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Fighting for Economic Justice for America’s

Family Farmers and Ranchers

FROM THE PRESIDENT. . ..
The Farm Bill 2025

OCM advocates for family style livestock producers from poultry to
beef. The OCM Board and allies have conducted over 600 meetings with
senior Congressional and Senate Staff and a few Senators and Represent-
atives. We also received two invitations to the White House to meet with
senior agricultural administration staff. This ongoing effort is required to
make the Farm Bill more effective in securing the food supply by bol-
stering domestic production.

The Farm Bill is due to be renewed every 5 years. Therefore, the 2018
Farm Bill was due to be renewed by September 30, 2023.

The Opportunity For Fairness in farming Act (OFF Act) H.R. 3516, S.
1848 is a critical piece necessary to introduce transparency into the com-
modity “Checkoff “programs. The Checkoff programs are funded by
producers being assessed a fee per unit of commodity sold. The Supreme
court has ruled these fees are a tax.

The beef checkoff program is not audited by the Office of the Inspector
General (OIG). All Taxpayer funded programs should be audited by the
OIG and the reports published. The beef checkoff program has operated
outside the law since its inception in 1988. Since that time there have
been 300,000 and counting family style cattle farms and ranches lost.
The overarching culprit is the consolidation of meat packing by the Big
4, Tyson Cargil, National Beef (Marfrig) and JBS (the largest meat pack-
er in the world).

Both JBS and Marfrig are Brazilian based. Their abuse of market power
with various contract schemes and importation of beef repackaged as
product of the USA has wrought this ongoing devastation of the Ameri-
can cattle farmer and rancher. This has been facilitated by the illegal use
of checkoff funds by the National Cattlemen’s Beef Association for lob-
bying against mandatory country of origin labeling of beef.

The OFF Act has been promulgated in a bipartisan bicameral way by a
very interesting mix of senators and representatives. Representatives,
Rep. Nancy Mace (R. So. Carolina) and Rep. Dina Titus (D. Nevada).
On the Senate side; Senator Mike Lee (R. Utah), Senator C. Booker (D.
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New Jersey), Senator E. Warren (D. Mass.), Senator R. Paul (R. Ken-
tucky).

President Regan once said, “you can accomplish a lot if you don’t care
who gets the credit”. The above list of sponsors is an example of that.
Here I am going to give OCM a little credit. When the OFF act was first
introduced in 2022, auditing all checkoff programs was the proposal. In
our 600-plus face-to-face meetings it became clear to us that auditing all
commodity check-off programs was a non-starter due to the small size
of some of the programs.

OCM suggested that only the beef and dairy programs should be audit-
ed first with reports published. These two are the largest and somewhat
co-joined, as dairy farmers pay a beef checkoff and a separate milk
checkoff. The dairy checkoff is OIG audited but results withheld from
the producers. This was too narrow for political palatability. The com-
promise, and a reasonable one at that, is to audit those with receipts
equal to and above $20 million. The beef checkoff will average $50
million.

It is important to note that Brazil has Mad Cow disease. The individual
electronic animal ID scam was also explained in detail in all our meet-
ings. It is unnecessary and not as robust as advertised. It is also an un-
funded mandate placed on producers as well as a gross invasion of pri-
vacy. Many staffers understood this last point as most have RFID proof
wallets. It is simply a boon to the mega feedlots. They should purchase
and employ the tags themselves.

As the Farm Bill is not yet completed, we will continue our efforts on
the ground in DC. We have and will continue to very vigorously pursue
mandatory country of origin labeling as it is tantamount to food securi-

ty.
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Saving California’s Rural Water Users
May 7, 2025, by Edward Ring

Contact: Joaquin Contente, udderguy7@aol.com

Despite its status as an agricultural superpower, eclipsing every other U.S. state in farm output, Cali-
fornia’s farming sector wields relatively little influence in Sacramento. When you evaluate the state’s
GDP components, the sectors that dominate are financial, IT, and services, at around a half-trillion
each, followed by manufacturing and government at around $400 billion and $300 billion, respective-
ly. Against that economic power, the value of California’s agricultural output — loosely estimated
somewhere around $60 billion — is a rounding error.

