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Minutes: 

REP. BELTER Opened the hearing. 

Meter# 
52.7 

REP. PHILIP MUELLER, DIST. 24, Introduced the bill. This bill allows beginning farmers the 

right to request a property tax exemption on newly acquired farmland and ranchland. The 

exemption is not to exceed five years from the commencement of farming or ranching on the 

newly acquired land. It is important to note, that the beginning farmer can request the exemption 

under this bill, but is to be granted only with the approval of the municipality. This legislation 

comes in part, from a report that was issued by the commission on the future of agriculture of 

North Dakota. See attached handout. 

REP. BELTER Asked whether it was the intent to give an exemption from county, school, and 

township taxes? 

REP. MUELLER That would be the intention of this bill. 
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REP. BELTER Who would make that decision? 

REP. MUELLER In that instance, the county commissioners would based on their financial 

constraints and needs. 

REP. BELTER They would also be able to exempt the school and township? 

REP. MUELLER Under this bill, yes. 

REP. GROSZ What is the definition of a municipality? 

REP. MUELLER My definition of a municipality, would be those institutions, agencies that 

would be in control of ad valorem property taxes to do with beginning farmers in this instance. 

SEN. KENNETH KROEPLIN, Testified in support of the bill. Commented on the fairness 

issue. It is being done for other businesses, with the difficulty for starting farmers, this should 

be done. 

ROGER JOHNSON, STATE AG COMMISSIONER, Testified in support of the bill. Referred 

to the Report of the Future of Agriculture, asked committee members to tum to page 8 of the 

handout, which Rep. Mueller submitted. Also related to pages 10, 11 and 12, showing net 

returns of wheat, charts showed every year is getting more negative. Also related to charts 

showing the negative years of cattle prices. This document shows people leaving the state and 

the ag business. 

REP. BELTER Related to all newly acquired farmland, is that purchased and leased? 

ROGER JOHNSON No, I don't believe so, the intent was on purchased. 

REP. WARNER Is there a technical, legal definition for beginning farmers? 

ROGER JOHNSON 57-30-67, beginning farmer is defined, it is a long definition. There is 

another bill in that is changing the definition of farmer, but not beginning farmer. 
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REP. GRANDE Does is also qualify for inherited land? 

ROGER JOHNSON I don't know that I could give you a good answer, my presumption is that 

it was purchased, not inherited. 

REP. RENNERFELDT Newly acquired farmland, will that pertain to one purchase? 

ROGER JOHNSON This period of five years, if there are purchases within the first five years 

of a beginning farmer, I would think they would qualify, that beginning farmer will have to go 

back to that municipality and ask for that exemption. 

RICHARD SCHLOSSER, NORTH DAKOTA FARMERS UNION, Testified in support of the 

bill. Addressed the issue of fairness. We need to put some components together to bring some 

young farmers back to rural North Dakota. 

MARK JOHNSON, NORTH DAKOTA ASSOCIATION OF COUNTIES, Testified in 

opposition of the bill. See written testimony. 

REP. WINRICH The existing exemptions on which this is apparently based, have to do with 

start up businesses, etc., what has happened in some of our cities, is that they get into a 

competition with each other about trying to attract businesses, and are pressured and forced into 

granting these tax exemptions, do you envision counties would get into a competition here to 

give these tax exemptions? 

MARK JOHNSON It would be difficult for me to speculate on that. As you noted, it may exist 

to some degree in the cities. I suppose a neighboring county could adapt a very liberal 

exemption policy for farmers and if land could be purchased and newly acquired, it could see a 

migration. That is speculation. 

With no further testimony, the hearing was closed. 
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COMMITTEE ACTION 1-26-99, Tape #2, Side A, Meter #35.4 

REP. WARNER Presented amendments prepared by the legislative council. 

REP. GROSZ Made a motion to adopt the amendments as presented. 

REP. WINRICH Second the motion. MOTION CARRIED BY VOICE VOTE. 

REP. GROSZ Made a motion for a DO PASS AS AMENDED. 

REP. WARNER Second the motion. MOTION FAILED 

REP. RENNER Made a motion for a DO NOT PASS AS AMENDED. 

REP. GRANDE Second the motion. MOTION CARRIED 

9 Yes 5 No 1 Absent 

REP. RENNER Was given the floor assignment. 
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Roll call vote # ___ / __ _ 

1999 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES 

BILL/RESOLUTION NO. H8 139'-I 
House HOUSE FINANCE & TAX Committee 

--------------------.----------,f----

D Subcommittee on ____________ ___,,.......,,.........-=---

□ Conference Committee I 

Legislative Council Amendment Number ------4---+,A...,..---l ___ _ 
} 

Identify or 
check where 
appropriate 

Action Taken ___ _:::::D::::;___o ____ ___,_----F-=-=:./----'-a_,_s ___ a_m __ e-t1_ d_-e.-='°~-

Motion Made By Re.(! . G'/'l:) '.:, 1-- Seconded By ~R◄~e=fe:::;J----lok,.,......l.....,(w<=....:..L......::=-.,=--
Representatives 

BELTER 

RENNERFELDT 

CLARK 

FROELICH 

GRANDE 

GROSZ 

HERBEL 

KROEBER 
MICKELSON 

NICHOLAS 

RENNER 

SCHMIDT 

WARNER 

WIKENHEISER 

Total __ 5=--­
(Yes) -¾-

Yes 

A-

V 

✓ 

v 
v 

No Representatives Yes No 

V WINRICH V 

I/" 

v-

},./' 

V 

V 
v 
v 

v 

Absent ____ ) __ _ 

Floor Assignment ___ !..R~(L,~!l,L-=-----------------.:6S"'c===------
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) 
January 27, 1999 1 :05 p.m. 

Module No: HR-17-1284 
Carrier: Renner 

Insert LC: 90723.0101 Title: .0200 

REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE 
HB 1394: Finance and Taxation Committee (Rep. Belter, Chairman) recommends 

AMENDMENTS AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends DO NOT PASS 
(9 YEAS, 5 NAYS, 1 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING) . HB 1394 was placed on the Sixth 
order on the calendar. 

Page 1, line 13, replace "all" with "up to one hundred sixty acres [64.75 hectares] of" 

Page 1, line 15, after the underscored period insert "Farmland or ranchland may not be 
granted an exemption under this section unless it contains. or is contiguous to property 
that contains, the residence of the farmer seeking the exemption and that residence is 
exempt from taxation under subsection 15 of section 57-02-08." 

Renumber accordingly 

(1) LC, (2) DESK, (3) BILL CLERK, (4-5-6} COMM Page No. 1 HR-1 7-1284 
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TESTIMONY TO THE 
HOUSE FINANCE & TAXATION COMMITTEE 
Prepared January 26, 1999, by the 
North Dakota Association of Counties 
Mark A. Johnson, Executive Director 

CONCERNING HOUSE BILL NO. 1394 

Chairman Belter and members of the committee, as Executive Director of the North 

Dakota Association of Counties, I am here on behalf of county commissioners to 

express their concerns for the new property tax exemption proposed in House Bill 

1394. 

