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MEMBER NEWSLETTER

Fighting for Economic Justice for America’s

Family Farmers and Ranchers

FROM THE PRESIDENT. .

USDA Threatens Food
Security

If the COVID debacle did anything, it highlighted
that the concentration of food production is
quite insecure. During that period we saw empty
shelves and short supply. The more generally
known fact is that four meat packers control
about 85% of the meat packaged in this country.
The shutdowns in the meatpacking industry
yielded serious bottlenecks in getting available
cattle through processing. It is evident that more
processing options are required for this segment
of food production to become secure. Failure to
enforce the Packers and Stockyards Act has al-
lowed consolidation in meat packing. The loss of
over 300,000 cattle farms and ranches and over
90,000 small family style feeding operations is
the result. The subverted use of the beef
checkoff dollar lobbying against country of origin
labeling of beef and pork is also a major facilita-
tor in this precipitous decline furthering consoli-
dation.

The other area suffering consolidation in produc-
tion is in cropping. The total number of farms in
the USA decreased from 2.04 million in 2017 to
1.88 million in 2024. A decrease of about 8% in
less than a decade. Small farms decreased as
much as 9%. Midsize farms are stable. Both
small and mid-sized farms are suppressed by
USDA subsidy programs which favor large farms
both commercial and independent. This is a ma-
jor driver of consolidation.

For example, each family member actively en-
gaged in a large farming operation is eligible for
up to $125,000 annually, up to $450,000 in the

(Haynes Continued Page 5)
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Ocm 27" Annual Food & Agriculture
organizationfor — Conference & Membership Meeting

Competitive Markets
October 16th, 2025

National Virtual Townhall
Is America’s Food Supply Secure?

AGENDA

9:00 AM — Immediate Welcome & Invocation- Dr. Taylor Haynes/ Tom Dierks
9:10 AM — Welcome- Dr. Taylor Haynes - President, OCM

9:15 AM — Dr. Max Thornsbury, DVM Animal Health

9:45 AM - Q&A
10:00 AM — Marty Irby — Secretary, OCM - Legislative Update A NATIONAL ;’:’
10:30 AM — Q&A VIRTUAL.. *®

TOWNHALL

10:45 AM — Carrie Balkcom-Executive Director, American Grassfed Is America’s

Association
11:15 AM —Q&A

Food Supply
Secure?

11:30 AM —Joel Salatin, Polyface Farm, Lecturer and
Best Selling Author
12:30 PM — Q&A

12:45 PM Alan Lewis, Director of Government Affairs; Food & OCTOBER 16TH
Agriculture Policy, Organic & Natural Health Association (Natural STABTING AT_9:00 AMCT
Grocers Association) (Event will be live streamed)
1:15PM - Q&A

1:30 PM — Secretary Robert F. Kennedy Jr. or Dept. of Health and Human Services Representative
2:30 PM - Q&A

2:45 PM — Dr. Taylor Haynes- Year in Review
3:00 PM —Business Meeting & Elections

*SCHEDULE IS TENTATIVE

*If you’re unable to use Zoom but you are a voting member, you may also call in your vote & leave a mes-
sage by 3:30PM Central Time. Call Secretary, Marty Irby to cast your vote at 202-821-5686
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Wait! What!

By OCM Director Deborah Mills

Dairy Exports have always been touted as the avenue for increased farm-gate milk prices.
Currently, butter exports are at record highs, but the farm-gate milk prices are declining.
Concurrently, the U.S. dairy industry is importing massive amounts of butter even as
domestic production surges.

What is Going On?
Exploding Export Demand & Budget-Friendly U.S. Pricing. Exports are skyrocketing: In the first half of 2025, U.S.
butterfat exports surged 151% year-over-year, reaching 48,630 metric tons. Butter exports doubled: In June
alone, butter exports jumped 100.4%, marking a shift from the U.S. being a net importer to a net exporter of
butter in 2025. Cheaper than competitors: U.S. butter is priced significantly lower than European alternatives—
often selling at a 30—40% discount. As one industry analyst bluntly put it: “We're exporting so much butterfat be-
cause, right now, U.S. butter is dirt cheap compared to the rest of the world.”

Tight Global Supplies & U.S. Competitive Advantage. Inventory tightness: U.S. butter inventories recently fell below
prior-year levels by 6.8%, despite record production, showing how fast global demand is consuming stock. Buyer
preference for supply security: The U.S. offers reliable availability and preferential long-term contracts—worth a
premium to many global buyers.

