EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

California NFACT Hearings

Draft: March 30, 2001

Jerome B. Siebert

This report is a summary of the NFACT California 2002 Farm Bill Forums held by the California Department of Food and Agriculture (CDFA).  Nine such forums were held at various locations throughout California.  The list of forum sites and dates are contained in Attachment 1.  Each forum was open ended in which participants responded to a number of focus questions developed through stakeholder group meetings prior to the event.  A list of the questions is contained in Attachment 2.  In addition, an explanation of NFACT and its positions on the focus questions is contained in Attachment 3.  The purpose of the hearings was to obtain input into consideration of  changes in the 1996 Federal Agriculture Improvement and Reform Act (FAIR).


According to the latest data from the California Agricultural Statistics and National Agricultural Statistics Services, gross receipts of California agriculture amounted to nearly $25.6 billion in 1999, and increase of 2.4 percent over 1998, but 2.5 percent below the high registered in 1997.  Farm gate marketings totaled $24.9 billion in 1999 compared to $24.6 billion in 1998.  When government payments of $651.3 million (up from $353 million in 1998) are added to this figure, the total gross agricultural income for California agriculture amounted to $25.6 billion compared to $25 billion in 1998).   The leading agricultural sector is fruit and nut crops ($6.9 billion) followed by livestock and dairy ($6.7 billion), vegetables ($6.0 billion), field crops ($2.8 billion), and nursery and flowers ($2.5 billion).  Exports of agricultural products from California amounted to $6.1 billion in 1999; exports account for a significant amount of sales in many commodities.  Net farm income amounted to slightly under $5 billion in 1999 and has been declining since 1997.  Decreases in net farm income are due to significant increases in costs and difficulties in marketing.  Net income in the year 2000 is expected to decline again due to further increases in costs and overproduction.

While California agriculture is not as dependent on federal commodity payments as other U.S. states are, it is substantially impacted by farm bills enacted by Congress.  An examination of the titles and U.S. Department of Agriculture programs shows a substantial number of programs across the board which impact California agriculture.    In addition, USDA and CDFA cooperate on a significant number of programs important to California agriculture.  Hence, consideration of the a new farm bill in 2002 has significant implications for California agriculture well beyond the usual commodity provisions.  Titles of the 1985, 1990, 1996 Farm Bills are contained in Attachment 4.

General  Observations

Attendance at the forums varied significantly.  Responses to the focus questions varied according to local interest and the makeup of the farm economy in the region.  Responses to the focus questions by forum location are contained in Attachment 5.  These responses provide the foundation for this report.

The most prevalent and pervasive issue in all forums expressed by the participants was that agriculture is in trouble with net income down significantly and many farms, especially smaller ones, close to bankruptcy.  The most often cited reasons were significantly higher costs due to input price increases and increased regulation, and depressed markets due to a number of factors including overproduction and adverse impacts from trade agreements.  Among the more pervasive issues identified are:

· Farmers and ranchers are not facing a fair or level playing field due to inappropriate trade agreements.

· Imports are increasing more rapidly than exports leading to greater pressures on domestic markets.  

· Importing countries have more open access to U.S. markets through favorable trade agreements.

· Importing countries have a cost advantage due to lower regulatory standards and labor costs.

· Increased imports have increased the risk of imported exotic pests and diseases.

· The decline of the small and family farmer is significant.

· The farm population is aging and increased barriers are being placed in the way of young people entering agriculture.

· Retail concentration and consolidation is of increasing concern and impact on agricultural health and vitality.

· Exotic pests and diseases will play an increasingly significant role in California agriculture.

· The federal pest and disease prevention and detection system has deteriorated in its capacity to exclude imported pests and diseases.

· Increased environmental regulation have significantly increased costs.

· Conservation programs are useful and helpful, but significant barriers exist in the form of red tape and time consuming paperwork.

· Farmers are at risk in establishing good conservation practices that create wildlife habitat from endangered species regulation.

· A healthy farm economy leads to voluntary conservation practices.

· Increased funding and technical field staff are needed to implement conservation programs.

· Sustainable and organic farming methods need to be promoted as alternatives to chemical based agriculture.

· Disaster programs need to be more flexible and tailored to California conditions.

· Crop insurance is desired, but either not available for minor crops, or too costly.

· Research and education is necessary for California agriculture to both maintain its competitive edge as well as to meet increasing regulatory standards.

· Education of the public on the role of agriculture, conservation, and nutrition is especially needed at this time.

· Agriculture literacy is important to the long term health and well being of the agricultural economy.

These  overall issues form the backdrop for the alternatives suggested by the participants in the forums.  The alternatives from each forum are consolidated into summary recommendations in the following sections.

Animal and Plant Health

Much of the discussion in all of the hearings centered on the introduction of exotic pests and diseases into California, and the alternatives that should be considered in first, exclusion; second, detection; and third, eradication.  If these non native introduced pests and diseases cannot be eradicated, then strategies were suggested for control and  the mitigation of damage.  Pest and disease prevention and control accounts for a significant percent of costs in farming and ranching; introduction of exotic pests adds to these costs plus introducing additional risk from the standpoint of not having proven prevention and control measures.  Trade agreements were seen as a major culprit in increasing the probability of the introduction of exotic pests and diseases, especially as U.S. markets are opened to foreign competition and resources devoted to detection and exclusion by the federal government have not kept pace with the increase in imports.  In addition, discussion centered on the use of “good” and “sound “ science in determining, implementing, and enforcing regulations.  Discussion also centered on the loss of chemicals used in farming and ranching due to both the FQPA standards and the reluctance of companies to go through the registration process for “minor crops” which are characteristic of California agriculture.  Research, which will be covered in another section, was seen as the ultimate solution to animal and plant health problems and issues.  The following alternatives were identified for inclusion in federal farm legislation.  These alternatives are the ones which had the highest consensus among the forums.

· Exclusion of pests and diseases needs to be the highest priority for USDA animal and plant health programs.

· A risk assessment and comprehensive pest and disease management plan based on sound, peer reviewed science should be introduced into trade negotiations.  Trade should not take place unless strategies, protocols, and plans are implemented for pest exclusion.

· Phytosanitary and sanitary standards should be harmonized between the U.S. and its trading partners.

· Trade agreements should specify harmonization of production practices, especially health, safety, and pesticide protocols to harmonize with U.S. standards before allowing import of food products.

· Increase funding for APHIS pest and disease exclusion, detection, eradication programs, especially for border and port inspections.

· AQI funds should be entirely used for APHIS programs and not appropriated by Congress for non related programs.

· IR-4 funding should be increased.

· Increased funding for University of California Experiment Station and Cooperative Extension and USDA/ARS to provide assistance to industry in collecting and evaluating data relating to pesticide regulations and alternatives, especially for minor crops.

· A public relations and education program should be developed and implemented by USDA on the importance and economic benefit of exclusion of exotic pests and diseases to raise the awareness of the public of their importation.

Conservation

Conservation issues received perhaps the greatest participation and discussion among the nine forums.  Discussion and input ranged across a broad variety of topics.  One theme that was pervasive was the inability to conduct appropriate conservation practices due to the adverse financial situation being experienced by farmers and ranchers.  Participants overall felt good about the need for conservation practices, but pointed towards numerous barriers. Among these was the increased risk of violating ESA regulations when habitat was established under conservation programs and the subsequent penalties associated with the violation.  Another barrier that was identified was the paperwork and red tape associated with participating in conservation programs.  Yet another concern was the inflexibility of regulations that were top down and not suited to local conditions and environment.  The EQIP program and Conservation Reserve Districts were viewed favorably, but concerns were expressed over the level of funding and availability of technical assistance.  In those forums where forestry was a primary concern, there was substantial support for  including forestry practices under conservation programs.  Uniformly throughout each forum, substantial support was expressed for a greater focus on sustainable and organic methods through incentives, research, and technical assistance.  The following alternatives are a composite of those received at the forums.