While this exemption extends only to farm and ranch land and is not mandatory, it 

creates a situation where pressure to grant an exemption can be applied. Already 

State Law allows 39 separate property tax exemptions, and at least three new or 

expanded exemptions have been proposed this session. The value of already exempt 

property is staggering, and it results in increased taxes on the fewer and fewer 

property owners that don't have their own personal exemption. 

We recognize that this is an equity issue about expanding agri-business just like new 

main-street businesses; however, county officials are the ones forced to raise taxes on 

all other property, each time a new exemption is created or an existing one expanded. 

Unless the Legislature is willing to fund these options as with the Homestead Tax 

Exemption, this Association would rather they were not established. If the Legislature 

believes that there is statewide economic benefit in creating a property tax exemption 

in this case, then the economic benefit very likely extends beyond the borders of the 

county which must bear the burden of increased taxes. 

Mr. Chairman and committee members, I urge a "Do Not Pass" recommendation on 

House Bill 1394, unless funding is there to support it. 
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Dear friends, 

North Dakotans are a special breed of 

people! In the midst of low prices, disease, 

poor yields, winter stom1s and spring flood­

ing, you didn't quit-you persevered. Your 
positive attitude, participation and sugges­

tions have helped the Commission on the 

Future of Agriculture do its work successfully. 

In the fall of 1997, as we were beginning 

the slow recovery from the many disasters of 

the previous winter and spring, Agriculture 
Commissioner Roger Johnson called us 

together to start a discussion about what 

needed to be done to help North Dakota agri­
culture, our state's# 1 industry. He told us he 

wanted representation from Fallll Bureau 
and Farmers Union (the state's two largest 

fallll organizations), the North Dakota Asso­

ciation of Rural Electric Cooperatives, and 
North Dakota State University. We all gladly 

joined the effort as the steering committee. 
We recognized that the agricultural econ­

omy of the state could not be left to chance. 

We had to do something, since 25 percent of 
our state's population is employed directly by 

agriculture or in an agriculture-related busi­

ness. Ninety percent of North Dakota's land 

area consists of farms and ranches, and agri­
cultural production and manufacturing 

make up more than 3 7 percent of North 
Dakota's economic base. We acknowledged 
that the business of agriculture is changing 

and that we need to change with it. The ques-

lion was: How do we make those changes 

profitable for our agricultural community? 

Our first step toward finding that answer 

was to establish the 15-member Working 

Group in November 1997. We asked these 

individuals to contribute a significant amount 

of time and energy during the next seven 

months to answering two questions: 

+ What do we want North Dakota agricul­

ture to look like in the future? 

+ What are we going to do to get there? 

We then created the Commission on the 

Future of Agriculture, comprised of over 60 
agricultural and rural organizations and 

agencies. This group met for the first time in 

January and set the process in full motion, 

with funds provided by Attorney General 

Heidi Heitkamp as the result of the settle­
ment of a multi-state legal action. 

More than a thousand of you have been 
involved in this process from the first public 

forum at Marketplace '98 on Jan. 8, through 

20 other forums held around the state. You 

attended those forums to hear what others 

had to say and to make significant contribu­

tions to the list of recommendations. 

As a result of those forums and after con: 
siderable discussion by both the Working 
Group and the Commission, we have identi­

fied the direction in which we believe North 
Dakota agriculture must move. On June 5, 
1998, the Commission on the Future of Agri­
culture overwhelmingly approved this plan, 

which is truly an investment in the future. 
The recommendations identified in 

"Building the Future of North Dakota Agri-1 culture" will require action from a variety of 
I sources including Congress, the State Legis-
1 lature, federal and state government agen-

cies, local political subdivisions, private 
companies, and vou-the citizens of North I Dakota. Those of us who have been involved 
in this effort thought that you would want to 
know the current state of our #1 industry 
and plans for iL<; future. 

The hardest work is yet to comc-implc-

1: mentation-when we turn our vision of the 

, future and our 54 recommendations into 

I reality. That's Phase II, our next step: making 

, it all happen. There is a part for you to play I in it; we certainly hope that you'll join us! 
1 The significance of the Commission's 

effort.<; is not what is written on the following 

pages, but rather, what will happen because 

of its work. We hope that you will talk to your 
friends and neighbors about what we're rec­
<�n1111ending and call us if you have any qll(. 
lions or comment';. 

Finally, please remember that this is sim­

ply a blueprint for building the future of 
North Dakota agriculture. It is not a finished 

product, but rather, it is a work in progress. 

Sincerely, 

. The Steering Committee of the Com­
mission on the Future of Agriculture 

Pictured left to right: Dennis Hill, Executive 

Director, N.D. Assn. of Rural Electric Co-ops; 

Robert Carlson, President, N.D. Fallllers 

Union; Howard Schmid, Past President, 

N.D. Fallll Bureau; Roger Johnson, 

N.D. Commissioner of Agriculture, and 

Pat Jensen, Vice President - College of 

Agriculture, N.D. State University 

"Building the Future of North Dakota Agriculture," the Final Report and Action Plan of 
. the Commission on the Future of Agriculture. Published in cooperation with "North 

Dakota REC/RTC Magazine," the monthly magazine of the state's rural electric 
, cooperatives and rural telephone cooperatives. For more information on COFA, cont 
N.D. Department of Agriculture, 600 East Blvd. Ave., Department 602, Bismarck, N. 
58505-0020; ph: (800) 242-7535. For information on the "North Dakota REC/R 

· Magazine;• contact the magazine at: P .0. Box 727, Mandan, N.D. 58554-0727; ph: (701) 
663-6501; fax: (701) 663-3745; e-mail: kbrick@ndarec.com; or see the web site: 
hltp:/twww.ndarec.com. Cover note: The Celley family-Roland and Tammy, young 
Aaron and Alison, and their dog, "Dude," farm near Regan, N.D. 

"rlH! lrusltd pror•ldtr of the highest qua Illy food In the U'orld!" 



"The commissi,on s work is 

detailed and far-reachiug. In 

man_y aspects, it is nothing short 

of visionary. It should be taken 

seriously because it contains the 

seeds of a new, diversified and 

invigorated agricultural sect01:" -----
The Forum, June 14, 1998 

The following 
goals are designed 
to enable North 
Dakota to fulfill 
its vision and to 

Ochieve its mission. 

Commission on the Future of Agriculture • 1998 

Our vision of the future is: 

That North Dakota becomes the trusted provider 
of the highest-quality food in the world with: 

+ Prosperous family farms; 

+ Thriving rural communities, and 

+World-class stewardship of resources. 

TI1e Commission recognizes that North Dakota's agricultural 

commodities are also used as raw materials for processing into fiber, ener­

gy, and other industrial products as well as food products. However, th
.
ere 

is value in adopting a vision statement that is bold, compelling, and easy to 

remember. We believe the phrase, " ... the trusted provider of the highest 

quality food in the world ... " is a crisp vision statement that can capture the 

imagination of industry participants and motivate them to take the actions 

needed to make the vision become reality. 