Production Trends Favor Butterfat. Growing butterfat output: The U.S. is seeing a rise in butterfat thanks to ge-
netics and management practices, boosting the exportable supply. Ample cream supplies and high butterfat yields
are putting downward pressure on domestic prices, further encouraging export volumes.

Trade Momentum & Expanded Market Access. Regional growth: Butterfat exports to areas like Canada, Mexico,
the Middle East/North Africa have climbed dramatically—some destinations have seen +356% to +469% growth in
the first half of 2025. Strategic export surge: High demand combined with favorable pricing and regional trade re-
lationships — especially with neighboring countries — are fueling this boom.

The Big Picture: Why So Much Exporting?

Key Driver What's Happening
Export Demand Butterfat exports up 151%; monthly butter exports doubled in June
Pricing Edge U.S. butter is consistently cheaper than EU/New Zealand alternatives

Production & Supply  Rising butterfat production and glut of cream make exports viable
Global Market Gaps Tight EU/Oceania supplies and buyers seeking alternatives boost U.S. exports
Trade Conditions Strong demand in Mexico, Canada, MENA, etc., supports sustained export growth

What This Means Going Forward. Domestic market implications: As export demand absorbs more butterfat, do-
mestic supply tightens—potentially increasing prices at home. Producers’ opportunity: Those near export facili-
ties or with high butterfat output stand to benefit the most, especially if they lean into global markets. Strategic
shift: The U.S. dairy industry is increasingly export-driven—future strategies must consider global complexities,
not just domestic trends. The U.S. is exporting record butter. Butterfat volumes are up in 2025, buyers are flooding
in thanks to competitive pricing and reliable supply. Production (especially butterfat content) is up, easing export
capacity. Global butter shortages—particularly in Europe—favor U.S. suppliers. Exports to Mexico, Canada, MENA,
and beyond are soaring.

In short: High butterfat output + exceptionally competitive pricing + robust international demand = a perfect storm

for record U.S. butter exports.
(Mills Continue Page 6)
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Sept. 12, 1015—We are all too aware of the dis-
Let,S Get In on the Future! astrous things underway in U.S. agriculture,
from the prices down, the costs of inputs sky
It Just Happened! The Biggest Economic high, the Big Four bigger than ever--across all
Reorganization in 100 Years commodities, but the most important need-to-
know update is blacked out. An historic dynamic
End Wall St. / London Monopoly Globalism; has come into being, marked by special events in

. . recent weeks, that signifies a new, workable, fair
Return to the American System of Economics cconomic system for the world.

By Robert L. Baker It’s not a done deal. But our task is to get in on

it. Get the U.S. out of the terminal rut of tolerat-
ing globalism and get some nation-serving homeland and foreign economic progress going. Our nation was
founded on principles including a government con-
trolled national credit bank, to bust the control of colo-
nialist bankers, like our current privately-owned Fed-
eral Reserve System.

The World Land-Bridge with Selected New Features

World renowned American System economist Lyndon g

LaRouche’s second economic law is for every nation _“)?\

. o . : - /
to have their own sovereign infrastructure credit bank, N 18 N
like the U.S. was founded on. N

NOTE: In July, the 40,000 elected officials and 3000
county governments of the National Association of
Counties (NACo) and in August, the Democratic Na-
tional Committee (DNC) both voted unanimously to
support resolutions calling for establishing a $5 Tril-
lion National Infrastructure Bank.

https://www.laroucheorganization.com/
what are vou actually buving into with bitcoin

Strategic Update - International

On Aug. 15, in Alaska, an extremely important meeting between President Trump and Russian President
Putin took place, not only toward resolution of the Ukraine war crisis, but for the “spirit” of potentially re-
storing mutually beneficial economic relations between these two nuclear super-powers. Members of the U.S.
and Russian delegations spoke of oil, gas and other prospects for future cooperation. The significance of what
can happen is that the long-discussed Bering Strait Rail Tunnel has been raised by many people. It’s not
science fiction engineering, it is a 65-mile span, with two islands, that would link the Americas and Eurasia
and change the planet.

In early September, two weeks after the Trump-Putin Alaska summit, a week of spectacular gatherings took
place in Asia of heads of state meeting on economic policy in China and Russia. Three events occurred in
succession.

On Aug. 31-Sept.1, Government leaders of 10 member nations of the Shanghai Cooperation Organization
(SCO), plus observer and dialogue countries, met in China. The three leaders of China, Russia, and India met
in person.

