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Rep. Bnrscgaar~I • Distri<:t IL): 1 IB 1-l.rn is before you 1his 111omi11g and the lust twu sessions I 

have looked nt a lot of dilforent ways to approm..'ll lllis. As you 1.:1111 see this deals with 10-0(i.1-0tJ 

which is the provision that allows l'orporations to e11gngc in the business ul' forniing or ra11l'11i11µ 

prnvided they meet certain l'l'qt1il'L'llle111s, Those 1\.·quire111ents in L'lll'l'Ctll code li111it operntions to 

ti Ileen 11harcholders 01· 111cml1L·rs. t\11d th<.·n th1.•rl' is ti wealth or wrbitige that strh:tly delirn:atL's 

tlrnt those mcmbel'S must b1.1 rclatl.'d to 01111..·1· shard10lders by blood or 11rn1Tiage. When I 

npproachcd this lcgislution I wu11IL1d to 11rnke a small elwngl.', lo nncen members that w~ren't 

l'Clutcd. As you cun sec on this bill before you this amounts to II substantial portion or tile 

lunguugc in the code. Think about thut, the only thi11g we a,·c changi11g from what i:ul'l'L'l11ly exists 

is the fif\ccn members don't ncccssul'ily have to be related by blood or llHllTiagc. This would 

allow mysclf'whcn I um in need of capitol to have u friend of mine invest in my nmn. I hil\'C 

tried to be ns carcf\11 us I could to address the conccms of people oppos1.•d to this lcgisl111ion. Dill' 
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of the things we did is make the principle shareholder actively involved in the opcra1io11 of the 

form. The majority shareholders arc making the decision on planting and prnduction. This is to 

insure thut the people who havl.! invested the 111ajority of the money take an active interest i11 how 

the form is run. The bill is fliirly sell' cxplariatory. ;\ couple of things you can look at~ this 

l!.!gislation will give farmers more acl!ess to cash and yet protect the farm. We need to lind a way 

to arouse capitol. The other thing, I used the language that the principle shareholder must be 

actively engaged in the operation, I wouldn't be opposed to the languagt.: that the rnajmily 

shareholders need to reside on the form or ranch, It seems to me we spend a lot of lime trying to 

find bail capitol for ngl'iculturc, Most of the tinic ii is in added valu~: production. These pL'oplL• 

need caplto, 1: ·. is the vehicle thut Wollld allow !hem lo get it. People today will oppose this bill 

and testify thut it w,,, lead to bigger und fowcr· forms in NIJ. Has the current corporate farming 

law kept us from having bigger a11d l'cwcr lhrtnl''! ~;tro11gcr rural t:ommunitics'! The current 

co!'porntc farming lnw sc1·vcs 0111.: purpose and that is to prnvidc a l'ulsc sctist.: of' security in rnrn! 

ND. We need to bccomi: proactive to liltrners. Wt.: nct.:d to protect l'rom large corporate interest~. 

I think the legislation bd't,rc you docs that. I will stand for questions, 

Rep, Lcmi~ux: In the last few yc111·s ,w have seen a rnpid cxpansio11 in the pork industry in 

Ma11ltoba. A1·c you liimiliar with, have cor·poratc dollars bct.:11 involved in that'? 

Hen, Bruscgum·d: As muny of you me nwmc, I dealt closely with the pork industry last ~·car. The 

hog industry in Cnnuda has growu prnportionnh.!ly grcutct· bccuusc of pn1·ttw1·ships with 

corporutcs, l think thut while this bill will mukc it cuHicr fo1· hog operations to compete with 

Munltobu. l ulso believe thut they can do it now if they wunt to. They pm·t111~1· with pcoph.' highct· 

up 01l the !udder of production, I lrntc to look ut this bl II us strictly helping out la1·gc unimal 
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feeding lots, it is tar!~ctcd more for the individual farmer or ranclwr like 111yself. I think it is tragic 

the amount of growth in Manitobu. 

Rep, Mueller: I understand why we want to become involved in corporations suc:h as this given 

what we have in terms of our ability to genera le income of those farms. I think the fundamental 

issue hc1·c is the value of our commodities. f arn not so SLll'C tlrnt this vchidc will begin to address 

this issue. 

Rep, Bruscgaard: I am not going to stand up hcl'e and tell you that this legislation is going to 

make agricultul'c in ND a fontasy, but I think it will b,~gin to addn:ss one problem we have whicl1 

is acquisition capitol. Another prnblern is the prmh11.:tio11 h:vcl we have expcrktH.:cd over the lust 

<.!ight years. I think that there ure people who would like lo be i11\'olved with till' prm:css t111d ure 

u1whlc to own a form themselves. Some i11\'esllllL'J1ls 111m1c might not neci.:ssarily be returned. I 

think it is a viublc alternative. 

Rei,, [kt·g: One of the things you suggcsll.·d was taking .1 look 11I the strnc:turc of' the ~orpornlio11, 

Tlwl ull 111c111bcl's must be individtlills rnthcr tlrn11 corporations llllth~r thut. Do you f'cL'I that would 

accomplish what you arc pcrso1wlly trying to do, bd11g tlwl capitol ill !llHI YL'I yuu wnuld hel'ume 

the corpomtion. I:,; thut something you would like to L'Xplorc fur1hc1·. 

lk12. Bruscguurd: That would accomplish all that could be acco111plishcd, my goals could be 

nccomplil-;hcd, It would be the first step in moving ND Ag forward, 

Roger Jphn~on M Con1111issione1· of Agrk.ulturc; I um here to oppose 1113 1,.uo. ( Sec ,vrillen 

testimony), 

JiQll. Bery~ On page three of your testimony you tnlk ubout cc:onomic c.·011cc11trntion imd 011 th~ 

fourth line down you suy it will ultimutl!ly will l11c1·cusl! and ct'cntc higher pl'iccs fo1· food, If rood 

prices went up 30%, w0uldn 't that be good for om future? 
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Johntion: It would if our producers got the money, but the point behind the 1.:conomic 

concentration, what really happens is it is not about dcficic11cy1 it is about power. Power 111ei111s 

you can cxtrnct more of' the price from the marketplace for that corporate bottom line. The result 

of which you drive prices lower. If' in foct higher prices f<JI' food rl!su Its in higher prices for 

pl'oduccrs I would say yes. But, the evidence indicates that is not the result. 

R<.!p, Berg: I foil to make that co111wction totally, if economic power drove the price of 111eat up 

50<¼1 on the retail shelf, That would create an opportunity for independent producers to sell 

directly to meat packing plant, or wlwtever, 

Johnson: Meat is a good example. If the corporntc entity that is sclli11g the meat into that meat 

case is the same 011e that is buying the beef from individual produc.:crs and their bottom line is 

dl'iving their decision and they at'L' able to put a higher price only because they have become a 

sole supplier which is ultimately u goul. a 1110,wpolistic supplier and arbitrarily sl!t prices where 

you choose thut is economic power. Thul saml.' economic power get excrdscd Rbainst tl10sc li·o111 

which they purchused that beef to hl.•gin with. 

lkrg; Than thot monopoly und the other producers would have their produt:t on lhc shelves next 

to the higher priced product nnd thct\' would be a bc1wl1t to tlwt. fvly qt1l.'stio11 is. what prognims 

hnvc we done in the lm;t dgllt yca,·s tllal lrnv~ put c.ipitol into li11rning op!.·rations, Or tlw! ill'!.' not 

alone? 

Johnson: Two sessions ago! we did some substt1111iul !'cwritc of li111itcd liability ow11c1·ship 

provision fb1· the very reason . 

.fum!:. The question is whut good hus thut donl!'? 

Johnson: I think It hus helped, We urn s~l.!ing tn()l'C vuluc added vcntun~s us a result of that. It hns 

bcc11 u tool und is being used, You ought to be considering unothcr tool thut can move us in that 



Page 5 
House Agriculture Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number H B 1430 
Hearing Date Fcbrnary 151 200 I 

direction. lt is important for us not to forget that the ultimate issue we have is tile issue or prices. 

But simply providing capitol in the absern:e of' profit, you can dcbi1te fi.)r a long time i r that docs 

you any good, unless you buy into the economic power argument. 

I~ 1;p. Mueller: It strikes me that we would certainly at a minimum bl' changing the definition of 

family forming, Nm\\ the fomily form issue I think hm; been received relatively well by the 

public in this United StatlJs, That has some inl1ucncc on the kind of distance that we have 

nu11wgcd to get. I guess I would lwvc lo com111cn1 1 if wc arc not longer a fomily farm, do you 

believe that will have some i111plicntio11s and some ramifications for Federal form policy. We are 

talking ubout capitol and if the Federal govcrtlllH:nt hnd11'1 been in my operation in the last few 

ycars1 I wouldn't be forming. That is \\'here I get u lot of my capitol. My question is i r we u1 c no 

longer· lltmily li11rns 1 al'c we going to hL' considered somL'thing di ffercnt by the 1:edcral 

gov em 111c1\I '? 

Johnson: I think all of you would ackno\\'ledge thut then.• arc n lot or pcoplL· showing up for th(.·sc 

hctu·ings that lllay haw some impatl on llow you tend lo look at ll'gislation. I say tlrnt in suppmt 

of the point you't·c trying tu t1takc that then: is public co111ide11cl' ai,u ti good fce1rng towards thL' 

fiunily limn system ofagricultun:, \'ou are 1110n.' likL•ly to get sot1k' form policy tlwt is IK·11elkial 

to those pt·oducl'rs. lf'you 1110\'L' awoy frolll thut st1w:tu1·e, and simply hn\'1.' corpornte ,1grkultun.•, 

the likelihood of' getting public support would dimi11ish. 

