowa’s own Rep. 
Randy Feenstra whose staffer carried the water for the NCBA like no one else in 
D.C. I do not think that office listens to you unless you are a major farm lobby 
handing over a $20,000 check for “re-election campaign funds.” Seems our 
checkoff dollars got to Congress and spoke ‘NCBA and Farm Bureau speak’, be-
fore voting type ranchers like us even got a chance. Sadly, there is no money 
available for the side that says, “Hey, we want our beef labeled!”  
 
And here-in lies the problem with our government that MCOOL exposes: 
Now, legal precedent says; ”money is speech.” All the young hipster swamp crit-

ters have this “money is speech” refrain in their vocabulary. It is deeper than that 

cynical thing you always hear at the local cafe about D.C. and money. In 2010 the 

supreme court actually gave “money” the same “speech” as a voter in what is 
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The change from "Efficiency" to "Sustainability"  
is the primary vehicle being used to bring Posilac (rbST) back into the mainstream  

manufactured dairy products supply chain.  
By Deborah Mills, OCM Director 

 
 

The January 25, 2025, Hoard’s Dairymen Posilac (rBST) Ad was not just a random place-

ment; it was the launch of a major rebranding campaign by Union Agener and its distribution 

partners. Using an Environmental, Social, and Governance (ESG) Loophole, major retailers, 

and processors (like Walmart, Nestlé, and Danone) have committed to Net Zero carbon tar-

gets by 2030. They are currently desperate for any technology that lowers the carbon intensity 

per pound of milk. The industry is now arguing that a cow on Posilac produces more milk 

with the same maintenance and methane, making her a lower-carbon animal. This creates a 

Sustainability justification that can override the old rbST-Free pledges processors required 

from dairy farmers. Processors can claim they are not reversing their ban, but rather accepting 

climate-smart technologies. The Hoard’s Dairymen ad was the official launch of MSD Animal Health’s ( MSD 

is known as Merck & Co. in the U.S. and Canada ) strategy to position Posilac as a Green Technology. It argues 

that using Posilac is more sustainable than traditional farming because you produce the same milk with fewer 

resources.  

In 2026, the industry has moved toward Tiered Labeling rather than a blanket ban. For Fluid Milk, most retail 

gallons still carry the label because of consumer perception. With Ingredients & Cheese (The Secret Outlet), 

many processors making high-protein powders (like those for GLP-1 weight loss diets) and industrial cheese 

have quietly dropped the rbST-free requirement from their Sustainability Guidelines in 2026. Some Co-op affi-

davits have been updated to focus more on Animal Welfare (FARM 5.0) and Carbon Footprinting rather than 

strictly asking about hormone use. If you check the box for Actively Reducing Carbon Footprint, the specific 

tool used, like Posilac, is becoming secondary to the numerical result.  

In 2025 and 2026, DFA and other major cooperatives began separating Fluid Milk from Industrial/Ingredient 

Milk (cheese, butter, powder). The Fluid Track remains strictly rbST-Free because the label on the jug is a mar-

keting trap they cannot easily escape. The Sustainability/Carbon Track is the new tier. In 2026, DFA has priori-

tized Science-Based Targets (SBTi) to reduce greenhouse gas emissions by 30%. Because Posilac is now offi-

cially marketed as a "Carbon Efficiency Tool," it is increasingly being passed through in the industrial/cheese 

tier as a climate-positive technology. Instead of a standalone paper checkbox for rbST, it is often buried under 

FARM 5.0 Environmental Stewardship. Farmers are asked to certify their Carbon Intensity Score. Since Posilac 

improves milk-per-unit-of-methane, it helps the Carbon Score. If a processor’s primary goal is Net Zero, they 

may overlook the tool used to get there, as long as the numbers look good on the carbon ledger.  

