Policy Discussion Schedule

Wednesday Morning Delegate Session

(N 1) U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR REFORM
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Nationwide, the U.S. Department of Labor (USDOL)
has hired-an-additional-250 significantly increased the
number of enforcement agents. The result has been a
sharp increase in the number of farms targeted for
USDOL enforcement action. Little or no notification was
given to farm operations prior to USDOL entering the
farm premises, or regarding the length of time required
to complete their examination.

As a result, USDOL agents were have been at the
individual farms for up to three weeks looking for
regulatory violations. In addition, USDOL agents:

e Disregarded established food safety and security
protocol;

o Stopped packing lines and field work during hours
of operation;

o Harassed employees with night-time and early
morning Visits;

e Set fines based on the farm income from the
previous three years; and

o Entered employee living quarters when the
occupants were absent.

We support that once an agricultural labor camp is
inspected and licensed by the appropriate state agency
and then occupied, the USDOL_and/or other agencies
may not enter the camp dwellings, which are the
homes of the employees, without the employee’s
permission and proper advance notification to the
owner of the farm.

We recommend the American Farm Bureau
Federation (AFBF) work with state Farm Bureaus to
document the actions of USDOL. Once compiled,
AFBF, along with the state Farm Bureaus, should work
toward necessary reforms within USDOL. We support:

e A fine structure being made available to growers
based on the published regulations.

o Each fine being listed individually with a description
on the citation referencing the applicable regulation.

e Growers who pass yearly state licensing
requirements for migrant labor housing being given
the opportunity to correct any USDOL housing
violations within a reasonable time (minimum 7
business days) before fines are assessed.
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Farm Bureau opposes all efforts to restrict the
ability of young workers to obtain appropriate
employment in agriculture if they desire to work.

The Fair Labor Standards Act should be amended
so that “parent” is replaced with “family” to provide an
exemption reqgardless of business structure.

(N 2) Agricultural Guestworker Program
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Immigration issues and border security should be
handled on the federal and not state level. Agriculture is
a diverse industry, requiring specialized/skilled labor not
sufficiently available domestically for employment by
agricultural enterprises. We support a regulated, legal
workforce for agriculture which provides a sufficient and
predictable employee supply. We recommend the
Department of Homeland Security give farming
appropriate credit for being a significant economic activity
for immigration purposes.

Our continuing efforts with agricultural immigration
policy should be broad in scope to satisfy the diversity of
the agricultural economy and be able to interlock within
the framework of an agricultural guestworker program,
including the following points:

o Agriculture’s unique needs, which may change
suddenly with weather, global market realities,
contract enforceability or other variables beyond
the grower’s control.

e Streamline the temporary guestworker program to
be one that:

= Deals with minimal regulatory agencies (one if
possible)

= Incorporates a reasonable, uniform fee
structure

= Takes limited paperwork without attorneys

= Provides legal workers in a time-frame needed
by growers/producers

« Expands certification determination with the
Department of Labor to a minimum of 60
calendar days to ensure employers adequate
time to bring workers to the job site.

= Reduces domestic recruitment costs.

= Creates a simple guest worker program in which
a portable work permit, via the internet, could be
viewed and tracked as workers are employed
across the country.

e An opportunity for farm workers currently working,
but not authorized to work in the United States, to
earn an adjustment to temporary status if they fulfill
appropriate prospective work requirements in
agriculture.
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CONTINUED ...including the following points:

Enable agricultural employers to retain their
experienced workforce while transitioning into a
workable temporary worker program.

Enable agricultural employers to use 514 Rural
Development housing for legal farm guest workers.
The establishment of an economical and effective
guest worker program that will allow temporary
foreign workers with appropriate identification to
work in the United States.

The standards of wage, housing and working
conditions should be no different than for other farm
employees in the same occupation and region.
Simplification and replacement of the present
employer document system with secure fraud-proof
identification documents. Employer’s liability for
foreign workers should be limited to legal obligations
for a domestic workforce to the extent possible.
Repeal of the employer sanctions clause. Growers
should not be held liable for determining the legal or
illegal status of employees. We oppose any
mandate on employers to use E-Verify.

Legislation to prevent workers found to be illegal
from continuing to occupy grower’s housing unless
provided with immediate work authorization.
Meaningful mediation be required prior to the Legal
Service Corporation, or any legal entity, bringing a
civil action on behalf of any employee, involving an
alleged employer labor violation. The suit should be
filed and heard in the jurisdiction the alleged
violation occurred.