· Preservation and conservation of farm land should be a major focus of the Farm Bill.

· Conservation and environmental policies, regulations, and programs should be based on sound, peer reviewed science.

· Increased funding should be provided for conservation programs such as EQIP.

· Conservation programs such as EQIP should be more flexible in their application taking into account local conditions and environment as well as differing local needs.  Priorities for use of conservation program funds should be set at the local level.

· Policies should be established to “hold harmless” accidental taking of wildlife under ESA when habitat is established under voluntary conservation programs.

· Incentives should be provided for voluntary conservation programs.

· Increased funding and personnel should be provided for both NRCS and UC Farm Advisors to provide field level technical assistance for conservation practices.

· Baseline funding should be provided for administrative overhead associated with Conservation Reserve Districts.

· Forestry should be included in the definition of agriculture.

· Horses should be included in the definition of livestock.

· Increased research focus and funds directed towards sustainable and organic methods and strategies and methods for meeting environmental standards and regulations.

International and Domestic Markets

The major concern across the forums under international and domestic markets is through increased globalization and liberalization of trading rules, the U.S. farmer and rancher as been placed in an uncompetitive position.  Common phrases such as “fair trade” and “level playing field” were used in describing the remedies to the competitive position in which U.S. agriculture has been placed.  The general conclusion in the forums was that the U.S., through trade negotiations, had opened up the U.S. market to competition more than opening up foreign markets to U.S. produced goods as evidenced by recent trade statistics.  Of even more concern was the expressed belief that production agriculture as used as a bargaining chip to gain trade concessions for non-agricultural products.  While the 1996 FAIR Act generally set trade policy favorable to California high value and value added kinds of products, implementation and funding of this policy did not follow.  Domestically, a great number of concerns were expressed over the inaction of government agencies, school districts, etc. to purchase locally.  The following alternatives are presented as a composite of those expressed at the forums.

· Measurement of marketing program effectiveness is impact on net farm income.

· Farm Bill should emphasize the establishment of  “fair trade” and a level “playing field” as U.S. policy.

· Establish source of origin labeling.

· Establish organic food labeling.

· Increase emphasis on market development, especially export markets.

· Increase Market Access Program (MAP) funding.

· Transparency and full disclosure on USTR agreements made with competing countries.

· Harmonize tariffs.

· Harmonize import and export regulations among trading partners to assure fair trade and level playing field.

· Use bargaining power of U.S. with countries where U.S. is at a trade deficit to buy increased U.S. food products.

· Require countries receiving USAID funds to purchase U.S. produced food commodities.

· Provide greater vigilance on potential dumping situations by importing countries and improve coordination with agricultural organizations to seek remedies.

· Establish standards in the Farm Bill that would trigger evaluation and possible antitrust actions on mergers and consolidations.

· Provide funds and other incentives for school lunch programs and other government programs to purchase locally and domestically produced food.

· Provide increased support for direct marketing and farmers’ markets programs.

· High Farm Bill priority should be integration of nutrition policy into overall agricultural policy including funding.

· Increased emphasis on nutrition education.

Research and Education

Research and education is viewed as highly important to the success of California agriculture.  The concerns expressed at the forums centered more on establishing appropriate priorities for problems faced by California agriculture, deterioration of the funding base and infrastructure, particularly within the UC system, and contractual arrangements by universities with large biotechnology companies which are seen to block access to research information and technology developed within the public sector.  Additional concerns were also expressed about the applicability of research to the small and family farmer.  Given the nature of many of the problems being experienced by California agriculture that are related to marketing, including globalization and increased consolidation and concentration, its importance was also emphasized. USDA/ARS research facilities, such as the Albany research facility and the Carl Hayden Bee research facility in Tucson, were viewed as highly important to California agriculture. The following alternatives are a composite from the nine forums related to research and education.

· Priority should be given to developing alternatives and strategies for managing exotic pest invasions.

· Priority should be given to developing alternatives to chemicals being lost under FQPA and minor crop registrations.

· Priority should be given to developing sustainable and organic alternatives as well as incentives for producers to use them.

· Marketing research should be increased, including post harvest.

· More emphasis should be placed on field research, especially that performed by UC Farm Advisors and cooperating farmers and ranchers.

· More research should be performed on developing new crops and uses for agricultural production.

· Increased emphasis should be placed on application of research results to small and family farmers.

· Research into the impacts of increased concentration and consolidation in the food and fiber chain needs to be undertaken.

· Increased funding needs to be made available to increase farm advisor staff and support.  Additionally, linkages of UC Cooperative Extension field staff into UC and CSU academic departments needs to be improved.

· Increased coordination among UC, CSU, and the community colleges should be undertaken with respect to education, research, and extension programs.

· Private sector contractual arrangements with public sector universities, such as the University of California, and USDA/ARS should not be undertaken without guarantees that research results will be available to the agricultural sector.

· Increased education should be undertaken by USDA and CDFA to provide greater understanding by consumers and the public about the safety of the food supply.

Risk Mangement

Much concern was expressed at the forums about risk management alternatives for California agriculture, especially regarding a safety net for its specialty crops which normally are not under the federal commodity umbrella.  Commodity program crops, which include cotton, rice, wheat, corn for grain, and barley, amounted to over 2.1 million acres in 1999, or 26 percent of the total.  These same crops also accounted for $1.25 billion in marketing receipts, not counting government payments, or about 5 percent of the total marketing receipts for California agriculture in 1999.  Sugar beets amounted to an additional 108,000 acres and $132.8 million in marketing receipts in 1999.  Milk, which is the leading commodity in California with $4.1 billion in marketing receipts, has a pricing and pooling system under a California state marketing order, and federal programs.  However, all of the federal commodity program crops under FAIR have had to rely on markets with minimal government intervention to provide most of their income.  This situation has led to greater variability and fluctuations in prices received by producers and in income.  Hence, since 1996, producers of federally supported commodities have seen substantial instability in income.  Over this same period of time, production expenses have increased while prices received have decreased leading to a severe adverse financial situation.  Producers of specialty crops in California have seen the same situation occur with prices becoming more variable due to liberalized trade agreements and the same production expenses increasing.  However, specialty crop producers do not have the additional income from production flexibility contract payments, which is an important part of the farm bill commodities.  Adding to the variability of income for specialty crops is the increase in exotic pests to California which has increased uncertainty.  While crop insurance is available for a few specialty crops, most are not covered and aside from weather related situations, there is no insurance available for the newly introduced variability brought about by globalization, insect and pest invasions, imposed quarantines, and uncertain water supplies.  As a result, there was much concern expressed at the forums and in submitted briefs over providing a safety net for California agricultural specialty crops to mitigate some of the new uncertainties and risks.  The following alternatives are a composite of those made at the forums.

· Expand crop insurance into crops that do not now have it.

· Consider crop insurance for multiple, related classes of crops rather than a single crop to broaden the actuarial and risk pool.

· Expand crop insurance provisions to cover more risk situations such as losses from exotic pest invasions, quarantines, water reductions from drought related situations, adverse markets brought about by dumping of foreign produced products, and market disasters such as the bankruptcy of a major processor.