It’s not just money, it’s population. California’s top ten counties for agricultural production — Fresno,
Tulare, Monterey, Kern, Merced, Imperial, San Joaquin, Stanislaus, Santa Barbara, and Kings — are
home to 5.2 million people. And even if every voter in those ten counties sent state legislators to Sac-
ramento who were fully committed to protecting agriculture, they would only represent 13 percent of
the electorate.

The conventional wisdom in Sacramento remains committed to water rationing and the elimination of
up to one million acres of California’s irrigated farmland, estimated today at around 8.5 million acres.
Losing 12 percent of the richest farmland in the best climate in North America is bad enough, but for a
look at the future, consider how much worse these policies are already playing out for farmers in
smaller and more remote parts of the state.

In California’s far north, Siskiyou and Modoc counties have a combined population of just over
50,000 people. But out of this sparsely populated region, farmers grow high quality alfalfa, barley,
garlic, horseradish, onions, potatoes, sugar beets and wheat.

Unfortunately, the water they rely on from the upper Klamath River is reduced every year, along with
the acreage these farmers can plant. More information about the unrelenting attacks on farmers in this
forgotten corner of the state can be found here, and here, and here. Since those reports were written,
dams on the mid-Klamath River have been destroyed. We may now expect demands for more water to
flow “unimpeded” from the upper Klamath downstream, even though historically, when the upper
Klamath reached even moderate flood stage, excess water overflowed and poured into the wetlands of
the Tule Basin, which also recharged aquifers that the farmers rely on for irrigation.

In another forgotten corner of the state, the Potter Valley Project diverts water stored in Lake Pillsbury
from the upper Eel River through a tunnel to the headwaters of the Russian River. Already, these di-
versions have been cut from about 150,000 acre feet per year to only about 40,000 feet in recent years.
That represents about one-half of one percent of the total flow of the Eel River, but it may not last.
Scott Dam is next on the list of dams to be destroyed, with the approval process well underway. Once
it’s gone, the latest agreement will reduce diversions to the Russian River to 32,000 acre feet per year,
one fifth as much.

In remote places like Modoc, Siskiyou, or Mendocino counties, the might arrayed against a few thou-
sand farmers and ranchers is overwhelming. They face state and federal agencies that, to judge by
their actions, are committed to destroying dams and driving farmers and ranchers out of business. And
it’s not just government agencies that have decided to rewild the state. Alongside billionaires who
share the rewilding agenda, government agencies award grants to NGOs, conservancies, and tribes.
These groups then support targeted demolition of water infrastructure, denial of water allocations, and

( Continued on Page 4)
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de facto evictions in locales where there aren’t enough farmers and ranchers living there to mount sufficient
resistance.

California’s farmers should not assume that what happens in the remote reaches of the state can’t happen,
on a much bigger scale, in their own backyard.

For example, in Idaho, environmentalists claim that four dams on the lower Snake River — Ice Harbor,
Lower Monumental, Little Goose, and Lower Granite — must be removed as part of any recovery plan for
endangered salmon and steelhead. These are big dams; their four reservoirs have a combined storage capac-
ity of over 1.6 million acre-feet. Replacing the irrigation infrastructure, offsetting the losses in waterway
transportation, and replacing the more than 1,000 megawatts of hydroelectricity would cost an estimated
$30 billion or more.

The threat posed by the prospect of removing bigger dams, such as the ones on the Snake River, is com-
pounded by the failure of proponents of removal to support major new water-supply infrastructure. And that
is where California’s farmers and their representatives — the Farm Bureau, the Association of California
Water Agencies, and trade organizations representing everything from grapes, almonds, and walnuts, to to-
matoes, alfalfa, strawberries and rice — need to achieve new levels of solidarity.

California’s farmers and water agencies should unite to aggressively advocate for state and federal funding
for expanded water supply infrastructure, focusing on practical project proposals. They should strive for
unity with urban water agencies that serve and can influence millions of voters. They should eliminate any
zero-sum mentality, by supporting desalination for coastal urban cities with as much fervor as they support
surface storage, achieving big-gulp capacity out of the delta, dredging, and all projects that will guarantee
massively increased annual yields.