Increased presence and cooperation of all branches
of law enforcement on both sides of our
international borders in order to decrease
smuggling, drug trafficking and illegal crossings.
We oppose limiting the number of temporary
worker visas, or guaranteeing payment of any
fraction of a worker’s pay for work that has not
been performed.

Providing the option of a housing allowance, in lieu
of housing, under certain circumstances.

Providing workers with a visa that lasts at least
three years and is renewable multiple times.

We support broad-based immigration reform if it:

Protects our national security interests.

Matches willing worker with willing employer with no
limit or quota on the number of guest workers.
Issues a temporary worker card that will allow the
participant to travel back and forth between their
home and the United States.

Provides incentive for return to home country after
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e period of work has ended.
e Provides legal status for a specified length of time,

and is renewable.

We will support efforts to reform the H-2A
guestworker program for employment of agricultural
guestworkers in the United States, either through a
change in government regulations or through
Congressional action to amend the act.

Thursday Morning Delegate Session

(N 3) NATIONAL DAIRY PROGRAM
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We support a market orientated national dairy
program which is consistent with a worldwide fair and
open trade policy.

We support:

o A safety net provision for the dairy industry such as

a margin protection program er-countercyclical
payment.

Elimination of the MILC Program.

Removal of the current Dairy Price Support
program.

Utilizing current dairy program funding for an
enhancement of the Livestock Gross Margin
Program so that it is more appropriately funded
and available to all producers; or the development
of a margin protection program.

Changes to the Federal Milk Marketing Order and
dairy futures pricing system that allow for a more
timely and accurate determination of milk prices.
We are concerned over current utilization and
inaccuracies of dairy futures trading on the
Chicago Mercantile Exchange and delays in class
pricing.

and Countermeasure (SPCC) requirements.

The research of the EB-5 program in regard to its
economic benefits or harm to Miehigan agriculture,
particularly the dairy industry.
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The continued use of dairy futures.

Inclusion of milk processors in the automatic trust
provisions of the Packers and Stockyard Act.

An increase in current minimum standards for milk
similar to the higher California standards.
Lowering the legal somatic cell count from 750,000
to 500,000 400,000.
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CONTINUED  We support:

o All dairy producers enrolling in the Milk and Dairy
Beef Quality Assurance Program and participating
in the National Dairy FARM (Farmers Assuring
Responsible Management) Program.

e Regulations which provide for and require the
inspection of all imported dairy products at the
port/point of entry.

e The collection of promotion fees on imported dairy
products at the same rate as collected from U.S.
dairy producers. We believe all U.S. dairy
producers should be included in the promotion
assessment fees.

« USDA moving more aggressively to collect the fees
on imported milk products, which ultimately benefit
all U.S. dairymen by enhancing promotional funds.

e Imports of dairy cattle and products be prohibited
from any nation which USDA has not determined to
be free of infectious and/or contagious diseases
that do not meet import requirements.

o The “Real” seal only be used on dairy products that
are of 100% U.S. origin.

e An increase in the amount required to bond a
packer and/or stockyard to cover the producer’'s
equity. The bonding requirement should be
reviewed annually and adjusted to reflect maximum
financial exposure to producers.

o The addition of dairy cattle as named in the
Packers and Stockyards Act.

We oppose:

o Any type of supply management program.

« A mandatory quota program.

e The creation of a mandatory fund financed by a
check-off on dairy farmers to guarantee milk
checks.

e Changes in the ice cream standards that could
affect the safety and quality of our ice cream in the
United States.

Export markets are vital to the future well-being of
the dairy industry. We will work to assure:

e Full funding and utilization of the Dairy Export
Incentive Program.

e Producer funding for World Trade Organization
(WTO) legal export development.

e Any changes needed to facilitate the long-term
market development of value-added products.

We believe that MPC, casein and ultra-filtered milk
being imported into this country are true dairy products
and should be classified as such. We urge the Food and
Drug Administration to enforce standards of identity for
dairy products. We oppose the importation of MPCs,
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ss casein, and ultra-filtered milk that are not subject to the
g9 same tariff rate quota as other dairy products. We

o0 Oppose the use of any imported milk derivative such as
o1 casein, milk protein concentrate (MPC) or non-dairy

o2 product in any dairy product with a U.S. standard of

o3 identity.

o4 We-urge-Congress;-the USDA-and-tradenegetiators
w  to-oppose the European Union Concept of cheese

«  identihy-which-wowld-require-the renaming-of-over40

s cheese types producedinthe U.S.

o8 We recommend AFBF monitor the Foundation for the
99 Future program and concepts that have been proposed
100 by the National Milk Producers Federation.

