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Senate delays final energy bill

After only one hour of debate, the
House on Nov. 18 passed the final ver-
sion of comprehensive energy legisla-
tion on a 246-180 vote. The bill was
introduced in the Senate that same
day, but a Nov. 21 Senate vote to limit
debate on the bill failed, 57-40, three
votes short of the 60 votes needed to
invoke cloture.

The failure of the cloture vote opens
the door for a continuing attempt to
filibuster the bill. But Senate Majority
Leader Bill Frist (R-Tenn.) at the last
minute changed his vote to oppose
cloture so he could bring up another
cloture motion early this week. Before
Frist changed his vote, energy bill sup-
porters were only two votes short.

“The Senate’s failure to move for-
ward with a strategic and comprehen-
sive energy bill deals a harsh blow to
America’s farmers and our goal of pro-
ducing more home-grown renewable
fuel to help meet America’s energy
needs,” said American Farm Bureau
Federation President Bob Stallman af-
ter the failed cloture vote. “Farm Bu-
reau will continue to push this issue
and will work with all our allies for an-
other vote before the Senate leaves
town. America’s energy future simply
has too much at stake.”

Stallman, in a recent letter to mem-
bers of Congress, said the Energy

Policy Act of 2003 (H.R. 6) would carve
out a larger role for America’s home-
grown renewable fuels and in the pro-

cess create thousands of new jobs,
strengthen the economy, cut U.S. de-
See Energy, page 2

PAL class of 2003

Participants in the 2003 Partners in Agricultural Leadership (PAL) awards
program visited Washington, D.C., in early November for public policy devel-
opment training. The PAL program, sponsored by Farm Bureau and Altria
Group Inc., through its Shared Solutions Agricultural Initiative, works with
former AFBF Young Farmer and Rancher participants to develop leadership
skills and train spokespersons for agriculture. The PAL class of 2003 includes
(left to right) Matt Lohr, David Nixon, Kerry Wayne Gibson, Amanda Heisner,
Thad Willis, Bryan Boll, Carrie Bolt, Marshall Bennett Jr., Lauren Clemmons

and Kirk Thomsen.

USTR announces new trade talks

U.S. Trade Representative Robert Zoel-
lick last week notified Congress of the
administration’s intent to negotiate
free trade agreements (FTAs) with five
more countries in addition to a hand-
ful of agreements that are already in
the works.

The administration plans to launch
negotiations with Panama, as well as
Colombia and Peru under the umbrella
of Andean countries, in the second
quarter of next year. Ecuador and
Bolivia could be included in the Ande-
an agreement later on.

Negotiating an FTA with Panama
will help strengthen democracy and
support “shared fundamental values”
throughout the Western Hemisphere,
USTR said in a news release. The agen-
cy also said an FTA with Panama will
complement the ongoing negotiations
on a Central America Free Trade Agree-

ment (CAFTA) and the Free Trade Area
of the Americas (FTAA).

“An FTA will also help foster eco-
nomic growth and create higher pay-
ing jobs in the United States by further
reducing and eliminating remaining
barriers to trade and investment be-
tween Panama and the United States,”
Zoellick said in notifying Congress of
the administration’s intent to initiate
the negotiations. “Additionally, it will
enable us to address specific barriers to
U.S. goods and services in Panama,
including high tariffs on certain agri-
cultural goods, restrictive licensing
practices and inadequate levels of regu-
latory transparency.”

Reasons USTR gave for beginning
trade talks with the four Andean coun-
tries included helping the countries
combat trafficking in narcotics, build-
ing democratic institutions and pro-

moting socio-economic development.
The Andean region produces practi-
cally all of the world’s cocaine and a
hefty portion of its heroin, according
to the State Department.

The four countries already have spe-
cial trade terms with the United States
under the Andean Trade Preferences
Act, which Congress passed in 1991
and renewed in 2002; it expires at the
end of 2006. The law eliminates, or in
some cases reduces, tariffs on certain
products exported by the Andean
countries to create economic alterna-
tives to narcotics production.

Zoellick said an FTA with the Ande-
an countries would also “provide
export opportunities for U.S. agricul-
ture, industry and service providers.”

Panama and the four Andean coun-
tries have worked closely with the

See USTR, page 2
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A banner year for FB (still) hangs in the balance

Farmers and ranchers always like to
examine their financial bottom lines as
the year winds down. The American
Farm Bureau Federation also likes to
take stock of our progress, but even as
this calendar year is drawing to a close,
it still looks a little early for us to
gauge fully the progress we have made
in 2003.

Thanks to the stellar work of our
state Farm Bureaus and our grassroots
members across the nation, AFBF has
come a long way this year on a num-
ber of important public policy issues.
Many of our year-end victories, how-
ever, are yet to be realized.

As I write this column, lawmakers in
Washington still have not quite
wrapped up their work for the first
year of the 108th Congress. Normally,
they would have finished their work
by now, which would have made it
easier for me to write with finality
about the outcome of some of our leg-
islative efforts on behalf of America’s
farm and ranch families.

But, even if the fate of some bills
remains unresolved when Congress
breaks, lawmakers will pick up right
where they left off when they return to
Washington early next year. That's
why I am looking down the road with
a high degree of optimism.

I can tell you with certainty that pro-

tecting the integrity of the 2002 farm
bill through the appropriations process
is one of AFBF's greatest priorities.
Whenever and wherever possible, we
strive to present agriculture’s view-
point accurately throughout the proc-
ess. As of this writing, funding for
most major programs in the farm bill
remained intact. But, this is a battle we
will have to fight each and every year.
We will be ready.

We also appear on track to reform
what our studies show is a failed U.S.
energy policy, which is perhaps the
single largest cause for the nation'’s
current energy and natural gas crisis.
AFBF estimates the current policy re-
sulted in your paying between $1 bil-
lion and $2 billion more in 2003 just
to plant your crops.

By
Bob Stallman

FPREBIDENT
American
Farm Bureau
Federation»

With that in mind, AFBF devoted
considerable resources to securing an
energy bill that will keep fertilizer,
natural gas and other farm inputs at
affordable prices. Finding new markets
for homegrown fuels like ethanol and
biodiesel is also a continuing priority.
As this was written, House-Senate
conferees had just approved a confer-
ence report on the bill, which was fol-
lowed by full House approval of the
measure. Neither political party wants
to leave farmers a lump of coal this
Christmas, so we're somewhat optimis-
tic that the Senate will follow suit and
approve the bill before adjourning for
the year.

Also hanging in the balance is the
fate of important new legislation that
would protect our nation’s federally

owned forests. As of mid-November
that measure remains in a House-Sen-
ate conference. The good news is that
the differences between the House and
Senate versions of the bill are not
great, which makes it more likely that
any differences should be quickly re-
solved so the bill can move to the
president’s desk for signature.

The CARE Act of 2003 is another
piece of legislation that remains in
limbo because of a temporary road-
block related to the House-Senate
conference on the bill. AFBF worked
hard to ensure passage of the bill in
the House and Senate. Once the politi-
cal arguments die down, we're confi-
dent this bill will successfully make its
way through the conference process.

The CARE Act will create incentives
to allow all farmers and ranchers to
deduct the costs and value of food
donated to hunger-relief charities, re-
gardless of how their farming busi-
nesses are organized. We estimate the
amount of food provided to needy
people will increase by 878 million
new meals over the next 10 years.

With your help, we can push these
issues across the finish line, either now
or early in 2004. I am confident, how-
ever, that at least one or two of these
packages will be gift-wrapped in time
for the holiday season.

Energy bill passed in House, stalled in Senate

continued from page 1
pendence on foreign oil and help pro-
tect the environment.

Of particular importance to farmers
is a renewable fuels provision that
would set an initial standard for etha-
nol and biodiesel use at 3.1 billion gal-
lons per year for 2005. That standard
increases to 5 billion gallons per year
by 2012. The report also includes a
federal phaseout of the environmen-

tally harmful gasoline additive methyl
tertiary butyl ether (MTBE), which in
several states has been found to pol-
lute groundwater.

