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Wisconsin farmers can help fix ¢

ENVIRONMENTAL DEFEeNSse

America’s farm policies

America’s farm policies could do much more to help
farmers—and the environment. And the time is ripe for . o e
reform: many trends—inciuding growing cansumer . ' G’ﬂﬁ@@@i&! o Sulcidies
demand for healthier food and trade negotiations over T Tt e L
farm subsidies—make positive reforms not only possible,
but inevitable.

Better farm policies can benefit more farmers
Created 80 years ago to help small farmers, subsidies
today do little to help most American farmers, despite 3
costing some $20 billion a year. Two-thirds of America’s =
farmers—and nine-out-of-ten minority farmers—are not g § g @ @ :
aven eligible for subsidies because of the crops they grow: ST EEe e T
that includes producers of fruits, vegetables and livestock. Coe . Conesrveen OSukeliies o
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In 2004_ 80% of Wisconsin The cost of farm subsidies has grown from less than $5 bitlion to
' . . more than $25 billion dollars in less than twa decades.
farmers who received commodity

subsidies were paid an average of Geographic inequities are also glaring: Some states receive
only $1 877 for the entire year. more than $1 billion a year in subsidies, and 10 states coi-
. lect more than half of all farm funds.
Farm subsidies are not linked to need but to the
amount a farmer grows. In Wisconsin 48% of farmers

Pereank of Wiecnansin Farms receive commaodity subsidies. The top 20% of subsidized

Swiusiclias in 2004 farmers in Wisconsin cotlect 71% of all subsidies, typically
receiving an average of $12,683 apiece each year. A few

thausand get over $50,000. By contrast, 80% of subsidized
Wisconsin farmers received an average of $1,877 in 2004,
What's maore, our subsidies harm farmers at home and
abroad by inviting higher tariffs on our exports and driving
down crop prices in developing nations.

Many farmers aren’t surviving this system. Despite
federal farm spending of $3.1 billicn in the state between
1995 and 2003, the number of Wisconsin farms fell by
2,310; In many cases, farm subsidies helped large farmers
outbid their neighbors for land. Farmers working to develop
new products, meanwhile, including energy crops, or new
markets, like direct sales to consumers, receive almost no
help: less than one-tenth of one percent of farm spending
supports such innavation.
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Better farm policy can benefit consumers and

the environment (Wisconsintfanmensyate
Current farm subsidies provide little incentive for farmers EEAEe mm

to provide the healthy, affordable food consumers increas-
ingly demand.

And current subsidies fail to support farmers’ efforts
to be good stewards of their land, instead encouraging
them to plow up grasslands to grow row crops that use
more water and more chemicals. Farmers have an enor-
mous impact on the American landscape: they manage

fully half of the nation’s land. Last year, more than 200,000 E
farmers offered to preserve 4
open space and wildlife (WiEunded|StewartshiplConlracts H
habitat, reduce pesticide W nfnd=dlstewardshiplCont ract s ‘%
use and improve the quality
of our water and air. But new regulatory pressures. Because row-crop subsidies
three-out-of-four wha soak up nearly 60% of all farm spending, farmers face a $3

sought conservation incen- billion backlog when they seek conservation assistance. As
tives were turned away, a result, some of the nation’s most pressing public health
even as they came under and environmental chatlenges go unmet.

Across the nation in 2004, more than 200,000 farmers offered to
preserve open space and wildlife habitat, reduce pesticide use and -

improve the quality of our water and air. Only 37% of Wisconsin
farmers who applied for conservation contracts received funding.

Reform tarm peliey te help farmers
—and the enVIroRment

mmmmmmmm@mmmmmm

ESEartuniy mmmﬁlmm
ﬁWMMMMMWM@W%@m@
(]Rewandfstewardship)

Farm peliey shauld e (Ermers and FERERers when thay take SRES 19 Mpreme Sir amd
wRARr auEly, pravide helbkel tor wildils, or cens as the fireatiine sgninet epraml.

(2]]Hs plfanmerslremaintprofitblel
Farm avisidy progrores eheuld MRwast eeRrerie INmwalien, FEhar dham seaRormie
dpandends, and ehould help alll Ermers romein praftaEia.
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