On Sept. 3, these three met with more leaders in Beijing attending the commemoration of the 80™ anniversary
of the Victory in World War II. Also on Sept. 3, a four-day, 10™ annual meeting of the Russian Eastern Eco-
nomic Forum was held in Vladivostok, with still more world leaders from more than 70 countries. https://
www.laroucheorganization.com/larouches eurasian forecast realized

(Baker Continued Page 10)
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(Haynes Continued from Page 1)

EQUIP program and $50,000 in the CRP program. There are other programs as well like crop insurance. The large
farms are growing larger by “farming the government”. This income, which is not actually related to production and
sales artificially inflates land values. This is a barrier to young people wishing to enter the industry. It is also a barrier
to the growth of small farms.

When unit value is determined by production and sales in any business, entrepreneurs have an opportunity to take
risks. Large farms trend toward monoculture production with its attended soil depletion issues. This then requires
ever increasing soil amendments with attended water quality issues, e.g. the dead zone just outside the mouth of
the Mississippi River.

Small to medium sized farms tend to be more diverse in location and production of table food. A disaster in one
area does not disrupt the national chain. They are more likely to be organic or all natural and serve local markets.
They are also more likely to use regenerative farming techniques.

Shrinking farmland, due to urban development, consolidation and economic factors are also drivers. The average
age of farmers is over 58 years, many without plans to pass to a succeeding generation.

We witnessed the shortages due to consolidation in the beef industry. We should act to stop consolidation in crop-
ping as well. The main culprit, in my view, is the well-intended but detrimental effects of the government subsidy
programs in beef production as well. These must be sun-setted before food production in the USA becomes in-
sufficient to feed our population.

With the continued population growth and shrinking farm and pasture lands, a food security crisis is looming.

I am well aware of the “safety-net” paradigm. It has always been interesting to me that an industry with a total
captive market needs a safety net. The “safety-net” could be accomplished by a Hybrid Farm Savings Account
(HFSA). This novel idea was spawned by D.C. Savage, a small midwestern farmer. It is based on the idea of the
Health Savings Account (HSA) popular in the healthcare industry. Simply Congress could modify the present US Tax
Code 179 to allow a farmer to put $20,000.00 before tax or up to half (1/2) of an eligible 179 deduction into this
account. Withdrawals would be tax free in disaster situations. Otherwise, withdrawals would use standard IRA
rules. Row Crop farmers would be advised to couple this with catastrophic crop insurance offered in the private
sector. The taxpayer is off the hook for the safety net. This program could be instituted by individual farmers
knowing that their subsidy programs are ending.

@ The USDA is projected to allocate $10.2 billion dol-
lars in subsidies and $20.1 billion in Crop insur-
ance. This tax cost could be elimated.

Ending government subsidy programs would have
farms trend to small more geographically diverse
farms. This would end the risk being generated by
concentration over time. The market/
management-based system would bring land pric-
es into line with what is required for new farmers.
This new system would advert the collapse of the
present system. ®

USDA SERy o CENTER

=
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(Mills Continued from Page 3)

Import Prices Higher Than Export Returns?

On average, the U.S. pays more for imported butter than what it earns from exporting butter.
Data from 2024 shows:

e Average import price: $8,307 per ton

e @ Average export price: $6,581 per ton

In dollar terms, that’s a difference of about $1,726 per ton, meaning we pay roughly 26% more to bring butter in
than we make by shipping it out.

But There's More to the Story. Milwaukee Price Gaps & Competitive Advantage U.S. butter exports enjoy an ad-
vantage over European competitors. According to The Bullvine, American butter trades at about $1.26 per pound
cheaper than European butter—giving U.S. producers a significant edge (that’s over $2,700 per ton). This makes U.S.
butter particularly attractive in global markets, despite the lower export price compared to imports Trade Policies &
Tariffs For imports, tariff structures play a role. Historical data indicates that to be viable, imported butter must be
significantly cheaper than U.S. domestic prices—traditionally at least $0.80 per pound cheaper—to offset tariffs,
transportation, and repackaging costs.

2024 Snapshot
Transaction Type Price (per ton) (per pound)
Imports (2024 average) $8,307 = $3.77
Exports (2024 average) $6,581 Price = $2.99

So, yes—imported butter costs more even though U.S. processors reap strong export demand due to favorable glob-
al pricing and market gaps.

Why is the U.S. Still Exporting Despite Paying More for Imports?