To significantly increase net farm income, 

improve the quality of rural life, and 

increase North Dakotas rural population. 

Goal 1 
Make North Dakota agricultural 

products synonymous with 

high quality, dominating the 

premium markets. 

Goal 2 
Increase value-added 

agricultural processing . 

Goal 3 
Diversify and increase the 

value of agricultural production. 

Goal 4 
Increase farm and non-farm 

cooperation that supports 

thriving rural communities and 

enhances our natural resources. 

Goals 
Create a political, regulatory, 

economic, trade, financial, 

and natural resource environ­

ment in which North Dakota 

producers can compete in the 

global marketplace . 

- ' 
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Specific 
objectives 
and action 
steps for 
each goal: 

Goal 1 
Make North Dakota 

agricultural products 

synonymous with high 

quality, dominating the 

premium markets. 

Objective 1 
Develop a recognized family of brands 

that provides commensurate net retums. 

a. We recommend initial efforts be 

directed toward those product<; for 

which North Dakota has the greatest 

comparative advantage. 

b. We recommend that cost-effective joint 

marketing he undertaken as multiple 

Immel<; become viable or marketing 

pools of differentiable product<; c;m he 

identified. 

Objective 2 
Establish, promote, and implement 

internationally recognized standanl<; of 
product quality and processing excellence 

that can be certified by an independent 

entity. 

a. We recommend that the North Dakota 

Department of Agriculture promote 

the cooperation of appropriate certi­

��ng agencies with all relevant 

producer and processor groups to 

develop standards for their products 

and to develop systems for monitoring 

adherence to these standards. 

b. We recommend that the North Dakota 

Mill and Elevator establish a model for 

developing standards for wheat. 

Objective 3 
Conduct the necessary animal and crop 

research to differentiate and market high 

quality crop and livestock product<; 

North Dakota. 

a. We recommend that the U.S. 

Congress and the State Legislature 
provide adequate research funding 
to North Oakott for emerging 

dise<L�es of plants and animals. 

b. We recommend that public support 

for research related to crops and 

livestock grown in North Dakota 

he gradual ly increased to 2 percent 
of gross farm income to the state. 

c. We recommend that a major 

bench -marking effort be under­

taken for key North Dakota 

agricultural products so as to 

quantify the greatest product 

advantages and areas requiring 

augmentation. 

Objective 4 
Get producers to buy equity in and 

commit production to North Dakota-based 

processing and marketing enterprises. 

a. We recommend that the Cooperative 

Development Center technical 

assistance services to producers be 

strengthened and expanded.+ 



• 2 
Increase value-added 

agricultural processing. 

Objective 1 
PrO\�<le and promote oppolilmities 

for producers to invest in vd.lue-added 

agricultural processing through 

incentives. 

a. We recommend that the U.S. Congress 

and the North Dakota Legislature pro­

vide tax incentives for investors in 

value-added agricultural processing. 

Objective 2 
Improve and strengthen the Ag1icultural 

Products Utilization Commission ( APUC). 

a. We recommend that the legislature 

assure a pemia.nent funding source to • support value-added research and 

development through APUC. 

b. We recommend that APliC remain 

under the control of farmers, with six 

appointed members to be selected 

from names recommended by agricul­

tural organizations. 

c. We recommend that APUC be able to 

negotiate repayment of grants through 

preferred stock, intellectual property, 

and other methods. 

d. We recommend that APUC assist in the 

commercialization of innovations and 

patentable technologies discovered in 

publicly assisted research. 

' Objective 3 
PrO\�de and promote favorable 

finance programs for value-added agricul­

tural processing businesses. 

a. We recommend improvements in the 

cooperative stock purchase program 

to include stronger incentives for low­

equity farmers and improved loan 

terms for other farmers. 

b. We recommend the creation of an 

additional capital fund, partly funded 

hy profiL� from the Bank of North 

Dakota, to make equity investments in 

value-added agricultural ventures 

within the state. 

Objective 4 
Promote innovative financial tools 

for non-farm North Dakota residents to 

invest in value-added agricultural pro­

cessing projects with their farmer 

neighbors. 

a. We recommend that a mutual fund 

capital pool be developed to attract 

farm and non-fann investments in 

North Dakota value-added processing 

projects. 

b. We recommend that existing coopera­

tives be encouraged to create and cap­

italize a fund to be used to encourage 

farmers to invest in diversification and 

value-added projects. 

Objective 5 
Locate value-added food businesses in 

rural areas, where economically feasible 

and sustainable, \\�th a high preference for 

North Dakota locations. 

a. We recommend tliat tl1e legislature 

appropriate funds for a targeted 

Partnership in Assisting Corrununity 

Expansion (PACE) program with lower 

matching requirements for vd.lue-added 

processing projects.+ 



Goal3 
Diversify and increase 

the value of agricul­

tural production. 

Objective 1 
Develop and implement an aggressive 

plan for increasing animal agriculture 
within the state. 

a. We recommend that the 1999 legisla­
ture change the fann property tax 
structure to encourage investment in 
animal agriculture facilities. 

b. We recommend the promotion of 
value-added animal agriculture 
production, including quality 
assurance standards and safe food 
anin1al processing. We recommend 
that the state government explore the 
possibility of creating a partnership 
with the USDA Northern Great Plains 
Research Center to expand its mission 
to include this component. 

c. We recommend significant local and 
state involven1ent in the fornmlation 
and implementation of appropriate 
environmental regulations. 

Objective 2 
Focus research on new and emerging 

crops, livestock species, and appropriate 
technology that is suitable for production 

and processing of food, fiber, eneq.,ry, and 
other industrial products. 

a. We recommend that research he con-
ducted in pa1tnership with land grant 
universities, industry, farmers and 
non-profit organizations. The result-; 
of this research should be disserninat-
ed in a format that will optimize it" use 
anlong farmers and processors. 

Objective 3 
To retain the ownership and 

conrrol of production agriculture in 
the hands of family farn1s. 

a. We recommend that the North Dakota 
Legislature strengthen the family 
farming statute by allowing the num-
ber of possible shareholders related 
in some way to the "farmer" (as stat-
ed in the statute) to be increased to 
30 members. We support the spirit 
and intent of North Dakota's family 
farming statute, which was established 
to preserve and maintain farm owner-
ship and control in the hands of fami-
ly farmers. The law should also make 
some allowances for no more than 
two full-time unrelated (to the 
"farmer") employees of the family 
corporation to become members of 
the farm family corporation. To 
qualify for such inclusion, the 
employee must have at lea.st three 
years employment history with the 
fanlily farm corporation, and upon 
leaving the employment of the farm, 
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the employee would be required to 
liquidate his/her shares. 

Objective 4 
Reduce transpo1tation costs for North 

Dakota agricultural commodities and 
food products. 

a. We recommend that the State Legisla-
ture appropriate funding to the Depart-
ment of Transportation to analyze 
methods of reducing transportation 
cosl'> of North Dakota produced and 
processed commodities and product-; 
and to develop a strategic transpo1ta-
lion plan for the state. 

b. We recommend that the State Depan-
ment of Transportation harmonize 
requirements among North Dakota, 
other states, and Canadian provinces. 