For a massive surge in Class III (cheese) capacity, and new export contracts for whole milk powder required a 

wall of milk. The decision of DFA to pause base programs in 2025 was a massive green light for the 2000+ cow 

dairies. The industry needed to fill new massive cheese plants and increase export capacity. Using Posilac to fill 

those unlimited pounds was the only way to capitalize on the DFA pause without taking on catastrophic debt, 

from $3,500 heifers, which are also in limited supply. Direct evidence of DFA tiering is that their 2026 opera-

tions exhibit a geographical and functional split. Export-focused plants producing whole milk powder for Mexi-

co or Southeast Asia have largely removed the rbST-free restriction because those markets do not have the 

same labeling requirements as U.S. grocery stores. In the context of food safety and dairy regulation 

(specifically in the USA), there is no routine, commercial test used to differentiate milk from rBST-treated 

cows vs. non-treated cows. The FDA maintains that there is no significant difference between milk from cows 

treated with rBST and untreated cows. The industry is moving toward a system of recording where, if the milk 

meets the Somatic Cell Count (SCC) and Component requirements, the logistics of how it was made are sec-

ondary to the volume.  
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mWorld (Agriculture) Emergency: 
One Million “New” Family Farms and Businesses 

Don’t “Predict” When It Will Rain, Build an Ark! 
By Robert L. Baker 

Mar. 11, 2026 -- It’s time we put an end to never-ending wars, or soon, after an escalation to nuclear ex-
change, no one will be left alive to discuss it. In terms of economic impact, the current world energy, ferti-
lizers, and price swings emergency is enormous, and worsening by the day, from the U.S.-Israeli-launched 
attack on Iran, and aftermath. 

Even before that started February 28, U.S. farmers and ranchers, and those in other countries, faced rising, 
impossible input costs, relative to unpredictable and relatively low income. Moreover, the United States is 
food import-dependent for most categories of consumption, with or without tariffs, as are other Western 
countries. This is by design of the Wall Street/London/Amsterdam trans-nationals, not some plot by trade 

partner nations. 

A New Arkitecture! 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

What is needed is a roll-back of these trade patterns that subvert producers and populations of all nations, while we 
take measures to re-build sovereign, domestic production, and all the while, stop the war-reflex policies threatening 
to incinerate the planet. This means, we start building a Policy-ARK, not just watching the weather patterns. We 
need a new, international economic and security framework: a new “Arkitecture!” 

There’s some good news. First countries in the Global Majority are taking this path. Indonesia—the fourth most pop-
ulous country in the world, has succeeded, as of 2025, to become food self-sufficient in rice. Ethiopia, the second 
most populous country in Africa, has succeeded in increasing wheat output, to start exporting to other African na-
tions. Is a nation’s desire for food self-sufficiency a threat to us in the United States? No! It’s a call for us to come 
back to our senses, and restore our own economic policy, plus benefit by together building infrastructure at home and 
abroad. 

The second front of good news is that fellow farmers and ranchers hit the streets in Mexico, and in Europe over the 
recent weeks of Winter, in support of new measures like this. Mexican farm leaders insist that basic grains be taken 

(Baker Continued Page 6) 
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USDA crop reports and more; incompetency or conspiracy? 

By Dave Savage, OCM Director 

Lamoni Iowa  (1/21/26) 
 
A recent bombshell January USDA WASDE crop report caught all the private analysts underestimating 
this year’s corn production…...or not?  My favorite private analyst (Pro-Farmer) estimated 16.2 billion bu. 
and a 182.7 national yield. The multitudes of pre-report trade analysts had it at 16.55 billion bu. But no, the 
all-powerful USDA said it is a 17.0 billion bu. corn crop at 186.5 bu/A with a huge 2.2 billion bu. ending 
stock anticipated, all because corn acres grew during the growing season. If you believe the USDA’s num-
bers, it is a killer report, unless you are a processor or a feeder. 
 