· Provide benefits under crop insurance to cover a percentage (90% most suggested) of crop production expenses.

· Provide a low interest loan program for crop disasters.

· Provide an IRA type program where farmers can set aside profits during profitable years and withdraw funds during low income years without penalty.

· Provide program for low cost liability insurance.

· The Farm Bill should address the provision of transportation, housing, and medical benefits to farm workers.

· Education should be provided to producers on managing and mitigating risk, and accessing and utilizing risk management tools and programs.

ATTACHMENT 1

LIST OF FORUM LOCATIONS

1. Fresno, November 14, 2000

2. Salinas, November 20, 2000

3. Costa Mesa, November 30, 2000

4. Anderson, December 7, 2000

5. Ukiah, January 9, 2001

6. Ventura, January 12, 2001

7. Imperial, January 23, 2001 (with Arizona NFACT)

8. Woodland, January 30, 2001

9. Paso Robles, February 8, 2001

ATTACHMENT 2

NFACT/CALIFORNIA 2002 FARM BILL FOCUS QUESTIONS

A. Animal and Plant Health Issues:  

· Looking at animal and plant health issue needs for California:  
· What existing animal and plant health polices and programs should be kept or what adjustments need to be made to existing polices and programs to make them workable for you?

· What specific animal and plant health polices and programs are needed that do not currently exist?

· Are there specific animal and plant health polices and programs, which are no longer relevant?

· How should the government assess the risk brought about by increased trade with countries that have potentially devastating pests and diseases? 
· What infrastructure is needed to comply with the Sanitary/Phyto Sanitary requirements?  

· What polices and programs are needed to address the issue of human health problems arising from imported pests and diseases?

B. Conservation:  

· Looking at resource conservation needs for California:  
· What existing conservation polices and programs should be kept or what adjustments need to be made to existing polices and programs to make them workable for you?

· What specific conservation polices and programs are needed that do not currently exist?

· Are there specific conservation polices and programs, which are no longer relevant?

· What incentives would you need to make monetary commitments to conservation?

· How should the Farm Bill address issues such as: agricultural land preservation, rural /urban interface issues, and urban conservation?  

· What type of assistance do you need to address conservation needs in light of environmental statutory requirements such as Total Maximum Daily Load’s (TMDL’s), Endangered Species Act (ESA), wetlands, Etc?
· What educational curricula are needed to address conservation issues, policies and programs at the high school and university level?

C. International and Domestic Markets:  

· Looking at international and domestic market needs for California:  
· What existing international and domestic market polices and programs should be kept or what adjustments need to be made to existing polices and programs to make them workable for you?

· What specific international and domestic market polices and programs are needed that do not currently exist?

· Are there specific international and domestic market polices and programs, which are no longer relevant?

· How should the effectiveness of marketing program be measured?

· What programs should the Farm Bill authorize to maximize opportunities to market U.S. agricultural products globally via electronic technologies?

· How can USDA and USTR better cooperate to ensure compliance with previous and future trade agreements?

· What could be done to advance a wider range of domestic market outlets for California farmers, such as restaurants, school districts, government contracts, farmers' markets, and others? 
· What incentives could be placed in the 2002 Farm Bill to ensure that fresh produce and other California products are available to consumers in economically challenged areas nationwide?
· How could a bonus added incentive for food stamps redeemed for the purchase of domestically grown products be implemented?
D. Research:

· Looking at agricultural research needs for California:  
· What specific research polices and programs are needed that do not currently exist or what existing research polices and programs should be kept?

· What adjustments need to be made to existing research polices and programs to make them workable for you?

· Are there specific research polices and programs, which are no longer relevant?

· How could pest management alternatives be better addressed (i.e. methyl bromide alternatives)?
· Are there special needs for research in animal agriculture that are not being addressed?
· Other than financial resources, what are the small farmer research needs not currently being addressed?
· How should USDA research be coordinated with appropriate federal agencies so it could be more effectively utilized by agriculture?  

· What is the right blend between private initiative and public resources in research?

· What additional extension programs and activities do you need for the crops you produce (UC, CSU, Community Colleges)?

E. Risk Management:  

· Looking at risk management needs for California:  
· What specific risk management polices and programs are needed that do not currently exist or what existing risk management polices and programs should be kept?

· What adjustments need to be made to existing risk management polices and programs to make them workable for you?

· Are there specific risk management polices and programs, which are no longer relevant?

· What type of safety net fits the needs of your operation?

· What crop insurance provisions would be important to your operation?

· How should the Farm Bill address special transportation insurance for farm worker transportation?  

Overarching Farm Bill Questions:

1. What is the top priority for changes in farm policy?

2. What specific farm policies do you need that do not currently exist?

3. What adjustments need to be made to existing farm programs to make them workable for you?

4. What educational programs should be undertaken to reach underserved farmers and ranchers?
5. How can the Farm Bill be modified to address the needs of limited resource and small farmers and ranchers growing a diversity of commodities? 
6. What could be done to educate the non-agricultural population about the overall value of agriculture, land stewardship ethics, food and fiber production, and how agriculture contributes to their environment and quality of life?
7. Should the Farm Bill make a distinction between the small family farmer and the larger farm operator?
8. Should the Farm Bill be expanded to address the multi-goals of sustainability such as society, environment, and economy?
9. What polices and program changes are needed ensure a safe food supply?
10. What programs are needed to address bio-terrorism?
ATTACHMENT 3

NFACT Positions on Forum Questions

Animal and Plant Health.
NFACT supports increased funding for plant and animal pests and diseases currently affecting the NFACT states.  Pest detection and eradication programs should be effective.  Resources are seriously tested when an infestation occurs, such as the red imported fire ant, or the glassy winged sharpshooter.  NFACT has also been concerned about the adherence to Sanitary and Phytosanitary  agreements negotiated and utilized by our trading partners.

Conservation.
Conservation programs are in constant demand by producers in NFACT states.  The existence of programs at all levels of government to protect and enhance environmental quality from potential degradation necessitates the development of an effective, coordinated strategy to avoid conflicts and duplication of efforts.  Farmers and ranchers want to balance the environment’s needs with their economic needs.  Policies and programs that allow this balance to take place are needed.

International and Domestic Marketing.
NFACT supports current programs which assist U.S. producers in marketing their products.  These programs include the Market Access Program (MAP), which is a  cost share program to promote U.S. products and commodities abroad.  Another program is the USDA purchase of commodities for surplus removal.  These purchases assist growers by the removal from the market of excess commodities, as well as providing a benefit to students in the school meal programs and low income food programs.  NFACT concerns have been regarding the development and adherence to international trade agreements and the development of effective domestic nutrition policy for healthy eating.

Research.

NFACT supports increased research in the areas of pest detection and exclusion, integrated pest management, sustainable agriculture, and agricultural labor issues.  Public investments in agricultural research have been significant in several areas, with the exception of specialty crop and livestock agriculture.  In particular, given the global and high tech era we have now entered requires additional support of public and private research.  Food and fiber are essential to all people, and we must ensure our productive capacity is secure.

Risk Management.
NFACT supports recent Congressional action to reform and introduce new programs to provide a safety net for agricultural producers and ensure that a stable and safe food supply is abundant for consumers.  However, with the consideration of new federal farm policy, NFACT is concerned with recommending effective changes and reforms regarding a farm safety net.

