-tolerable: The:degree of ctmeentration in the feod business is already at the

danger point. i
If -control: of ‘the: primary food produetion s allowed to et into the ontrol of

the industry ‘giants; both farmeérs and consumeéry dould: well'beé victimized,

.The.delégates to the Minnéesota-Farmets Union Conventior in*Decethber, 1967,
Tepresenting 25, 000 ﬁarm famnlies m anesota unammou Y adopbed the folloW—
ing resolution.siixl ¢ R

“Corporate Super~Farms —Non-farm mvestment ‘and! mdl?lstrial ﬁrms have in-
dicated :their intent: to operite huge eérporate farms in Minnesota ‘and gther
states. The production of the corporate super-farms is not neéeded and will only
create: new; excess. capamty m addition. to, 'the already excessive .capacity on
family type farms. . °
- *“Both leglslatlve ‘and regulatory Pheastires should be'taken to preVe'nt further
invasion of major mdustrlal and mon-farm corporatwns mto agmcultural pré-
duction,,

“Wha‘tever admmlstratlve or leglslatlve steps may be needed to dlstlngmsh
family farms in each county from corporate super-farms should be taken. Onge
the faniily-fype ‘Tarms ‘have béen’ designated the principal bénefit-of the farm
programs should be: reflected: to-them: and denied to the Corporate super-farms.”

In line with this last recommendation in our Farmers Union policy statement,
‘a comparable provision appears m our, Natlonal Farmers Union pohcy)for 1968,
as follows: .

» “In ‘the broad’ natlonal interest “‘Congress s called upen to' enact legislation
to.assire parity: prices. and income’ protéction onlyion:a: family-farm level of
production:.In order to determine those farmers with a family.type operation,
“the USDA should make a; study dlrected to deﬁmng such ﬁarms on a county-by-
county’ basis.”

Inaddition to demgnatmg ‘of farms ds famlly farmy ‘as tsuggested above, the
owners of farms should be required to register with the County:ASCS ‘committee
for the.purpose of disclosure of the principal owner or. OWners, Onee. & farm' has
béén registered, it should be required. that.any change in 0wnershxp bhe reported
within 30 days of ‘such ‘a ‘change.  Régistration would' require name and address
-of ownér, size, and location: of: farm; ddte-of acquisition, ' type of: ownership,
‘whether. 1nd1v1dual partnership or OOI‘DOI‘athIL In case of :corporate ownerships,
it should reqmre disclosure .of -persons .owning,more . than a 5% - interest. and
should also disclose, whether the corporatlon has any business related to agri-
‘eulture; ‘either in ﬁarm ‘supplies -or ‘marketing or processing. TEhls would place
On pubhc récord valuable iniformatiorn on farm:ownership. .

It is sometimes saidithat+100,000.farms. could: produce all-the: food and farm
«commodltles whlcq the natwn needs. “This. may be. theoretically-true, because’ the
;same amount of land we h “uld be oombined mto ;.00000 farms, but

Suppose for-a; ;moment that( our agricultural mdustry Was mude’ of 100,000
seorporate superfarms. There.are about 609 million-dcéres of land in crops, pasture,
-and range-land. This would, mean that the corporation farms would average 6,000
acres apiece. This would leave 4 farms per township —JUST FOUR Only: four
faling’ where! thére ‘are now in my state’ of Minnes, 2 and in many parts of
Wisconsin as many as 50 to 75 farm families per:township.' Suppose you are
down to four farms per ‘township—what kind of economic base doees this leave
for the eommumty? What does. this do to main street, to the banks, to the farm
supply. firms, 'the handlers of farm products and the farm co-operatlves, who
would ‘bé’ bypassed? What would happen to the community services and insti-
tutions; the schools; the: churches, the REA systems, and the tax baseé,

This need.not happen because getion can still be taken to prevent.this happen-
ing, but-it. w111 require the moblhzatmn of all people who are a part of the rural
commumty '

‘A’ final ‘observation we ‘wish’ to- make is in’ regard tol ‘the’ absorbing of farm
land. by conponate investors—once the:land is permitted: to get into:corporate
hands, it is going to be difficult to reverse the process and restore family owrer-
ship. A corporation. is .a “legal person” which may, bave a.100-year life or a
perpetual life. In family farming, thete'is some tumOVer in ownership—on the
average there is'c¢hange 'of ‘owrership ‘at least 'once in each generation, either
from members of a family to a relative or from one private owner to another.
But, since a corporation never dies, the land tends to remain in corporate hands,
even though some of the stockholders may change from time to time.