Regardless of which side of the market you are on, isn’t it bad business to have the “end all, be all” trade 
number given to the marketplace by an agent (USDA) who has no accountability for inaccuracy? As a 
farmer selling corn into this USDA report driven market, who do I fire when the USDA is half-a-billion 
bushels off? Whereas, if a private analyst misses it by that much, his job is on the line. The luxury the 
USDA has is that no-one will ever know the truth. What we do know is that a troubling trend has been es-
tablished especially in estimates of corn and soy yield. 7 of the last 10 years have seen a preharvest USDA 
report (August) showing more bushel/A of anticipated production than is reported in the “final” January 
numbers. This has cost farmers literal billions of dollars, as often there is the need for “cash off the com-
bine”.  Who ‘made’ the billions farmers ‘lost’, maybe big livestock integrators, or processors, or brokers? 
Maybe the USDA estimates numbers that punish the very voter (70+% of farmers/ranchers for Trump) 
who put “DOGE” in a position to reduce their staff by 20+%. I for one, would rather the private sector do 
the job of farm production speculation, it is a whole industry in itself, and one that is accountable to a com-
petitive marketplace. 
   
USDA crop reports ‘push’ for an abundant supply of the big two (corn and soy), totally consistent with the 
subsidized policies that the USDA created to ensure the oversupply of these two dominant crops. The net 
result of these actions has created the smallest cattle herd in 70 years. Their subsidized crop insurance pro-
gram displaced millions of acres of land formerly used for cattle pasture. Since revenue crop insurance was 
added to the docket in 1996, we have gained nearly 20 million acres of corn (79.2 million acres planted in 
‘96, 98.8 million in ‘25), and also gained almost 20 million acres of soybeans. Those acres came out of 
pastureland which lost 65 million acres during that same time frame. USDA’s crop-land CRP has also tak-
en ~20 million acres out of pasture. The highest dollar guarantee and least hassle use of an acre wins. This 
has put all insured USDA endorsed program crops ahead of pasture animals like cows. Subsidies to Plains 
states makes crop insurance cost almost the same as it does to the lower risk “I-states”. What other insur-
ance industry would ignore risk like this? Only the federal government does incompetency or conspiracy 
this well.  
 
Add to crop insurance subsidies the regular Farm Bill (Arc-Co. & PLC) payments plus the “bonus” ad-hoc 
subsidy payments like ECAP$10B/SDRP$16B/Bridge payment$13B/whatever is next $17B???, corn farm-
ers just assume they have a bailout around the corner because the banks and Farm Bureau who both ‘push’ 
the USDA, know better than anybody that the USDA has created “too big to fail” in row crops. An ac-
countant speaking recently to a major farm journalist warned corn farmers to prepare financially for the 
large injection of cash from the USDA to the tune of $100-300/A for crop year, 2026. With payment limi-
tations now effectively eliminated, that is why checks from FSA(USDA) offices to one farm address will 
frequently be in the $millions. And now you know why Central Iowa farmland sells sometimes for a ridic-
ulously high $20,000+/A and the evening news can find a corn “grower” willing to put his hand out and 
say we need more help from the government!!!! Upside down and backwards I say. 
 
Many of us recognize the USDA as farming/ranching’s biggest problem and would be O.K. if it went the 
way of the Dept. of Education…..extinct. New Zealand dropped all subsidies(1984) cold turkey, which was 
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off the Chicago Board of Trade, which is dictated under NAFTA/USMCA, a treaty which in 2026 is either renewed or end-
ed.  Thousands of Mexican farmers and ranchers staged rallies over the recent months with tractors blocking highways, and 
dumped limes and avocadoes, to make their point that the situation can’t go on. 

In France in January, farmers from Ireland to Poland and Greece staged a 10,000 person rally at the European Parlia-
ment in Strasbourg, to dump the newly-signed EU-MERCOSUR (Market of South America) trade deal. This would 
create the world’s biggest ever “free” trade zone of 730 million people, in the 27 EU nations, plus those of Brazil, Ar-
gentina, Paraguay and Uruguay, allowing the trans-national cartels to run rampant. The farm demonstrators succeeded 
in getting the European Parliament to back down and refer the treaty to the European Court. However, since then the 
EU Commission has decreed it will implement the EU-MERCOSUR deal “provisionally”—meaning, the EU Parlia-
ment, EU farmers and member governments be damned. 