Specialty butter demand: The U.S. imports premium, European-style butter (e.g., Kerrygold) that often commands
higher retail prices. Cost offsets? Imports may include added packaging, branding, or value that justifies the higher
cost. Diversified supply: Imports help meet domestic preferences and niche market needs, supporting overall butter
consumption quality. Impact on U.S. Dairy Farmers. Squeeze on Farm-Level Milk Prices. The value of a farmer’s milk
check is tied heavily to butterfat pricing (Class IV milk, in particular). When U.S. butter is exported cheaply, it can
hold down domestic butterfat prices, meaning farmers don’t get the full benefit of global demand.

Meanwhile, imports bring in higher-priced specialty butter, but that premium doesn’t translate back to the farmer —
it mostly benefits importers, distributors, and retailers.
Result: Farmers may produce more butterfat, but don’t see proportional gains in their milk check.

Increased Volatility. Farmers are exposed to whiplash markets: Strong exports drain inventories, pushing U.S. whole-
sale butter prices up. Then high imports flood in, stabilizing retail shelves but suppressing farmer margins.This back-
and-forth increases uncertainty, making it harder for farmers to plan feed costs, herd management, and breeding for
higher butterfat cows. Result: Greater financial risk at the farm-gate.

Global Market Dependency. The U.S. is now a global butter player. In 2025, exports to Mexico, MENA (Middle East/
North Africa), and Asia surged. Farmers increasingly depend on foreign buyers for their milkfat value — if those buy-
ers pull back, the U.S. could be left with oversupply and crashing prices. Result: Farmer incomes are tied not only to
U.S. shoppers but to international politics, trade agreements, and global demand cycles.

Mismatch Between Consumer Demand and Farmer Return. U.S. consumers want premium European-style butter
(Irish Kerrygold, French cultured butters), which fetch $8,000+ per ton when imported. U.S. farmers supply standard
butterfat, exported at lower global prices (~$6,500 per ton). The added value (branding, processing, packaging,

( Continued on Page 7)
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(Mills Continued from Page 6)

marketing) accrues outside the farm gate. Farmers rarely see premiums for producing “specialty” butterfat unless
tied to niche contracts (e.g., grass-fed milk programs). Result: U.S. farmers feel like they’re selling “commodity
cream” while importers cash in on “gourmet butter.”

Opportunities, it’s not all negative. There are potential upsides: Export growth means farmers have a larger outlet
for their milkfat — without exports, U.S. inventories would balloon, depressing prices further. If U.S. processors
move toward higher-fat, European-style butter production, farmers could capture more of the value chain. Co-ops
that invest in branded butter exports (rather than just bulk commodity) could pass premiums back to farmers. Re-
sult: Farmers who are tied into progressive co-ops or processors could benefit if the U.S. shifts strategy from
“cheap bulk butter exporter” to “value-added butter brand exporter.”

Bottom Line for Farmers right now, the U.S. exports cheap butterfat and imports expensive butter. Farmers lose out
because they’re paid on commaodity butterfat prices, not the premium “European-style” prices driving imports. This
creates price pressure, volatility, and dependence on foreign buyers. The opportunity is in moving up the value chain
— branding, specialty butters, grass-fed or cultured butter programs — so farmers capture more of the premium
that currently goes overseas.

Scenario Analysis for U.S. Dairy Farmers

Starting Point. Current (2024-25 average):

Import price: ~$8,300/ton ($3.77/1b) Export price: ~$6,500/ton ($2.99/Ib)

Farmers are paid on butterfat value via the Class IV price (milk used for butter and powder). More exports equal a
lower global price influence on the domestic market.

More imports equal a stable retail supply, but premiums don’t reach farmers.

Scenario 1: Imports Keep Rising (Status Quo)

Imports grow 5-10% annually, mostly premium European/Irish butter.

Exports stay high, but the U.S. keeps competing on price (selling at a discount).

Farmer Impact:

Milkfat price stagnates: stays around $2.90-53.10/Ib even if demand rises.

Retail prices climb: consumers still pay more for premium imports, but this doesn’t trickle back to farms.
Volatility increases: sudden import surges push domestic butter inventories higher, depressing Class IV prices.
Farmer Milk Check: Farmers may lose $0.50-51.00/cwt compared to what they’d get if U.S. butter captured the
same premium as imports.

Takeaway: Farmers remain stuck as “commodity suppliers,” competing on volume and efficiency while importers/
retailers capture the high-margin value.

Scenario 2: U.S. Shifts to Premium Butter Production U.S. processors pivot toward European-style butters (higher fat
%, cultured, grass-fed, specialty branding).

Farmers and co-ops differentiate milk supply (e.g., pasture-fed, non-GMO feed, regional ).