ATTACHMENT 4

SUMMARY OF FEDERAL FARM BILLS, 1985-96
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ATTACHMENT 5

SUMMARY OF FORUM RESPONSES

NFACT:  Anderson – 12/14/2000

Animal and Plant Health.
1. Increased funding for imported pest detection, prevention, exclusion, and eradication, especially on minor, specialty crops.

2. Increased support for IR-4 program to develop pest management alternatives for minor crops.

3. Increased funding for border stations to detect incoming pests.

4. Increased funding for UC research and extension specialists and farm advisors who provide assistance to industry in collecting and evaluating data for pesticide registrations, especially for minor crops.

5. Increased funding for research into managing exotic pest and disease populations from an economic standpoint.

6. Evaluate risk of importing exotic pests from importing countries and establish protocols to prevent pest importation.

7. Improved communication between USDA and local Agricultural Commissioners on risks associated with imported foods and related goods.

8. Improved communication between USDA and local Agricultural Commissioners on changes in Sanitary and Phytosanitary standards for exports.

Conservation.
1. Increase funding for EQIP projects.

2. Increase NRCS field staff to provide technical assistance.

3. Increase funding for wetlands restoration projects.

4. Farm Bill have as one of its major objectives retention of farm land.

5. Increased funding for  conservation easements.

6. Provide ACP type programs to small farmers.

7. Include forest producers under EQIP program.

8. Simplify permit process for conservation projects through improved coordination among federal, state, and local agencies.

9. Provide baseline funding for administration of RCD’s.

10. Provide grant writing assistance to RCD’s.

11. Sound science should drive conservation policies and programs.

12. Increase limit on size of dairy operations that qualify for conservation programs.

13. Provide insurance protection against liabilities associated with people trespassing on farms.

14. Hold harmless provision for farmers undertaking voluntary conservation projects to protect them from ESA violations.

15. Increased funding for Farmland Protection Program.

16. Funding to assist farmers in cleaning up unauthorized hazardous materials dumping on farmland.

17. Provide flexibility to tailor conservation programs to fit local needs and conditions.

18. Continue funding for Wildlife Management Service programs to control predators.

Risk Management.

1. Base crop insurance on gross income, or cost of production.

2. Expand crop insurance to cover more crops.

International and Domestic Markets

1. Require countries receiving USAID funds to import U.S. produced foods.

2. Ensure “fair trade” and level playing field in trade policy negotiations.

3. Harmonize Sanitary and Phytosanitary standards among trading partners.

4. Enforce dumping provisions on imports into the U.S., e.g. honey from China.

5. Reestablish federal honey loan program.

6. Provide for the study of mergers, acquisitions, and consolidations in the food and fiber chain and their impact on farmers and farming  communities.

7. Establish standards in the Farm Bill on mergers, acquisitions, and consolidations that would trigger antitrust actions.

8. Require chemical companies to pursue registrations for minor crops.

9. Grants or subsidies to smaller farmers for overcoming regulatory barriers in entering agriculture.

10. Country of origin labeling.

Research

1. Increase funds for rice straw disposal research.

2. Base introduction of species under ESA on sound science.

3. Increased research on invasive species.

4. Continued support for USDA/ARS field stations.

5. Increased research on forestry diseases.

6. Establishment of federal, state, and local agency work groups to address pest and disease problems.

7. Provide adequate levels of research capability to respond to pest and disease outbreaks.

8. Increased research focused on vaccines for animals.

9. Provide increased support funds to local farm advisor offices.

10. USDA take a more proactive role in countering misinformation based on bad science.

Overarching

1. Assure a fair and level playing field for U.S. produced commodities.

2. Provide baseline funding for RCD’s.

NAFACT: Costa Mesa – 11/30/00

Animal and Plant Health

1. Establish safety net for animal and plant health inspection based on sound science.

2. Increase off-shore resources for mitigation, prevention, and detection programs for imported pests.

3. Aggressive program to research and develop treatment protocols for specialty crops in both pre-harvest and post-harvest.

4. Decrease time when pests are found and intervention by government.

5. Extend deadline for use of Methyl Bromide as long as exotic pest threats exist and no feasible alternative is found.

6. Establish uniform, harmonized system of inspections and quality control with trading partners.

7. Conduct risk assessments based on collection of data and information of importation of pests and diseases with trading partners.

8. Increase number of field personnel to deal with detection, prevention, and mitigation of animal and plant pests and diseases.

Conservation.
1. Reward farmers for practicing good land stewardship and conservation.

2. Public relations campaign paid from public funds on the importance of domestically produced food and fiber and the role of conservation.

3. Build flexibility into government conservation programs.

4. Refocus funds away from commodity support to conservation support.

5. Provide tax incentives for landowners to keep agricultural land in production.

6. Focus on farmer profitability and conservation will follow.

7. Provide increased research in how growers can comply with environmental regulations.

8. Increase funding for EQIP program.

9. Provide subsidy for infrastructure in meeting TMDL requirements.

10. More flexibility in EQIP program.

11. Increased field staff to provide assistance to farmers in establishing good practices to meet regulatory requirements.

12. Establish clearer lines of authority between voluntary programs such as NRCS and regulatory programs such as US Fish and Wildlife.

13. Provide insurance against regulatory actions violating ESA for establishing voluntary conservation practices which lead to increased wildlife habitat.

14. Re-write the USDA mission statement to include agricultural education coupled with nutritional education.

15. Teach agriculture and conservation in K –12,

16. Establish teaching gardens in every school.

17. Establish a program via tax benefits for retired farmers to volunteer in schools and food banks.

18. Increase funding for Ag. Literacy Program.

International and Domestic Markets.
1. Promote consumption of fresh fruits and vegetables in USDA supported programs, e.g. school lunch, food stamps, etc.

2. Increase MAP funding.

3. Source of origin labeling.

4. Establish surcharges (tariffs) on imports that would provide funds to farmers in the pest management, conservation practices, and labor that would more equally level the playing field.

5. Improve coordination with agricultural industry in the collection of data used to establish trade policy and meet trade disputes.

6. Provide education to consumers, local business, school districts on the value and importance of purchasing locally grown produce and food.

7. Provide subsidies to school districts for purchasing locally grown produce and food.

8. Increase funding for farmers markets’ nutrition programs, WIC, etc.

9. Link farmers markets into school programs for educating children on proper nutrition.

10. Increased funds for Agricultural Commissioners to monitor and enforce Farmers’ Markets rules.

11. Provide incentives to establish neighborhood stores for the sale of fresh produce.

12. Provide liability insurance for producers who contribute excess food to charities and who provide educational opportunities.

13. Provide tax incentives to farmers and agribusiness to donate excess foods to distribution organizations.

14. Provide greater flexibility for use of school lunch funds to buy locally.

15. Improve accessibility of food stamp programs.

16. Reduce the paper work associated with applying for food stamps.

17. Integrate all steps in the food chain, producer, processor, retailer, banker, food distribution, food banks, farmers markets, etc., to more efficiently make use of food stamps.

18. Provide administrative overhead funds for food banks.

19. Funds coming to California should reflect the difference in the high cost of living.

20. Farm Bill should place a high priority and funding on a comprehensive approach to nutrition through both policy and funds.