Rep Berg; If' in fhct this L.:I would be a111endcd to require the shm<.: holders to be indi\·iduuls and 

not other entitles, how would that differ from our LL P's thut you i11dicatcd \\'<.'l'c hclpi11g out i11 

NO'l 
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Johnson: I would have to look at the amL·mlmcnt. It is instrnctive for us to n.~mcmbcr thL' 

experience I rnlatcd at the onsd of my testimony. We spent days trying to get our arms around 

some sort of amendment. 

Rep. Berg: We arc talking about an rnnendmcnt that would basically set up the sumc thing as a 

LLT, only it would bi.: called a corporntion. Would we not? 

Johnson: What is the point of it. What's the point of' the change'! 

Rep. Bel'g: So you would support that'? 

lohnson_;_ I don't think I said that, I said what is the point of drnnging something so ii provided 

you 110 more eligibility 01· tools than ure already in existence? 

Rep. Berg: The taxation would be different on it'! 

Chairman Nicholas: Most of the LLTs arc still nnc man, one vote, You can lrnvc diffcrcnt types 

of investment levels, but it is still one vote whether you have $ I 00 or$ I 00,000 invcstlllcllt. Or u 

corporution the voting str·ucturc follows. Proponents of 1113 14JO. 

JJ1·11111l(rs1mc1· - ND Fmm BurL1nu: We support 1113 1--DO, (~ec writte1, testimony), 

R<.!p, On~tnd: Make note that lb,· vcntu1·cs that intuitive seed i11vcstme11t capitol is needed I 11111 

assuming you ur·e rclcn'ing to value added ag pnrts. You are asking for some outside indi\'idual to 

muki.: un investment for him in the value added prrn:css. ls that con\:ct'! 

Krorncr: Either that 01· in the production side or it. 

Onsto<I: So isn 1
t it v:lluc addctL don· 1 we already do thot now'? 

Krnmcr: The1·c urc u 11umbc1· of vulues th11t ur·c uvai!ublc, l3ut t11ki11g u look ut that and in 

1·csponding in some purl to Rep. Mueller's question, tlrnt when commodity pl'ices arc so low. why 

would someone wn11t to invest in something like this. One of the things tlrnt cnn help when prkcs 

nrc so low is the economy of sculc. If you nt·c getting u $1 u head fro the beef you rnisc, prnlit, i I' 
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you ruisc enough of them you ca11 eek out a living, If I invest in u project like this :11 some point 

those beef cattle will be worth a lot more at some latl.!I' date, and I can reeoup my i11vcst1ne111 und 

nrnkc some pl'Olit. I think tlrnt is what this bill will allow, 

.Rep. Lemieux: I would like ynu tn answer the question, to what advantage is this over an LLT'! 

Krumcr: I guess from my s1H11dpoint it would allow nw an oppmtunity i11to something by bd11g a 

sile11t pmtncl'. I think it will pl'Ovldu some other opportunities, Thul is what we need in 

agriculture today, 

Puul Becker - Fmmcl': I am here today in suppol't of' HB 1430. At this tin11.: there is already out of 

stute interest in buying fol'mlumL With the limits of this bill, I think it only gives ND formers 

unothcr option to set up forming. 

Rep. Mueller: Who would come in and be involved in this opcrntion, If we don't se1.: any of' the111 

on the hol'izon, why would we want to do this'! 

lkckcr: I guess 1·~~fo1Ti11g to Rep. Bruscgaard that nrnybe n docto1· 01· attorney that had n n1n11i11g 

buckgrnund thut isn 1I looking 1hr big economic dl:'hl::. ,Ii.1st wuntcd to be involved in something 

likl.) thut. The other· thing is we lwvt~ been tuughl to buy low und sell high and I guess this till' 

time to gl.!t in, 

gcp, Muc.lliu:: Do you know so11w of those folks thut would like to comi: in and be invol\'ed in 

my Ihm, op(.mttion for nostulgic reusons would you'? 

Clrnirmnn NJ!.:110!0~1 Anyone <.!lse wish to tcstl f'y in fovo1· of H B 1430. Anyonu opposed'! 

11/ultot' 1-lu~ The thing that worril.!s me ubout this bill, is I think one of the things we u1·c trying 

to do in this stutc is to bri11g ou1· young people buck to this stntc, I think thot if we wnnt to get o 

doctm from Wisl!onsit1 involved in n 1111·111 1 this it-ill •t going to help the populution ut all. Wlu11 we 
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need is younger lhmH.'l'S on the 11111d. Thn,,•1.• lilm11:rs ha\'ing .1000 ill'l'l.'s inst1.•ml ol'lw\'ing ill\l'slors 

from out of the sllltc. 

I l1mlY.~ Thul is II rcully good question, I don 'l think we need lo do it this way. One 1hi11g wc need 

to do is to give our subsidies to the lhr111c1·s that need it. ;\sour l.'conomy gets worse, us the land 

is going up nnd lhc cnsh rent is going up und it lhrccs young formers oul of business and ii only 

helps big opcralors. If we c1111 l'llnncl these pnymi.!nls towards the smaller formers. That will nrnkc 

u lot of difforcncc. 

Rep, ("ro1;iich: What you arc purposing, I sec wlrnl you arc saying. but is it bct1cr to have thrcc 

formers stmving lo death. than one'? 

Hur,!y; Well, I don't think we 11!.!cd a bunch ol' doctors from Wisconsin investing in ND. Wllat 

arc wc going to have leH here. On!.! limncr on I 0,000 acres. What arc we doing to our 

populntion'? 

Rep. Merle Boucher - District 9; I will be offering opposition to this legislation. I am a little 

scared when I hear the terminology, tweak this bill. No doubt in the area of agriculture there is a 

crisis. It is u capitalization crisis that exists out there, As we all know in today's modern term 

capitalizing an agricultural operation is going to be viable. It costs many hundreds of thousands 

of dollars. For an individuul to accomplish that it can b" ·xtrcmcly difficult. I think we nci:d to 

look at this, someone needs to assist the farmers in this capitulization process. I really have foars 

in terms of this legislation you have in front of you in terms corporations. Because a corporation 

itscl f docs extend the implication for those interests we think of in large terms unu that is big 

corporations. When we talk about where we want to go, it is a greater situation than just 

capitalizution of agriculture, it is a market issue. As a legislative assembly we have taken a rather 
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uncmic position in addn:ssing the nwrkcl issues in this 1..·ou11try. \Ve as i11dvpc1Hk'111 tlinrn:n, 

competing with l.'t1ch othur and muny oth1.•r interests for l'apitol and al 1111..1 sanw \\'I.' a1\.' selling our 

commodities in a 1.-'llptivc 111arket. That is what is wrong aboul tll1.• system lhnl c:dsts today. l 

think we have to take a look ut c:1pi1ali1i1lion of' ugril..'111!111\!. We lrnv1.: lo look at the lotal 

agricultural position from top to bottolll and how we as individual producers i:an participate in 

thut procuss nnd how we can open up r1.·sourc1.~s to nwkc tlrnt prrn:css more m:ccssiblc and 11wr1..· 

uvnilublc to us. So if we can partkipnte in those ,·t1lue added l.'(H>ps and l.'orporntions. I think the 

uvailubility of capitol is nu1dc to us so we 1..'all bcco11H! shareholders und strn.:kholdcrs ol'the 

entities that produce thal li1111I product when.: we know the 111urgi11s of profit really exist. \Ve 

know u box ol'<:orn flakes cost $3.50 und there's a nickcls worth nl'i.:orn in thcre, whkh tells me 

we could double the pdce ol' corn and only add another nickel to thl.'! cost of the product. So 

there's soml.'!lhing more involved out there. I do agree with those people who try to capitali1.e in 

thi: added value produl'ts or ugriculture, and I lcel as a committee we should work diligently in 

that particular direction. The bill you lrnve before you, I am very leery of it n11d I encourage you 

to leave it alone. 

Sen. Elroy Lindnns: I appear here against 11 B 1430, My parents farmed in 1917, the end of \Vnrld 

War I, World War II, the recession, the high times, the low times. Corporate forming was and 

continues lo be a bad idea. Our predecessors lllltkrstood that. Som!.! experiences WI.! lack leave us 

open lo some ideas that might be dangerous. There seems to be a misconception about corporate 

entities because of their financial ml vantage and size. Somehow benevolent, but somehow the 

capitol they bring with them would be dokd out to the benefit of everyone. To that I would say 

they make no investments that would not pay a larger return and with that profit could for the 
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mosl pLtrl lc11vc our state, Th~· other co111:~·m I have is the corporntc policy. the main tl11nµ. 1111: 

hotlom line, Less i111porta111 arc pcrso,wl. c11,,irnmnc11wl wtd lrn.:al com·crns with n . .'latiunship~. 

Boll.Ill' Bcckl I come in opposition to this hill for numy reasons. J conH.' from a family ol' 7 b1lys 

und nil of us wanted to liirm. Four of us did. Three of the four arc wnrking off the litrm now, 2 

were pork prodw.:crs ulong with grain lhnning. When we had this last pork crnsh, they said the 

heck with it and got out. I sure didn 'I sec the pork price drop in the ston .. •s to com1wnsa1c for the 

price ol'pork to formers. The cot·pornl~: Ht1·11wrs out thl-'l'C an.' still going, it llC\'CI' stopped tile lol-'ill 

storcs. it 1wvcr stopped the lm:al clevalors, it is nil trucked in. What is thl.' logic of having 

corporations if they don't lwlp the lol..'al co111111t111ities'! They lwlp the bottom lines. They wwll 

somconc to invest. We havc cnough erops In invest in now. We 111.'cd the price 01'1.."ommoditics to 

be raised. I don't know of any one hl.'rl.' who is Iha! w~.>ak in math thal can't figure out that wlwn 

the cost of production is more than what you can sell a commodity for, who in there right mind is 

thinking this is a good place to invest'! We gotla get Ille prices up where they can do some good 

first, then we won't have troubll.' rnising invcslors. I really question the logic of needing a 

corporate sponsorship of any kind wlwn we don't have the income to gel things going'! As for as 

communities we have lost so many forms now, no one can afford to come back in. We need to 

fix the income side of' this and the rest will foll in place. So I stand in opposition of this bill. 