(N 4) NATIONAL FARM PoOLICY
General

Improving net farm income, enhancing the economic
opportunity for farmers, preserving private property
rights, and conserving the environment are our most
important goals in the development and implementation
of a national farm policy.

We believe agriculture should not suffer
disproportionate cuts in federal spending.

The USDA and all its agencies shall use farm
numbers, instead of names, where financial or personal
information is required because of the possibility of this
information being made available to others through the
“Freedom of Information Act.”

Farm Bureau should take a leading role in informing
and educating the agricultural community on the
changes and new programs available through the 2008
Farm Bill.

We support:

e Food safety requlations should be administered and
funded by USDA.
Adequate staffing of FSA offices and encourage
timely distribution of program payments.
Preservation of the local committee system to
oversee FSA. All committees should consist of
farmers selected by local farmers.
Additional investments in the development of
renewable energy sources and additional new uses
for agricultural commodities.
Program sign-up procedures and periods that
facilitate producer participation.
Additional funding for rural community investment in
health care, telecommunications, broadband and
agricultural processing. However, funding priority
should be given to projects that positively impact
production agriculture.
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CONTINUED We support:

o Government programs that will increase profitability
of program and non-program commodities. Fhese

o Expedient delivery of program benefits.

o Statute of limitation of 5 years on any non-
compliance issue and limiting USDA penalty
collection to the beginning of the non-compliance or
a maximum of 5 years, whichever is less.

We oppose:

e Payment limitations.

Mandatory idling of land or set-aside.
Government production controls.

Means testing.

e Farm program payments to non U.S. citizens.

Commodities

We support:

[Relocated from within this policy] We support
preservation and enhancement of the risk management
safety net function of the Farm Bill to encourage
producer participation through the following changes:

o Limited Liability Corporations (LLC) being treated
as partnerships in the administration of farm
programs.

e The ability to sign up leased (including cash
rented) land without long-term agreements. This
land should receive payments only as long as the
contract is continued.

e Transitioning away from direct payments.

. . . .
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e Eliminate the Loan Deficiency Payment (LDP)
Program.

e Increase Commodity Credit Corporation (CCC)
commodity loan rates to more accurately reflect
current cost of production.

e Increase the current ACRE farm payment cap of
25% of state ACRE guarantee.

o Eliminate the 30% CCC loan rate penalty for ACRE
participation.

e Replace the state benchmark yield with a county-
level or regional in-state benchmark yield. This will
avoid high yields in one part of the state to abort
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CONTINUED We support...through the following changes:
possible ACRE payments to producers in areas of
the state with weather-related low yields.

o Simplify language and clarify terminology on FSA
forms to increase landowner
acceptance/participation.

o Simplify proven yield process under one program.

o Explore opportunities to harmonize methods of
property descriptions between FSA, Crop
Insurance and Risk Management Agency to
streamline information sharing between the two
agencies and to develop a common method to
establish crop yields for the various programs.

Specialty Crops

We support:

e The definition of specialty crops should include, but
not be limited to, fruit, vegetables, ornamentals,
nuts or non-program crops grown for consumption
and/or sales.

e Foreign guest workers being allowed to reside in
Section 514 and Section 516 housing of the
Housing Act of 1949.

e The continuation and possible expansion of such
programs as Project Fresh.

o If the fruit and vegetable planting restriction is
eliminated, then green box compliant direct
compensation should be made to historic fruit and
vegetable growers.

o Extension of the Fruit and Vegetable Transferability
Program.

We do not support indirect compensation to the
specialty crop industry as compensation for the loss of
the prohibition, and feel the industry/farmers would not
be well served by indirect payments.

Additional policy options to support the specialty crop
industry should be handled separately from the debate
over compensation for the loss of the prohibition. We
support enhanced spending to support the specialty
crop industry through the following prioritized funding
options:

e Programs to increase utilization of specialty crops
(such as the Pulse Health Initiative).

e Per state competitive grant program to enhance
grower directed research and extension programs.

e Specialty crop block grants.

e Expanded crop insurance and other risk
management tools.

e Dedicated funding for specialty crop growers in
working lands programs.
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Dedicated funding to help combat regional insect or
disease events.