Objective 5 
Create and implement an aggressive 

plan to develop and conserve water 
resources \\�thin the state. 

a. We recommend that the formulation 
of a strategic plan for economic <level-
opment through inigation be 
prepared by the High Value Irrigated 
Crops Task Force, in cooperation with 
NDSU, with state funding. 

b. We recommend that the USDA North-
ern Great Plains Research Center 
establish a Dryland Farming Institute 
to develop more drought-resistant 
crops and moisture-conserving farm-
ing practices. 

Objective 6 
Establish an agricultural marketing 

web site to link buyers and sellers of 
North Dakota produced and processed 
commodities and products. 

a. We recommend that the North Dakota 
Department of Agriculture establish an 
maintain a user-friendly web site that ·· 

can be accessed by all North Dakota 
producers and processors as well <L'> 
domestic and international buyers.• 



Increase farm and 

non-farm cooperation 

th at supports thriving 

rural communities and 

enh ances our natural 

resources. 

Objective 1 
Increase the connectivity to and 

availability of information in rural 
communities. 

a. We recommend that the North Dakota 
Legislature provide incentives to 
establish an advanced telecommuni­
cations network that provides afford­
able service to all areas of the state. 

Objective 2 
Develop broad-based support for agri-0 1tural education from elementary 

through adult levels. 

a. We recommend that the North Dakota 
Legislature provide adequate funding 
for agricultural education at the post­
secondary level as well as for estab­
lishing vocational education courses 
in high schools. 

b. We recommend that the North Dakota 
Legislature provide adequate funding 
to the Board for Vocational Education: 

+ To support as many adult farm 
management programs as demand 
requires; 

+ To support the expansion of the 
curriculum to emphasize market­
ing education for farmers; 

+ To encourage the creation and 
expansion of marketing clubs as 
adjuncts to new and existing Adult 
Farm Management Programs, and 

+ To align the Extension Service, the 
Board for Vocational Education, 
and the university system to 

Commission on the Future of Agriculture • 1998 

develop agricultural and rnral 
enterprise education through 
electronic means such as e-mail, 
internet web sites, and interactive 
video network classes. 

Objective 3 
Design and implement entrepreneuri­

al and work force recruitment and train­
ing incentive programs which will retain 
and attract people to rural North Dakota 
communities. 

a. We recommend a program of tuition 
rebates in partnership with local 
communities for university system 
students who work in rural North 
Dakota for a minimum of five years 
following graduation. 

b. We recommend that Job Service North 
Dakota expand iL� prospect list by 
lending its support to "Project Back 
Home" to increase the impact of the 
program statewide. 

Objective 4 
Provide for a work force that has a 

vested interest in the business. 

a. We recommend that the legislature 
explore potential tax incentives which 
would encourage greater participation 
by North Dakota employees in agricul­
tural business ownership. 

Objective 5 
Increase the awareness of the signifi­

cance of agriculture to the state of 
North Dakota. 

a. We recommend that the No11h Dakota 
Legislature provide adequate funding 
for the Ag in the Classroom program 
to educate the state's children on the 
vital importance of agriculture in their 
lives and in the state's economy. 

b. We recommend the continued fund­
ing, at current or increased levels, of 
4-H and FFA progran1s. 

Objective 6 
Increase the appreciation of the 

importance of stewardship of our natu­
ral resources in the production of high­
quality food. 

a. We recommend the use of incentive­
based conservation programs that are 
voluntary and that include annual pay­
ments to farmers to encourage greater 
use of natural resources by the public. 

b. We recommend the development of a 
teaching and learning curriculum for 
adults and school-age children that 
presents the production ethic that bal­
ances agricultural production and 
environmental concerns.+ 

"Everybody ought to read the final 

report of the Commission on the 

Future of Agricul�ure ... Its blueprint 

for a prosperous and self-sufficient 

future is the boldest and most com­

prehensive in 80 years ... " 

Bismarck Tribune, June 14, 1998 
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Goals 
Create a political, 

regulatory, economic, 

trade, financial, and 

natural resource 

environment in which 

North Dakota produc­

ers can compete in the 

global marketplace. 

Objective 1 
Provide immediate tax relief for 

producers, focused on a more favorable 

property and income tax structure for 

agricultural producers. 

a. We recommend that Congress enact 

modifications to the tax law to permit 

the $500,000 exemption in capital 

gain tax on residences to be applied to 

fanns and small business real estate. A 
five-year minimum ownership is also 

suggested to prevent speculation in 

farmland. 

b. We recommend that the U.S. Congress 

, to. be implemented it 
begi�ning at the grass­

. root ��vel on up on 
both the state and f etkral lev�ls ... "' ' 

Farm & Ranch Guide, June 19, 1998 

provide additional estate tax 
exemptions to fann real estate trans­

ferred within families. 

c. We recommend that Congress allow 

farmers to purchase, own, and oper­

ate fann real estate with tax def erred 

retirement funds. 

d. We recommend that the state create a 
property tax structure which encour­

ages on-fann living, well-kept 

buildings, and state-of-the-art, 

environmentally friendly production 

facilities. 

e. We recommend that Congress extend 

and expand income ta.x prO\�sions to 

enable agricultural producers to uti­

lize Income Averaging, the Investment 

Tax Credit, and 100 percent health 

insurance premium deductibility. 

f. We recommend tax abatements for 

beginning faimers similar to tax abate­

ment programs for other beginning 

small businesses. 

g. We recommend that faciljties used to 

grow or raise any unprocessed 

agricultural product be exempted 

from property tax. 

h. We recommend reducing dependence 

.... � , .. 

on property taxes and increas ing 

dependence on state revenue source � 
Fu rthermore , we recommend that: ) 
+ State Aid Distribution be f undcd at 

0.6 percent of statewide taxable 

sales; 

+ State Foundation Aid be increased 

to 60 percent of the statewide per 

pupil cost for education, and 

+ A related deci:ease in property 

taxes by local political subdivisions 

be implemented. 

i. We recommend that the 1999 No11h 

Dakota Legislature adopt changes in 

the defirution of "fam1er" for 

detennjnjng residential exemptions for 
property tax from a definition based on 

the percent of fanuly income de1ived 

from farming to "whose gross faim 
income exceeds off-farm income." 

Objective 2 
Improve the lending environment for 

agriculture. 

a. We rcconunend changes in the lending 

practices of the Bank of North Dakota 

and Fann Service Agency (FSA) for 
improved beginning fanner and first­
time fann purchases. Beginning fann­

ers should be afforded incentives simi­

lar to lending programs for beginning 

small businesses in other industries. 