Rep, Lemieux: Having struggled through the pork plunge. Could it have been advantageous to 

have a corporate partner that would have shared the burden of capitol investment and possibly 

facilitated the risk managcmcnt'? To have hcl pcd you and your brothers through that time period. 

I allude again to the producers in Canada who used the Pot·k Industry as a tool to add value to 

their poor grain'? 
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~ I don'I know, 1 lccl the bot1om li1w is 11101 n10n! impDrlallt lo thcsi.• ~orporations 1lian 

a11y1hi11g else, 

~n.J.&llili:fil.l Ill your hog operation. would it he n1\'ornblc if a i:ompany sui:h as locally owni:d 

Clovcrdulu were interested in coming out IIIHI investing with yo11. ( 'lovcrdak was in here last 

week tulk ing about how every duy they me importing$ 75,000 worth of hogs frnm Canada 

because we lost ull thci-w prodt1<:crs in ND. Would you be ill opposition lo op,.ming the aw1rni.:-s 

up so yoll could enter into an agrccnwnt with Clo\'\.:rd,llc'! It would hi.• a 1..·orrHlrnl1..• agreement. 

that is the only wuy they could parti(:iputl'. 

~l I have no problem with something like that. all install..' program to slart with. But. c1gai11, 

rm speculating in the sense ol' what I would bl.' doing. I do li.·,:I if it is a local <.'0111pany. l would 

rnthcr do that than with someone from out side of tlw !ililll.'. I h:t\'e anotlwr corn:crn wilh 

appropriations that we have invcst1.:d in Pro Gold to lwlp them out u11d ii lol of stuff g1.:ts shipp1.:d 

out to Colorado and they operate the program out thi..:n.!, If' it's corporatc. in stat1.: li1wrn:i11g, but 

when it comes to out of state, we arc opening up Pandora's box. 

Rep, Lemieux: This committee starts with, how can we h1.:lp rural ND'! We 'vc looh·d at a lot of 

dl fforcnl avenues. We need the input of a lot people. \Ve nci.:d your input, we nccd to ,1sk 

questions, J appreciate your participation. 

Beck: I just want to make my point too. 

Chairman Nicholas: Your brothers in the hog business, were they able to do contract pricing for 

their hogs to have avoided the 11 cents debt? Those hogs arc forward contracted for several 

months out. Were you offot·cd tlrnt? What wns the size of the operation? 

Beck: The size was 30~40 sow size net profitability. One of my brothers did feed them out. Right 

now I don 1t think they had access to it. I think part of it was because of their size they thought 
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they couldn't do it. Muinly it was rnising them and putting tliclll on tile 1w11·kc1 on1.:c n cry I" ll 

Chuirnum Nicl)plus: t\ny otlu:r qucstio11s'! 

Hichnrd Si.;l)losst.:r: N () Ftl!'lll\;1'~ lJnion: I am in opposition of 11 B 14 JO, ( sc\.' writh:11 l\.'sl imony ). 

Rep, L~micux: In the capitalist world we live in wc bormw a lot of n101u .. •y to in,·\.·st in agri\.·11lt1m.• 

wouldn't this fhcilitatc limns instcud of' lwving to borrow money and pay interest to hl' abk- lo 

have partners to bring capitol in and their shar\.· ol' the risk a11d rewards would 1101 bL' rcllcctcd in 

un interest payment to a financial institution or clscwlwrr.! but rather tlwy would share the risk. 

Schlosser: No. I I need to stand un the polky of where an: 1111.:mbcrs foci. The produt·cr out thl'I'\.', 

No, 2 you mentioned ami.:1Hlmcnts to the Century Code allowing Tripk L lo be used. I guess we 

stood back and didn't sec a prob km with that, but we do have a co11e.:cm nbout corporntc capitol 

being brought in. 

Rep, Froelich; Much ns I thought about the tax advantages of' corporations, what advanlagcs 

would you and I have if' we formed a corporation and you invl.!stcd in my land, what tax 

advantngcs would there be? 

,Schlosser: All I have to respond to that is thal there m\: tax advantages, maybe someone clsL' 

could speak to that issue. 

Woouy Barth: I um here today in opposition to HB 1430. ft is my belief that the capitol or lack 

thereof is not the overriding problem with today1s agriculture. We need a decent price for our 

commodities, The conccntmtion in agriculture in the marketing and food retail end of the supply 

chain. There is lack of equity capitol thut we as fanncrs put back into our operations. Low 

agricultural prices cannot support increases in debt for N 1) producers. Our system of fom ily 

farms has worked very well. I believe that the change to corporate forming would not help ND 
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producers, Prngrams for ~:apitol cun be oblaincd if' we a~ prodt11:1:r!-i can g\.'t a ,k,:cnt prkc 1,,r 1111r 

co1111110ditics lo pay back that 1.:api1ol. The land we hil\ c, is tll1: lasl 1.:lli1111..'l' of lhl' whok fl>od 

chai11 is lhat we <:ontrol that lund. WI•: lllllst ussun: that l'1>ntrol and n:spun:-,ibility ot'rnir 

agriculllll'c docs 1\muti11 vc.'ill'd in our litmily formers. 

fhnncr friendly'? 

Burth: I still have trouble with corporntc !\m1.·rica or oulsi(k ,·cnt1Jl'cs coming in here to 

agrk:ultun:. I still lt!cl outside cnpitol at some point and some tinw wa11ts two things -- co11trol 

and a return on their i11vcstmc11ts. I foci we as litniily fomwrs will lose ,.:ontrol a11d prolitahility 

by shif\ing up to cooperate vcslmcnls, If we 111m·c more corporate wc arc losing conlrol 1111d 

income po.,sibilitics, 

EJ,U}.L..Lcmicu>;: Do you have a probk·m with corporate inn:sting in hog titcilitics rn1d in joint 

corporate ventures witlt farmers'! 

full'th: Once again, I shy away from this area. I think formers would be willing to in\'csl in their 

own hog facilities il'in fo1:t they could get a guaranteed price formula. If' they c.:ould 111\'cst in 

their own facilities and control their own c.h~;,;tinil-s, 

Jerry Alrich· farmer: (Sec written testimony}, 

Dale Barkhart: I am asking this committee how much you know about the CED'? Dol.'s anyonl.' 

know about the National Committee for Economic Development'! Docs anyone know what 

happened in the early 1o•s and 69'! The CED said we have poor formers out there and we ,wed to 

take the land away from them, Things will be priced at a price that we will bl.! making money. 

That is the only thing they arc interested in. The lnw says lhc funner may price his product at any 

price he needs to stay in business as long as he docsn •t .... 
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( some bunter) 

this hill. I want to try to answer a qucslion Rcp. Li:mil:u.x w .. h·d. \\\.• an.• rli:arly discuss1tlg 

ow111:rship of land. Whctlwr ur not ~:orporn1io11s should own land. I thin~ lh·p. l .c111i1.·11\. !hi.' 

answer lo your qucstion is there arc 1.'lll'l\.'lllly il\Clllll,.'s for allo,ring l<>I' i11,,.:st111cnts tlwt would 

11ddrcss what you arc saying. This l.'hrn1g"' in thi.• Im\ would makl..' this mot\.' a\atlabli.•. l\n: "1.' 

creating uwm1cs for ollu:r l'.Olllpani1.•s to invest in 011r m\·111:rship. I think WL' shm1ld also t:ilk 

about O\VllCl'Ship or the livcsto\.'k fl(II just thl..' ill\ l'S(llh.'11h or lllill'h11ing l.'llllll'ill.'lillg, \\'L' 111.'Cd lo 

make Slll'C we don't cr"'·atc , ..... 

Gail Erickson~ N () Progn;ssiv~liti(!Jl; \\'1.• urge you Ill n.:jei.·t l I B l-DO. ( Sec \\'l'ilt1:n 

Bob Viken: I folt compelled over lhis issue lo dri\'c down h1.•1\'. I am hen: oil my own bdwll'. I 

only have my opinion on how this will impaL't my lik and Ill.lily ND ag prodw:er~. The d1:1.·lin1: in 

the number ol' family farms has not beL'n due lo the luck of' capitol invcstnwnt, but due to lhL' 

failure of the Federal government to have a long terrn suslilinable form bill. Bringing outside 

capitol into this equation will only sp1.•cd up thl' demise of rural ND. It is nlready ii huge 

challenge to operate a form. This bill will draw an outside muscle that is not dcpl.'tHknt upon th1.• 

profitability of production agriL'ulturc. The only benefit of this bill is if you havl.' already dccitkd 

to retire or quit farming ancJ your only concern is to get big money for your farm. You !.!ml up 

raising the bar so the only way a young produccl' can stay in production is to incorporate and 

draw outside investment capitol. I am not opposed to competition, but this competition must be 

on a level playing field. Not only will you be keeping people like me from forming in ND. but 

also from living here. Current luw helps to keep our current ND lifestyle. If I had my own wa~'. 
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we would eliminate all our corporate forms. II' you wanl only I or 2 f'llrms pc1 lown.,hip yu11 

should vote yes on lhis hill, lt'you don't mind a,.:cch.-rnting Ille decline of populilliou in ND ytiu 

should vote yes, it' you don 'I mind closing rural sdwols, churdH..•s and hospitals you should \'olc 

yes on this, But if you love N l)'s rnrnl way of Ii fo, tlH.'ll please jusl say 110. 