At the same time, they must recognize that the destruction of small regional farm economies on California’s
outskirts are harbingers of what’s coming their way. They should support these embattled farmers in their
efforts to survive. They should urgently fund and publicize multiple expert studies to counter the biased,
paid for analyses coming from state agency staff, NGOs, and the consultants they hire.

There are alternative policies, equally committed to environmental health, that do not require the destruc-
tion of California’s peerless farm economy. But to restore the necessary balance will require unity.

BRITISH
COLUMBIA
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"Market Share" and (Non) Free Trade Are Out!

What Will the New Paradigm Be?
By Robert L. Baker

May 31, 2025 -- For better or worse, a new paradigm is in the works for world agriculture, U.S. family
farming and food supply. There can and will be no "same old.... same old" practices viable. The monopoly
system is over, and alternatives are in the making.

Thinking leaders are recognizing the phase shift. R-CALF's Bill Bullard wrote, in an article headlined,
"We're in the Transition Phase," that "We're just now in the midst of a seismic shift--a true paradigm shift.
We're in the beginning of emerging from a decades-long era that literally wiped-out hundreds of thousands
of livestock producers--of both cattle and sheep...." (Western Ag Reporter, May 8, 2025) The editor of the
monthly Grain Miller (May 2025), gave a profound reading, though pessimistic, writing that the "downward
spiral" of U.S. grain and soybeans will continue.

Historic Break
We're at an historic break point. Think of how the Golden Renais-
sance came after the Dark Ages, or the way the American colonies
beat the British East India Company and Empire. There is the re-
verse, too, like the way the Thirty Years War in Europe wiped out
millions of people, after the Reformation. But after that came the
Beautiful 1648 Peace of Westphalia.

BRICS EXPANSION

We cannot be bystanders to "current history." Leaders in the farm
sector--which means everyone -- must join up with the leaders in
steel, manufacturing, teaching, culture, medical work, all walks of
life, to put forward the principles and information to bring a good
outcome from our present-day crisis. Now is the time to get in-
formed, and pitch in.

EXPORTS 0F GOODS' =z What are the factors causing today's discontinuity? There are posi-
25% SEmsImaT tive forces, especially what is now called the “Global Majority,” of
ST SR e ~eeen @ MAjor nations dumping the old neo-colonialism of food import-
dependency, poverty, etc. This is for the good. And there are the
opposite forces, the end-phase of the casino economy forces of Wall Street/City of London/Amsterdam,
demanding to continue their domination through speculation, monopolization, green insanity, and financial-
military-complex policies.

Farms, land in farms, and average acres USDA Economic Rescarch Service
Features of the Transition e i e

The Global Majority of nations is made up of alignments
like the BRICS, now at 10 nations (Brazil, Russia, India,
China, South Africa and Egypt, Ethiopia, Iran, United Ar-
ab Emirates and Indonesia), the African Union, the Eura-
sian Economic Union, and so on. They are boosting their
agriculture through big infrastructure projects, uplifting
rural areas, giving credit to family farms, etc. They are
deliberately intervening to boost their agriculture produc- | ']
tivity. Did you know that even Afghanistan--kept down by |° T~
sanctions and bans, is building a 177-mile canal to irri-

gate 550,000 hectares of wheat? SICENSUS or ‘-m=
S| AGRICULTURE

7 4

Farms {millians) ———

Average farm sire
1100 acres per farm;

Land in farms (billions of acres)

The breakdown of the monopoly system is dramatic. U.S. | not: e census o agricuture sas first conducted n 1840, Beginning in 1950, he Department of Com-
. .. morce ﬁl»‘_t implemented a farm definition of $100 \_c'ulur:ol ygr_icul_tun.‘ producls s_ol_d_. Later definitions used a
ag ricu Itu re prod u Ctlvlty over the IaSt ha If ce ntu ry was mh:nblxlzr! otI::rEage alm:l !ortr:I vall:? ?‘f;rgg:chun. Beglnmng ||"|t 19?]4. th: d!'ﬁnm on of .a‘:ilalrn‘-l\r«'::j y
forced to serve the “Merchants Of Gra[n (book by Dan or r\o‘?u‘\:mp,- ..wddl.hav;lgcfn.sokl d‘um\.g the census rear USF:)J\-. Namr:jal Agricultural grausnc.s Service
(NASS) slarled ing the Census of Agriculture in 1997, Breasse of data coverage concerns, duta

Morgan, 1979) W0r|d monopo”es’ and now that iS over. fram 1978 to 2002 were adjusted to more accurately estimate the number of farms and land in famms. This

chart uses the coverage adjusted values for these years.

