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DATE: June 30, 2011 

Update from  Your CPoW Co-op 

Selling Common Stock, which confers voting membership, is the top priority for 
the month of July. 

Just like CPoW, the CPoW Co-op will be producer controlled. That means it’s 
time for producers to step-up. A personal invitation and information packet will be 
arriving in the mail after the Independence Day holiday, just in time for the July 
CPoW meeting in Ritzville. Come prepared with your questions, we’ll come pre-
pared to answer them and close the deal.  

Building the CPoW Co-op membership isn’t just about raising funds, it’s about 
CPoW members putting our money in first to show real support. The faster we 
build our membership, the better our pitch to the big money investors. The target 
is September 15th to have our matching funds in the bank for the $1.2 million zero 
interest CERB loan.  

 
You can also access the documents at the CPoW website under the Meat Pro-
cessing tab at http://www.cattleproducersofwa.org/Livestock-Processors-Co-
Op.html. We are still on track to bring the processing plant on line by May, 2012. 
Sounds like an opportunity for a big barbecue – will you be there? 
 
 
Submitted By:  Sue Lani Madsen, President 
  CPoW Livestock Processors Co-op Association 
 
 

CPoW Livestock Processors Co-op 
PO Box 341 

Odessa, WA  99159 



Trail Dust is published the first Monday of each month, and is the trade journal of Cattle Pro-
ducers of Washington. To advertise in this targeted publication call 509-659-1909. Rates are: 
Full page $80, half page $50, quarter page $30, business card $10 each by the issue. If advertis-
ing for full year, cost is 10% less. 
 

Official CPoW Mailing Address & Phone #: 
Cattle Producers of Washington, PO Box 2436, Moses Lake, WA  98837 

509/347-6655    cpow@localnet.com    cattleproducersofwa.org 
 

Newsletter: 
Ginger Schoesler, 1588 E Rosenoff Rd, Ritzville, WA  99169 

509/659-1909    gingerj@ritzcom.net   Fax: 509/659-4545 

Cattle Producers of Washington 
Monthly General Meeting 

Wednesday, June 13th 
6:00 p.m. /  No host dinner 

7:00 p.m./ Meeting 
Ritzville Perkins, 1604 Smitty’s Blvd. 

 
There will not be a General Meeting in August 

2011 ANNUAL MEETING SPONSORS: 
 

PLATINUM 
Range Magazine 

GOLD 
Alltech 

JR Ranch 
Rathbun Angus Ranch 

SHB Angus 
Spokane County Cattlemen 

Steven’s County Cattlemen Association 
Sunny Okanogan Angus Ranch 

SILVER 
Big R of Yakima & Wenatchee 

Davenport Veterinary Clinic 
Elenbaas Co., Inc. 

Pitchwood Products 
BRONZE 

Big R of Spokane, Mead, Moses Lake & Colville 
Dave Smith Motors 

Everson Livestock Market, LLC 
N.C. Machinery 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Lautenschlager & Sons 
Registered 1-A & Commercial 

 
 

RED ANGUS CATTLE 
Carl, Jodi & Scott Lautenschlager 

1251 Cutler-Lautenschlager Rd �� Endicott WA 99125 
509-657-3301 �  carljodi@hotmail.com 

SINCE 1943 
DIAMOND M RANCH 

SELLING 1500 HEREFORDS ANNUALLY 
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The McIrvins 
Laurier, WA  99146 
509/684-4380 

    Winter Headquarters: 
646 Lake Road 

Burbank, WA  99323 
509/545-5676 



 
 Ritzville Angus 
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Schafer Livestock Company 
Buyers of all classes of livestock every Tuesday 
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Licensed & Bonded—Moses Lake 

Office: 509-765-9787 �  Cell: 509-750-1326 �  Home: 509-349-8042 

 

South Devon Breeding will put $$ in your pocket 
Lee & Connie Engelhardt 

8354 Rd 16 NE, Moses Lake  WA  98837 
x-esouthdevon@gcpower.net Phone 509-766-0161 

South Devon Red Cattle 
Registered & Commercial 

 

 