We recommend that tl1e Bank of Nortl1 

Dakota increase its begiruung fanner 

loan linut from$ I 00,000 to $150,000. 
b. We also recommend that: 

+ FSA intensify its efforts to help 

beginning farmers and make every 

effort to reduce burdensome 

paperwork; 

+ The FSA director take immediate 

action to implement the line-of­

credit loans authorized in section 

I 
" 

.~'!n order fully 
: needs support, ' 

to· the ·legislatures 

"7le lrulM ~ of tH lntllat f"'Ully fao,I I# tk _,w• 



614 of the 1996 Farm Act. Line-

of-credit loans should be used for 

all routine and recurring operat-

ing loans using either direct or 

guaranteed authorities; 

+ The FSA administrator give the 

highest priority to the immediate 

establishment of regulations to fully 

implement the "Preferred Lender·· 

and "sho11 fonn application" for 

operating loans under $50,000 as 

required under the 1992 Agricul-

ture Credit Act amendments; 

+ Congress authorize the Fann Serv-

ice Agency to guarantee tax-exempt 

First Time Bonds used to make 

loans to beginning fam1ers and 

ranchers. These bonds should be 

allowed for use in seller-financed 

•
transactions between family mem-

 bers, and 

+ FSA increase its lending limil'i. 

Objective 3 
Ease or eliminate restrictive regulato1y 

burdens. 

a. We recommend easing impediments 

caused by existing pesticide 

regulations through: 

+ Increasing resources and effo11S of 

the U.S./Canada Technical Working 

Group (TWG) on Pesticides to har-

monize pesticide regulations in the 

two countries; 

• Committing more resources and 

efforts to establishing tolerances for 

pesticides registered for use in Cana-

da but not in the United S�1tes, and 

• Exerting a greater effo11 to accept 

registration data currently accepted 

by Canadian officials in suppo11 of 

Cmiadian registrations. 

b. We recommend that farm org;miza-

Commission on the Future of Agriculture • 1998 

lions work to establish guidelines for 

determining reguJatory policies and 

specifications, including ernfronmen­

tal bonding where warr:uned, that bal­

ance the need for ag1iculn1ral produc­

tion and preservation of North 

Dakota's valuable natural resources. 

These guidelines should be shared <md 

coordinated with environmental, con­

sumer, and regulatory groups. 

Objective 4 
Reduce non-farm competition wit11 

individual farmers and nmchers for J;u1d 

acquisition including government agencies 

;u1d non-profit organizations. 

a. We recommend that ag1iculturaJ orga­

nizations in conjunction with the 

Nort.11 Dakota Association of Counties 

and the North Dakota Township Offi­

cers Association develop model l;md 

use zoning guidelines for use by coun­

ties and townships that preserve agri­

cultural hmd for future generations. 

More specifically, we recommend: 

• A statewide cap on CRP acreage at 

the current level, ;md that all future 

CRP be limited to highly erodible 

J;u1d ;u1d waterways, and 

• Retention of ownership and con­

trol of production agriculture in 

the hands of family farmers and 

ranchers by implementing a policy 

of no net loss of productive 

agricultural land. 

Objective 5 
Provide bener options for risk manage­

ment by farmers. 

a. We recommend that the Congress and 

the U.S. Department of Agriculture 

make the following changes to the 

Federal Risk M;uiagement Program: 

• Expand coverage to all crops, 

including new ;md emerging crops; 

• Exp:md coverage to protect mini­

mum revenue levels; 

• Develop a gross-farm income pro­

tection progr;u11, and 

• Provide that the yield data for dis­

aster years not be included when 

calculating actual production histo-

1ies for determining yield guaran­

tee levels. 

Objective 6 
Encourage options for lower cost, 

quality health insurance for farm families. 

a. We recommend that North Dakota 

Farm Bureau, North Dakota Farmers 

Union ;u1d other farm org<Ulizations 

cooperate in offering one health insur· 

;mce progr;un to their combined 

membership that would benefit from 

lower rates due to the larger pool of 

pa11icipants th;u1 ;u1y one organization 
currently enjoys.• 



"The best thing about tbe (Commis­

sion 011) Future of Agriculture 

Report might be the psychological 

lift it gives North Dakolans . .. " 

"The report bas ma11aged to lift our 

sights beyond the farm crisis and 

toward a prosperous farm future." 

" ... it's good to see stale farm leaders 

taki11g tbe initiative. II is 011ly in 

Ibis way tbat the state's farmers 

will gain greater co11trol of tbeir 

own-and the state's-destiny." 
- -· � -··--

Grand Forks Herald, June 23, 1998 

N inety percent of North Dakota's land 

(over 40.2 million acres) is in 

farms, making the state fourth in the nation 

in the percentage of total acres devoted to 

agriculture. North Dakota also rnnks 

fourth in the nation in the percentage of 

economic base derived from agriculture. 

At 38 percent of the total, agriculture is 

the largest sector of the state's economic 

base (see Figure 1} and generated more 

than $3 billion in revenue in 1997. North 

Dakota ranks I 0th in ag1icultural exports, 

earning $1. 7 billion in fiscal year 1996. 

North Dakota's principal agricultural 

-1� NORTH DAKOTA'S ECONOMY IN THE 1990s 

Federal Activities 
35% 

Source: North Dakota Blue Book 

products are wheat and cattle. The com hi 

nation of wheat at 41. 4 percent and cattle 

at 9.2 percent made up over one-half of 
the state's total agricultural receipts in 
1996. These two entervrises were also 

an1ong the hardest hit by recent weather 
disasters. In 1997, wheat production was 
down 33 percent from 1996. Disease and 

insect problems, coupled with poor 

prices, have led to a predicted decline of 

more than one-and-one-half million acres 

in 1998 wheat plantings. 

Total cattle inventories have dropped 

8 percent from a year ago, due largely to 

record winter-related losses and 

economic factors. As a percent of total 

inventory, the total cattle death loss in 

1997 is the highest on record. 

Net returns per acre of wheat in North 

Dakota turned negative in 1997, with an 
average statewide loss of $16 per acre ( � 

sbown in Figure 2). Similarly, returns 

for beef cattle were net losses for many 

cattle producers during 1995 and 1996 

(as shown in Figure 3 on page 12). 

Low and negative net returns on wheat 

and cattle have led to declining net farm 

l 

I 
i 
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'&}1tii:}\i:;,,;;i;,;,~ .. ;-lillll_i;! 

income. \ et -:a~h f.m n incoml' in the 

state has f:tllcn from a per farm average 

of $50. 0() I ill l 99:i to jusl SI), 190 ill 

J<JlJ-:- . Profitahilit, fo r producers is ,ir­

lli:tlly impo:;sihlt· ill thi~ sitll at ioll. with 

familv li,ing l'\jlcllsvs ,w,, c,cecding 

,11nage IH'l ca~h iarm income ( as 

( -~ou·u iu FiJ!.11re -l 011 page 13). 

'/ Thi' su1c ha:, abo e,pcrirncl'd a signi fi ­

cant d('l)10graphic clungc. The number of 

farm vouth 11 ithin the ~l:lle h:L\ tk cl incd 

from 6:i-557 in 1970 to 11 .:\(16 in Jl)l)O 

(as sbo,m in Figure 5 on page 13) 

and is e~timated to have decre:L\ed further 

to I OJ)()() :ti p1-cst•n1 In :tdditioll. 1 I of 55 

counties have registered more deaths than 

hi11hs in the period from I l)(){) to 19%. 

