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Question1: The current situation in Michigan is such that farmers only
retirement is to sell their land for development...we are now planting
houses, each of which is surrounded by 1 acres of irrigated grass.
Adjacent farmers are put out of business by assessments based on the
developed value of their former neighbor's land. This system has to
change to keep farm land as agricultural. They must be able to profit
enough so they don't have to sell their land in order to retire.
Question2: Federal policy should promote local food production and
consumption. The global movement of agricultural produce and meat
products is moving pests and disease at alarming rates. Also, in most
places there is abundant, good food available...it's not sustainable to
have exotic foods available year around.
Question3: Reward farmers for taking good care of their land instead of
the agribusiness model of raping the land (overuse of fertilizers, over
cultivation and loss of soil, removal of wind rows, etc.) to turn huge
profits. Encouraging local production and local consumption of food
would be much better than subsidizing huge feedlots and pig farms.
Question4: Any farmers contributing to the dead zone at the outlet of
the Mississippi River into the Gulf of Mexico should be
fined...certainly their overuse of farm chemicals should not be
subsidized by the federal government. Reward farmers for innovative
irrigation techniques and for developing effective multi-cropping. Vast
tracts of monoculture are not a sustainable way to produce our food...it
promotes cheap, abundant food that is wasted in super-sized portions. It
would be better to promote farmers who are feeding people while taking
care of the land. One example is Charlie Meelander in Kansas...his
production per acre is as good or better than his neighbors and he has
developed a series of techniques that mimic the original prairie that
was on his land. Let's promote those who have successfully broken away
of the environmentally damaging "green agriculture" model.
Question5: Promote "Buy Local" programs.
Question6: This is difficult. There are benefits to be gained from
bioengineered food and pharmaceutical plants but it is not sound
environmentally to blanket the earth with things like "Round up ready
corn". PLA for carpets and office interiors and biodiesel are probably
good things. On the other hand, if vast amounts of fossil fuel and
agricultural chemicals are used in the production, we will kill the
soil's productivity. If policies are set with an eye to the three goals
of people, profit, and environment, then you will have better policies
than if profit is the only measure.