Eric Sdu11li; I have come hack to NI> 1J years llgo lo form. I got inlo formiug and thank C iod I 

wns ignornnt to the marketing end ol' this hcc11t1sc I lwd a neighbor that was doing cxai:lly what 

this bill is trying to do which is expanding. I got into forming and it has been tough. I sland lwrc 

und ask thnt you vote 110 on this. 

Chairmun Nidwtus: I will close 1'1is hcuring, 
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We hcurd lhut Bill ycstcrduy ulso. 

Representative Brundcnburg: I move for u DO NOT PASS . Representative Renner. second the 

motion. Is there uny discussion Committee Mcmbcrn 

The clerk will take the Roll on DO NOT PASS ON HB 1430. 
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0 SubcommiJt<!C on -·----------·---·--------- ___________ _ --------~----.. ···· 
or 

0 Confcnmcc Committee 

Lcgislutivc Council Amendment Number ,_ 

Action Taken . /I. 
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Tcstln1ony on H HJ 430 ~,, I 
Hy Richard Schlosscl' 

On behalf of North Dakota Farrncrs lJnlon 
Mr. Chuirman and n1cmhcrs of the house ngricuhurc committl.1 <.\ n1y 

nnmc is Richard Schlosser, I an, u farmer from Edgeley, f am here 

representing North Dakota Furn1crs Union in opposition to JIB 1430. North 

Dakotu Farmers Union supports the present Corporntc Funning Lnw, which 

was enacted in 1933 through an ini tiatcd measure. H BJ 430, on the surfa~c 

appears to be a rather innocuous amendment to the present restrictions 

contained in this section of the code. In reality, the proposal would overturn 

the primary objective of the law, which is to keep agriculture in the hands of 

independent family farmers. 

In 198 J, the Corporate Farming Law was mncnded to al low fam i I ics 

to incorporate their forms under certain guidelines specifically spelled out in 

the law. North Dakota Farmers Union agreed to this an1cndmcnt and has 

since stood firm in defense of the present law. Specifically, our policy 

states that the law "should not be further weakened to give additional 

advantages to n011.fan1ily farm units or to allow the control of agriculture 

production to move to off-fam1 interests." With respect to our position on 

this issue, HB I 430 goes too far by eliminating the relationship requirements 

under this section. 



"Changing our stnlc,s corporate forming law is both ill .. tirn(:d and ill• 

udviscd. The present lnw serves us well. ... agrkultural produ~tion "hnuld 

be reserved for individ·ml nnd fumi!y enterprises, not for cor:ioratc 

business." This is a quote from our president, Robert CHrlson's tcstimony 

opposing a change to the corporate forming law five years ago. It was true 

then and it is true in this instance today. 

North Dakota producers have combined their resources und built 

processing facilities for durum, hard red spring whcut, corn, and other 

connnoditics. Also, would producers be considering producer owned 

ethanol plants, feed lots and slaughter foci I itics if' North Dakota product ion 

agriculture were operating under a corporate structure'; As fan1ily formers, 

we have the opportunity to develop a vision of what we want to bccornc. 

Because of our creativity and independence, North Dakota is nationally 

recognized as a leader in new and innovative concepts. For example, several 

pieces of legislation have been introduced during this session including 

bonding authority for a slaughter facility, a farmer equity trust fund, and an 

initiative that would provide tax credits for investment in producer owned 

ventures, In short, we do not need to change our state's corporate farming 

law. Instead, we need to preserve the very law to ensure that these benefits 

continue to flow to independent fanlily fanners and ranchers. 



Some believe that we need to change the existing law because farmers 

cannot raise enough capital for large~scale operations, We at North Dt1kota 

Farmers Union recognize the need for capital in agriculture and we have 

worked over the years to help develop a system to provide capita! for 

producer owned ventures. In addition to local banks, credit unions and Fann 

Credit Services, programs at the Bank of North Dakota are available to 

producers. 

Finally, the September issue of the Union Farmer (the North Dakota 

Farn1ers Union monthly publication) carried a story about North Dakota 

legislative candidate survey results. One of the questions on the survey was, 

" Do you support the cunent corporate farn1ing law?" Of the 72 house 

candidates who responded, 67 said yes, 3 were undecided, 2 said no. ()f the 

36 senate candidates who responded, 32 said yes, 1 was undecidcrli and 3 

said no. These results clearly indicate that there is overwhelming support for 

the current law, In closing, we urge a 'DO NOT PASS' of HB 1430. Thank 

you. 
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Good morning Chairman Nicholas and mcn1bcrs of the 1-fouse 

Agriculture Comtnittee. My name is Brian Kramer and I am here representing 

the 26,000 member families of North Dakota Farm Bureau. \Y/c support 

}-louse Bill 1430, 

I-IB 1430 will allow someone other than a family membr, {'' invest in 

North Dakota agriculture. Much of this session has been devoted to economic 

development and value-added agriculture. There are bills to provide tax 

incentives to capitalize agriculture. There arc bills to allow bonds to be sold to 

capitalize agriculture. There are bills to provide venture capital, \v'e applaud 

those efforts, but in order for these ventures succec<l investment capital is 

needed. And that is what this bill is about. It will allow outside investment in 

production agriculture. 

Under this legislation, a farm or ranch operation will be able to seek 

money to expand or create new opportunities, It simply allows someone who 

is not a blood relative the ability to invest in agriculture if they think the 

prospects warrant that investment. This is no different than any other business 

in the state. 

011r ji,111rr. Onr l'Oitr, 



If I and some of my associates want to partner in a hardware store or a repair 

shop of some kind, we can do that. But r am precluded from investing in thl.! 

largest economic sector in the state, agriculture. 

At the time when the corporate farming laws of this state were cnactcJ, 

they provided the protection needed to insure that producers weren't cocrcc<l 

into something from which they could not recover. The laws provided 

safeguards so that corporations could not take over the operation and 

owricrship of the farm. Those protections arc worthwhile and they will still be 

in place when this bill is passed. 

The bill limits the number of shareholders to fifteen. It requires that the 

principle sharchol<ler must be actjvcly engaged in operating the fortn or ranch. 

It requires that the sixty-five percent of the I:,>-ross incotnc for the corporation or 

limited liability company must have come from the operation. 

Times change and so do our needs. 1-IB 1430 rccogni:1.cs th<.: changing 

landscape of production agriculture. It provide::; n1cchanistns to adapt an<l 

compete in this ever-changing economic environment. 

We support this legislation and encourage the commfrtcc to g1ve it a Do 

Pass recommendation. Thank you. Arc there any qllcstions? 
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Chuirman Nicholas and members of th~ House Agriculture Committee, I am Commissioner of 

Agricultmc Roger Johnson. I am here today lo testify against 1-{B 1430, which seeks to eliminate 

, the 11kinship rcquircmcnt' 1 in North Dakota's anti-corporate fanning law, l-lB 1430 would, in 

effect, negate the purposefulness of the anli-corporute fanning lnw in North Dakota. 

The unti"corporate fam1ing luw wus overwhelmingly approved by North Dakota voters in l 932 

and serves our state well. Seven other states have since cnuetcd arlli-coq,orutc fam,ing 

lcgislution. The states of South Dakota and Nebraska have gone further unu have made anti­

coqrnrntc fum1ing 111eusures u part of their state co11stitutior1s. Why would we weaken our anti­

corporatu funning law when only recently other stutcs have enacted similar safeguards or 

strc11gthc11cd their ll\ws'l We should be cogtti:rnnt of the lessons others have lcumctl. 



Agriculture has changed dramatically since the 19301s1 but the same economic principals remain 

in play. No11h Dakota is an agriculture state, an~ agriculture is one of our driving industries. If ( 

allowed, corporations will fann our land - either directly or with tc11a11t farmers. The anti-

corporate fanning law is just as applicable today as it was seventy years ago an<l is responsible 

public policy. Il is still necessary to protect the economy of our state and the welfare of our 

independent Canners and ranchers. 

Further. our current anti-corporate fanning statute does not prohibit non~family members from 

investing in famts. There are many legal channels available (e.g. partnerships, limited 

partnerships, etc.,.) for anyone - family or non-family members~ to invest in a famiing 

operation. 

Supporters of this bill will likely claim that North Dakota Canners need more access to capital. (. 

While I agree that fanners and ranchers need adequate access to capital, I do nol believe that HB 

1430 is an appropriate or necessary way to address that need. 

This Legislature has before it several pieces of legislation that seek to improve access to capital 

for the ngriculturul community. You are considering bills that would create an equity trust fund 

(HB 1051 ), expand beginning funner loans to include chattels (SB 2194), allow for revenue 

bonds to be issued for the establishment of meatpacking plants (HB 1417) 1 and provide 

agricultural investment tax credits (SB 2396). These bills deserve serious consideration by this 

Legislnturc, If they become! law, they would provide the kind of capital nccJcd today, 
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As we arc all well aware, prices arc terribly low for agricultural products and commodities across 

the board. Clumging or eliminating the anti-corporate fanning law won't do anything about the 

disastrously low prices farmers receive for their products. In foct, it will likely exacerbate the 

problem. 