“The renewable fuels standard will
function as a significant economic
stimulus for rural America by creating
the need for an estimated $5.3 billion
in rural capital investments and
214,000 new jobs,” Stallman said. “It is
also estimated that the RFS will add

$4.5 billion annually to net farm in-
come and decrease our trade deficit by
$34 billion.”

The legislation also does away with
the current tax credit for ethanol-
blended gasoline. Ethanol-blended
gasoline currently has a 5.2 cents-per-
gallon exemption from the 18.4-cent
motor fuel tax, reducing Highway
Trust Fund receipts. Under the Farm
Bureau-supported provision, ethanol-

blended gasoline would be taxed the
same 18.4 cents-per-gallon as regular
gasoline; however, a tax refund would
be paid from the general fund to etha-
nol refiners and blenders.

“When weighing this comprehen-
sive energy legislation in its entirety,”
Stallman said, “there will undoubtedly
be a tremendous positive benefit to
rural America and the agricultural
community.”

USTR announces two new free trade agreements

continued from page 1
United States “to advance our com-
mon values and objectives” in the
World Trade Organization and FTAA
negotiations, Zoellick said.

Zoellick said two months ago, after
the failure of a WTO ministerial meet-
ing in Cancun, Mexico, that the

FB NEWSWATCH

Health savings accounts
Congress is expected to vote soon on a
Medicare and prescription drug benefit
bill (H.R. 1) that also includes Farm
Bureau-supported Health Savings
Accounts (HSAs). HSAs would allow
individuals to set aside income tax-free
in order to pay medical expenses.

United States would move forward
with free trade talks with “can-do”
countries, meaning those countries
that were more willing to negotiate in
Cancun. The Cancun meeting, which
was to be a turning point in the cur-
rent round of multilateral WTO nego-
tiations, ended without agreement be-
cause several developing countries in-
sisted that developed countries reduce
farm subsidies but did not offer any-
thing in return.

According to trade data from the U.S.
Agriculture Department, Panama was a
$185 million market for U.S. agricul-
tural exports in 2002; Colombia, $520
million; Peru, $214 million; Ecuador,
$143 million; and Bolivia, $19 million.
Panama exported a little over $35 mil-
lion in agricultural products to the

United States last year; Colombia, $929
million; Peru, $246 million; Ecuador,
$505 million; and Bolivia, $21 million.
FTAs the United States is already
negotiating include the CAFTA, FTAA,

Australia FTA, Morocco FTA, South
Africa Customs Union FTA and Bah-
rain FTA. President Bush signed FTAs
with Chile last June and with Singa-
pore last May.
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Key Senate votes on Farm Bureau priority issues

(1) ANWR—March 19—The Senate
passed, 52-48, an amendment to con-
current resolution 95 on the fiscal
2004 budget. The amendment, offered
by Sen. Barbara Boxer (D-Calif.), pre-
vents oil exploration in the Arctic Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge. Farm Bureau fa-
vored a “nay” (N) vote.

(2) Estate tax—March 20—With a 51-
48 vote, the Senate passed an amend-
ment to concurrent resolution 23 on
the budget for fiscal 2004. The amend-
ment, offered by Sen. Jon Kyl (R-Ariz.),
provides $46 billion to pay for repeal-
ing the estate tax in 2009, a year ear-
lier than under current law. Farm
Bureau favored a “yea” (Y) vote.

Name Party Vote 123456789
ALABAMA

Sessions (R) NYYnNYNYN
Shelby (R) NYYYNYN?N
ALASKA

Murkowski (R) NYY?NYNYN
Stevens (R) NYYYNYNYy
ARIZONA

Kyl (R) NYYnNnNYy
McCain (R) ynYnynyVYy
ARKANSAS

Lincoln (D) YYYYNYNYy
Pryor (D) ynYYyYNYy
CALIFORNIA

Boxer (D) ynYnynyYN
Feinstein (D) ynYnynyYN
COLORADO

Allard (R) NYYnNYNYy
Campbell (R) NYYYNYNY?
CONNECTICUT

Dodd (D) ynYYyYynN
Lieberman (D) ynYY??2y??
DELAWARE

Biden (D) ynYYyYynN
Carper (D) ynYYNYynN
FLORIDA

Graham (D) ynY?yYyYN
Nelson (D) yYYYyYyYy
Chambliss (R) NYYYNYNYy
Miller (D) N?YYNYNY?
Akaka (D) NnYYyYyYN
Inouye (D) NnY?NYyYN
Craig (R) NYnYNYNYy
Crapo (R) NYnYNYNYy
ILLINOIS

Durbin (D) ynYYyYyny
Fitzgerald (R) YYYYYYNYy

(3) CARE—April 9—The Senate ap-
proved, 95-5, legislation (S. 476) that
would give tax breaks and other help to
tarmers who donate food to charities.
Farm Bureau favored a “yea” (Y) vote.

(4) Energy—June 5—With a 68-28
vote, the Senate approved an amend-
ment to the Senate energy bill (S. 14)
to increase production of renewable
fuels. Sens. Bill Frist (R-Tenn.) and
Tom Daschle (D-S.D.) offered the
amendment. Farm Bureau favored a
“yea” (Y) vote.

(5) Energy—June 12—The Senate re-
jected, 44-54, an amendment to strike
from the Senate energy bill a require-

Name Party Vote 123456789
Bayh (D) ynYYNYyny
Lugar (R) NYYYNYyYy
Grassley (R) NYYYNYNYN
Harkin (D) ynYYyYynN
Brownback (R) NYYYNYNYy
Roberts (R) NYYYNYNYy
KENTUCKY

Bunning (R) NYYYNYNYy
McConnell (R) NYYYNYNYy
LOUISIANA

Breaux (D) NnYYNYNYN
Landrieu (D) NnYYNYNYN
Collins (R) ynYYyYyYN
Snowe (R) ynYYyYyYN
MARYLAND

Mikulski (D) ynYYyYyYN
Sarbanes (D) ynYYyYyYN
MASSACHUSETTS

Kennedy (D) ynYnynynN
Kerry (D) ynYYy?y??
MICHIGAN

Levin (D) ynYYyYyYNYN
Stabenow (D) ynYYyYyYN
MINNESOTA

Coleman (R) YYYYYyYNYy
Dayton (D) ynYYyYyYN
Cochran (R) NYYYNYNYy
Lott (R) NYYYNYNYN
Bond (R) NYYYNYNYy
Talent (R) NYYYNYNYy
MONTANA

Baucus (D) ynYYNYNYN
Burns (R) NYYYNYNYN

ment to inventory oil and natural gas
resources in the Outer Continental
Shelf. Sen. Bob Graham (D-Fla.) offered
the amendment. Farm Bureau favored
a “nay” (N) vote.

(6) Energy—July 31—The Senate ap-
proved, 84-14, the energy bill (H.R. 6),
including a renewable fuels standard.
Farm Bureau favored a “yea” (Y) vote.

(7) Climate change—Oct. 30—The
Senate rejected, 43-45, an amendment
to S. 139, the Climate Stewardship Act,
to provide research on climate change,
impose mandatory limits on carbon
dioxide emissions and mandatory car-
bon reporting and trading. Sen. Joe

Name Party Vote 123456789
NEBRASKA

Hagel (R) NYYYNYNYN
Nelson (D) YyYYYNY??N
NEVADA

Ensign (R) NYY?NYNYN
Reid (D) ynYYyYyYN
Gregg (R) NYYnyYyYN
Sununu (R) NYYnynNY?
NEW JERSEY

Corzine (D) ynYnyYyYy
Lautenberg (D) ynYnynyYy
NEW MEXICO

Bingaman (D) ynYYNYyYyYN
Domenici (R) NYYYNYNYN
NEW YORK

Clinton (D) ynYnynynN
Schumer (D) ynYnynynN
NORTH CAROLINA

Dole (R) NYYYyYNYy
Edwards (D) ynYY?Y???
NORTH DAKOTA

Conrad (D) yNnYYNYNYN
Dorgan (D) ynYYNYNYN
Dewine (R) YYYYNYNYN
Voinovich (R) NYYYNYNYy
OKLAHOMA

Inhofe (R) NYYYNYNYy
Nickles (R) NYnnNYNYy
Smith (R) yYYYYyYNYN
Wyden (D) yYYnynyYN
PENNSYLVANIA

Santorum (R) NYYnNYNYy
Specter (R) NYYNnNYNYN
RHODE ISLAND

Chafee (R) ynYYyYyYy
Reed (D) ynYnynynN

Lieberman (D-Conn.) offered the
amendment. Farm Bureau favored a
“nay” (N) vote.