Family farm net income is also impact­

ed hy growing economic concentration in 

sectors of agricultur:tl marketing and 

processing. Economic conccmration 

among the four top meat packers has 

inne,L\ed from (1 ~ ptTCt'lll in 1987 to 8~ 

percent in l lJtr Siniilarll', the top four 

!lour millers control (J2 percent of thl' 

market !Oda, versus 110 percent in l ()82 

As sbmn, in FiJ!,llrt' 6 011 /JaJ!,e 13. 
~ht StTlo rs of :1grirnl1ural 111arkt-ting :tnd 

processing rn11tillll(' lo ~l'l' :111 illlTl',L\ ing 

Jl('ITl'lll:tg(' ol \'CIIIIOlllir (OII\Tlltrat io 11 . 

li11 1ili11g 111:1rk,·1 ,1pport11111li(·~ :111d rn11qw1 

itive p1iccs for farmers :md r:uichcrs. 

Despite the adverse conditions, Nonh 

Dakota has developed a worldwi<le repu ­

tation :L~ a leader in v:tlue-ad<lcd processing 

cooper:uiws. This well -deserved opinion is 

h:L\ed on a c:irefuUv dl'Vl'lopcd stratq," ,md 

lu rd-fought successl's in th <: creation of 

producer-owned crncrpriscs. This hodv of 

cxpetience in successes and f,lilures wiU 

"Where predictions are couceme1l. 

/be Commission mi /he Fu lure 

of.4.gricullure :,; are ... useful .. . 

They build 011 lhe slates current 
situation . . , 

Grand Forks Herald, June 24. 1998 

f IGURE 2. NET RETURNS PER ACRE FOR WHEAT IN N.O. 
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··J'n:fi•ct li111i11.f.! . lbc JJ/1111 mufti be /be 

begi1111i11.f.! o/lbt' salrnli1111 o(.\'orlb 

/)akola ".f.!rir11//11re. ·· 

·••!f11ildi11J,!, the I-ii lure o/Norlb 

l)akola. ·· a report/~)' lbl! Co111111issio11 

011 lbe l-i1/11re <dAgrirn//un·. rel'eals 

!be dear-lbi11ki11J!. . fJmblt•111-solti11p, 

ahililil's of.Vorlb Dakotans ... •· 

Minot Daily \ews.June l ➔ , 1998 

~<'f\l' 11~ 11l'il in h11ildi11g till' ll1llm· 

v111·i,io11l'd i11 1111, rl'p11rl. 011r h:ird 1101-k 

:t11d prof11u11d rn1111111t11IL'lll h:11t· gL' llt'r:tl l'd 

:111 1111~hak:1hk ~l'II~<· of ~l'if-rn11lidrnn·. \\ t' 

lll'licll' 11t' c:111 ;1chil'll' our 1i~io11 . 

lhl' Co1rn11i~sio11 on till' Future of \gri­

nilt1m: ( thl' Commission) 11:L\ fonlll'd 

hl'GtU~l' of thl' crisis in \onh Dal-;ota agri ­

culturl'. l lo11·l.'1l'!', the Crn11111ission is confi -

FIGURE 3. 
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dt·1111ha1 pl.'11pk 11ithi11 thl' st:IIL' r :111 build} 

11po11 till· wn i,nprl'S~IIL' 1111111:111 :111d ~oci;I 

l':tpit:d th:1111:1~ ht·c11 dl'll'lupl'd Oll'r the 

l:t~t Sl'll'r: tl dl'Udt·~-

Tht: Co111missill11 rl'cog11i1.t:s that 111am 

fllt•111lwr~ of the f:inning com 1ll1111it1 lll'ed 

im,ncdi:llL' rclil'f if the1 :trl' going to sun ill' 

t·colltllllicalll. Furthermore. thl' ~t:lle must 

dt·wlop :t l1lllg-1cnn str:ttt:gic plan that 11ill 

crl':He long-tt:rnl. s11s1ainahle pro~pl'rit\' 

tuili1.ing all appropriatl' technoiog1· if the 

current cri~is is not to rl'.pL•:il ihl'if ag:lin in 

:uwtllL'r few 1\'..tr:,. 

Thus. tht: Co111nfr-.sio11 hcliews it is 

imper.ni1 e that its recomnw11dations 

indudt· strong anion ~tqb that 1rill : 

♦ Pr<>1 idc in11rn·diatl' rl.'lil'f to todav's 

f:trllll'IX 

♦ Ccn,·r:ttc action~ th:u 11 ill i111prove 

prnfiuhilin i11 ihl' 111edi111n ter111 , andf 

♦ Crt·:tll' ,11 i:thlc long-lt·rrn l'CO llo1nic 

luturL· l"r \orth l):tKott \ farm a11d 

11on -f:1r111 population . 

Tlw \\ rn-king Croup itkntified criteria 

th:n it ft:lt shnuld hl' u~cd in ~clt·cting 

appropriate goals. ohjl'cti1l.'~ and action 

~tqis. It \\:l\ dt·termint:d that tht: go.us, 



, .. ;hjl'ctivt·s :111d anion steps p1Tsc111ccl in the 
I 

:J ·port sho11ld llH'l'I most. if 1101 all. of lit(· 

1ollm1i11g criteri:1: 

♦ Contri h111t· tn :111 innt·Jsc in 1wI f:1r111 

ill('Ollll' . 

♦ Crc:1I1· :111 :1Cti1·l' rnoperation lll't11·een 

f:1r111 and nrn1-fan11 co11111111ni ties. 

♦ Ile doable. 

♦ Be incentil'e-driven. 

♦ lncre:L-;e the qualitv of food 

production. 

♦ Colllrihu te to healthy pop11 b1io11 

gnm1h. 

The Commission believes that the 

objectives and recommendations in this 

rl'port meet these criteria. We hope that 

1·011 do. too. 

\1 :1111 of the people of \Jorth Dakota 

)10 h,11e de1elopcd this repoI1 are listed 

nn the follm1·ing page. Their ,l',sisum·e In~ 

been i111aluahle. 

\II of us know that we have just begun 

the effort to create our future. The rc;tl 

ch :tllengc-implcmcntation- is ahead of 

us. :\s thc_lune 14. 199g, Forum editori ,tl 

observed, "nJe initiative might be the 

most important item of business to 

mme before the 1999 Legislature." 

The words in this report are just words 

umil they arc implemented. This is a task 

that 11ill require a.II of our effons I ♦ 

For more information about 

the Commission on the 

Future of Agriculture, please 

i1 ~: contact the North Dakota 

~epartment of Agriculture at 

1-800-242-7535 or 328-2231. 