Another major issue facing agriculture today is economic concentration, spurred by the corporate 

bottom line. The driving force for economic concentration is not economic efficiency but rather 

economic power~ the exercise of which results in lower efficiencies, poorer services and 

ultimately higher prices for food. This bill would exacerbate economic concentration, precisely 

the opposite of what independent formers and ranchers (and our consumers) need. 

What agriculture truly needs is a federal form policy that provides a realistic safety net and puts 

our producers on equal footing with their competitors. The federal government must also 

enforce existing laws that inhibit monopolies and anti-competitive actions by agricultural 

suppliers and buyer~. 

On the state level, agriculture needs tools to help fan11crs and ranchers develop and use new 

technologies, to grow new cropi; and livestock and to invest for themselves in grower-owned 

ngriculturul production, processing and distribution coopcrntivcs, The bills I earlier cited in this 

testimony would do thnt. This bill would have the opposite effect. 

The bottom line is thut chnnging North Dakota's anti-corporate fanning law won't make 

ugriculturc profitublc for North Dukotu fumicrs and ranchers. It will only drive our prices lower 

3 



so the corporate bottom line can improve. Chairman Nicholas and committee members, I urge 

you to give HB 1430 J do not pass recommendation. I would be happy to answer any questions ( 

you may have. 

( 

( 
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I would like to share my experiences with "outside investor capital" 

One of our state paper's editorials lately viewed that our current anti-corporution forming 
luw is a "vestige of an curlier ugc" that should he changed. Granted; the law may be 
footprint from the past~ just like the U.S. Constitution. But it has served North Dukota 
well and hns proven to be visionary. Many states would like to be in the posit ion we arc 
in now in light of the environmental rm:sses they have at present. 

Low commodity prices and bud form policy, not our unti•corporuk farming law. is what 
has driven fumily farmers from the land. By alkl\ving our out-of-state relatives or 
investors to invest in our farms is not going to improve commodity prices or change 
policy. 

North Dakotu 's future is fhmily farms, not giant corporations. Just usk any of the people 
living around my home township. We recently have hud people moving in from 
Pennsylvania, Virginia, lndiunu, New York. Montana, Utah, und Oregon. the good with 
the bud! Times were tough und my neighbors wanted to retire. pay off debts. etc, The 
Internet brought prospective buyers from around the country. One form was bought by 
nn LLP, (by the way, which wus finurwcd by our local Furrn Credit 011ke): composed of 
l 00 stockholders from Pennsylvania. <loctot·s and prolcssionnl people who own 11 forms 
in 3 states. No locnl people will ever get tlK chance lo form that land uguin! A large 
soybean former from Indiana, (pushed out from the urban sprawl from Chicago) will huvc 
the lnnd custom funned for him; bragging ulxrnt how he out bkl ull the locals hy $7,00 
/ncrc. No one could compete with him on that murginul ground. 
We had u 20000-acrc former from u neighboring stntc thut cume in and drove the rent up 
$20.00/ucre in just one year Five retiring formers rented their land to this outfit; k~aving 
none for younger furmen,. They push the HEL highly erodible land us hur<l as they can 
for three yenrs, dump it, leaving the erosion und mess behind, then moving on to other 
lnt1d. 

One mile up the roud. the Virginians, who own sewn banks, bought 1300 ucres for 
hunting (und ure looking to buy some more) they come and stuy for about three weeks 
cvc1·y October. None of these land buyers pJ11n on mo\'lng het·c! The point, is 
outside investors nre nlreudy here and more will be coming due to urhun sprawl. They 
are attracted to our chcnp huul and North Dukotnns will benefit very little from it! How 
cun young people start up forming in u competitive environment like this today? Art' we 
going to hung a For Sule sign on North Dakota? Are we thut df.'sperute for outside 
cupitnl thut we arc willing to i-:cll out our stutc 's soul nil in the nume of economic 
development? 

l haven't seen nny lack of investment ,~apitul for ln11d ownership, but whut I do see is u 
luck of incentives to invest in vulue uddcd coopcrntivcs. which should be good for North 
Dakota, As an investor in AgOrow Oils und Spring Wheat Bakers, ut this stage of the 
game due to luck of profitubility in the Ag Industry, I doubt ifI would ever invest in a 
vnlue-addcd coop ngnin, There is simply too much risk! 



Finally, the assertion that the law sho1.1ld be changed because "it makes job cri:ulion in 
agriculture more difficult," is interesting. Whal type ofjohs arc we tulking ahout and 
what pay scale? Custom seeding, Custom harvesting, Manure Huuling'? It busic:ally. 
would be farmers getting paid an hourly wage to be formers. except they wouldn't own 
the lun<l or reap any benefits. 

Surely, our legislator~ -.:an up with better legislation than passing a corrx)ralc forming luw 
that hands our natural resources to people so lcly interested in stockhold,~r profits un<l 
who, the majority, arc not residents of North Dakota either. 

We ncc<l to address farm Income, not form ownership! 



TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION OF HB 1430 

For t he rec or rl , rn y n a rn e i s Ga i l I:: r i. c ks on , 1 a 111 1 c- p I r._• :i c~ r I t 1 1 1 , 1 ~ • , • 

ND Progressive Coalition, but I have a personal ccnner:'. \ ,.,: v:: '. :1 
family fanning as w~ll. We urge you to reject 1113 1430, 1vh1cl, 
would essentially gut North Dakota's anti-corporate fanninq L11•1, 

'Phis bill is wrong for North Dakota on four lev0Js. 

First it's wrong for producers. I've heard :c_;uppor!<'t'., 1if tt,i' 

b i 11 s e 11 i t a s a w a y t o \\ s a v e II f i n a n c i. a 1 l \I 13 t r u p fJ c d l ,:i 111 i l 'i' 
farmers by allowing them t.o brincJ in ouLsjdc! capit.-il and q,1111 
tax advantage. I believe this is a case of "be careful wii,i\ '/,• 1 1 
wish for". Corporate cash 11 partners" won't come without 
expectations of having control over how thei l.' cash is rndl1f1q\·'.t.l. 
'I' hi s bi 11 i s the f in a 1 step to comp le l e v e r t j c r.1 J i n t (~ q ,. ,;1 t 1 , 11 

North Dakota farms. Seedbed to table, LHq,-_, out.-C!f-~.;t .i\ ,, 

corporations will be able to control our food p1odtwt.i 1 )I,, 

believe the "principal shareholder" described .in l!Ji:.; L,i l l ·,.,. 
maintain only token control of his ope rat. i 011. 

Secondly, this bill is wrong fo1~ consumL)rs. W,\ mui.;t ,q)pl·/ ·,•:t•,1' 
we have learned from our experience with OPl•:c ,111d ti,,.: , · .•r1t r, , 

big o i l ha s c n our 1 iv es . Con l r o J o r c:: n (: 1 cJ y j ! ; c· 1 1 i, · i , 1 ; t , 

economy, a.s demonstrated by the deregu I c1t icJn d 1-.•bc1c Lr• 11; 

California, 'I'he price at the gas pump is a 91im r 1,n1i11d 1 ·1 ·,' • :,, 

long lines at the pumps in the 1970' s \.-1l1e:n a [(?W po\•11~rf1.11 1 ·1 l 

producers held us all hostage. 

E'OOD is essential to LIFE as well as to the economy, dJ1.l •,,;,, 

can ' t a f ford to g .iv e aw a y con t r o 1 o f o u r rood .supp 1 ';' t , , ;,1 : , • •, • ., 

multi-national companies. Food quality, food ~~Flfcty, f(11Jd ,<rq , 1 
are at stake, Deregulation allowed E!nerqy supp.lier.~, tr, 1:i-ii:, 

decisions that paid dividends to stockholders but put 1':1•:1 1·.: 
supply in jeopardy and thrcutcns to make~ enerqy ut1,if f ,r·i it , 

Con.~uin(-~rs are held hostage. Corportite l:ontrol of t',\.iir:,,• · 

th· Jugh internation,11 vertical integration of (,11r :11, •I 
production alrec1dy holds most family rc1rr11c,r::-; h,1sl,1(F·, :;,,;,;: ·' 

wi 11 b<:! the consumer - us, 

'1'1·1ird, tt1.Ls bill is v1ror1q for C>Llr rt1raJ c~t)f1Utllll1.i t 1f 1
:-. 

1

.-,;:,,,?1 
income, wealth, and power <1re di~t.r.i.hut,_:d 1 )q1111 d 1

:·1• 11 

communities c1rc heaJth\.er. Jndust.ria]i;~r:•d, r·r 1 :111_t,.11,,: ,li11i111 

creates fnrtn 1abore1·s not farm own(_~rs. Tl1('.l r v1.iq1-•:; .11,: h'·: , .. 
average, and th(-~Y have littlf1 inV(:scm1...:,11'.. 111 th1.•i1 •,·.,:n1111i11;t 1,·:·, 

Dean MacCantH:dl, an anthropologist t.rom U10 U11iVc'l'ii\l/ 1 il 
Ca l i for n j r) , di. d a rev i e w of res<➔ a r ch on the r (~ 1 ,1 t i c Ii s t I i 1 , l.i, :· 1 .,., , • ,. , 1 1 

tho structuro of agriculture and lll(~ in Uit:" !,inn ,.·1.•n1t1i-.ll1it 1
1·, 11, 



• 

no t e s , 11 
/\ s [ a rm s :i. z e a n d abs e n t e e own e r s h i p i n c r c! ,1 s , : , s c, c i d J 

conditions in the local community deteriorate. We liav.-, f 1,u11ii 

depressed median family incomes, high Jevel.s ot pr.JVc-1 L/, J,,,,., 
education levels, social and economic inequality ... " 

Equality has an impact on social behavior. Peop]•~ \.Jhu d(.1 hc'I'/(' ..i 

stake, bonds, and mutual obligations wi.th others '1rc! more l i}:i:::l y 

to act ir1 the best interests of the common good, Tl1C:'Y crt~dtt! 

healthier cornmunities. 