Exports move up-market, targeting Asia and MENA with premium branded butter.

Farmer Impact:

Milkfat value rises: If the U.S. closes even half the gap between export and import pricing, farmers could see +$1.50
—$2.00/cwt improvement in milk checks.

More stable demand: Premium products rely less on volatile global commodity swings.

Opportunities for contracts: Farmers supplying co-ops with grass-fed or specialty milk get direct premiums ($0.50—
$1.50/cwt.

Farmer Milk Check: Could rise to $20-22/cwt average, compared to $18-19/cwt in status quo.

Takeaway: Farmers capture more value if processors invest in specialty butter brands rather than bulk exports.

Mills Continued on Page 8)
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(Mills Continued from Page 7)

Comparison

Factor Scenario 1: Imports Keep Rising Scenario 2: Premium Shift
Farmer milk check Flat at $18-19/cwt Up to $20-22/cwt
Butterfat price ~$3.00/Ib (volatile) $3.50-4.00/Ib (stable)
Risk exposure High (global commodity swings) Lower (branded niche sales)
Who wins? Importers. Retailers Farmers + Co-ops
Bottom Line

e Status Quo (Scenario 1): Farmers stay squeezed, importing high-value butter while exporting bulk at a discount.
Milk checks stay flat or decline in real terms.

e Premium Shift (Scenario 2): Farmers gain leverage by supplying value-added butter markets, raising their milk
checks, and reducing volatility.

This article is a compilation of information from several sources found on the internet. Its purpose is to address the
growing contradictions occurring in milk markets signals that dairy producers have long used to predict their farm
margins. And the growing issues surrounding farmer-owned cooperative management, hired by the farmer-owners
to market their milk. This has resulted in far too many dairy farmers, after generations of being in business, exiting
due to decades of receiving below cost-of-production farm-gate milk prices, while Cooperatives have grown expo-
nentially on the backs of the farmer-owners.

The scenario that is occurring with butter imports and exports is yet another example of lowering the farmers' milk
prices through market manipulation. m

MAKING A DIFFERENCE!

Please consider OCM as a tax deduction donation this year.

| would like to make a 2025 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
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Loran C. Schmit
1929—2025

i} Senator Loren Schmit, a long time OCM supporter and past recipi-
ent of the 2019 Helmuth Award, passed away Wednesday
8 (September 17) afternoon at his home in Bellwood, NE at age 96

Loran Schmit served in the Nebraska Legislature from 1969 to 1993.
He is remembered as the "father of the state's ethanol industry" and
is credited with the legislation that has had an estimated $8 billion
impact on the state.

| Schmit, a Republican who served in the officially nonpartisan Legis-
|| lature is credited for legislation that built the state’s ethanol industry,
which today is directly responsible for 1,800 high-paying Nebraska

' jobs and an economic impact estimated at more than $8 billion. He
is remembered as a dogged advocate for rural Nebraska and the fa-
ther of the state’s ethanol industry, as well as a legislative leader who
e ' " was ahead of his time on other issues, including gambling. He
fought the oil industry, which opposed the corn-based fuel, to get it done.

At the height of his political power in the 1980s, Schmit could make or break a bill, according to former legislative aide
and ethanol industry colleague Pat Ptacek. “If you got Loran on a bill, he could pull 12-15 votes on any given issue,
because he worked with these people,” Ptacek said.

Schmit got bills passed to create the state’s expressway system, to allow physicians assistants to practice in Nebraska
and to create the State Ombudsman’s Office and the Nebraska Department of Environmental Control. He pushed for
higher-quality grain to increase international trade, and he took on the nation’s supermarkets, claiming they were in-

volved in price fixing on meat, which hurt Nebraska’s cattle producers.

He also went against the grain of the state’s elite by supporting starting local option, slot-machine gambling operations,
partly to reduce property taxes.

According to Albin, he had encouraged the Ak-Sar-Ben racetrack — which opposed expanded gambling back then for
fear it would hurt racing — to install slot machines and help finance the track, but the track declined. Today, of course,
the Ak-Sar-Bem racetrack is gone, and voter-approved casinos operate in five Nebraska racetracks. Some of the pro-
ceeds are being used to offset property taxes.

In 1980, Schmit was inducted into the Nebraska Hall of Agricultural Achievement. Then Gov. Charlie Thone gave the
induction speech, saying that the senator and farmer was proof “that one person who chooses to do so can make a dif-
ference.” “He can, so to speak, beat the unbeatable foe. He can reach the unreachable star. He can make an entire na-
tion, which is overly dependent upon foreign oil, stop in its tracks and examine an alternate idea such as gasohol,”
Thone said.