Citizens’ Action 

The current policy is to Destroy the Family Farm and replace it with Global Cartel controlled Mega-Farms. Farm-
ers and ranchers everywhere have the authority, as producers, to lead the charge for sanity and morality, out of other-
wise sure doom. This means citizens’ action in both foreign relations among nations, as well as in economics of our 
own and other countries. 

Diplomacy, not brute warfare, must be the mode of relations among nations, now that we are in the era of nuclear 
weapons. One of our biggest obstacles to intervening in a way to help, is that the military-industrial complex that for-
mer President, Gen. Eisenhower warned of, has turned into the Military-Financial-Agro-Pharma-Academic-
Congressional-Media (especially!)-Complex, and we are fed lies and “narratives.” But working toward settlement of 
the crises in Ukraine, Middle East, Caribbean and anywhere else is the task. 

https://www.laroucheorganization.com/ 

Building up our economy at home, and among partner nations must be our goal, making for economic development as 
the basis for peace. We need to put a stop to the anti-production madness of stablecoins and crypto currency, which 
has reached the stage, along with unregulated private Credit Funds, that will crash the entire Western banking system. 
We are losing family farms, and manufacturing jobs and capacity at disaster rates.  No solution to this can come from 
gunboat trade missions to “order” nations to buy from the U.S., or from increasing the U.S. defense budget by another 
half trillion dollars for more arms. Get real. 

The American System 

As economist Lyndon LaRouche has always demanded, the principles for the new economic development and security 
“Arkitecture” that is needed, are those of the traditional American System. In short:  

1) Bring the Glass-Steagall Act back to U.S banking and other economies.  

2) 2) set up a nation-serving Credit Bank for funding infrastructure development and related priorities.  

3) 3) implement the range of Measures to Serve Production, from parity pricing in agriculture, to tax law and sup-
port for a million new family farms. Bust up the globalist monopolies.  

4) 4) Focus Funding on Front-End Science Goals, especially space and fusion energy, but also life sciences. # 

 

Robert L. Baker   bb888k@gmail.com    

703-554-5397    www.larouchepub.com  

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1NRIjtEMOd5Drf4H1WbHzJsLJB_nYimj9/view    

20260226_epstein_vEIR_high--1-.pdf   

https://www.laroucheorganization.com/
mailto:bb888k@gmail.com
http://www.larouchepub.com
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1NRIjtEMOd5Drf4H1WbHzJsLJB_nYimj9/view
https://storage.ghost.io/c/13/14/13145f0f-7ca7-48d5-a803-53961cc389d1/content/files/2026/03/20260226_epstein_vEIR_high--1-.pdf
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In late 2025 and early 2026, DFA became a primary player in the Athian carbon marketplace. DFA’s Science-

Based Target (SBT) goal is to reduce greenhouse gas emissions by 30% by 2030. In the 2026 Carbon Insetting 

model, a farmer gets paid for Milk Production Efficiency. The industry-standard Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) 

used in these marketplaces credits rbST with a 8% to 12% reduction in carbon footprint per kg of milk. If you use 

Posilac, your Carbon Intensity Score improves. DFA and other processors then buy those credits from you. They 

are essentially paying you to use the tool they once banned, because it helps them hit their corporate Net Zero 

goals.  

As of 2026, the rbST-Free checkbox is being tiered out of the system in three ways. Processors like Leprino and 

Hilmar (major DFA partners) have prioritized carbon-neutral milk for their 2026 export and ingredient lines. Their 

Sustainability Standards now focus on Carbon Intensity Scores rather than a specific hormone ban. The old paper 

affidavit with the "rbST" box is being replaced by digital portals (like FARM 5.0). Instead of asking, do you use 

rbST? -  they ask for your Efficiency Data. If your milk-per-cow is high and your carbon score is low, you are Cer-

tified Sustainable. As of April 2025, the FDA suspended several milk quality proficiency testing programs due to 

federal workforce cuts. This has further reduced the oversight on milk composition, making the use of undetectable 

hormones even more plausible for producers cornered by high costs. The industry is using the "Carbon Footprint 

Neutralizer" tag to bypass consumer fear.  