Research

1. USDA continue to support land grant university concept for teaching, research, and extension programs at UC.

2. Provide incentives for companies to register their products for crops grown in California,

3. Increase research for developing post harvest alternatives for dealing with quarantines.

4. Increased research into programs dealing with exotic pests and diseases.

5. Increased research to determine species of pests and  risks of imports.

6. Increase applied research being carried on in farmers’ fields.

7. Increase UC Cooperative Extension resources directed to minority and small farmers.

8. Increase funding to sustainable agricultural production methods.

9. Increased funding for germ plasm reserve programs.

10. Sound science into decisions on regulatory actions such as quarantines.

11. Increased research on restoring soils to natural, productive states.

12. Increased research into integrated, biological multi-crop production systems.

13. USDA and CDFA be more proactive in defending the honor and integrity of the U.S. food supply based on sound science.

14. Subsidize the organic certification process.

15. Increased research into animal waste disposal.

16. Increased research and assistance in marketing, especially directed towards the needs of small and family farmers.

17. Increased emphasis on cost analysis and educational programs to assist farmers, especially limited resource ones, with methods of cost analysis.

18. Increased soil mapping.

19. Subsidized soil and water analysis.

20. Coordinate regulatory agency programs through USDA on ones that affect agriculture.

21. Publicly funded research should provide documented social, economic, and environmental benefits.

22. UC Cooperative Extension provide increased resources for community gardens.

23. Increase UC Cooperative Extension funds for responses to exotic pest invasions. 

Risk Management.
1. Combine crops for crop insurance purposes, e.g. ornamental crops.

2. Include quarantine losses with crop or disaster insurance.

3. Provide tax incentives for insuring farm labor in transportation, housing, medical, etc.

4. Farm Bill provide subsidies for farm worker housing, especially in high living cost areas.

NFACT-Fresno: 11/14/00

Animal and Plant Health.
1. Use all of the money collected through fees for pest exclusion and detection activities be used for that purpose.

2. Increase border inspections, including airports, for exotic pests.

3. Set standards on the use of sewage sludge on farm lands.

4. Tracking system on animals imported into the U.S.

5. Apply the same standards for the import of foods and produce as required of U.S. exporters.

6. Define “negligible risk” relating to imports.

7. Country of Origin labeling.

8. Products imported into the U.S. should meet the same production standards as U.S. produced products, i.e. use of pesticides, health and safety, etc.

9. Inspect all food products entering the U.S.

10. Enforce the existing laws and regulations on animal and plant health.

11. Prohibit products produced using non-registered chemicals from entering the U.S.

Conservation.
1. Shorter time period between installation and funding of EQIP programs.

2. Expand the number of animal units that can be funded under the EQIP program.

3. Make wetlands provisions flexible for adaptation to local conditions.

4. Improved outreach and education to farmers on conservation programs that are available.

5. Reinstate smaller programs under EQIP.

6. Increase market value limits on conservation easements to keep farmers in program.

7. Eliminate the “death tax” for preservation of farm lands.

8. Resurrect the “set-aside” program for conserving practices and supply management.

9. Base regulations on sound science.

10. Provide economic incentives, research, and education to producers to encourage voluntary compliance with conservation and environmental needs.

11. Increased coordination between USDA and EPA on rule making.

12. Address air quality issues and programs in the Farm Bill.

13. Increase research funding directed towards meeting air quality regulations.

14. Update soil surveys.

International and Domestic Markets.
1. Increase MAP funding.

2. Finance a study on impact of foreign subsidies on U.S. agriculture and farm income.

3. Study the impact of retail consolidation on the farm sector.

4. Don’t purchase from U.S. companies farming in foreign countries or from nations that provide subsidies to agriculture.

5. Don’t use foreign aid to subsidize foreign producers who ship to the U.S.

6. Farm Bill should focus on “fair trade”, level playing field.

7. Paperwork should be reduced for credit applications to allow more small farmers to qualify.

8. Establish tariffs on imports equivalent to the added domestic cost of complying with mandated regulations “equalization tariffs”.

9. Vigorously enforce anti-dumping laws.

10. Paperwork used with government programs should be more user friendly.

11. Evaluate impact of regulations on small farmer.

Research

1. Provide research into animal waste management.

2. Eliminate redundancy (duplicate research).

3. Marketing research is a priority.

4. Provide educational programs to producers on record keeping.

Risk Management.
1. Crop insurance cover losses from quarantines.

2. Crop insurance to cover losses from products being dumped in the U.S.

3. Revenue assurance program.

4. Provide crop insurance coverage to more crops.

5. Expand “preventive planting” disaster provisions to cover more diverse situations.

6. Expand crop insurance to cover more diverse situations.

7. Enforcement of existing PACA regulations.

8. Return to the concept of “parity” in defining a safety net.

9. Lower MIFSA regulations to make farm worker transportation insurance more affordable.

NFACT: Imperial – 1/23/01

Animal and Plant Health

1. Harmonize import rules on Karnel Bunt between Mexico and U.S.

2. Increase APHIS funding for border inspections and number of commodities.

3. APHIS develop comprehensive policy for excluding exotic pests.

4. Passage of “Minor Species Health and Welfare Act”.  Need to improve the development and FDA approval of  drugs for minor species animals and for minor species plants.

5. Use science in regulating exotic pests, both domestic production and imports.

6. Use border agricultural commissioners to inspect incoming produce.

7. Use e-commerce in issuing federal phyto-sanitary certificates.

8. Educate citizens and visitors/immigrants on dangers of imported pests.

9. No more regulations on fresh fruit and vegetable industry and retailers.

10. Increase education to producers on standards, regulations, and how to comply.

11. Harmonization of pesticide labels among states.

Conservation

1. FSA and NRCS should remain separate agencies.

2. Increase soil surveys.

3. Take into account local information and conditions in setting environmental and conservation regulations and programs.

4. Provide assurance against prosecution and loss of farming rights for accidental taking of endangered wildlife from voluntarily established wildlife habit.

5. Payments for voluntary environmental and conservation compliance.

6. Provide urban education on importance of farming.

7. Improve coordination of federal and state agencies on land use.

8. Provide research, technical, and financial assistance for meeting TMDL’s.

9. Integrate agriculture into basic K – 12 curriculum , especially high school.

10. Make vocational agriculture a required class.

Domestic and International Markets

1. Reform Guest Worker registration.

2. Increase access to MAP funds for small producers.

3. Harmonize import and export regulations for more level playing field.

4. Return to 1985/90 Farm Bill concept of payments based on target price.

5. Address profitability of sugar beet industry to include closing loopholes and quota system, agreement with Mexico under NAFTA.

6. Source of origin labeling.

7. Limit Mexican imports of fresh vegetables during winter season.

8. Use U.S. bargaining power with countries where running trade deficit to buy more U.S. food products.

9. Increase emphasis on market development, especially export markets.

Research and Education>

1. UC Farm Advisors work through Community Colleges.

2. More research directed towards the production of renewable resources, e.g. energy.

3. Increase research emphasis on mechanization, especially harvesting.

4. Increased research and consumer education on GMO’s.

5. Increased research into waste management, especially dairies.

6. Increased research into endangered species.

7. Use sound science in FQPA decisions.

8. Prevent export of research conducted with public funds.

9. Increased research into irradiation of foods.

Risk Management

1. Allow local FSA committees to determine which crops qualify for crop insurance.

2. Develop educational programs on insurance available to producers, benefits of insurance, and how to access and use available programs.

Overarching 

1. Farm policy should focus on assisting efficient farmers and industries against heavily subsidized foreign competition, e.g. EU sugar.  (leveling the playing field)

2. Increased research funds directed to production, waste management, and marketing on non-traditional crops.

3. End crop subsidies and give farmers the freedom to farm or go out of business.

4. Establish farm IRA’s to replace farm programs where farmers would pay into it in good years and withdraw in bad years.  Should be available to all farmers.