Schmit also took on the powerful in leading a 1988 investigation into the collapse of the Franklin Credit Union and the
rumored involvement of several prominent Nebraskans in an associated child sex-trafficking ring.

Schmit had been in declining health in recent years but continued to lobby for the state’s ethanol industry for years after
leaving the Legislature. His body was donated to science, according to Ptacek, because of his commitment to physi-
cians assistants. m
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(Baker Continued from Page 4)

New mega-infrastructure projects were announced for oil, nuclear power, transportation, agriculture and
cities, all centered on the Pacific Basin and Arctic. The Russian Trans-Arctic Corridor will be patrolled
by nuclear-powered icebreakers. (See thick blue line on World Landbridge Map)

There are 38 SCO and BRICS member nations and partners combined, amounting to 75% of the world’s
population. They represent 43% of the world’s economic activity. They are going to create an SCO infra-
structure credit bank. A new grain exchange is in the works, to break with the speculation in Chicago,
London, Paris and Amsterdam.

What Does this Mean to Us?

This Global Majority in motion is not an anti-West
bloc. It is an anti-colonialism alignment, which is
AMERICAN SYSTEM in our own U.S. interests to work with, and starts
ECONOMICS the breakup of the globalist monopolies we’ve

RESTORE been fighting against for decades.
o GLASS-STEAGALL

LaRouche’s

FOUR LAWS

For example, dump the current “market access”
2 RESTORE THE USDA campaign, whose aim is to allow our non-
¢ NATIONAL BANK parity cheap production to be used by Cargill,
— RESTORE ADM, JBS and the others, to foist on other coun-
%3. AMERICAN CREDIT SYSTM tries and ruin their farmers, in new trade deals. In-
24 e dian farmers burned JD Vance in effigy in March,
— 4. S(IEF\l(.:'g;‘g;E'(‘.g\%\n when he visited and said India must open its mar-
kets to the cartels. British farmers want to produce
their own beef, not get U.S. beef dumped on them by the JBS crowd.

What do we do? Beef is an example. We need to cold-turkey stop all beef imports to the U.S.,
and provide credit to expand ranching at home, especially to support young family ranches and farms. Do
the same with other production. Use the anti-trust laws. Bust up the cartels. Farmers in Brazil agree that
JBS should be broken up. But JBS got itself on the U.S. stock market this year (maybe being the biggest
donor to the Trump inauguration helped).

The Principles

Farmers and ranchers have the authority of being
involved in physical production of necessary

1 goods. We need to spell out the principles of what
must be done and mobilize with others to do it.

The “Four American System Economic Laws” for
the U.S. economy laid out in 2014 by Lyndon La-
Rouche, the economist-statesman, are a good refer-
ence for today. They are: (See Graphic)

Join the Future!

The founding principles of our nation, against the British Empire, make us the natural collaborator
of the New Majority—in food, energy, transportation, medicine and every way. This month we have a
magnificent example of collaboration: the inauguration of the Grand Ethiopian Renaissance Dam on the
Blue Nile. Italian, Chinese and Ethiopian firms built the 5000 MW dam and power stations. Let’s join
the future! (See above) m

Robert L. Baker bb888k@gmail.com
703-554-5397 www.larouchepub.com EIR.News

https://drive.google.com/file/d/INRIFtEMOdSDrf4AH1WbHzJsLLJB nYimj9/view
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OCIT]

Organization for
Competitive Markets

2025 OCM MEMBERSHIPSApplication -- renew/oin

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 becoming a member, you will have access to the infor-
mation 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 S

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.
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ADDRESS CORRECTION REQUESTED ANATIONAL
“VIRTUAL,,
»TOWNHALL

L Is America’s

_Food Supply

-.Secure?
- t'

OCTOBER 16TH
STARTING AT 9:00 AM CT

OCM M ISSI 0 N STATE M E NT (Event will be live streamed)

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.

27" Annual Food & Agriculture

\ A NATIONAL

“VIRTUAL,, o
S TOWNHALL" " ¥ Conference & Membership
“Is Ac'tlnsericai’s .
_F
g Meeting

e October 16th, 2025
OCTOBER 16TH
STARTIN(": AT‘9:00 AMCT . .
(Event will be live streamed) Nanonal vlrtual To thall
Is America’s Food Supply Secure?
(See Agenda Page 2)
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