(8) Healthy forests—Oct. 30—The
Senate passed, 80-14, the Healthy For-
ests Restoration Act (H.R. 1904). Farm
Bureau favored a “yea” (Y) vote.

(9) Labeling—Nov. 6—The Senate re-
jected, 36-58, a motion to table the
Daschle amendment to H.R. 2673, the
agriculture appropriations bill. The
amendment was a sense-of-the-Senate
resolution urging conferees on the bill
to maintain mandatory country-of-ori-
gin labeling of red meat. Farm Bureau
favored a “nay” (N) vote.

Name Party Vote 123456789
SOUTH CAROLINA

Graham (R) NYYnNnNYNYN
Hollings (D) ynYnyYy?N
SOUTH DAKOTA

Daschle (D) ynYYyYyYN
Johnson (D) ynYYyYyYN
TENNESSEE

Alexander (R) NYYYNYNYN
Frist (R) NYYYNYNYy
TEXAS

Cornyn (R) NYYnNYNYy
Hutchison (R) NYYnNYNYy
UTAH

Bennett (R) NYYnNYNYy
Hatch (R) NYYYNYNYy
VERMONT

Jeffords (l) ynYYyYynN
Leahy (D) ynYnyYynN
VIRGINIA

Allen (R) NYYnNYNYy
Warner (R) NYYnNYNYN
WASHINGTON

Cantwell (D) ynYYynynN
Murray (D) ynYYynyYN
WEST VIRGINIA

Byrd (D) ynYYNYNYN
Rockefeller (D) ynYYyYynN
WISCONSIN

Feingold (D) ynYYynyYN
Kohl (D) ynYYyYyYN
WYOMING

Enzi (R) NYnnNYNYN
Thomas (R) NYnnNYNYN

LEGEND: Y,y —yea
N, n—nay
? — not voting
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Key House votes on Farm Bureau priority issues

(1) Ag spending—March 21—The House passed, 215-
212, concurrent resolution 95 on the fiscal 2004 bud-
get. The resolution instructs the Agriculture Depart-
ment to reduce spending on mandatory farm pro-
grams authorized in the 2002 farm bill by $18.6 bil-
lion between 2004 and 2013. Farm Bureau favored a
“nay” (N) vote.

(2) Energy—April 10—The House defeated, 197-228,
an amendment to strike the provision in the energy
bill (H.R. 6) that would allow oil and gas exploration,
development and production in Alaska’s Arctic
National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR). The amendment
was sponsored by Rep. Edward Markey (D-Mass.). The
American Farm Bureau Federation supports the open-
ing of ANWR to environmentally sound exploration
and production of oil and gas, as instability of cur-
rent energy prices negatively affects agricultural pro-
duction. American farmers spent $1 billion to $2 bil-
lion more this year than last on fuel and natural

gas to complete the planting season. Farm Bureau
favored a “nay” (N) vote.

(3) Energy—April 11—With a vote of 247-175, the
House approved the Energy Policy Act of 2003 (H.R.
6). The legislation included a renewable fuels stan-
dard to increase the use of ethanol and biodiesel and
permitted oil and gas exploration, development and
production in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge in
Alaska. The House renewable fuels provision required
the U.S. fuel supply to consist of 2.7 billion gallons
of renewable fuels by 2005, reaching 5 billion gallons
by 2015. The bill also contained $18.7 billion in tax
breaks and other incentives, $6.7 bilion of which is
for promotion of alternative fuels and energy conser-
vation. AFBF supports a balanced national energy
agenda that contains renewable energy allowances
and a significant increase in the domestic production
of oil and gas supplies to help meet the energy needs
of America’s growing economy and population, all
while providing a more reliable, affordable and envi-
ronmentally responsible energy supply. Farm Bureau
favored a “yea” (Y) vote.

(4) Tax cuts—May 9—The House approved, 222-203,
the Jobs and Growth Reconciliation Tax Act of 2003
(H.R. 2). The bill would cut taxes $550 billion over
the next 10 years. It would reduce the capital gains
tax rate from the current rate of 20 or 10 percent,
depending on income, to 15 or 5 percent. The bill
also increases from $25,000 to $100,000 the amount
of business expenses that small businesses, including
farms, could deduct from their taxable income each
year. Businesses could also write off as depreciation
half the cost of certain capital investments, such as
farm equipment, in the year of purchase. The bill
also reduces individual income tax rates, increases
the Alternative Minimum Tax exemption by $7,500
for individuals and by $15,000 for joint filers, in-
creases the child tax credit from $500 to $1,000 per
child and reduces the so-called marriage penalty.
Farm Bureau favored a “yea” (Y) vote.

(5) Healthy forests—May 20—With a 184-239 vote,
the House defeated an amendment offered by Reps.
George Miller (D-Calif.) and Peter DeFazio (D-Ore.)
that would have restricted the scope of the Healthy
Forests Restoration Act (H.R. 1904) to forests that are
more heavily populated, or areas that are commonly
called the “wildland-urban interface.” The amend-

ment would have eliminated the bill’s language that
is meant to reduce insect and disease infestations and
invasive species in forests. Farm Bureau favored a
“nay” (N) vote.

(6) Healthy forests—May 20—The House approved,
256-170, the Healthy Forests Restoration Act (H.R.
1904) to lower the occurrence of catastrophic forest
fires, improve range and grazing conditions, help
protect private forest acres from fire and improve
water quality and quantity originating from federal
forests. Farm Bureau favored a “yea” (Y) vote.

(7) Tax cuts—May 22—By a vote of 231-200, the
House approved the Jobs and Growth Reconciliation
Tax Act (H.R. 2) conference report. The bill reduces
capital gains taxes, increases the amount of business
expenses a small business can deduct on its taxes,
defers capital gains taxes on any profit from selling
cattle due to natural disasters and increases the child
tax credit and the standard deduction for married
couples filing jointly. Farm Bureau favored a “yea”
(Y) vote.

(8) Estate tax—June 18—The House rejected, 188-
239, a substitute amendment offered by Rep. Earl
Pomeroy (D-N.D.) to the Death Tax Repeal Perma-
nency Act (H.R. 8). The amendment would have
increased the estate tax exemption from the current
$1 million per person to $3 million per person begin-
ning Jan. 1, 2004, rather than repealing estate taxes
fully and permanently. Farm Bureau policy calls for
permanent repeal of federal estate taxes, not in-
creased exemptions. Therefore, Farm Bureau favored
a “nay” (N) vote.

(9) Estate tax—June 18—W.ith a vote of 264-163, the
House approved the Death Tax Repeal Permanency
Act of 2003 (H.R. 8). The bill, offered by Reps. Jenni-
fer Dunn (R-Wash.) and Bud Cramer (D-Ala.), would
repeal estate taxes permanently. Under current laws,
death taxes are repealed in 2010, but they will be re-
instated in full in 2011 unless Congress votes before
then to repeal the tax permanently. Farm Bureau
favored a “yea” (Y) vote.

(10) Health insurance—June 19—The House ap-
proved, 262-162, the Small Business Health Fairness
Act of 2003 (H.R. 660) to allow association health
plans (AHPs). The bill, offered by Rep. Ernie Fletcher
(R-Ky.), would allow farmers and small businesses,
which face rising health premium costs, to join to-
gether across state lines through associations like
Farm Bureau in order to obtain health insurance cov-
erage at lower group rates. AHPs would give small
employers and self-employed workers advantages
similar to those enjoyed by large employers, and
reduce farmers’ health insurance costs. Farm Bureau
favored a “yea” (Y) vote.