The corporate investment won't bring now net dol ldr:, .1nto !-ur,11 
communities, because the inputs vii.l.1 be purchased ouls1drl oJ t:,,_• 
local area from the corporate investor. Si.nee they don' L 1.-; V(' 

there, the return on their investment wi 11 not be spent in the 
local community either. Then~ is nothing lo be qained fo1 lucdl 
communities and much to lose. ln Lhe end, any new rn011c•y dur•::;11' I. 

stay there. 

F'ourth, this bill is wrong for our cnvi1 onrnent. M)1 L1the1 
farmed four quarters of .land j n north central l·lorth t.l.Jk(Jt ,1. ilc 
be 1 i eve d he had 2. God·- g i v en r o s pons i Lii l i t y t o J ea v c UH: Li 11 cl i 1 : 

as good or better concU tion than whe lie beCJc1n Lu frirm it. Hv 
was a MAN, whose heart <Jnd soul \<Ja:, in U1at. l.and. r_.·r_i1pc•ldtl,111:-· 

are not human be.in9s. They have no he.11:t r1nd I\C., '.:c,111 .111 1J 11r, 

conscience. Does anyone beliQVe that: oul-of-.r;L:it_i:-~ ,·•.11pc1,it 1· ,,.' 

a re go i n g t o ca re 1 i r. c rn y f a t h c r d id , J i k (:; u t h c r I~ u r U 1 [ 1, d: u I c1 

famU.y farmers and tanchers do, c1hout t.hc co11d1 ti en ul l)p_, l ri1, i: 
Corporations will bring their c:asli u1ily as lo1v1 a,:- 1,.1,,t l \ 1.:r111 l ,, 
sucked from the land. Profit is the one and onJy hc,1 t.u111 ll1v·, 
a n d w h e n t h e pro f i t. c ea s e s , t h c c o r po r u l: J on mu v c ~; r >t 1 , l c: <1 • n 11 ", 

clean up and restoration to the loct'il communj ty. 

T h e fa mi. 1 y fa rm e r who now f a r l1i ,c.; Illy I a U 1 (' r ' s l ,1 , 1 i: l ( · • 1 1 , • .' : . 1 ,. ; , l , " • , . ,: 
a b o u t i t a s my fa t he r d i d . H c i ::; ( ~ f l i \ · i c 1 \ t , _i 111 1 o v , 1 \ i °' · , , 

steward, and contributes to his C(1tnm1111it./. J v1ri1il t, ,:11 ,,., 1!,•:' 

he a n d h i s s on w i 11 be t h e r e t o ,>1 r r y my r ,_1 ti ir: r ' s I , , , i . 1 , _ ",: 

f o r w a rd . I do no t be l i e v e l h ,1 l vJ i I l I , ,_) t ) o .<; .'3 i b I 1. ! j f y , , i p . 1 : : : ! · 
1430. 

I urge you to defec1t t h.1 s hi 1 l, 

c;c1il IL Erickson, Lobbyist U ,J'/(1 

ND Progressive Coalition 
410 8ast Thayer l\v0 r1te? 
13ismarck, ND 58501 
(701) 22~-8090 
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Chtislophcr T. Dudson 
Excc111ivc Dircc1111 a1Ht 
Ocnctal Cot111M·l 

W. Brnadwu)·. Suill' J 
tm'k. NI) ~8~01 

(701) 22l2~P> 
1,888-411), I 2.'7 
FAX II (701122.U,07~ 
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From: 
Subject: 
Date: 

I louse Agriculture Committee 
Chrislophcr Dodson, Executive Director 
House Bill 1430 
February 15, 200 I 

The North Dakota Catholic Conference opposes House Bill 1430. 

When the Roman Catholic bishops of North Dakota, Bishop James Sullivan aml 

Bishop Paul Zipfel, issued their slalcmcnt on rural fr,sucs, Giving 771w1ks Through 

Action, they calh•d on citizens, the stale government, and all persons of good will 

to "support the spirit und inlcnt of North Dakota's ('.,01poratc Farming Law lo 

preserve and mai11tai11 fann owm·rship and cmitrol in tl1e hands of family f:rnners." 

House Bill 11130 is inconsistent with this call. 

'11w bishops' suppor1 for limiting forming i.rnd ranching to fumily owned and 

operated <.'rllilies stems from thr.ir belicf1 suppor1ed by experience and social data. 

that snch ownership best ensures a just system of agriculture. A just system of 

agriculture respects human life and dignity, strengthens fantllics~ fosll'rs the 

common good, respects lhc i111egrity of crc:.itio11. anti provide~ food security. 

While we realize that our cunent i;y~tcm of agric~!lturc often falls short of tllcsc 

ideals, we believe we can find belier solutions to the problems ln agriculture 

without threHtct1i11g our family fan11ing law, 

We urge a Do Not Puss rcco111111c11dation on J ll3 1430, 



t.'all .-4.=t:-,u .. ,.. 1n rlv , "'"' ""Rural LJ< 

'\loc.- c.211 <)Cl~ Wll,h!D U)e Cburdi and an 
~ to ..:oa"tl\ry ~ prot,lct»s t::....,ng ~ 
commuruues ~ tk Oui,,:h·, coo..~ for rural hfo 

We mw.t ~ lbt~k:s facing niQJ 
C'OmfflunllJQ; ;aad 1hc Church·,- con.."Cn!S with urban 

commuruues and~ InJdmg m -OtbeJ" su:o. 

~anon end Ca:rcht.us on RJ.roi Js.si,,n 

w~ all oa our~ and ca1cclusL-.. to 
1.0Corpor.tlC COOCQ'll few ni.ra1 !,cu~ ~-~,: ;.·~ iU 

utholi.: social 1QCh1ng. mto their worL 

Prayer arui Worship Oppomtn.uics 

Our woNlip and prayer life should rdloct our 
love and fcspec1 for farming 3nd ruI'3] hfc:_ We call on 
~J pcnon.-. of fai?h to off a thanksgiving for the 
blessing of farm and r.incl: families and runI bk 

Oiarirabk ~nu~ 

\\lhcnevcr our tum and r.mcli commumucs face 
«ononuc difficulties. other problems may follow 
=b as d~c -,,-ioknce. abonlon. substance .muse. 
suicide. divon:c., and loss of halth care co-,,·cage. 
The Oiurch. through parishes. charitable 
organizations.. and health = institutions must reach 
out and help ~ in nc:e<1. h, doing so. the 
Church· s rcs;,,oose should provide a sense: of hope 
rroced in the n:surreaion of Cr.rist_ 

Plaa of Comn-.,,nirv 

In many of our rural commurutics. churches 
~ a ci,-ic function. PMishcs can uke advantage of 
their role in the c:ommuruty by .:iffcring space :.md = ~p to 'those sctlmg 10 address 
community needs-

Wnik the Oiun:h is cs;,ccl.3.!ly called to ukc on 
these tas.:s. we all on other faj1h o~aniution~. 
chariublc cnuucs. go,-onment agencies. and all 

pc<'J'k nl t,,.-.j v.,1110 hdp ~ JilcCTc-rl t,~ <.-u~ 

=i rural CilSlS_ In domg !'O. v..-c mus:i. Tctnctuhcr 

tha! such scn"JCC, "'Jule i>a:css:uy. sboold n01 
dJstr.i.:t us from the U5k of woding foa- a JUst 

ll~--ultun: ~~cm. 

Sowlarily with Urbtut Com•a.niti~s 

We make a spc.cial appeal to those not cnpgcd 
in agriculture or who may live in urban scnings_ 
By focusing this Statement on the Jl\:utas 

concerning f:anncrs and rural communities we do n01 

intcna 10 convey that fanning and IUZ3l 

communiues arc: bcna th3.n UlQSC that live in Uiban 
McaS or CDg.Igc in otba vocations_ RaJhc-. we ""-ish 
to call anenuon to one of Goc1·:s blc:sscd vocations 
lln<1 a.~ the rest of oUT society give •• due rc:spc:a 
and .:mention_ 

Moreo,·cr. we ask our br~ and sistcn in 
UJban commu.-iitic:s 10 we .a special inla"CSt in the 
well-being of those that produce their food and 
SlC',1,-ard God"s creation_ To a laJl!c extent. the 
health of ow- urnar_ communities is rewed to 1hc: 
hcalt.l:t of our ruraJ communities_ TI2e ,'inue of 
solidarity joins us together in 1hc: struggle: :o 
prcscrvc family fam1S and rural communities. 

A Tim~ IC Giw~ Thalllc.s Tnrough Aaion 

God has blessed tJS wi!h pfts of aeation and 
pawns who apply their bbor 10 God. s creation so 
Ul3l we Inaj ro.,-r food .. clothing. and otha 

~tials for life and d1g:n11y. Farmers 311d 
r.mch=. their families. and the rural commu:iitic:s 
ir. whi.:h they h,..e. work. and wo~ arc blessings 
for all of us. no ll'.a."lcr where '"''C li,-c:. We have 
ra.son to give thanks. Let U$ show our thane: 
through con=tc actions addressing t.'lc crisis in 
mral life_ 

Ja= S Sulli,-an. Bishop .>f far~o 
Paul A Zipfel. E,5.hop of Bmnard 
Jl;o....,-m....,,, l 1. 19% 

"for more info.~ COOt.acl the Soro, Dakoca, ~ic 
Co11f=n<x 701-:U:--2519 httpJ/IMic:llhobcorg 
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Giving Thanks Through 
Action .. 