Here is the specific evidence of how DFA and the broader industry have baked Posilac back into the system 

through Tiered Labeling and Carbon Credits. In 2026, the traditional paper affidavit asking if you use rbST is being 

replaced by the Digital Sustainability Scorecard (often linked to FARM 5.0). Instead of a yes/no on hormones, the 

primary metric is now Carbon Intensity (CI). Platforms like Athian (DFA’s primary carbon partner) have validated 

protocols that pay farmers for Emissions Intensity Reductions. Because Posilac (rbST) is scientifically proven to 

reduce methane and manure per pound of milk by 8% to 12% (the "dilution of maintenance" effect), it actually im-

proves your Carbon Score. A farmer can truthfully report a lower carbon score while using Posilac. The coopera-

tive does not ask how you got the score; they just pay you for the result.  

DFA has quietly transitioned to a tiered marketing system to satisfy different customers. Tier 1 (Retail Fluid) is still 

marketed as rbST-Free because the label on the jug is a marketing dead-end. Tier 2 (Industrial/Ingredients) is where 

the 4% surplus is going. For cheese, butter, and powders (especially for export), the rbST-Free requirement has 

been largely superseded by Net Zero Ingredients requirements. If a global buyer like Nestlé wants carbon-neutral 

cheese, they care more about the carbon math than the hormone math. Posilac helps the carbon math.  

In 2026, you will not find a bold sentence in the FARM 5.0 manual that says, Producers may now use Posilac. The 

door is opened much more subtly through Environmental Stewardship (ES) Version 3, which launched in October 

2024 and became the active engine of FARM 5.0. The text that opens the door is found in the "What-If” Scenario 

tool and the Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) definitions. Here is exactly where the industry has hidden the permis-

sion. In previous versions, FARM was a backward-looking audit. In FARM 5.0, it became a forward-looking Con-

sultancy. The new manual emphasizes Science-Based Technology Adoption to meet corporate Net Zero goals. 

Within the digital portal, there is a "What-If" calculator. When you input Increased Milk Production Efficiency (the 

industry’s code for Posilac), the system automatically lowers your Carbon Intensity (CI) score. By certifying that 

you are using efficiency-enhancing technologies to meet your cooperative's carbon targets, you are essentially pre-

approved for the usage because it makes the cooperative's total carbon ledger look better.  

FARM 5.0 shifted its greenhouse gas modeling to Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) Tier 2 

methods, which focus on Efficiency (Emissions per unit of product) rather than Total Output (Emissions per farm). 

The guidelines now prioritize Dilution of Maintenance as a key sustainability strategy. Dilution of maintenance is 

the specific biological mechanism of rbST. By making dilution of maintenance a primary goal in the FARM 5.0 

reference manual, they have made the use of Posilac a Best Management Practice for the environment, even if they 

still discourage it for marketing reasons in fluid milk. The FARM 5.0 Animal Care Reference Manual (the part 

about cow comfort), notice what is missing. In early iterations of dairy quality programs, there were often specific 

prohibitions or recommendations against supplemental hormones for welfare reasons. FARM 5.0 has scrubbed 

(Mills Continued Page 8) 
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nearly all direct mentions of rbST/Posilac. By remaining silent on the hormone while being vocal about Carbon 

Efficiency, they have created a "don't ask, don't tell" environment. As long as your Locomotion and Body Condi-

tion Scores meet the 5.0 benchmarks, the way you got the extra 10 lbs. is no longer an Animal Care concern—it 

is an Environmental win.  