(11) Health savings—June 26—The House approved
the Health Savings Account Availability Act of 2003
(H.R. 2596) by a vote of 237-191. The bill would
allow individuals to accumulate savings to pay out-
of-pocket medical expenses without having to pay
taxes on those savings. Contributions to the Health
Savings Accounts (HSAs) and Health Savings Security
Accounts (HSSAs) created under the bill would be tax
deductible and tax exempt. Individuals with health
insurance but with annual deductibles of $1,000 to
$2,500 would be eligible to have an HSA, while
HSSAs would be for uninsured individuals or those

with annual deductibles of $500 for self-coverage and
$1,000 for family coverage. Farm Bureau favored a
“yea” (Y) vote.

(12) Meat labeling—July 14—With a vote of 193-208,
the House rejected an amendment to the Agriculture,
Rural Development, Food and Drug Administration
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act of 2004 (H.R.
2673) to remove language from the bill that prohibits
the Agriculture Department from using funds appro-
priated in the bill to implement mandatory country-
of-origin labeling for meat. Reps. Dennis Rehberg (R-
Mont.) and Darlene Hooley (D-Ore.) offered the
amendment. Farm Bureau favored a “yea” (Y) vote.

(13) Public land leases—July 17—The House re-
jected, 197-228, an amendment to the Department of
the Interior and Related Agencies Appropriations Act
of 2004 (H.R. 2691) that would have prevented the
renewal of farming leases on the Klamath National
Wildlife Refuge. Rep. Earl Blumenauer (D-Ore.) of-
fered the amendment. Farm Bureau favored a “nay”
(N) vote.

(14) Cuba travel—Sept. 9—With a vote of 227-188,
the House approved an amendment that would ease
restrictions on U.S. citizens traveling to Cuba. Rep.
Jeff Flake (R-Ariz.) offered the amendment to the
Transportation, Treasury and Independent Agencies
Appropriations Act of 2004 (H.R. 2989). The amend-
ment would require the Treasury Department to
approve travel for Americans who plan to visit Cuba
to facilitate sales of U.S. agricultural products. Sales of
food products to Cuba have been allowed since 2000,
when Congress enacted the Trade Sanctions Reform
and Export Enhancement Act. Although Cuba did
not begin purchasing U.S. food until late 2001, sales
of wheat, corn, rice, soybeans and dairy and poultry
products quickly grew in 2002 and could reach $200
million by the end of this year. In addition to facili-
tating future agricultural sales, Farm Bureau believes
easing the 41-year-old travel ban would increase
demand in Cuba for high-quality U.S. food products,
and help bring freedom and democracy to the Cuban
people through increased interaction with Ameri-
cans. Farm Bureau favored a “yea” (Y) vote.

(15) Energy—Oct. 15—The House passed, 229-182, a
motion to instruct conferees on the energy bill (H.R.
6) to oppose language in the Senate bill that allows
the collection of information regarding U.S. energy
resources in the Outer Continental Shelf (OCS). Rep.
Lois Capps (D-Calif.) offered the motion. The motion
was in response to an attempt by Sen. Pete Domenici
(R-N.M.) to include in the energy bill conference
report a Senate-passed provision that would allow for
a natural gas inventory study of the OCS. Inventory
study proponents claim that policy-makers need the
information when making natural resources deci-
sions. Opponents argue a study might jeopardize the
decade-long moratorium on natural gas exploration
in OCS areas. It has been estimated that nearly 100
trillion cubic feet of natural gas remains under the
moratorium. Farm Bureau favored a “nay” (N) vote.

LEGEND: Y,y —yea
? — not voting

N,n — nay
* — Vacant
S — Speaker
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Key House votes on Farm Bureau priority issues

Name Party Vote 123456 78 9101112131415
1 Bonner (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY YNnNN
2 Everett (R) yNYYNYYNYYY 2 NYN
3 Rogers (R) yNYYNYYNYYY YNnNN
4 Aderholt (R) yNYYNYYNYYY 2 Nn N
5 Cramer (D) NNYYNYYNY Yn ? yYN
6 Bachus (R) yNYYNYYNYYY YNnNN
7 Davis (D) NyYnNYnynYnYyYy
AL Young (R) y?2YYNYYNYYY nNnNnN
1 Renzi (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnNnN
2 Franks (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
3 Shadegg (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
4 Pastor (D) NynnynnynnnnyYy
5 Hayworth (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNn?
6 Flake (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNYN
7 Grijalva (D) NynnynnynnnYyYy
8 Kolbe (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNYN
1 Berry (D) NNnnNYnyYnnnyYy
2 Snyder (D) ?ynnynnynYnnyYy
3 Boozman (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNYN
4 Ross (D) NNYNnNYnyYnnnyYN
1 Thompson (D) NynnyYnNY
2 Herger (R) yNYYNYYNY
3 Ose (R) YyNNnYNYYNY
4 Doolittle (R) YyNYYNYYNY
5 Matsui (D) Nynnynnyn
6 Woolsey (D) Nynnynnyn
7 Miller, George (D) Ny?nynnyn
8 Pelosi (D) Nynnynnyn
9 Lee (D) Nynnynnyn
10 Tauscher (D) Nynnynnyn
11 Pombo (R) yNYYNYYNY
12 Lantos (D) Nynnynnyn
13 Stark (D) Nynnynnyn
14 Eshoo (D) Nynnynnyn
15 Honda (D) Nynnynnyn
16 Lofgren (D) Nynnynn??
17 Farr (D) NynnynnyY
18 Cardoza (D) NNnnyYnNY
19 Radanovich (R) yNYYNYYN?
20 Dooley (D) NNYnyYnNY
21 Nunes (R) yNYYNYYNY
22 Thomas (R) yNYYNYYNY
23 Capps (D) Nynnynnyn
24 Gallegly (R) YyNYYNYYNY
25 McKeon (R) yNYYNYYNY
26 Dreier (R) yNYYNYYNY

27 Sherman (D)
28 Berman (D)
29 Schiff (D)

30 Waxman (D)
31 Becerra (D)
32 Solis (D)

Nynnynnyn
Nynnynnyn
Nynnynnyn
Ny?nynnyn
NynnynnNn
Nynnynnyn
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33 Watson (D) Nynnynnyn
34 Roybal-Allard (D) Nynnynnyn
35 Waters (D) Nynnynnyn
36 Harman (D) Nynnynnyn
37 Millender-McDonald (R) Nynnynnyn
38 Napolitano (D) Nynnynnyn
39 Sanchez, Linda (D) Nynnynnyn
40 Royce (R) yNYYNYYNY
41 Lewis (R) YyNYYNYYNY
42 Miller, Gary (R) yNY? ?2?2YNY
43 Baca (D) NNYnyYnyn
44 Calvert (R) YyNYYNYYNY
45 Bono (R) N?YNYYNY
46 Rohrabacher (R) yNYYNYYNY
47 Sanchez, Loretta (D) Nynnynnyn
48 Cox (R) YyNYYNYYNY
49 Issa (R) NYYNYYNY
50 Cunningham (R) yNYYNYYNY
51 Filner (D) Nynnynnyn
52 Hunter (R) yNYYNYYNY
53 Davis (D) Nynnynnyn
1 Degette (D) NynnynnynnnYyYy
2 Udall (D) ?ynnynnynnnYy?y
3 Mclnnis (R) yNYYNYYNY Y ? n Nn N
4 Musgrave (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
5 Hefley (R) NNYYNYYNYYY YNYN
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6 Tancredo (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
7 Beauprez (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNnN

CONNECTICUT

Name Party

1 Larson (D) Nynn?nnynnnYyYy
2 Simmons (R) YyYYYynYNYYYYyny
3 Delauro (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
4 Shays (R) yynYynYNYYYYyYy
5 Johnson (R) NynYNYYNnYYYyYy
AL Castle (R) NynnNnYyYYnnNYy
1 Miller (R) YNYYNYYNYYY YNny
2 Boyd (D) NNn?NYnynnYnyYy
3 Brown (D) NynnynnynnnVYyny
4 Crenshaw (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNny
5 Brown-Waite (R) YyNYYNYYNYY? nNny
6 Stearns (R) yNYYNYYNYYY YNny
7 Mica (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY ? Nn N
8 Keller (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY ? N? y
9 Bilirakis (R) YyNYYN?YNYYY nNny
10 Young (R) YyNYYNYYNYY? ? Nny
11 Davis (D) NynnynnynnnVYyny
12 Putnam (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNny
13 Harris (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNny
14 Goss (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY YNny
15 Weldon (R) YNYYNYYNYYY YNny
16 Foley (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNny
17 Meek (D) NynnynnynYnYNny
18 Ros-Lehtinen (R) yNYYNYYNYY? YNny
19 Wexler (D) NynnynnynnnVYyny
20 Deutsch (D) NynnynnynnYYyny
21 Diaz-Balart, L. (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNny
22 Shaw (R) YNYYNYYNYYY YNny
23 Hastings (D) Nynnynnyn?nYyny
24 Feeney (R) YyNY?NYYNYYY nNny
25 Diaz-Balart, M (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNny
1 Kingston (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
2 Bishop (D) NNYNnNYnyYYY nNYN
3 Marshall (D) NynnNYYynYnnyY?
4 Majette (D) NynnynnynnnnyYy
5 Lewis (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
6 Isakson (R) yNYYNYYNYYY ? Nn N
7 Linder (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
8 Collins (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
9 Norwood (R) yNYYNYYNY nY nNnN
10 Deal (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
11 Gingrey (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
12 Burns (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
13 Scott (D) NyYnNYYyYnYnNYy
1 Abercrombie (D) NynnynnNYnnYyYy
2 Case (D) Nynn?nnynYYnyny
1 Otter (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNYN
2 Simpson (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
1 Rush (D) NyYnynnynYn?yYy
2 Jackson (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
3 Lipinski (D) ?2yY¥YnynnNnYY ?yny
4 Gutierrez (D) Nynnynnynnn?yYy
5 Emanuel (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
6 Hyde (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
7 Davis (D) NynnynnynYn?yYy
8 Crane (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
9 Schakowsky (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
10 Kirk (R) yynYynYNYYY nNnN
11 Weller (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNny
12 Costello (D) NyYnynnyY?nYyYy
13 Biggert (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNYN
14 Hastert (R) ySYYSSYNYYYSSSS
15 Johnson (R) yyYYynYNYYYnyVYy
16 Manzullo (R) YyNYY?YYNYYY nNYN
17 Evans (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
18 Lahood (R) yNY?NYYNYYY ? NY y
19 Shimkus (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNYN
1 Visclosky (D) NyYnynnynnnYyYN
2 Chocola (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
3 Souder (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNn?
4 Buyer (R) ?NYYNYYNYYYY ?nN
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5 Burton (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nynN
6 Pence (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
7 Carson (D) Nynnynn?? ?2nYyYy
8 Hostettler (R) NNYYNYYNYYY nNYN
9 Hill (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
1 Nussle (R) yNYYNYYNYYYYNYN
2 Leach (R) yynnynnynYYYyYy
3 Boswell (D) Nynn??2nyY¥YnnVYyYy
4 Latham (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNYN
5 King (R) yNY?NYYNYYY ? Nn N
1 Moran (R) NNYYNYYNYYY nNYN
2 Ryun (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
3 Moore (D) Nynnynnynnn?yYy
4 Tiahrt (R) yNYYNYYNY ?Y nNnN
1 Whitfield (R) NNYYNYYNYYY nNYN
2 Lewis (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
3 Northup (R) yNY?NYYNYYY nNnN
4 Lucas (D) NNYYNYYyYYY nNYN
5 Rogers (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNYN
6 Fletcher (R) yNYYNYYNYYY ? NY ?
1 Vitter (R) YyNYYNYYNYY? nNn N
2 Jefferson (D) NNYnynnynnn? ?Yy
3 Tauzin (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
4 McCrery (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY YNnNN
5 Alexander (D) NNYYNYYYyYnYYNYN
6 Baker (R) yNYYNYYNYYY ? Nn N
7 John (D) NNYNnNYnyYYnYNYN
1 Allen (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
2 Michaud (D) NynnyYnynnnYyYy
1 Gilchrest (R) YYYYNYYNYYYnNny
2 Ruppersberger (D) NynnynnyYnnnyYy
3 Cardin (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
4 Wynn (D) NynnynnyYYnYyYy
5 Hoyer (D) NynnynnynnnY?Yy
6 Bartlett (R) NyYYNYYNYYY YNnN
7 Cummings (D) NynnynnynnnVYy?y
8 Van Hollen (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
1 Olver (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
2 Neal (D) Nynnynnyn?nYyY?
3 McGovern (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
4 Frank (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
5 Meehan (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
6 Tierney (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
7 Markey (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
8 Capuano (D) NynnynnynnnYyYy
9 Lynch (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
10 Delahunt (D) Nynny?nynnnYyYy
1 Stupak (D) Nynn??nynnnYyYy
2 Hoekstra (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nN?N
3 Ehlers (R) YYYYNYYNYYYnyYy
4 Camp (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNYN
5 Kildee (D) NynnynnynnnYyYy
6 Upton (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nyVYy
7 Smith (R) yNYYNYYNYYYnyYN
8 Rogers (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
9 Knollenberg (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nN?N
10 Miller (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
11 McCotter (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
12 Levin (D) NynnynnynnnYyYy
13 Kilpatrick (D) NynnynnynnnYNYy
14 Conyers (D) Nynn??2n??2?2nYyYy
15 Dingell (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
1 Gutknecht (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
2 Kline (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNn?
3 Ramstad (R) YYYYYYYNYYYnyYy
4 McCollum (D) NynnynnynnnVYyYy
5 Sabo (D) NynnynnynnnYyYy
6 Kennedy (R) YYYYNYYNYYYnyny
7 Peterson (D) NNYNNYnyYYYYNYy
8 Oberstar (D) NynnNYnynnnVYyYy
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wssssep RGN NypoynoynnnnyYy S Cooper(b) Nynnynnya¥nayYy
: 5 Burr (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNny 6 Gordon (D) ?2ynnyYnyYnnYyYy
1 Wicker (R) yNYYNYYNY YY nNnN  gcople (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN  7Blackbumn (R) yNYYNYYNYYYYNnNN
2 Thompson (D) NNnnNYnynnnYyYy  7pcintyre (D) NynnyYnyYYnnNYy  8Tanner (D) NNnnNYnyYnnnNYN
3 Pickering (R) YNYYNYYNY VY ¥ NY N §Hayes (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN  9Ford (D) NynnynnyYnnYyYy