Expansion of Market Loss Assistance and USDA
Commodity Purchases for both fresh and processed
products.

Ag Credit/Lending

We support:

The expansion of the FSA grain facility loan
program to cover all commodity storage structures,
including hay and forages.

The availability of USDA funding for producers
wishing to invest in new generation cooperatives
and other value-added opportunities.

Increased caps on FSA loans to beginning farmers.
The continuation of the Emergency Loan Provision
being made available to equine farmers and
ranchers.

Continuation of the EQIP provisions in the 2008
Farm Bill and inclusion of funding for Wildlife Risk
Mitigation plans in the 2012 Farm Bill.

Equine

We support:

The continuation of the three-year depreciation
schedule for race horses as currently allowed in
the 2008 Farm Bill. We believe the term “placed in
service” means when the horse begins training.
The development and funding of an equine
program that would compensate for horse
slaughter laws which prohibit the sale of equine.
The program should be developed immediately
and be retroactive, and included in the 2012 Farm
Bill.

Aquaculture

We support a more expanded inclusion of

aquaculture in the 2012 Farm Bill, including the
establishment of a loan guarantee program and the
development of an insurance and indemnification
program that covers losses due to disaster, disease
and predator/protected specie damage.

Research

We support funding for competitive research grants

within the farm bill that will;

Maintain unbiased perspective of university

research.

Increase economic opportunities in farming and
rural communities.
Expand locally-owned, value-added processing.
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Increase international competitiveness, efficiency
and farm profitability.
Reduce economic and health risks.
Conserve and enhance natural resources.
Develop new crops, new crop uses, and new
agricultural applications of biotechnology.
Enhance animal agricultural resources.
Preserve plant and animal germplasm.

We encourage the use of the farm bill to enhance

funding for agricultural research.

Conservation

We support:
Focusing conservation programs and dollars on soill
and water conservation and protection.
A shift in funding from reserve type conservation
programs (e.g., Conservation Reserve Program
[CRP]) to working lands conservation programs.
However, we oppose relief from CRP contracts that
have not yet expired, and recommend that current
contracts continue as written.
Changes in Conservation Stewardship Program
(CSP) and future working lands conservation
programs to include farmers who are practicing
good environmental stewardship on the land they
cash rent. Eligibility for the programs could be
shown by the producer proving compliance with the
requirements at the beginning of the enroliment and
annually.
Funding for the Natural Resources Conservation
Service (NRCS) and FSA cost-share programs.
These cost-share programs should be based on the
implementation cost to the farmer and the benefits
to the environment. The cost-share programs
should not be capped by farm size or animal units.
Local control and site specific mowing schedules to
control noxious weeds prior to maturity and to
enhance wildlife habitat on CRP and Conservation
Reserve Enhancement Program (CREP) enrolled
land.
Consideration of lowering the threshold for release
of CRP ground for haying and grazing in the event
of a disaster.
Expanding the current Michigan NRCS practice of
providing 30% of conservation practice payments
up front, to all farmers.
Making changes to the accepted management
practices that are allowed on filter strips or CREP.
This would include allowing the strips to be cut and
harvested in a timely manner to prevent an
adverse effect to run-off waters.
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Set-aside or reserve type conservation programs
should target the most highly environmentally sensitive
areas. Conservation programs should be voluntary,
provide compensation for lost acreage or production,
and be implemented in a manner to achieve adequate
program participation while minimizing the undue loss of
productive farmland causing artificial inflation of local
farmland/rental values and reduction of economic
activity.

NRCS should offer technical support on voluntary
programs to address environmental concerns. We
support the following policy direction for NRCS:

e Serve as a link between research and production
agriculture.

o Offer voluntary approaches with financial
iIncentives to address resource concerns.

When the Chief of USDA-NRCS hires the NRCS
State Conservationist, consideration should be given to
technical knowledge, agricultural background, and
understanding of agricultural issues.

We oppose the following changes to the USDA Farm
and Ranchland Protection program:

e Limiting the amount of impervious surface of a farm
eligible for protection after the development rights
are purchased on farmland.

e Requiring a farmstead complex to show future
building locations.

e Prohibiting splits of 40 acres or more of farmland
after development rights are purchased.

Prohibiting the exploration and extraction of oil and
gas from purchase of development rights secured
land.

e Prohibiting the installation of commercial windmills.