The US had 44% Of Wheat eXportS |n 1980, and now Source: USDA, Economic Aescareh Service using data from USDA, National
0 0, . Agricultural Statistics Service, Census of Agriculture (through 2022). CHA RTS o N(_.-_’TE
down to 11%. Same for corn (80% of world exports in
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1970’s, now at record low of 31%,) soybeans exports (80% five decades ago, now, down to 27%, etc. [May
2025 Grain Miller]

The attempted USDA policy to force more "market access" onto nations is a disaster. The Indian farmers
rioted in the streets in March, when V.P. JD Vance gave them the cartel message that India must take more
U.S. Ag exports. They burned him in effigy. The world market system is controlled by the global monopoly
cartel systems. These systems are modeled after the old empire systems known as the British and Dutch
East India Companies. We fought a revolution to get out of the control of corporations that treat producers
like indentured servants and serfs. We want sovereign land-owning farmers defended by our government.
Add the same for all nations.

Solution Concepts: A Million New Family Farms!
What is the solution, benefiting all? A million new family farms! The founding fathers of the United States
gave us a Republic. The owner operated family farm was a direct result of breaking with financial and
trade monopoly-controlled economies. The biggest market we have is our own country. No monopoly sys-
tem should be allowed to manipulate the production prices American farmers need to stay in business and
use cheap imports to put sovereign U.S. farmers out of business.

We need a 30 — 50-year federal program to rebuild and replace the millions of family farms we have lost.
We need a federal program to create one million new family farms. We need a federal farm policy that
smashes all monopoly price-rigging systems and sets up a program that all retiring farmers can enroll in to
help create a new farm business with a new young farmer. The retired farmers, who participate, should get
special tax incentives to do this. The young farmer enrolled in the new farmer program should get access to
special federal credit to purchase his machinery and inputs. All land rentals should be 50/50%. All partici-
pants of the new family farmer program should have access to a special parity-oriented-pricing-system,
such that they can raise a family and replicate the farm into the next generation. The one million new family
farmer programs should be modeled after the thinking of our founding fathers like Alexander Hamilton, Hen-
ry Carey, Abraham Lincoln and Franklin Roosevelt’s economic principles where the money and the bankers
were the servants to the producers. Monopoly busting, anti-trust and parity pricing should walk hand in
hand like brothers to shut down any practices like the old British and Dutch East India Company monopoly
cartels.

The Million New Family Farms program will return U.S. agriculture to the American System tradition of sov-
ereign citizen owner-operator family farms that are defended against global monopoly banks and grain-
merchants and bring the American System rural culture back into U.S. agriculture.

Robert L. Baker, bb888k@gmail.com
703-554-5397
Daily Website: EIR.NEWS

U.S. farms and their value of production by farm type, 2023 $150.000 Inflation-Adjusted $ per Farm Household
Percent of U.S. farms or production ' 2014
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2025 OCM MEMBERSHIPS ARE DUE - Renew/oin/Donate TODAY!

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 justice within
the marketplace. Working together we can ensure everyone receives their fair share of America’s prosperity they build. By be-
coming a member, you will have access to the information and tools you need to join the fight.

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

S50 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 to December. Make checks payable to OCM, P. O. Box 6486, Lincoln, NE 68506 or pay by
debit or credit card through our secure, only system at www.competitivemarkets.com.

MAKING A DIFFERENCE!

Please consider OCM as a tax deduction donation this year.
| would like to make a 2024 Donation to OCM TODAY!
All donations to OCM are recognized by the IRS as a 501(c)3 non-profit tax deduction.
Your support and donation can MAKE A DIFFERENCE.
NAME

ADDRESS

CITY, ZIP CODE EMAIL

DONATION AMOUNT

Please send your donation to: OCM, P. O. Box 6486, Lincoln, NE 68506, OR pay by debit or credit card online
through our secure, online system, at www.competitivemarkets.com

Thank you.
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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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