A Statement by the 
Roman Catholic 
Bishops of North 

Dakota on the 
Crisis in Rural Life 

Bl=dar~J'O'(. Lord. ~of all 
Cno:ioa. 

Throzz.gb. yo,zr goodness~ An"C rhis 
bread~offer. whi::nuzrmhasgnoencnJ 

hlananhondshtmemot:k. 

~·of~ &cJzaris1 



Th~ Rr.-.. .Jl>ad,~r u1 < ruu 

~,,nh n.,, .. ,,w tru!v IS~ ,,t the .... ,,rhr, 
Nc..Jh.:i.,l..c1 1bc ,uic·, l..nn :md ranch fa.-ruhc, 

po-,.!u.:c an ~"'~c ,,f f,...J ;ind <.llha J,.."n=ltur:;,l 

proJu.:~ ,..tuk , .. ntnl'>Uuni: to ..1 rur;il hfc cnrKhcd h, 
,.,Joc, th.:11 ,omc rr,,m _..,,rlm~ ;ind h,mg d,,,-c 1,, 

tlx l..nJ ~ h• C.kh ,,lhcr S;,Jly. the l.;umhC' anJ 

,.,mmunll1C' th.it .:rcatc t~ t'>:<'.J-ih.:i..J..ct aie m .:ns,, 

Rc.:,,,J lo-... pn.:c- for ~,me .:wr-- :.md la<!,h,i... 

comh,n<,i "'nh d1'-('cs.'-('_ flo.x!". and :',]177.;ird, h.:"c 

crc.i.tcd .;t.'l c, ,,n, inu.: ..1.-.J ~-,._-i;l] ,.u;,.in ,n .iur rural 

.:ommu:utic, lnc:sc e,cnb v.-of'd"n an already 

Ji~urbmf Ucnd m L'lc Jcdmmf num't>c:- of fa.-n:l: 

fann, and r.m.:hc,. a :._,,._, ,,f ror.,.I rc,..,dents. anJ 

com:cnlr;,twn :.,t ,~vincnh1p 1n )3nd :md mMl..cL, 

!'-k.i.n"-lHk. pc ... h., prc,-,-ure!' arc put nn .:hu~.:h 

mm1s~:nc,. puhh.: anJ nonruhh.: ~IK>oh. thc 
dclna:-· ,,t ~,wcrn..-ncnt l'Cn,.::cs. the: ri~wision ,,f 
he.:.,.hh .:arc. rur;tl hus:ne,=. mcnt;,.l he.31th ~f'\·,ces. 
and cvcmu:i.ll:· the urhan c.7<,nomy. 

Thi~ .:-n~1s. fl'-C°' 11!3..."--"'n t<., rt:fle~1 ~r. ~·hat the 

Church c~m ,,flcr to =n= .:nn.:emmg =l hfc. ln 

domg :-o. the Ch,1n:h c.alh UJ.X'" .a s.o::,:,J te.3.:hlnf 
ha..-.cd on the prima..--:, of the human J>CTWTI m every 
cconomi.: and ~.:il a.:u ... ·11:,, mdud.int afflculturc. 
=d the Chwch's e:,;pcncncc a., pastors. 1.=he!'>. and 
mirust~ 1._, the ,..~ r-coplc most affected by tlus 

cri-,..;; iP rur.:il hfc 

Principl<!. for a Jusl A1:ri,ul1ural S~·sum 

Thc ru,-.e-m ,.:r,q, m n.ir3! hfc must !WJ'-C :..ll 
persons. 1:i 3 srmt of """'f<,3110n. to -...·,cork for a J1£l 
::tgncultur.il sysi::m ,nU.i.ltcd .,.._,,1.!J.m :.n cthicai 

fr:uncwork !(•Ned m rnn;:,pks of social JUSUcc found 
in~ Scnpturc ;,.n.:i the <..nurch·s soc1:i.l tca.:hmf: 

7Ju :,:ad!<> R<~pea I1u Lif< ar.ti D:,:m:i. ~,_f Ir.< 

Hu= P<n,m 

l.ntim:;.tcly. th;: tc,t ,ll 4n~· agncuhurc p.•he:· ts ;i. 

mowl ._,~ -- d(,c,. •t rr..il..c .::,,ncem lor hu=n hie and 

\.1t=--!Ul~ ~he ~1Hrln1f n11rn1 ·• Put,.hi.,:- .,!U •. i "" ... i.~I r .. ,,11, l(~, 

mu,-t pul the: nt>.'lUil f"S<>n fu..:.. S....:,cty .:;;nn,,1 

.:on-.iJa fan= an.! ranchers e'f'C1l'Uhlc m !lie 
,:um,: ,,f -pr,wC'-:-·· ,,r -eu'ic!cnc-..·· 

Rcsrc.:tmg human d1i;mty mc.;m, ,.,c mu,-i 

r~"t r.c w..:.auon oi farm= and r.m.:hc:-. By 
;i,<>rl:- mg thcu l;ih.v 10 Gnd' S <."Ie~1.:m 4'.nd ~R,"l.!mg 
o....:nti;ih, ~ch 3S food and .::k,lh1ng. for life 3nJ 

d.igmty. f.:mncr.- and r.m.:hcr-- cxe..;1,-c 3 ste"-·Jl',hlup 
lh:n put,- th.:m m umqut: nmununK4ll\>n .. ,nt. God. 

~.,,,.t). throufh g<,-·cn>mcm. e.:on..,mic 3nJ 
!:>U>-ll'lL"'-' r,. >hdc,. mu,1 rc,,.r,:.,, the ran.::hcr .3nd 

farma b) pc,,_·,dm!, JUSl .::ompc;iS3uon fo, !.ahor :m-! 

h: '":'p,.,nrng :-ur;,J ,,,;nmum11cs. 

Tiu· ( -omm, •n G[•Oi.1 

Life- and d1gn1t)· 3J'C ~ res;--~ .:tcd ;md proto..,c.d 
m ..:,,ml"',umt~, "J,,'e must w .. rl le> prel'Cr.-e family 

fa.•n1- .i.nJ ,..tn..:hc. pn:.:,~l~ hoc3u,.c they prc,,,k 
one <•l t.'!e hc---1 p.1:ir:sntcc:- ,,f .a hc31th)· communi:)· 

Th.c.· ln:~·,r.:.:• of Cr-carien 

B) ,ir.ue of thcu ,·.:..::al.l<'Il. ran.:~ 2nd 
f:mn= ..Jl0uld eAcrnsc TCSJ"-"'nsibk ste\,,31'd....Jup .-,f 

creat10n ..\ff1.:ultun: a.-.J c.:onomi.: poh..::= m•L<l 
support :hem m the c- .. cr..:L--c :if lhis I'C..<.pOn....ih1i1~· 
3nd N.11 rn1r.101c c>.h:oust1.,n of the ;::anh',; :-c=ur= 

T,u l'r.i: a.0 /),-s:,r..:.r:on ()f G,.._,d_, 

The £.,.-,__-_,j, <'f CTQi.H'\Jl ~~ IDC,3..,.,l f1."'Jt :ili_ 

ih: 4 _~u::~\'1!1 g~:!C'T31a•:i~. E'.\~SS prt,,.fit., 1n 

a;:nr>u,-in,:-;~. c~ually 31 the expense of me 
1~;.....,,•rt:r~ ""lolaic pnn~1plc~ of j~'1ic~ P •. ."Jli.:1e~ 

,-.'lould fo~t.:r wi~ &suibuuon of O"''llC"Sl"l...~ in 

agn..:ulturc r.1thc.r .rur. con.::cntnUon. whcthc. 'n 
land.. :mim.:!.is. tcchnolog:y. s.ced. gcncti~ ma.kc-up. 

pw.:..-s..-;mf, or pwducuo:!l Morc-<w~. ~ :md 
c...:~:,nt-irn1c ru~1-:1c~ niu5.t p!,,vide ju...'1.: .. ,mpcn.."'1tion 
1~, r.m.:hcP.- and tirmc<' for thc:U' hhvr. 

S:.,~,1~1~11;\ 

Human dlputy K.qw.rb ~ ~'"" ;u>d 

.::ummumucs sh..--:ulJ ~=, 1hc .aNht:"· tu e,ao,sc 
~nsihk ,sclf•!,"<wanan.:c Suhiadi3n:_0 man, L'ut 

"'-lllk larga go,,cmmcnb and hus.ncsscs. h.;i'\·e .;; wk 

:,nd "'"meumcs a dut:!o' 10 im.-c-ke lhcmsclvcs m l,-.::.;;l 

:uf.:,.u, lh0· ,-h,.,uld i;· ,>t: Jdacncc ;md due T~• t.• 

l<>.::al .:ommunu,cs :a.-id familic,;. 

0pI:l1n j:,r the Pot,r 

We ,-h,.,ui:j J~ pol1cics «-.~ rnr.!l life 
ac.:Ql"ding io :i-,..., they affea. the lC3St among us ... 

th .. ~ w11h ;css powa ;md mnu~ the mOSI 

, ulna:ih!.:. :a:id the n=-pn;ilizcd A suoni:, ose 
e,1~ t'.at tiic -f<'C', - t~· :ndudcs =1 
.;,,mmumtJc,..; not hccausc they :a.c =n~ :he 

e.conom..-c p<>cr - alth<-,ugh this is 111Cn2,rngly tnlC -­

hut ht:c:iusc lh0' zc among the lC3St powaful .and 
thci! v.ay r,f hfc i,; ~.n3lizc:d. ifDOJCd. or 
f<.'ff<lnnl . 