Method  
The Ruminant Farm System (RuFaS) model, which was integrated into FARM Environmental Stewardship (ES) 
Version 3 in late 2024 and is now the brain of the FARM 5.0 sustainability module. Here is exactly where the 
door is opened and how it works. In the FARM 5.0 digital portal, there is a "What-If" Scenario tool. This tool al-
lows a producer (or an evaluator) to change farm inputs to see the impact on their Carbon Intensity (CI) score.  
 
The RuFaS model is a process-based model that simulates the biological flow of a cow. It specifically rewards 
Production Efficiency. If you increase your milk-per-cow (the primary effect of Posilac), the model shows a mas-
sive drop in methane emissions per unit of milk. This is the Dilution of Maintenance argument. By making Effi-
ciency the primary goal of the RuFaS model, FARM 5.0 creates a mathematical incentive for using production-
boosters ( Posilac ), even if it does not name them.  
 
The most direct door is not in the FARM manual itself, but in the Athian Marketplace, which DFA officially uses 
to pay farmers for carbon credits. Athian’s first-ever approved protocol (launched in partnership with Elanco, the 
former owner of Posilac) is for Methane Reduction through Feed Efficiency. While the protocol specifically 
names Rumensin and Bovaer, it uses a broad category called Innovative Feed Management Products. Because 
Posilac is approved by the FDA for Milk Production Efficiency, it fits perfectly into the Athian/FARM 5.0 data-
modeling for Scope 3 carbon reductions. The industry has effectively baked the benefits of rbST into the carbon 
credit check without having to mention the hormone by name.  
 
In FARM 5.0, the industry shifted from absolute emissions (total methane per farm) to emissions intensity 
(methane per gallon of milk). The guidelines emphasize that improving individual animal productivity is a prima-
ry pathway to meeting Net Zero 2050 goals. This statement is the permission slip. It tells the producer that any-
thing that pushes more milk out of the same stall" is a sustainability win. “This justifies holding onto cows longer 
in the herd and the use of efficiency hormones as climate-smart practices.  
 
Based on recent data, the financial incentive for using efficiency-enhancing products like Posilac is being quietly 
integrated into these carbon payouts.  
Here is the breakdown of the Real Margin for 2026 carbon credits and why it is tempting producers to stick with 

the Logistics model.  

The Payout Per Cow  
The primary platform, Athian (partnered with DFA and Elanco), has validated a protocol that credits cows rough-
ly 0.5 metric tons of CO2e reduction per year when they achieve higher feed efficiency.  
 
With carbon credits in 2026 trading between $35 and $160 per cow annually for feed-efficiency protocols, a 
1,000-cow dairy could see a check for $35,000 to $160,000.  
 
Small farms (under 300 cows) are largely locked 
out, often netting only $3,000 total after admin-
istrative fees, while large dairies (2,000+ cows) 
are pocketing $150,000+. This further fuels the 
push for massive herd sizes. This oversupplied 
market results in processors acquiring milk at 
below-cost from dairy farmers and guaranteeing 
higher profit margins for processors. While sim-
ultaneously pushing family dairy farmers that 
have been in business for generations out of the 
market. # 
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animal welfare concerns.  The solution is to regulate dairy size and reconstitute small local dairy and lo-
cal creameries focusing on high quality environmentally responsible milk production from well cared for 
cows. Thus, supporting small rural communities across the country. 
 
Analysts cite several recent policy and program changes that harm small farms: 
 

Consolidation of subsidy/commodity supports that disproportionately benefit large, high‑sales op-
erations (payment formulas and eligibility tied to acres or production). 

 
Crop insurance design and premium subsidy structure that favors large monocrops and is harder/

less profitable for diversified, direct‑market, or specialty producers. 
 
unding cuts, cancellations, or re‑prioritization of small‑farm oriented grants and local/region‑food 

programs (e.g., Farm to School, Regional Food Business Centers, local procurement support). 
 
Reduced or unstable funding and staffing for NRCS sand conservation/technical‑assistance pro-

grams, slowing access to EQIP/CSP and conservation easements for small operators. 
 