5. Require all high school students to take a class in agriculture.

NFACT: Paso Robles – 2/08/01

Animal and Plant Heatlth.

1. Increase funds for pest detection and exclusion

2. Provide funds for pilot pest programs to explore standards needed to be effective.

3. Science based approach to dealing with exotic pests and identifying risks from trade with countries with pests not wanted in U.S.

4. Increased funding for detection and inspection to keep up with increasing imports.

5. Zero tolerance at origin of inspection.

6. Have USDA inspectors conduct point of origin inspection for imports.

7. Same standards for imported foods as for U.S. produced.

8. Establish risk – benefits from the possibility of the introduction of new pests for foods imported into the U.S.

9. Educate the public from kindergarten on up about the benefits of excluding pests.

10. Provide education from kindergarten on up on food safety, preparation, and handling.  Reestablish UC Cooperative Extension Home Economics programs.

Conservation.
1. Incentive program similar to the Forest Stewardship Program for reforestation, planting, thinning, and growth related issues.

2. Modify programs for greater smaller unit participation.

3. Provide forestry service education and consulting programs.

4. Provide higher levels of funding to cooperative programs.

5. Remove burdensome conditions such as paperwork, additional cost, and additional time which are barriers to participation in conservation programs.

6. Funding should be provided for monitoring and education in forestry conservation programs.

7. Increased field personnel for NCRS.

8. Provide funding to address grazing issues, basic research, and implementation.

9. Provide flexibility to local levels for implementation of conservation programs.

10. Encourage cooperation and coordination among local agencies.

11. Develop alternative strategies for control of noxious pests and weeds.

12. Provide incentives for landowners to use conservation easements to preserve agricultural land.

13. Develop simpler and more frequent application processes for conservation grants.

14. Eliminate the “death tax”.

15. Provide “safe harbor” for landowner who practices good conservation and wildlife habitat.

16. Encourage organic farming.

17. Add “Tribal Lands” to definition of agricultural lands.

18. Develop registries of “chemical sensitive” people to alert them of possible chemical controls of noxious pests and weeds.

19. Expand EQIP.

20. Exclude government grant payments for conservation from income taxes.

21. Focus on habitat development, not on preservation of species.

22. Encourage the concept of Coordinated Resource Management Planning, CRMP.

23. Provide incentives for use of bio-mass, green waste.

24. Sound Science in developing environmental regulations.

25. Establish a process for “pre-approval” of practices that qualify for funding and shorten the application process.

26. Use “lead agency” concept of coordinating agency activities and regulations affecting the landowner.

27. Farm Bill should focus on marketing crops and educating public on importance of agriculture.

28. Provide internships for college students for “hands on” and learn by doing 

experience.

International and Domestic Marketing.
1. Closer working relationship between USDA and USTR to coordinate and develop information based on science regarding trade barriers imposed by importing countries on alleged pest problems.

2. Establish program for certification of good management practices for importers to U.S.

3. Country of Origin labelling.

4. USDA develop PR programs in response to “food scares”, e.g. Alar.

5. Establish and agricultural advisory committee to USTR.

6. Set up small producer preferences for USDA purchases for school lunch programs.

7. Recognize and approve irradiation for treatment of food products for bacterial contamination.

8. Education for producers interested in participating in school lunch program sales.

9. Labeling for organic products.

10. Reauthorize the honey and wool programs.

11. Educate consumers on benefits of purchasing domestic and locally grown foods.

12. Make unsold foods, especially fresh fruits and vegetables, to food banks for distribution to low income consumers (gleaning).

13. Provide public funding to food bank programs.

14. Expand nutrition education programs to low income consumers.

Research and Education.
1. Keep the Carl Hayden Lab for Bee research open in Tucson, AZ.

2. Expand USDA ARS programs in California for exotic pests and noxious weeds.

3. Expand research on exotic pests and diseases to include that done in other countries that may apply to U.S.

4. Expand research into Agro-forestry.

5. Provide more effective communications to producers on exotic pest impacts and control alternatives.

6. Expand research into pest management alternatives to include a holistic approach that integrates ecology, sustainability, economics, and management alternatives.

7. USDA develop an education and PR program to consumers on the safety of the U.S. food supply.

8. Develop research, education, and implementation strategies for portable small slaughter facilities.

9. Increase field assistance for conservation on grazing and grazing lands issues.

10. Increase research directed at family farms for “eco-tourism”.

11. Increase research into organic methods of farming.

12. Increase research into minor and specialty agricultural products that provide high value and value added to small family farm producers.

13. Provide local input to research priorities through local advisory committees.

14. Provide incentives for private sector companies to develop and market new products for minor crops based on research applications.

15. Increase “systems research” into developing alternative production strategies. 

16. Increase the amount of research done on farms.

17. Increase field staff in UC Cooperative Extension and NRCS.

Risk Management

1. Establish agricultural IRA’s: tax free, put funds into it in good years,; draw income from it in bad years.

2. Tie farm income payments to acreage reduction (set aside).

3. Tie insurance into cost of production.

4. Use local criteria in determining benefits and qualifications for disaster programs.

5. Use scientific data and expertise to determine extent of disaster impacts.

6. Need to develop a strategy for “bio-terrorism”.

Overarching.
1. Evaluate the impact of consolidations and mergers on the farmer.

2. Adopt “fair trade” and “level playing field” policies.

3. Good science involved in establishing regulations.

NFACT: Salinas – 11/20/2000

Animal and Plant Health.
1. USDA and CDFA partner to focus on prevention of introduction of new pests and diseases rather than eradication.

2. Increase funding for research into exotic pests and diseases.

3. Provide economic incentives for farmers to attempt alternative pest controls and insurance against loss.

4. Increase monitoring for exotic pests at ports of entry into U.S.

Conservation.
1. Linkage with RCD’s and NRCS with weed control programs.

2. Focus conservation on voluntary, incentive based programs.

3. Use conservation easements to keep farmland from urban expansion.

4. Hold farmers harmless from accidental takings of endangered species under ESA when making voluntary efforts at wildlife habitat.

5. Profitability in farming will enable farmers to afford good conservation practices; the Farm Bill should begin with profitability.

6. Provide more flexibility in changing EQIP plans over time as conditions change.

7. Increase amounts offered under CRP program for setting land aside for conservation purposes.

8. Provide education programs for urban youth on value of agriculture and conservation of resources.

Domestic and International Marketing.
1. Encourage consumption of fruits and vegetables through the food stamp program.

2. Closer relationship between farmers’ markets and low income nutrition programs.

3. Expand funding for low income nutrition education.

4. Encourage school districts to purchase local produce.

5. Provide on-farm slaughtering facilities and inspection.

6. Source of origin labeling.

Research

1. Focus research on small farming, especially organic and sustainable methods.

2. Establish local research and extension centers.

3. Research into pest exclusion and prevention.

4. Increased support for IR-4 research into pest management alternatives for specialized crops.

5. Marketing research for smaller farmers.

6. Increased funding on exotic pest and diseases.

Risk Management.
1. No comments or suggestions.