. ..\ F ra,n~,-•orl. for Actioa 

1bc,.c ,dci,; p:-<)"'Jdc DOl mccly ~ 
p.:u1.:iplcs. but ll fr.unewod: for 3Clion. ibacfon:. we 

m_gc ~uz.cm... loo!.. S!.lllc. and fodc:r.tl 1,-ovc.;nmcnt. 
;ind .;;l] pa-son., of good 11.-ill iO: 

• Ft.1$1a opponunnio.. such as coopcc.ruvc 
a., ..... ,.31,...n., "'ilich P""C ~aoo 
C<'JllL-nuni!:c-s mu..: ecODomic return :ar.d gi--cata 

;,arti.::pat1on m the pwduaion ;:,roccss; 
- Su;i;,....,n the -spint and intCDt ofNonh Dalou·._ 

Coqv,r~ t'.annmg Lav.: Io prcsavc and mainuin 
farm o"'-ncrshlp =d control in the b3nds o: f.imily 
famic:rs,;, 

• Scuously CX2IlllllC 2nd. if nax:ssary. rcsma the 
ope..:.~ of laI'~~sale imim31 a:mf'mc:mcnt 

orcrations. lookrag ~t only a:: O,;\"DCI'Shlp and 

cm·iwruncnul qucstiom..,. bul ~ ~w s:ich 
opcnuons 3ffo:t the ccmmon good of the 
community: 

• A,,..urc all pcrsoru; in .agri1.."Ulturc .a ju.<:t ~-agc or 

J>fill.-C ••• 1hcaT bbt•. tD<.ludmr ,~ 

a.'u-uugh prc>duction -=~ .mdukc.aa- to 

~ 10SJ tCOD'IXtD3' ~~ 

• ~~a-ic..~ofbmd.md<llhc7 
:apxulrurc ~ .aoo ~ tn-11me u:mc:n.: 

- s~ rur.u ~ ~ bdpmg 1bcm 
shape dicir own cnwiromnan 311d ~ 1h:m 
tc CD3Cl bnd use: adm;aoa::s CODSl9nll --,Jib dir 

prmciplcs of~ .Ind d;c ~ f90d. 
- Suppon ~ education. ;aid~ for 
~ &;m and r:anch pactia:s; 

• Pto"'idc rural oommunitics with a sqis,on 

~~the Jl('O""!Sl<m of ba)Jha,n: 

:md c:ducatioo 

Some 1m.y di:smiss sudi .acriocs .md.:mia:::rus .is 

contr.ny tonotionsor-~-.nll!-~JCICIIC)·.­
To them. the loss of family fanns and~ 

intcp.nion is. ~-it:ablc.. The~-~­
is .a bum=-ID3dc im1i1u1iosa and no1 an mcviUibk 
forrc. Moreover. ;11 his cncydnl. Tlr Gospel~ 
life. Pope John Paul Ii ICmMds us lb.I •-be. 
atltW3l. «oDOIDic and polrual cmTCIIISCDOO&mlge 

.an idea of socx:ty ~~dy ~ -.-mi 
effiorncy • .a -ronspiJ.icy ~life-is unk:aslrd 
.3nd .a -culrurc of dca1h- is promota!. WcaDIIOI 

embrace 51Jdiacultuff: m lbc: u;amcof propcs:s. 

To~tbcsc issucs.. wcailCDpcSOIJSl05d 

aside panis.an .md idco1opcal diffcraccs. We 
commend the spirit of coopa3b0Dm31fmdodthe 
Nonb I>.d:ou ~,qon oa ihc Folan: of 
Apmiliure .md ~all ~.md~ 
lo ~ad> OU:. m Christian chao:ri!y. hslai ~folly 
to c;sch otha. and work fm the commna :,>(Id. 

.-4 Cba!lc~c for~ Cluzrd. 

TI1C ~ facing our rural commmutics. ~ 
aJso dwlai~ for thc On:irch.. TilC a-rll ·s 
tmnf'-ll: comnds us to I=' and n:spood to thc 
nee.is of ilio-.,i: 1:a crisas. Rdlcctini; on t.~ 

dullcnrc,... we draw ~y from tbe Fars:o 
:;:.,.,rs.,n ~ 10 ~c R..raI Life Cllll~ 



Dakota Resource Council 
418 Rosser Ave. Suite 30 lb 

Bismarck, North Dakota 58501 
ph. (70 I) 224-8587 fax (701) 224-0198 

e~mall: <drc(a,btJgatc.com> 

Dakota Rcsour('e Council is strongly oppos<'cl to HB 1-!JO, 

1-IB 1-!J0 would gut our <:urrent law by n•n1oving tht• rt•quin•m<'nt that 
shareholders in incorporated farms all be family nH'tnb<'n;. It would 
<'Ompletcly open up our agrkultural land to ownership by aH coiners, 
even the Ukcs of Tyson, Smithfidd, Cargill, or Monsanto. 

The argument is often n1ude that North Dakota agrkult ure is suffering 
from under{'upHalization, and that our rurrent laws blo<.'k a neeckd 
investment of cori1orate dollars. The flaw in thii,; argunu•nt is that 
profits flow to inv<~stors. If corporation or lilnit<~d liability <·01np,mi<•s from 
outside the state 1nake the invcstm(~nt, tht'Y are tht' ones who will profit, and 
our own ftirmers und ran('hcrs rt1main undercapitaliz(•d. 

The corporate model for farming C'Ull he easily s<.'en in the lu.rge hog f'aciUtks 
that have driven most of' OW' nation's independent hog producers out of 
business over the last decade. In this n1odel1 farn1er-contractors are reduced 
to serfs on their own land, while th(~ corporate owners get all 
the profits and avoid all of the risks. 

A 1D0 Not Pm.;s' recommendation is the only pos:.~ible r<.1(·on1mendutton for 
this bill. 



NORTH DAKOTA CONFERENCE OF CHURCHES 

To: 

From: 

Subject: 

Date: 

411 • N, 4th St,• Suite 8 • Bismarck, North Dakota 58501 • 41178 • (701) 255-0604 

Members of the House Agriculture Committee 

The North Dakota Conforcncc of Churches 

HD 1430 

February l 5, 200 l 

------------------------------------
The 13 member denominations of the North Dakota Conference of Churches op1losc HB 1430. The 

Conference of Churches 1 position, as expressed in its Statement: Ucwls. Objec/lviJs, /Jefi1111io11s & 

lvleasure11wnts of tlte Common Oood, is rooted in: the principles of economic justice; the preservation 

of human dignity; the upholding un<l support of' family and community Ii fo; the assurance of food security; 

nnd the responsibilities entnilcd in the stcwnrdship of crcntion. 

The Conference of Churches opposes public policies whfoh encourage or enhance corporntization of 

agricultural production. It is the Con fore nee of Churchc8' expressed position that: 

• non•famity fann corporations should not be, allowed to engage in the production of crops, 

livestock, produce, fibers or other agricultural commodities; 

• public policies should be designed to encournge a system of agriculture in which fom1 and ranch 

families are the resident operators of agriculturol production units; and 

• corporate fanning laws should be strengthened and cffocti\'cly enforced •· the Co11fcrcnc.:c of 

Churches opposes the weakening of such laws. 

The ND Conference of Churches member denominations opposing HB 1430: 1\mcrlcan Baptist 

Churches of the Dakotas; Church of Brc1thren1 Mon•Dak Arca; Church ofGrJd (Andcrson);Episcopnl 

Diocese of ND; Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, East em ND Synod; Evnngelicnl Lutheran 

Church in America, Western ND Synod; Moravian Church in America, Northem Province; Presbyterian 

Church, U.S.A. Presbytery of the Northern Plains; Religious Society of Friends (Quaker); Roman 

Catholic Church, Bismarck Diocese; Roman Catholic Church, Fargo Diocese; Unitt,d Church of Christ, 

Northern Plains Confcrencr,; United Methodist Church, Dakotas Conference, 

MtMBEll DlNOMINAflONS1 Amo11c~n 8d'-'l"I Chu1cl1e~ lll 1h11 Odku1,n • Chu1ch of o,e1111en, Mon,Oak Atl!ol • Chu,ch ol Gotl M111ler,on1 • Ei,11co1MI o,oct'Jt' ol N.0 
• Evengellut Lulharan Church 1n Amorlca, £dltl'rn N/.) Synod, We11e1n NO Synod• MorJvl,in Church in Ame11c.1, North('rn F1rov1ncf:I • P,eib\lle11J11 Chuirh. U.S.I\, P11'1b~l!'Y 
ol 1ht1 Northern P1.11n, • Rtllg1ou1 Som1y of Fr111nd1 (Qu.1ker) • Roman CJthollc Church, 91,mmk D1oct11t', ,J1go Dloce1r • United Church of Chr11t. Nor1hf.'tn Pl.in1 Conl1,111'1'\cl! 
• Unlled M1!lhodl1f Chu1ck, Dllkol.11 Conll!tC!IICe, 

ASSOCIATE MF.MIUS1 C,Uhollc FMttily Se1111tr. • C.HAltlS • Chu1ch Woml!n Unil('LI • Homt' on !hi! Ro1.nse • f3m1!1!ow11 Collegl' • Lu1h1_113n Social SeMCI!! ol North O,ko!a 
1 Ulll\'tlllty of Mary • Notik 0Akola Ch,ipl.i1n\ Auom11on • Un'1.1no1n/Un1ve,1.1li1I Felluw1h111 • Tht1 Villag~ F~mlly Service Cen1er 