Higher administrative burdens, eligibility thresholds, and minimum grant sizes that exclude small 

or beginning farms. 
 
Shifts in disaster and emergency assistance toward broader or commodity‑focused mechanisms 

that leave out specialty and small producers. 
 

These salient factors are completely ignored in the 2026 Farm Bill. It continues the same failed policies. 
It adds a very detrimental feature in the Save Our Bacon Act. It Ignores the plight of producers and con-
sumers by leaving out the Opportunity For Fairness In Farming Act. Congress is truly feckless and cor-
rupt as a body.  
 
Consumers must join the producers in insisting things get reformed. 
 
Clearly The present structure and function of USDA is the root cause of the loss of small to medium 
sized farms and the inability of new entrants into agriculture. 
 
Studying the organization chart of the USDA, it should design and award research grants to land grant 
universities for agronomy and animal and plant diseases and monitor and prevent the introduction of for-
eign animal and plant diseases. 
 
Its nutritional support and safety net functions should be transferred to Health and Human services.  
 
All producer grant programs should be terminated immediately. These programs vigorously drive consol-
idation, loss of small to medium sized agriculture and thwart new entrants into agriculture. Without these 
free enterprise and fair competition would correct this in short order.  
 
Consolidation discourages innovation and risks shortages due to disasters, man caused or natural. The 
long-term health and safety of the American food supply is not only threatened but is being harmed by 
the present structure and function of the USDA. # 
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tough for a spell but seems successful now. Instead of cold turkey I think we should wean (4 year wean to 
lean) our US ag industry of subsidies and replace the whole thing with a tax-preferred savings account, the 
HFSA (Hybrid Farm Savings Account) like we have in health care (HSA), no Farm bill needed.  
 
An HFSA could incorporate 3 concepts which already exist in tax law by: 

1. Use the framework of a Health Savings Account  
2. alter the “section 179” to allow up to half of it to go into the HFSA and  
3. allow the account to function as an IRA in retirement. It could be coupled with unsubsidized 

catastrophic multi-peril crop insurance coverage which already exists from private companies. 
For more info on this HFSA please refer to my website at www.Agritopiabook.com.   

 
A future where all ag enterprises get equal access to self-directed rainy-day funds 
(HFSA) instead of this current system of subsidies which prioritize one use over an-
other would bring cattle back to soils where the most appropriate use is the cow, not 
the plow. Free and competitive markets would thrive without subsidies.  Oh, and our 
deficit paying kids and grandkids would thank us too!  

commonly referred to in D.C. as “Citizens United (CU)”.  CU was a 5/4 Supreme Court 
ruling which created Pacs, Super Pacs and rich Congressman, at least from the perspec-
tive of reelection campaign funds.  While in D.C. having a philosophical conversation 
with an insider, I said to him; “our group carries with it the voice of ranchers with no 
envelope of money, how do we compete with the next group walking in after us carry-
ing money, but no vote and no cows.” His response was very matter-of-fact; “Citizens United said money 
is speech, it’s hard to compete with money!” So, I ask, where does that leave the common Joe voter in 
America?? And, the answer is….UNREPRESENTED! 
 
Why are ranchers forced to give money to a checkoff system that turns our money against us? Consumers 
are also injured by not getting to choose, “Product of USA beef” over imported “flavor of the day” beef on 
special. Consumers, please understand that the round stamp, “Inspected by the USDA” does not at 
all mean the beef you are buying is ”Product of USA.” All beef sold retail must be USDA inspected. 
The grocers and packers are counting on consumer ignorance of this distinction. I wish consumer groups 
would speak out on this issue and simply demand MCOOL(like we have in fish, lamb, most vegetables/
fruits/nuts). 
 