NFACT: Ukiah – 1/09/01

Animal and Plant Health

1. Maintain pest and disease exclusion system to keep out exotic pests

2. Research into eradication and control of exotic pests and diseases.

3. Include revenue losses due to quarantines in disaster programs.

4. Improved coordination of federal, state, and local agencies of pest exclusion.

5. Immediate quarantines to keep pest and disease infestations localized.

6. Increased research into Oak tree deaths.

7. Increased research into ecological approaches to dealing with pest invasions, re. Glassy winged Sharpshooter.

8. Provide 24 hour service for inspection of exports to meet sanitary/phytosanitary requirements.

9. Increased laboratory facilities to perform testing.

10. Imports meet same standards as domestically produced products.

11. Allow on-farm slaughtering and inspection.

12. Include horses as part of agricultural definition.

Conservation

1. Public relations on the benefits agriculture provides to the public and the role of conservation.

2. Increased funding for EQIP.

3. Increased flexibility in EQIP for innovation and local conditions.

4. Link farmers’ participation in conservation programs to commodity groups marketing programs.

5. Include forestry in definition of producer for qualification in conservation programs.

6. Increase technical assistance to forest landowners.

7. Reduce paperwork associated with participation in conservation programs.

8. Include water conservation and water storage facilities in EQIP.

9. Include horses under EQIP.

10. Farm Bill focus on agricultural profitability which leads to increased ability of producers to undertake conservation programs.

11. Increased educational programs on conservation practices for producers.

12. Increased conservation standards for participants in commodity programs.

13. Convert conservation practices into purchase of conservation services with identified benefits that can be explained to the public.

14. Provide flexibility in conservation programs to change practices as time and professional input dictate.

15. Provide incentives for farmers to change farming practices to integrated pest management.

16. Baseline funding for administration of CRD’s.

17. Provide technical assistance to small landowners in applications  for funds.

18. Streamline permit process for conservation projects.

19. Consistent, long term funding for conservation projects.

20. Fund efforts to bring stakeholders together to develop consensus and conflict resolution in land use issues.

21. Sound science into ESA policies, regulations, and listings.

22. Establish data repositories for use in permitting and conservation grants.

23. Provide educational programs for landowners on conservation practices.

24. Confidentiality of information and data used in conservation plans and programs.

25. Hold landowner harmless when implementing approved conservation practices.

26. Include agriculture and conservation in high school curriculums.

27. Link students and farms through educational programs.

28. Provide opportunities for students to work on farms.

International and Domestic Markets

1. Increased funding for innovative marketing programs, especially for small farming operations.

2. Make MAP more accessible to smaller farmers.

3. Reestablish the Fund for Rural America.

4. Source of origin labeling.

5. Provide opportunities for distribution systems for products suited for localized, niche markets from small farms.

6. Farm Bill should provide protections for all farmers, not just the producers of basic crops and commodities.

7. Measurement of marketing programs should be impact on farm net income.

8. Provide funding for innovation in linking school districts and other public entities purchasing food products to local producers.

9. Focus in linking local producers into demand driven markets.

10. Develop farmers’ markets capabilities for access to electronic capabilities.

11. Link farmers’ markets into low income nutrition programs, e.g. WIC, food stamps.

12. Fair and level playing field in trade.

Research

1. Continue and expand wildlife services programs.

2. Expand animal research.

3. Continue the Carl Hayden Honey Bee Research facility in Arizona.

4. Increased funding for research into exotic pests and diseases.

5. Increased funding for “Sudden Oak Sydrome” disease.

6. Increased funding for  IR-4 programs.

7. Increased funding for research into organic methods.

8. Increased research for small farmers.

9. Provide incentives for farmers to try alternative approaches to pest management.

10. Provide flexibility for agencies to contract with entities outside USDA for research into scientific, management, and policy issues.

11. Continue funding of USDA/ARS Albany Research facility.

12. Increased research into marketing.

Risk Management

1. Market disasters, e.g. Tri Valley, should be included under insurance and disaster programs.

2. Provision of limited liability insurance.

3. Regional flexibility in disaster programs to permit tailoring to local conditions.

4. Safety net should be constructed to keep farmers in business.

5. Crop insurance and disaster benefits should be market based, not productivity based.

6. Base crop insurance benefits on cost of production.

7. Farm Bill address transportation, housing, and medical benefits to farm workers.

NFACT: Ventura – 1/12/01

Animal and Plant Health

1. Reimburse farmers for impacts of exotic pest and disease invasions.

2. Existing amendment on AQI funds should be allowed to expire thus allowing APHIS to access more of user funds instead of Congress appropriating them for non-related programs.

3. Increase APHIS budget for exotic pests.

4. Increase funding for California trapping program.

5. Decrease regulations.

6. Enhance ability of specialty crops to get labels for pesticides used in IPM, e.g. nursery crops.

7. Scientific peer review process should be part of rule making.

8. National standards should be set for phyto sanitary protection to include imports.

9. Determine pesticide risks from importing countries before allowing imports.

10. Increase research into exotic pest control.

11. More equitable formula between states for budgeting allocations for pest exclusion.

12. Source of origin labeling.

Conservation

1. Federal Farmland Protection Program funding.

2. Increase support for educational programs, EQIP, and conservation cost share programs.

3. Use incentives for conservation and environmental compliance.

4. Conservation compliance should be required to participate in farm programs.

5. Decrease paperwork for farmer participation in programs.

6. Revise formula for conservation programs funding to increase CA share.

7. Money should be allocated on basis of cost of doing business principle.

8. Under EQIP, classify horses as livestock in order to get benefits.

9. Conservation programs to be determined and controlled locally. (difficult to adapt national standards to CA)

10. Provide “air credits” for producing clean air.

11. Develop grant programs through UC, CSU, etc. to address research needs for meeting environmental standards.

12. Develop policy to direct other non-USDA agencies to cooperate and coordinate activities through USDA for farm related programs.

13. Subsidize organic farming practices.

14. Fund credidation efforts for organic farmers such as underwriting costs of complying with organic standards.

15. Eliminate conflicts between national and local environmental standards, i.e. promote uniformity in their application.

16. Develop and fund educational programs for inner city, suburban, and urban youth on agriculture and conservation.

17. Establish environmental curriculum in state education including “hands-on” experiences.

International and Domestic Marketing

1. Establish level playing field in international trade.

2. Eliminate “Blue Box” provisions in trade (EU CAP)

3. Increase funding for export promotion programs.

4. Don’t aggregate funding caps under WTO, but apply caps to individual sectors.

5. Don’t allow imports from a country into U.S. unless they reciprocate, e.g. Chile.

6. Harmonize tariffs.

7. Eliminate “Peace Clause” in WTO (GATT) agreement.

8. Develop market reporting for organics.

9. Trade agreements should have scientific input regarding exotic pest questions, food safety, etc.  Need independent peer review.

10. Provide incentives for school districts to purchase regionally from small scale organic farms as well as senior nutrition programs.

11. Source of origin labeling.

12. Support creation of local public markets.

Research and Education

1. Increase research into TMDL’s.

2. Increase research into organics.

3. Increase research into non-chemical approach to Methyl Bromide.

4. Publicly funded research should be widely available and disseminated.

Risk Management

1. Create insurance program related to prices and cost of production – should be able to recover cost of production.

2. Change 35 percent loss determination for a county to individual farms as criteria for application of disaster funding.

3. Increase the number of horticultural sector representatives on Crop Insurance Board.

4. Include impact of quarantines in crop insurance coverage.

5. USDA fully compensate growers for introduction of pests and diseases due to trade agreements.

Overarching

1. Immigration reform.

2. Death tax elimination.

3. Concentration and food safety.

4. Retail concentration.

NFACT Hearings: Woodland

Animal and Plant Health

1. Expand EQIP for invasive species removal.

2. More money allocated to invasive species removal.

3. Predator control program expanded.

4. Make US Forest Service research into forest insect pest and disease problems more accessible to private sector forests.