4 Taylor (D) NNnnNYn?nY¥YnYyYN  9myrick (R) yNYYNYYNYYY ?Nn N
wssovm LS MMM
11 Taylor (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN 1 Sandlin (D) NNYNnNYnyYnnYyYN
1 Clay (D) N?nnynny¥nnYy??  4>wat (D) NynnynnynnnYyYy 2 Turner (D) NNYnNYnynYnnNY?
gé‘ggh(;ét(m m;’m“;m‘ggggg‘g’;‘ 13 Miller (D) NynnynnynnnnyYy 3 Johnson, S. (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
2 rnee 0t V1T 4 Hall (D NYYNYYNYYYnNYN
4 Skelton (D) NNnnNYnyYYnYynN NORTH DAKOTA 5Ha ( )| R yNYYNYYNYYYnN N
5 McCarthy (D) ?2?2?2nynnyn¥YnYyyY ensarling (R) y D
6Graves(>é) -N\-{YNYYKYYY”R’”K AL Pomeroy (D) NyYnyYnynnnYNYN 6 Barton (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY ? Nn N
7 8lunt (7 JNYYNYYNY YY 0NN T ol JNYYNYYNY YY1 NY N
8 Emerson (R) YyNYYNY?NYYY nN?N 8 Brady ®) Ny Y Y e NIA
9 Hulshof (R) YNYYNYY2YYY n Nn N 1 Chabot (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNny ampson (D) yYnynnyYnnYy
: 2 Portman (R) yNYYNYYNYYYnNny 10 Doggett (D) NynnynnNnnnYyYy
MONTANA 3 Turner (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNn? };(EidwardS((l%) Nm\r}nz\m¥¥$ n KYN
4 Oxley (R) yNYYNYYNYYYnNYN ranger y nNn
AL Rehberg (R) YNYYNYYNY YYYNYN 5 Giimor (R) YNYYNYYNY YY nNny 13 Thomberry (R) NYYNYYNYYY nNnN
NEBRASKA 6 Strickland (D) NynnyYnynnnYyYy 14Paul(R) N??2YNnYNYYY nNYN
1 Bereuter (R) NYYNYYNnYYnvYN 7 Hobson (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN  15Hinojosa (D) NNYnynnyYnnnyYN
2 Terry (R) S NYYNYYNY YY n NynN  8Boehner (R) yNYYNY?NYYY nNnN  16Reyes (D) NN?nynnynnnnyYN
SOsbgrne(R) yNYYNYYNYYYYNYN 9 Kaptur (D) NynnynnynnnYyYy 17 Stenholm (D) NNYnNYnynYnnNYN
y 10 Kucinich (D) NynnynnynnnYy?? 18 Jackson-Lee (D) NyYnynnynYnYyYy
NEVADA 11 Jones (D) NynnynnynnnYyY? BﬁombebSt(R)(R) y???NY? NN
12 Tiberi (R) yNYYNYYN? YY nNYN eugebauer *r**nNn
? ?
;g?glngs(?lq)) N%{}{}%Q{}Kz{}zv,\lﬂm 13 Brown (D) NynnynnynnnYyYy  20Gonzalez (D) NynnynnynYnnyYN
3 Porter (R) VNYYNYYNYYYnNnN 14 Latourette (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNYN 21 Smith(R) yNYYNYYNY YY nNnN
Y 15 Pryce (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY nNnN  22Delay (R) YNYYNYYNYYY ? Nn N
newnawesine —— JESTEEVLD INYYNYYNY YYYNn N 238onile () JNYYNYZNY VY 0 N N
17 Ryan (D) NynnynnyYnnYyYy ros yyYnyynynnnnyyy
1 Bradley (R) YYnYNYYNY YY nNny g5 R NYYNYYNYYY nNYN  25Bell (D) NyYnynnNYYnnyYN
2 Bass (R) YYNnYNYYNYYY YNYN y (R Y 26 Burgess (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
NEW JERSEY OKLAHOMA 27 Ortiz (D) NNYnyYnynnnnNnN
1 Sullivan (R) yNYYNYYNY YY nNn N  28Rodriguez (D) NNYnynnynnnnyYN
;/L\ngire%S((%)) Ny2$y2$n$$$¥y2y 2 Carson (D) NNYnyYnNYYnnyYyN 29Green(D) NNYnynnynnnYynN
obiondo y}y y y })’ 3 Lucas (R) yNYYNYYNYYYnNnN 30 Johnson, E. (D) NyYnynnyn?nYyYy
3 Saxton (R) ynYynYNYYY nyn? ? 31 Carter (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
4 Smith (R) YU RYNY 2Y Y o 4 Cole (R) yNY?NYYNYYYnNnN _
5 Garrett (R) WYY,{YYNY{,Yn,{]n,{] 5 Istook (R) yNYYNYYNY YYYNnN  32Sessions (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
6 Pallone (D) NynnynnynnnYyny [ [
7 Ferguson (R) yyYYynYNYYYn?ny 1 Bishop (R NYYNYYNYYY ?2Nn N
1 Wu (D) NynnynnynnnYNny ishop (R) y ¢ Nn
ggﬁfﬁrﬂn(%) ﬁ;gﬂ;gg;ﬂg”” 2 Walden (R) yNYYNYYNYYYYNnN  2Matheson (D) NyYnNYYyYYnYyVYy
10 Payne (D) Nynnynnynnn?yYy SBIqunauer(D) Ny?nynnynnnYyYy 3 Cannon (R) YyNYYNYYNYYY YNnNN
11 Frelinghuysen (R) yynYNYYNY YY nyny  4Defazio(D) NynnynnynnnVNYy  grerre
12 Holt (D) NynnynnynnnYyyy  5Hooley(D) NynnynnyYnYYNYy AL Sanders (1) Nynnynnynnn?yYy
13 Menendez (D) NynnynnynnnYyny PENNSYLVANIA '
NEW MEXICO 1 Brady (D) NNYn?2nynnnYyYy 'G" o E——
; 2 Fattah (D) Ny?nynnynnnYyYy avis, J. y n
) paeon Y NYYNYYNY YY VNN N 8Engish (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN  2Schrock (R) yNY?NYYNYYY nNnN
3 Udall (D) NynnynnynnnyyyYy 4Hat(R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN  3Scott(D) NynnynnynnnYyYy
5 Peterson (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNYN 4 Forbes (R) yNYYNYYNY YY nNnN
NEW YORK 6 Gerlach (R) yYyYYNYYNYYY nNnN 5 Goode (R) yNnYNYYNY YY nNnN
1 Bishop (D) Nvnnvanvnnnyvy 7 Weldon (R) Y2YYNYYNYYYnyYy 6 Goodlatte (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
2IsraeIp(D) Nonny Y YRy vy  8Greenwood (R) YyYYYNYYNYYY nNYN  7Cantor (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN
3 King (R) RYYRVYYRY YY Y o h 9 Shuster (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN  8Moran (D) N?nnynnynYn?yVYy
4Mcgaﬂh D) Avnnvnnvy noyvy 10 Sherwood (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN  9Boucher (D) NyYnynnyYnnnyYy
5Ackerma¥1(D) NynnynnynnnYyny 11 Kanjorski (D) NNYnynnynnnYyVYy 10 Wolf (R) yNYYNYYNY YY nNnN
6 Meeks (D) Nznnznngnnnnng 12 Murtha (D) NNYnyYnynnnYyny 11Davis, T.(R) YYYY?YYNY YY nNn?
7 Crowley (D) NynnynnynnnYyYy 13 Hoeffel (D) NynnynnynnnYyYy WASHINGTON
8 Nadler (D) Nynnynn??nnYyYy 14 Doyle (D) NyYnynnynnnYyYy
9 Weiner (D) NvnnvnnvnnnyYvy 15 Toomey (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNYN 1 Inslee (D) NynnynnynnnYyYy
10 Towns (D) N%?n%nngnnnvg')g 16 Pitts (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN  2Larsen (D) NynnynnyYnnnNYy
11 Owens (D) Nyhnynnynnn'7yYy 17 Holden (D) NyYnyYnynnnYyYy 3 Baird (D) NynnNnnynnnVYyYy
12 Velazquez (D) Nonnunnyoynysa 18 Murphy (R) yNYYNYYNY YYYNn N  4Hastings (R) yNYYNYYNYYYnNnN
13Fosse?|a(R) yr}\lwvr}ivvmv Yy nfliob 19Plats (R) NNYYNYYNYYY YNny 5 Nethercutt (R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNY ?
14 Maloney (D) NynnynnynnnYyYy RHODE ISLAND 6 Dicks (D) Nynnynnynnn¥YyYy
15 Rangel (D) NynnynnNnnnYy?y 7 McDermott (D) NynnynnynnnYyYy
16 Serrano (D) NynnynnynnnYy?y 1 Kennedy (D) NynnynnynnnYyny 8 Dunn (R) YYYYNYYNYYYnN?y
17 Engel (D) NynnynnynnnYyny 2 Langevin (D) NynnynnynnnYyYy 9 Smith (D) Nynnynn????2nyYy
o AR ARE R ARSI sou caroLia T
20 Sweeney (R) YyYYYNYYNYYY nNn?  1Brown(R) yNYYNYYNYYY nNnN  1Mollohan (D) NNYnNYnynnn?yY?
21 McNulty (D) Nynnynnyn?2nYyYy 2 Wilson (R) YyNYYNYYNY YY nNnN 2 Capito (R) YyNYYNYYNY YY Y Nny
22 Hinchey (D) Nynnynnynnn?yYy 3 Barrett (R) YNYYNYYNY YY nNnN 3 Rahall (D) NynnynnyYnnYyYy
23 McHugh (R) NNYYNYYNYYY YNn ? ggemlt?t(t()l?) Ix\;NYYNzYNYYY n N¥N WISCONSIN
24 Boehlert (R NYNYYNYYYYyY pra ynnyYnynnnnyVYy
25Walsh(R()) YYYYNYYNY YY nNny  6Clybun (D) NNn?ynnynnnyyyy 1Ryan(E YNYVNVYNY Y Y o Ny N
26 Reynolds (R) INYYNYINYYY o NN e 3K'E:1dvzlljn)( ) Nynnynnynnnyyyy
27 Quinn (R) NN?YNYYNYYY YNn y % Kioozkal (D Nonnyony Yoy
28 Slaughter (R) NynnynnynnnYyYy  ALJanklow (R) YNYYNYYNY YY ? 2?72y eczka (D) A AR SRR A
29 Houghton (R) N?2nNYYNn YnnyYN 5 Sensenbrenner (R) yYynYNYYNYYYYNnNN
TENNESSEE 6 Petri (R) yYyNYNYYNYYY YNny
NORTH CAROLINA 1 Jenkins (R) yNYYNYYNYYYnNnN /Q0ey(D NynnynnynonYyYy
1 Ballance (D) NynnyYnynnnnyYy 2 Duncan (R) YNYYNYYNY YY ? Nn N 8 Green (R) yNnYNYVYNY YYnNny
2 Etheridge (D) NynnyYnynnnnNYy 3 Wamp (R) yNYYNYYNY YY nNnN WYOMING
3 Jones (R) yNYYNYYNY YY nNny 4 Davis (D) NNnn?Y¥nyYYYYyYy  ALCubin(R) yNYYNYYNYYY YNnNN
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Farm Bureau calls for WTO case on biotech labeling