FIGURE 4. NET f ARM INCOME VS. LIVING EXPENSES 
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FIGURE 5. 
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FIGURE 6. CONCENTRATION OF 
AGRICULTURAL MARKETS 

(RATIO OF TOP FOUR FIRMS RELATIVE TO ALL FIRMS ( 
100% 

90% 

80% 

70% 

60% 

40% 

30% 

Beef 
Packers 

Pork 
Packers 

Broilers Sheep Flour Dry Corn Wet Corn Soyhean 
Slaughter Milling Milling Milling Crushing 

Source: University of Missouri , 1997 



rticipa 

T Ill' follm, i11g jll'()plt-. rl'pn·,<·nting 

till· lnllm1111g org:111i1:11io11,. partici ­

p:11, ·d ,111 l'itli,-r ill\' '>1t·,-ri11g Co111111ittee. the 

\\ ork111g Croup. nr ilh · Co111111i,,io 11 011 the 

Fi11 11rl' nl \grirnli11r,·: 

Commiss ion on the 

Future of Agriculture 

llnirl' \11dn,011. Cl:\ I:\ 

Sh:1ron .\nd<-r,on . \I >St hil'llsion :,;l'nin· 

llt-11 \ \1111:m . .\.ll. \,sn of Hur:tl Electric Co-ops 
1:h10,1d lbnh . .\ .ll Crnli1 Hc1il'11 Bo:trd 
Lo,i C:1po11rh . .\ .IJ .. b,11. of Ruul E!l'ctnc Co-ops 
D1•1111i, C:trbon. C:l:\l.\ Llild ()' L:tk,·s 
l{obl'll Carbon.\ I) F:1rn1l'1, I nion 
Kl'lll Conrad. t .S. :-,,•,utor 
t1l'1 ·in Cooper. lndu,tri:tl lk:1clopmelll .\ss11. 
l\('1 in c,~u lll'r. \. IJ. Eu momic I kwlop,nl'nt & Financr 
r;Jlen I leiK·1. \ .I l. Crl'dit I nio11 Ll':tgu1· 
_Judi th ll<·11 ill .. \ I) \\' :11,-r Comrni,,i,,n 

_lern Doan . Board nf \g lk,t'arrh 
1\1 ron I lorg:u1. L S St·n:11or 
1;crald 1-: i,,inger. \ _I)_ .b,n . oflcll'pho11<· Co-ops 
\ \ark Frot:1nk<'. \ .ll . \Fl.-t:10 
i.:UKl' r;:wlw. \ .IJ. (;r:lin r;rn11n, \,,11. 

l':wl 1;n111olus. Offiu· of.\11orn<·1 (;l'lll'ral 

Cornd111' 1;r:111i. \I ll/1 H. 
ll:til' Ln·1·1111,>11d_ \ I) ~1 11, kllll'II, \,sn. 
j11li11 ll :1g1·11 . .\\(J"I \ 

.-\rdrn 11 :llln. l.\\l l 

Jim 11 :tnnon. \ ll. I .trill l\1m·:1u 
Jani, 11:tllgl'ih-rg. \ _I} 1;r:1111 lk:1it-r, .\ "11. 
lh-idi lkitk11 np. \ ll 111<1111t·11:l'11n:d 
Bill I il'jl. livd l/11, ·r \ .ukt '>11~:1rh1·,·1 (;r()ll(.'i"S _-\SS!l . 
l),·11n i, I !il l. \ .I l. .\"n ol H11r:d Eku rir Co-ops 
\COIi llu:tg.J r .. .\HC:, 
John ll01·H·n . ll:mh "I \onli ll:1ho1a 
(:an I loff111:u 1. .\n1,Tir:111 l}:1in \,sn. 
l\n;ui lloi,nl'. \ .IJ To1•.n,h1p Ollirl'r.- _\.,sn. 
Lim· ls:~1k. \.ll. I n1wrsil\ S\,Il'ill 

_l11d _jail Kl' . .\ I) \ oe:1tio11.!l/fl-rhnic:1l Ed11ca1ion 
i':llriCl:tjl'IN'll. \_I)_ '-Lill'! llilt'i':,1[\ 

Mark Johnson . .\.ll .. \"11. o! Counties 
llogcr Johnson. \.ll . \g1iruhure Commissioner 
.-\mm: l\irschen111:u111. F:irm \ nii\l'd Organic 
Dave Koland. \_I)_ \.,,,1. of Rur:tl Water S\"stcms 
M:t\ Laird.\ _])_ Edur:uion A.,,n. 

Darrell Ltrson . .\ .ll. lmpkn11·m DcakrsAssn. 
Cl1,u·lo111: \ki,T \ I)_ l'orh l'rnduccrs Assn. 
Charle, /l'k11l'1l\ . l SD\-Rur:tl D<·1·eloprnent 
l\ill ~1uh,. F:1r111 CrL·dn \<'nK<·, 
Ill',· \iclson. \]) Srh,i"l lluartb.\s,n . 
Eugene \irhoi:L,. \ I) l.cghl.uun· 
-\rl1·11<· Olson . \ I)_ F:111n1-r, l ·n ion 

Keith l'dtil'r .. lg \~sn 
Shell\ i'<'ll'r,on . Long 

Tenn C:1rl' -b~n 
Th11 111 :L, l'lo11gh. \lhl 
Earl P11111l'rm . l .S. t'on,:r• ·\\lil:lll 
l\('lin l'rire . .-\nwrit":111, ·n,1:ii ,111::ff 

Lincoln lll'inhilln. ll:lh\/lt l!c"H11\·,· Cou11nl 
Dale Roemmich. \ I) B:1nhn, \ \\IL 

Ethrard :-,clukr. (;mcrnor 
I loll'ard :-,clunid. \ _I) F:11111 l\un·:tu 
Re~ . (:rnr;;<· Sdml'idl'r. \ _I)_<~ 111k-rn1Cl' on Cllllrche, 
Francis Sd111"i11d1. \.D. lk:tlth Dcp:1rlml'lll 
Connie SprnK1.111:ll\ k. \.I l. i.<·:1gu,· of Ci tie, 
&ott Stofferahn. F:111n '>t·nK<· \g,·nn 
Mike Strolll'l. \_I)_ .\ \ill :rnd l:lc-1:11m 
Arnold "Chip" Thon1:t,. \.IJ . I l<"piLll .\S\IL 

Te,w Wanzek. \.ll . l.,·gi,l:11111\· 
D:ui \\ iltse. \.D. B:1rl<·1 t :nunr il 

COFA Working Group Members 
John Bollinghcrg -a life-long farmer from 

\\ di, C11u11t1 and graduatl' of\_!)_ Stall' 1·nivcrsit1. 
l\oll1nghl'rg h,L, ,cn cd numerous groups. incl uding 
thl' \gnnd111r:tl Prod ucts I ·1ili1;1tion Com mission . 
l:d1hk ill':Ul Council :111d t!H' .\ .D. Fann 1-\uwAII. 
llollin~herg curremh ch;li rs the\ D .. \g Coalition. 