5. Include forestry in EQIP .

6. Increased funding to APHIS.

7. Assistance to Aquaculture industry in registering pharmaceuticals. 

8. Increased availability of veterinary services to aquaculture industry.

9. Primary focus of AHPIS: prevention, not control.

10. Increased inspections at border crossings control points as well as ports of entry.

11. Determine risks of agricultural products being imported from foreign countries  (and states).

12. Fully fund High Risk Exclusion Program at county Ag. Commissioner level.

13. Hold agricultural producers in foreign countries shipping to US to same standards as US.

14. Country of Origin labeling.

15. Encourage use of irradiation to eliminate incoming pests and diseases.

Conservation

1. Funds for conservation easements.

2. Increased funding for Farm Bill conservation programs.

3. Higher rental rates for CA CRP lands.

4. Use CRP lands for “Hay Banking”, i.e. make lands available for haying in emergency.

5. Establish data base on wildlife available on CA agricultural and range lands and how much more would be available with conservation efforts.

6. Annual payments for conservation and wildlife easements.

7. Environmental payments for conservation and wildlife practices.

8. Make Endangered Species Act user friendly (see # 6 & 7).

9. Incentives for development and maintenance of farm “multi-functionality” through compensation.

10. Provide increased services to landowner for stewardship.

11. Tax breaks for farmers entering into long term preservation commitments.

12. Improve linkages between USDA and Department of Interior programs.

13. Offer mortgage loans for putting land into conservation easements.

14. Extend programs of the National Agri-Forestry Center west.

15. Include forestry into the definition of agriculture.

16. Reward farmers for stewardship activities.

17. Eliminate the paperwork from conservation programs.

18. Low interest loans to finance matching portion of conservation grants.

19. Programs for small family farmers.

20. Provide benefits and incentives for organic and sustainable practices similar to CRP and EQIP.

21. Expand EQIP to include forestry practices, especially fuel management.

22. Financial assistance in biomass infrastructure development.

23. US Forest Service provide funding and services to Resource Conservation Districts for fuel maintenance projects.

24. Eliminate conflicts between federal agencies on regulations affecting farm land.

25. Develop science to deal with environmental regulatory issues.

26. Increased field assistance to farmers for conservation projects.

27. Safe Harbor provisions for wildlife and conservation activities developed by farmers.

28. Promote Ag literacy; require ag education curriculums in high school and land grant colleges.

29. Liability insurance for educational farm tours.

International and Domestic Markets

1. Imports meet same standards as domestic production.

2. Enforce existing trade regulations.

3. Country of Origin labelling.

4. Increased funding for commodity purchases and school lunch.

5. Currency adjustment provisions and programs.

6. Shorten Dispute resolution timeframe.

7. Expand AMPTA payments to all crops, but only for farmers that actively farm their land.

8. Provide incentives to transition to organic farming methods.

9. Eliminate fees for  organic registration.

10. Enforce antitrust laws re industry consolidation.

11. Increase Market Access Program (MAP) funding.

12. Encourage commodity promotion programs.

13. Enforce US food standards in publicly supported food and nutrition programs.

14. Use Dept of  Commerce data in tracking and evaluating progress of export programs.

15. Exempt direct market farmers from marketing orders.

16. Transparency and full disclosure from the USTR on agreements made with competitors.

17. Early warning system and quicker documentation on imports that are dumped in US with swifter retaliation.

18. Establish a National Food Policy that applies to USDA purchases of food products for distribution.

19. Promote Direct Marketing Programs nationally and support with federal funds.

20. Provide incentives to farmers who participate in educational farm visits and eliminate liability exposure.

21. Provide incentives for charitable contributions by farmers of unharvested product.

Research

1. Marketing orders should have flexibility in addressing environmental, conservation, and consumer issues.

2. Target research funds for new crops research.

3. Assure that patenting process doesn’t raise barriers to research results getting to farmers.

4. Target research into human resources needed by agriculture.

5. Re-emphasize conventional crop production methods as well as alternative crop protection measures for elimination of pesticides.

6. Provide increased resources to UC Small Farm Center and Sustainable Agriculture program (UC-SAREP)

7. Increase marketing opportunities for wool through research into alternative products using wool.

8. Establish policy to assure that patents from publicly supported research sold to private firms will expeditiously be used to produce commercial products of benefit to farmers and not be locked up.

9. Increase funds available to seed and germplasm repositories.

10. Increase funds available for farm advisors and field work in Cooperative Extension.

Risk Management

1. Provisions under crop insurance for processor bankruptcy and impact on producer.

2. Include quality provisions under crop insurance.

3. Cost of production insurance program.

4. Increase Program Commodity baseline budgets to at least $20 billion annually.

5. Establish loan rates for rice at $6.50/cwt.

6. Continue marketing loan and loan deficiency payment program.

7. Make program payments flexible from year to year reflecting market conditions.

8. Establish regional differences for payments.

9. Make the disaster program permanent so farmers can plan from year to year more efficiently.

10. Need to include risk from market loss due to introduction of genetically engineered products into risk management programs.

11. Reestablish the loan rate and farmer owned reserve program.

12. Income protection program.

13. Change the premium due date to December 31st
14. Provide farm workers with permanent residence status and extend insurance coverage to housing, safety, health care, and transportation.

Overarching

1. Increase in staffing at local levels at FSA offices to deal with more complex programs established by Farm Bills.

2. Exempt small producers from supply management programs, especially marketing orders.

3. Financial aid to processors.

4. Reduce regulations and accompanying taxes and fees.

5. Tax breaks for farmers leasing to young, beginning farmers.

6. Earmark funds for conservation easements for young and beginning farmers.

7. Annually adjusted safety net.

8. Adjust LDP for inflation and regional differences.

9. Initiate supply control measures when demand lacks.

10. Fast track enforcement of trade violations.

11. Imported food meet U.S. standards.

12. Increase ceiling on payment limitations and means tests.

13. Country of origin labels.

14. Fund conservation easements outside urban limits from development within urban limits.

15. Inject quality provisions into risk management programs in addition to quantity.

16. Provide funding for transition programs that assist transfer of farming assets from one generation to the next.

17. Change child labor laws so that youth under 18 can work in agriculture.
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Structure (Titles) of the 1985 & 90 Farm Bills

		1. Dairy

		2. Wool & Mohair

		3. Wheat

		4. Feed Grains

		5. Cotton

		6. Rice

		7. Oilseeds

		8. Peanuts

		9. Sugar

		10. Honey

		11. General

		12. State & Private Forestry



		13. Fruit,Vegetable,&Marketing

		14.Conservation

		15. Agricultural Trade

		16. Research

		17. Food Stamps & Related

		18. Credit

		19. Agricultural Promotions

		20. Grain Quality

		21. Organic Food Standards

		22. Crop Insurance & Disaster

		23. Rural Development

		24. Global Climate Change
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Titles of the 1996 Federal Agriculture Improvement and Reform Act (FAIR)

1.  Commodities

	a. Production Flexibility         	Contract Payments

	b. Commodity Loans

	c. Marketing Loans

	d. Permanent Price Support 	(1949)

	e. Diary

	f. Peanuts

	g. Sugar

	h. Risk Management

	i.  Production Agriculture Study 



2.  Agricultural Trade

3.  Conservation

4.  Nutrition Assistance

5.  Agricultural  Promotion

6.  Credit

7.  Rural Development

8.  Research, Extension, & Education

9.  Miscellaneous