Crop Insurance
We support a crop insurance/risk management
program that:
e is maintained in the private sector.
e provides subsidy support focused on maintaining
farmer premium affordability.
o allows all commodities to be eligible with coverage
at comparable levels for all commodity sectors.
e is simplified and consistent acreage reporting in
one location.
e provides timely service and payment of benefits.
We oppose the concept of a “shallow loss” protection
program.

Crop-Insurance/ Disaster Assistance

Until crop insurance is made cost-effective and
available to all commodities, we support timely-delivery
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.78 ©f disaster assistance for weather-related losses.
279 Payment for losses should occur within one year of the

w0 disaster. The new SURE Disaster Program needs

1 medifications-n-orderteo-provide timely-benefit

v paymentstofarms-experencing-erop-disasters—the
s edfrepttime schedule ot 14102 yearsforbenetitsto
o be-distributedHisway-teolongforfarms-suffering-crop
285 disasters:

286 Although the purchase of crop insurance is

287 voluntary, many-farmers-are-awarded a farmer should
238 NOt be eligible for disaster assistance without

280 purchasing a form of crop insurance/NAP. Fherefore;

o0 disaster-assistance givento an uninsured farmer

. should-bereduced-by-the-amountof crop-insurance
> premium-that would have been charged for the acres
05 covered. Purchase of insurance for the nexttwo years
. shouwld-berequired We also-supportamendmentsto
205 HSDA-disasterloanprovisions-that-would provide

. ¥ | heidies ! | ol

0 lendersto-lowerinterest costs-to-producers-on-existing
208 Hhdebtedness-

290 WTO/Trade

300 If changes are necessary in the farm bill due to
30 World Trade Organization (WTQO) agreements,

302 consideration should be given to the following:

33 o National farm policy should:

304 = Secure the food supply.

305 = Strive for reduced complexity while allowing
306 producers increased flexibility to plant in

307 response to market demand.

308 = Maintain a farm income safety net while

309 encouraging efficiency,

310 = Be driven by the needs of production agriculture.
311 = Maintain profitable farm income levels.

312 = Establish programs and incentives to make

313 agriculture a viable career option for young

314 Americans.

315 = Expand exports.

316 = Be compliant with WTO agreements.

317 o \We would agree to reductions in trade distorting

318 supports (amber box) in exchange for an

319 economically proportionate increase in agricultural
320 market access and reductions in export subsidies.
321 Such reductions in U.S. amber box supports should
322 be offset by a transfer to fully funded non-trade

323 distorting (green box) eligible programs. This could
324 be accomplished through:

325 « Working lands conservation programs that

326 accommodate the needs of production

327 agriculture.
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Risk management.

Market Access Program.

Enhanced crop insurance.

Gross revenue insurance.

Nutrition
We support:

Requiring college students who are recipients of
bridge cards to provide FAFSA completed forms to
show financial need of assistance.

Elimination of bridge cards/food assistance for full-
time college students who have school meal plans,
with no dependents.

Requiring drug testing to qualify for participation in
any public food assistance program.

Increased verification of employment and wages.
Increased verification of identity of recipients.
Efforts to expand the purchases of fruits and
vegetables under the Supplemental Nutrition
Assistance Program.

Elimination of carbonated beverages from food
available in/under assistance programs and other
beverages with bottle deposits.

Thursday Afternoon Delegate Session

(S 1) INTERNATIONAL TRADE CROSSING

1

O 00 N o u b w N

e e T = S e}
0o N o uu b~ W N = O

[ER
(o)

Canada is Michigan’s leading trade partner and

transportation to and from Canada is vital to

accommodate the agricultural industry. Therefore, we

support the new proposed bridge across the Detroit

River as it is vitally important to agriculture for several

reasons.

The age of the current Ambassador Bridge has

created concerns about the long-term viability of

our most important trade crossing.

The bridge would be designed with an interstate-to-

interstate connection, without a maze of city traffic

or stop lights.

The cost to Michigan tax payers is minimal. The

Canadian government has agreed to fund the

project ($550 million). Canada will get its

investment back via tolls. No obligation exists to

repay through tax dollars.