The American Farm Bureau Federation
is urging the Bush administration to
challenge European Union rules that
require biotech food and feed to be
labeled as products of biotechnology.
The rules violate World Trade Organi-
zation (WTO) obligations, AFBF said,
and will cause U.S. agriculture signifi-
cant loss of export sales.

AFBF and other agricultural groups
plan to send a letter to U.S. Trade Rep-
resentative Robert Zoellick requesting
that he engage the EU in a WTO dis-
pute settlement proceeding concerning
the labeling rules. If the administra-
tion were to pursue the case, a WTO
dispute settlement panel would deter-
mine whether the EU rules are illegal
and, if so, could authorize retaliatory

tariffs to pressure the EU to repeal the
rules.

The EU on Oct. 18 published its
labeling and traceability rules, which it
called a prerequisite to lifting the five-
year-old moratorium on approving
agricultural biotech products for sale
or planting in the EU. The rules estab-
lish a seemingly arbitrary threshold
of 0.9 percent biotech content for
foods to be labeled as containing in-
gredients whose genetic makeup has
been modified from that of conven-
tional ingredients.

AFBF said the labeling rules are just
as trade-restrictive as the moratorium,
if not more so, because they would
affect even the few biotech products
approved before the moratorium went

into place, and consumers could per-
ceive the labels as warnings against
consuming biotech foods.

AFBF and the other agricultural
groups said the labeling rules clearly
violate WTO commitments. WTO
agreements concerning sanitary and
phytosanitary (SPS) protections—
measures needed to protect the food
supply and domestic plants and ani-
mals—as well as an agreement on tech-
nical barriers to trade require that
protective measures not discriminate
between imported and domestic prod-
uct and not be overly restrictive to
trade. The SPS agreement also requires
that protective measures must be sci-
ence-based. The groups said the EU’s
labeling and traceability rules run

afoul of the agreements on all those
counts.

“It is important that the administra-
tion challenge the EU’s new regula-
tions in anticipation that other coun-
tries will come under pressure to adopt
similar requirements and restrictions,”
the groups said in a letter to Zoellick.

If the administration were to initi-
ate the WTO case, it would be the sec-
ond formal U.S. challenge to the EU’s
policies on agricultural products of
biotechnology. The United States in
August, at the urging of Farm Bureau
and other farm groups, initiated a dis-
pute settlement proceeding against the
EU’s biotech moratorium. The dispute
settlement panel has not yet rendered
a decision in that case.

Decision on methyl bromide exemptions delayed

A decision on granting exemptions
for the use of the popular fumigant
methyl bromide was delayed earlier
this month as countries could not
reach agreement on how large the ex-
emptions should be.

Delegates attending a meeting of the
parties to the Montreal Protocol, cre-
ated to reduce ozone-depleting sub-
stances, agreed that they needed addi-
tional time to decide whether to ap-
prove critical use exemptions (CUEs)
for certain countries. The group plans
to meet again in March 2004 to try to
reach agreement.

Methyl bromide is a highly effective
fumigant used to control insects, nema-
todes, weeds and pathogens in more
than 100 crops, and in forests and orna-

mental nurseries. It is scheduled to be
phased out in 2005 under the 1987
United Nations Montreal Protocol.

Until phaseout is complete, coun-
tries that signed the treaty can request
CUEs from parties to the Protocol. The
U.S. government in February submit-
ted a request for an exemption on 39
percent of the U.S. baseline in 2005.

“We're very pleased that the admin-
istration held the line on the 39 per-
cent CUE,” said Rebeckah Freeman,
American Farm Bureau Federation crop
protection specialist. “The U.S. request
is based on sound science, and the
United States has made its case to re-
ceive the full exemption.”

The Protocol’s phase-out schedule
differs for developed and developing

countries. The United States was re-
quired in 2002 to reduce methyl bro-
mide use to 50 percent of the 1991
baseline. The United States now must
scale back use to 30 percent by 2004
and O percent by 2005.

Opponents of the full phaseout of
methyl bromide who support the
CUEs believe that no cost-effective, re-
liable or environmentally friendly al-
ternative has been developed to take
the place of the fumigant.

“In the end, American consumers will
suffer most from the loss of methyl bro-
mide,” said Bill Pauli, California Farm
Bureau Federation president, in recent
testimony before a House Energy and
Commerce subcommittee. “The phase-
out means the United States will in-

New hazmat rule affects farmers

The Transportation Department re-
cently issued a rule that applies to the
transport of certain hazardous materi-
als used in commercial activities such
as farming and ranching. At the re-
quest of the American Farm Bureau
Federation, the department last week
clarified the applicability of the rule to
agricultural operations.

According to DOT, the rule applies
to agricultural producers who ship or
transport certain hazardous materials
in quantities already requiring plac-
ards, the triangle-shaped signs that
indicate what type of materials are
on board. For many years, placards
have been required for anyone trans-
porting hazardous materials in quanti-
ties exceeding 199 gallons or 1,000
pounds.

Under the new rule, producers who
require placarding must develop and
implement a transportation security
plan. DOT said the rule is intended to
thwart acts of terrorism and illegal
activity, as well as limit a producer’s
liability if an illegal act occurs.

Farmers who do not ship or trans-
port hazardous materials in amounts
that require placards do not need a
transportation security plan, according
to the department. Exempt activities
include: if a supplier delivers hazard-
ous materials to the producer’s farm; if
the producer picks up hazardous mate-
rials from the supplier in amounts
less than those requiring a placard;
and if the producer only transports
hazardous materials among his or her
fields. Additionally, a transportation
plan is not required for hazardous
materials that are stored on a farm for
later use or for the actual application
or use of those materials.

Hazardous materials used on the
farm that require placards when trans-
ported in certain amounts include pro-
pane, anhydrous ammonia, gasoline,
pesticides with DOT poison labels,
ammonium nitrate fertilizer, diesel
fuel, dynamite and detonators.

The department provided AFBF with
specifics about the requirements of a
hazardous materials transportation

security plan, which must have three
components:

® Personnel security: If a producer
uses employees to pick up and trans-
port placarded hazardous materials
from a supplier to his or her farm, the
security plan must include measures to
confirm information provided by the
employee on his job application or
resume.

® Unauthorized access: The security
plan must include measures to protect
against unauthorized access by using
locks or physical/visual observation.

® En route security: The plan must
include measures to ensure the secu-
rity of the materials between the time
the producer picks the materials up
and the time the producer arrives at
his or her farm.

Further information on the rule and
its requirements, as well as a sample
security plan, can be accessed online
at http://hazmat.dot.gov/hmt_security.
htm. Anyone who needs additional
information can call the hazmat infor-
mation hotline at 1-800-467-4922.

crease its dependence on imported, in-
ternational food sources that are less
regulated, less reliable and less safe.”