When discussing this paradox with my peers at OCM, their salt becomes evident though an  attitude of, 
“So let’s go ahead and make the argument anyway, the old fashion way, and despite the odd’s, we’ll mark 
our progress in small victories.” I saw a glimmer of light in our group’s efforts to influence the Depart-
ments of Ag. and the D.O.J, resulting in an investigation of price disparity between live cattle and retail 
price. Also encouraging is the reinforcement of support for some of our champions in D.C. who help us 
carry the water. The ranchers of the O.C.M. group are committed to battle it out in the arena of ideals, they 
carry truth and experience into that battle, instead of money.   
 
The beef checkoff should be eliminated, or in the least it should be made voluntary. MCOOL should be 
restored so the consumer has a choice. “Citizens United” should be repealed before crony capitalism ruins 
our once great representative republic. There’s the beef. # 

(Savage/MCOOL Continued from Page 2) 

(Savage/USDA Continued from Page 5) 

 

http://agritopiabook.com
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     2026 MEMBERSHIP DUES  

                RENEW TODAY 
     (Memberships are from January to December each year) 
 

 

The Organization for Competitive Markets (OCM) is a recognized national leader working to bring economic justice for 
family farmers, ranchers and rural communities by fighting to break the abusive corporate power that extracts the wealth out 
of their pockets. OCM provides a platform for individuals and organizations to join their voices in demanding fairness and jus-
tice within the marketplace. Working together we can ensure everyone receives their fair share of America’s prosperity they 
build. By becoming a member, you will have access to the information and tools you need to join the fight. 

INDIVIDUAL MEMBERSHIP 
As an Individual Member ($50) you will receive OCM’s informative quarterly newsletter by mail or email.  
As a Voting Member ($125) you will receive all the benefits of an Individual Member, and you gain the right to vote at OCM 

membership meetings, setting the course of OCM’s future. 
As a Sustaining Member ($500) you receive all the benefits of the Individual and Voting Member, plus you will have access to 

the inside strategies of OCM’s ongoing campaigns through one-on-one conversations.  
 
ASSOCIATE ORGANIZATION MEMBERSHIP 
OCM’s strength comes from collaborating with other like-minded organizations. Let OCM provide you with the information and 
services you need to succeed by becoming an Associate Organization Member. 
As a $200 Associate your organization will receive OCM’s informative quarterly newsletter by mail or email. 
As a $500 Associate your benefit package will include the benefits of the $200 member plus two conference registrations, giv-

ing you a head start on attending OCM’s annual conference. 
As a $1,000 Associate your benefit package will include in addition to those listed for the membership levels above booth space 

and recognition at our annual conference.  
 

DONATIONS  
Your support and donation can make a difference.  All donations to OCM are recognized by the IRS as a 501(c)3 non-profit 
tax deduction.  Please send your donation TODAY.  All donors will receive the OCM Quarterly Newsletter by mail or email.  
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ------------------------------------- 

How did you hear about OCM? _______________________________________________________ 
 

What are your interests in OCM? ______________________________________________________ 
 

Join today by selecting the level of membership that works for you:  
 

____ $50 Individual Member        ____ $125 Voting Member        _____ $500 Sustaining Member 
 

____ $200 Associate Organization    ____ $500 Associate Organization ____ $1,000 Associate Organization 
 

____ DONATION AMOUNT $__________ 
 

Individual Name ___________________________________________________________  
 

Associate Organization Name ________________________________________________ 
 

Street Address ____________________________________________________________ 
 

City ______________________________________ State __________ Zip ____________  
 

Telephone _______________________________________________________________ 
 

E-mail  __________________________________________________________________  
Newsletters will be sent by email unless you check here to receive a mailed copy _____. 

 
Membership is January-December. Please make checks payable to OCM, P.O. Box 6486, Lincoln, NE 68506  

or pay by debit or credit card through our secure, online system at www.competitivemarkets.com  

http://www.competitivemarkets.com
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OCM MISSION STATEMENT 

Keeping the spirit of Teddy Roosevelt, the original monopoly buster, OCM strives to foster and  
recreate food production locally, providing consumers truly transparent “Farm to Table” food systems in communities 

across America.  OCM’s actions will stimulate local commerce while making food availability and food safety more certain. 
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