This approach allows Michigan to use the money

as collateral to leverage about $2.2 billion from the

Thursday Afternoon Delegate Session — Page 13



20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

federal government in U.S. road funds which can
be used on state roadways.
e The project will create jobs in construction and for
the operations and supporting infrastructure use.
The proposed New International Trade Crossing
(NITC) would be administered by a governor-appointed
Bridge Authority that would negotiate building contracts
through an open bid process, requlate operations and
set crossing toll rates. The Canadian government has
committed to cover Michigan’s cost for construction of
the new crossing and has further agreed to cover any
future short falls in the projected revenue at no cost to
Michigan taxpayers.
Further, the NITC promises to be more efficient with
easier access from highways and shorter delays from
international custom inspectors.

(S 2) GAME FARMS AND HUNTING PRESERVES
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Michigan game breeders and hunting preserve
operations that breed, feed, and graze privately-owned
animals are an integral part of the agricultural economy

of the State. The industry provides food-and maintains
good year-round -habitat for wildlife, sometimes helping
te |eellb|ee preSSure-on E.'EHE'GE'“ farm-production 6rops
Iluntllnglplelsel 'es.pl.'e“'de aﬁeeess |e|| tI|.e| |||e||| kPR |
animals: The industry is concerned about the increased
leeal government restrictions on the use of farms for the
purpose of hunting.

We support legislation that provides opportunities
and protection for this growing segment of Michigan’s
diverse agriculture.

We support the elimination of feral swine. inthe-wild

I o : : il
rules-are-developed-and-implemented:

On October 8, 2011, an invasive species order went
into effect naming certain species of pigs as invasive.
Regardless of the outcome of the pending court case
challenging the order, we support continued
development and implementation of requlations on
hunting facilities that allow swine hunting. These rules
would include, but not be limited to:

e Disease testing for all incoming and outgoing
animals.

o Strict fencing requirements to limit the potential of
recreationally hunted swine transitioning into the
wild.

» Following all standard and accepted practices for
swine meat production operations in regard to
interstate and international animal movement.
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33 e Hunting swine population shall consist of sterile

34 animals only.

35 o« Permanent individual animal identification on all

36 animals used for breeding and stocking of swine in
37 hunting facilities.

38 e Record keeping of all incoming and outgoing

39 animals.

(S 3) WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT

1 Wildlife is an important part of Michigan’s outdoor
heritage and economy. Sound biological science must
be used to manage all wildlife populations to maintain
proper balance in humbers, reduce damage to
property, and control disease transmission. We believe
hunting and trapping should be protected as the
primary tools for wildlife management.

We support competitive license fees to encourage
resident and nonresident hunting and fishing
opportunities. We encourage the Department of Natural
Resources (DNR) to review management units for all
wildlife and consider reconfigurations based on
biogeographic areas. MFB will work with the DNR and
other stakeholders to achieve ecoloqical balance and
not exceed carrying capacity of the land. The DNR
should increase habitat management on public lands,
helping both the hunting and farming communities.

The DNR should consider revising hunting seasons
to provide the most flexibility to hunters to improve
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success and effectively manage populations. Further,
the DNR should be the lead agency to advocate
Michigan’s authority to manage federally protected
species. We urge the American Farm Bureau
Federation to take a proactive stance on increasing
state’s rights to manage federally protected species.

We support standardized procedures for reporting,
investigating and indemnification of depredation. A
notarized state of loss should be enough proof for a
reimbursement claim when there is no evidence
beyond an animal of appropriate size missing.

The decision to allow baiting and feeding should be
based on veterinary/animal health science. MFB
opposes artificial baiting and feeding of free-ranging
deer. Strengthening fines and penalties for illegal
feeding and baiting of wildlife, similar to those for
poaching, should be considered.

Wildlife control permits should be low cost and
easily accessible based on seasonal damage.
Controlling species on farmland is necessary to
produce a viable product. MFB encourages farmers to
consider alternative methods for controlling loss, which
may include lease options. If control methods are
ineffective, farmers should have the authority to
manage nuisance/destructive species on their land.

Increased voluntary check stations for wildlife need
to be explored. This could be utilized to help provide
better population data, control disease and
management of wildlife in Michigan. In cases of
diseased animals, replacement tags should be issued.

We support programs and methods that help control
problem species, including the concept of earn-a-buck,
and oppose concepts that will have adverse effects on
agriculture such as mandatory management practices
on private land.

5 . tant nart of Michican's outdoor
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284 landowners-who-are-unable-to-control-the-wildlife
285 engaged-in-the destruction-of their crops-and

286 livestock:
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