FB NEWSMAKERS

Garin Bray is the new director of
state affairs for the Colorado
Farm Bureau. Bray’s primary
responsibilities include coordinat-
ing the state affairs program,
serving as CFB’s chief lobbyist at
the state capitol, providing state
legislative information to Farm
Bureau members and working
with state agencies. She began
working for CFB in October 2000
as a regional manager, and in
July 2002 became director of
policy and governmental relations.
Bray is originally from Norwood,
Colo., where her family continues
to ranch.

Jane Hamilton was named
executive director of the Alaska
Farm Bureau. In her new post,
Hamilton will be organizing the
annual meeting and symposium,
keeping track of membership and
handling grant projects. She is
recently retired from the Agricul-
ture Department’s Farm Service
Agency, where she worked for 11
years. Hamilton also has been a
member of the Delta Chapter of
the Alaska Farm Bureau for 11
years.

Kevin Rogers was elected pres-
ident of the Arizona Farm Bureau
Federation at the organization’s
82nd annual meeting. Rogers
served as first vice president
under former president Ken
Evans. Rogers produces hay,
grain and cotton in the Phoenix
area.
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Farm Bureau spotlights ‘Harvest for All’ campaign

The relatively small, peaceful town of
Rapid City, S.D., was the site of Farm
Bureau’s national rollout for its Har-
vest for All campaign. About 30 young
farmers and ranchers from across the
country converged in the town Nov.
14 to serve lunch at a local charity,
sort food at a large food bank and
bring attention to their national com-
munity service program.

The young farmers and ranchers
served lunch to nearly 100 people at
the Cornerstone Rescue Mission in
Rapid City. They also sorted about
25,000 pounds of food at the Black
Hills Regional Food
Bank. According to
staff at the food |
bank, it would have =1
taken them two
weeks to do the job
by themselves.

AFBF is also donat- |
ing $500 each to the
mission and the
food bank.

Bob Forney, presi-
dent and CEO of
America’s Second
Harvest, and Ken
Gordon, public af-
fairs manager for
Syngenta, joined Jeff
Gatzke, chairman of the American
Farm Bureau Federation’s Young
Farmer and Rancher Committee, in
Rapid City to talk about their roles in
the Harvest for All campaign.

Farm Bureau is working with Second
Harvest-affiliated food banks around

Thanksgiving

A traditional Thanksgiving dinner—
including turkey, stuffing, cranberries,
pumpkin pie and all the trimmings—
remains affordable, but will cost more
this year than last, according to a sur-
vey conducted by the American Farm
Bureau Federation.

In AFBF’s annual informal survey of
the price of basic items found on the
Thanksgiving Day dinner table, the
average cost of this year’s feast for 10 is
$36.28, a $1.72 price increase from last
year’s survey average of $34.56.

“One of our greatest blessings as
Americans is the abundant, affordable
and safe food supply we enjoy. As we
sit down together this Thanksgiving
with family and friends, it is appropri-
ate to remember that it all starts with
our farmers and ranchers,” said AFBF
President Bob Stallman.

The AFBF survey shopping list in-
cludes turkey, stuffing, sweet potatoes,
rolls with butter, peas, cranberries, a
relish tray including carrots and celery,
pumpkin pie with whipped cream and
beverages of coffee and milk, all in
quantities sufficient to serve a family
of 10.

Amy Lucas, a YF&R Committee member
from Elmer, Okla., sorts donated food at the
Black Hills Regional Food Bank. The com-
mittee members sorted about 25,000
pounds of food in half a day.

the country to increase donations.
Syngenta is financing additional dona-
tions of $5,000 each by the YF&R com-
mittees that donate the most food,
money or time.

“Today’s initiative exemplifies the
dedication and
commitment of
our organiza-
tions to work
together to feed
America’s hun-
gry,” said For-
ney. “And our
efforts will not

Jeffery Gatzke (right), chairman of

b
L

Syngenta’s Gordon said the com-
pany’s products help farmers to be more
productive, and helping to get some of

that production to people who need it is

a logical extension of the company’s

interests. Syngenta makes and sells

pest control

products and

crop seeds

for use in

agriculture.
Rapid City is

in rural South

I asmall city

(W

AFBF’s national YF&R Committee,
welcomes Bob Forney, president
and CEO of America’s Second
Harvest, to Rapid City, S.D., where
the two rolled out the national
Harvest for All campaign.
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stop here in Rapid City. Harvest for All
is being implemented throughout the
nation by farmers and ranchers work-
ing side-by-side with local hunger-re-
lief organizations, food banks and food
rescue organizations to help eradicate
hunger.”

HARVEST for ALL

YF&R Committee members serve lunch to
about 100 people at the Cornertone Rescue
Mission in Rapid City, S.D. The mission
serves more than 120,000 free meals per

year.

with some of the same problems as
larger cities: a homeless population;
people with low-wage jobs and no
health insurance who may have to
forgo a meal to pay for medicines; and
high unemployment due to the slug-
gish economy.

= Dakota, yet it’s

According to America’s Second Har-
vest, the nation’s largest network of
food banks, about 11.5 percent of rural
households in 2000 were food inse-
cure, meaning they couldn’t be sure
where their next meal would come
from. At 15.5 percent, the rural West
reported more food insecure house-
holds than any other region.

Meanwhile, rural areas are where
America’s agricultural bounty is pro-
duced. Farmers need to help ensure that
bounty makes it to the plates of every
hungry American, according to Gatzke.

“In recent years, more farmers have
4 been donating
large amounts of
food to their local
food banks, and
letting volunteers
glean food from
their farms that
would otherwise
go to waste,”
+". Gatzke said at the
= news conference
. on the front lawn
of the Cornerstone
Rescue Mission.
“But, we know we
can do more. As
farmers, we feel
our job isn’t fin-
ished as long as there are hungry
Americans.”

Rapid City-area TV stations and the
local newspaper, the Rapid City Journal,
covered the Harvest for All event,
which was part of the YF&R Commit-
tee’s annual fall meeting.

dinner cost up, but still affordable

The cost of a 16-pound turkey, at
$15.47 or roughly 97 cents per pound,
reflects an increase of 4 cents per
pound, or a 63-cent increase in the to-
tal average, compared to 2002. This is
the largest contributor to the overall
increase in the cost of the 2003
Thanksgiving dinner.

“The increase in the price of turkey
is probably due to limited beef supplies
and strong consumer demand for
meats in general. Whichever protein
diet one wants to point to, all have led
to very strong consumer demand for
beef, pork and all poultry products,”
said Robert Young, AFBF chief econo-
mist. “Understand as well that our vol-
unteer shoppers are asked not to use
prices that require promotional cou-
pons or purchase deals, such as spend
$50 and get a free turkey. The fact that
our volunteer shoppers still find the
average price of turkey below a dollar
per pound is an amazing value by any
standard.”

Items showing a decrease this year
included cubed stuffing and brown-
and-serve rolls.

Items that increased in price this

year were pumpkin pie mix, two nine-
inch pie shells, sweet potatoes, frozen
green peas, whole milk, whipping
cream and fresh cranberries.

A combined group of miscellaneous
items including coffee and ingredients
necessary to prepare the meal also in-
creased in price. The price of a com-
bined pound of celery and carrots
used for a relish tray also increased.

AFBF first conducted the survey in
1986 when the average cost of a
Thanksgiving meal for a family of 10
was $28.74.

The survey is unscientific, but is a
gauge of actual price trends across the
nation. Bargain shoppers in all areas of
the country should be able to purchase
individual menu items at prices com-
parable to the Farm Bureau survey
averages. Supermarkets in some areas
are increasingly offering ready-to-eat
Thanksgiving meals for up to 10 peo-
ple, with all the trimmings, for less
than $40.

A total of 97 volunteer shoppers
from 28 states participated in this
year’s survey. Shoppers are asked to
identify the best in-store prices, ex-

cluding promotional coupons and spe-
cial deals. Farm Bureau'’s survey menu

has remained unchanged since 1986 to
allow for consistent price comparisons.
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