Jack Dalrympk - :t LLw·lton farnll' r :md Y,tlc 
I ni1n,it1 gr:idu:11,· . IJ:dnrnpk h,L, lwen :i stm· lcg­
i, l:1111r sinCl· I 'Ji-:', :tnd 11:1, Sl'1wd num<Tous other 
group,. including ll'adl'rship positions for Dakota 
(;rrnwrs l':L,ta Co1npa111 ,uid I ·nited Spring Wheat 
l'rt>Cl'S\OrS. 

.krry Effcrtz -a \'eh-a area famdv fa rm and 
ranch rn, ne r :md 11nstl'r\ dt·gr1·1· gr:1duate of :"_l)_ 
St:ll<· l 11ivl'r,i11·. 1-Jfen, i, ;1 llll'llll)(.'r of 1he ~.D. 
\111ch111c 11 "s .-\.,\II. \ _I)_ l.i1nousin C:111!e Assn ., 
\kl ll-11r1 C11u1111 F:tnn l\u1T:u1. ~Id lrnli Count1 
l:ll"IIHT., I ·11ion a11d thl' I l'ha I.ions Club. 

. \'eil l'isher - ;11li11i11ist r:1tm o[ lhl' \ .ll . Wheat 
I .111n11u,sio11 :111d 111:1\ ll'r °s dq,:n·t· g1·:1du:1te of \ .ll. 
\t:11,· I 1111n\lll . Fi , l!l'r 11a~ r:u,l'd 1111 :1 E1111ilv farm 
1!1:11 , 1111 opl'r:llt·, 111':1r 1', ·11 ih111w. li:1, lll'l'll 11·ith lhl' 
11111111 11 \\i 1111 ,111t ,. 1•1-:--: :111d 11:1~ .q>poilltl'd ad111i11 -
1,1r:1111 r i11 I qq:--; 

l':11rir iah'11s1·11 11t ,. prl',1d,·111 :11111 d, ·:111 for 
\'.'I ii 1>i11 11 ·.d 111:111, .ii \ 11 ,1: 11, · I 1111,-r, 111 _ll'll \('11 ,, 
,I I I ,11, .. , .. ,I '-1 t .,ii I• ·1 '"' '.J :1d:1:11, .,11,I \\ 1ll1:1111 

.\\ itd1ell School of l.:1 11 gradu:ttl' :u1d h:L', :1 lcngt111· 
record of se rvice 10 .1.~nrnlture. 1hrough education 
aJld indus1n group, 

Roger Johnson - \ fl . <:omm issio11er of Agli ­
culture :u1d \ _I) S1att· [ ni1n,it1 graduate.Johnson, 
a native ofTunil' L1k II lll'r<: he ,till owns a family 
farm. 11·as admini,1r.1111r of thl' \ _[)_ .-\g1icultural 
:\1ediation Senll'l' ln1111 I <iXlJ to 19%, serves no\\' 
on the \ .D. lnd11'tn:tl <.01n1nhsion and h,L, served 
sever,tl other st,llL'11 idl' ~roup,. 

Fred Kirschrnmann - rnrncr of a 5. 100-acre 
org,mic fa rm i11 ,ou th tTlllral .\.D. Kirschenmann i, 
a doctoral graduatl' of till' L nive rsity of Chicago, a 
forme r colil'gl' in,1rur1o r :ulll administ rator. ,md 
nm1· s<·1w, ,t·1n:d ,u,1:unahk :u1d organic agrirnl -
1ur:tl group, 

Ron 1.d:lt-rr di1Tctor 111' Connnunit1· :md 
l!ural lkvl'111pn1L'lil for thl' \ I)_ Dept. of Ern1101ni L· 
IJ<·1l'lopnll·111 ii. I i11:111n·. \ \\ inot State and :<:.ll . 
St:lll' l!ni1er,i11 \'. r:u l11:il( '. 1.d:lrrc farms pa11-tin1<· 
and Sl' l'\l'S st·1t·r:d ,1:11,· :111d n·gional group, . 

Wade .\1osn ,·\('llillll' ,·ice pn·sid!'lil oftlll' 
\ .I> . Swd,1111'11 , \",fl . \ I> Sl:ltl' t 111il!'r, i11 gr:1d11 
:ill'. I if,· 10111,: r:u1tl11"1 .111tl l11rn1n a~rirnlt11r:d l11:1n 
,,ili,,-r 

Bill l'atril' 1111.d il,·ll'l11p111l' lll dll"(·rtor fo, · 
11,, \ I> \· '" '""', "' l< ,wd ikr11·1,·I ""Jw1·:1 

tives and Telephonl' t:ooper:1111,·, .111d 111 :1,tl'r', 
degree graduate of Ball St:il <' I 11i1n,it1 l':uril' i, 
p,Lst CEO of \onhn11 l'l:u11, l'rrn11111n lkl'f :111d 
u11Te1ll chai n11 :11 111f tlw l!ur:d I l('1doprne111 
Financl' Corpor:llion 

Richard Schlo~ser - 011 Ill'! of :1 I.~011 -:wre 
farnih farm lll':tr Edgl'i<·1 :md fornwr schonl 11·:1d1-
er. Schlosser is I itl' prl'sidl'lll of\ I) . Fanm-r, 
[inion ,uid Sl'n1·, 011 thl' \ I)_ Crl'di1 R<·1 il'II Board. 

llowarcl Schmiel - lifl' -l1111 g lk1NJ1l C011nl1 
farmer. r;lising 11hea1. harl1·1 and ,unfl1111ers. 
Schmid se1wd ,L, \ .ll Fann llurl':1u prr,iden1 frorn 
1990 to I l)'Ji-: . and is a 111e111iwr of the I S IJurulll 
(;roll'n, a11d \ I) (;rain <;r1111l'r, 

Kohcrt Sorenson - p1\·\ldt·1H of tlH' l11dqll'll ­
de11t Co1n1111111i11 l\:111b .,f .\ ll :111d gr:1du:ill' of \ _I)_ 
:,;1a1e l 11i1l'r,it1 . Son·,1,1111 i, n11-r(·111l11in· pn·sidl'lll 
of !Ill' Sca11dia ,\n ll'rir:111 I lank. 1, h,·1T Ill' 11:1-' h<·,·11 
l'lliplm"L·d li,r 1h1· pa,1 1:--: 1(·:11', 

Stcr<:11 Tomac - m1·11n "' a I I 1111 :llT!' fa1 11il \ 
farm :111d ranch i11 .\lonon t:0111111 :ind., ~r:1du:ill' j ·· 
.\ .I) S1:11,· I lllll'l'\111 -, 11111;11" 11:1 , \l'i'\('d :1, :1 ,1:1I(' ' 
st·11:l1<11· ,111n· I ')t) I :111d "'i'll'd 11 1 lilt' , 1.11,· l1<1il\l' oi' 
l'('jll'l'\l'lll:il111·, d111"111 \:d ll' !'I~- l'IS'I ,·v,11111, 111 · 
11ork., :I-'., rnr:d :1ppr:11,.-r .111d 1, 1111, ,11,·d t11111 
·,1·11-r:d ,1.11,·111tl, "1··.:11111:1111111 