Bob Schoessler and Family 
 

Mike Forman 509-968-4800 
Robb Forman 509-201-0775 
Ellensburg, WA  

www.trinityfarms.info 

Generations of Excellence Sale 
1st Saturday in March 

Angus, SimAngus & Simmental Cattle 

PO Box 154 
1601 N Bauman Rd 
Ritzville  WA  99169 

509-659-1057 
schoess@centurytel.net 

www.ritzvilleangusranch.com 

TRINITY FARMS 

                
 
 
 
 
 
 
                         

Greg & Jennifer Rathbun 

Rathbun Angus Ranch 
Market Driven • Performance Tested • Range Proven 

 
 
 

Cell (509) 539-0538 • Home (509) 762-3930 
Office (509) 762-5499 • Fax (509) 762-5488 
11990 Rd H NE • Moses Lake  WA  98837 

www.rathbunangus.com 

- 

 

 
 DIRECTOR NOTES… 

 Thoughts this month are  from  
Dave Dashiell, 

Director, District  3 

  
 This year is half over and it seems like nothing’s done.  I hope that is not 
quite true.  After a slow start to spring and summer, it warmed up enough around our 
place that the grass has exploded.  The soil moisture is the best I’ve seen in several 
years.  If it does get hot, we should be able to stand it for awhile. 
 
 The calf market looks, at least, steady as I write this and watch the sale on 
T.V.  All the big projects are done around our place:  calves are branded, lambs are 
worked and the sheep are on summer range.  We just have to keep them alive, watch 
them grow and watch the money roll in—if only it was just that easy! 
 
 But this article isn’t about belly-aching.  I hope you enjoyed the 4th, took a 
day or two off and didn’t worry about anything until at least this week.  Remember to 
take the time to feel good about what you have. 
          
*************************************************** ***************** 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 

A Belated Happy 4th of July to All! 
 Please pause and  remember why we celebrate that day. 

  

 
PRESIDENT’S 

MESSAGE 
  

 
There will not be an August Trail Dust. 

Please note earlier deadline for the September issue. 



 

  
 

 The latest on WA State animal disease traceability from Dr. Eldridge 
and David Hecimovich 

 
 David Hecimovich, Animal ID Program Manager for WSDA, worked with 
USDA IT staff to have the ability to enter our state assigned Location Identifier, 
which is a number only, into the USDA Allocator and then reported the AIN tag 
movements in USDA’s Animal Identification Management System (AIMS).  Scott 
Slusher, USDA IT in Colorado, validated the three movements were successful and 
the assigned LID numbers were residing in the USDA Allocator.  Scott told me we 
are the first state in the nation to assign and use LIDs to report AIN tag movements 
other than Minnesota who is currently working with USDA to develop a web inter-
face for their LIDs. 
 We now can support our producers with the option to assign a USDA Prem-
ises number or a state assigned LID to order USDA AIN tags, and facilitate animal 
disease traceability in Washington. 
 Thus, Dr. Eldridge reports that the process has been put into place so Wash-
ington can keep animal disease traceability information secure at the state level when 
a producer requests.  The only information USDA will have is a number, which is 
meaningless.  The state will keep all contact information in our unified divisional data 
base at the state level. 
*Info from Dr. Leonard Eldridge, 7/1/11 
*************************************************** ****************** 
 
Below is the report on the TB infected cow from Canada identified at Schenk pack 
earlier this year. 
  
 Bovine tuberculosis has been confirmed on a farm in the Cherryville area 
east of Vernon (the north Okanagan). 
 Kevin Boon of the B.C. Cattleman’s Association says the infection was dis-
covered back in May 2011.  “Testing for bovine TB is part of a normal investigation 
and can easily be detected and picked up on thorough investigation.” 
 According to Boon, the current outbreak of bovine TB does have the poten-
tial fro trade consequences.  However, Communications Specialist for CFIA Christine 
Russell says to date, the infection has not affected Canada’s TB-free status.  “Because 
Canada’s TB status remains unchanged, this does not affect trade with our American 
partners.”    
**excerpt from email from Dr. Leonard Eldridge, 6/27/11  
*************************************************** *****************   
   
Q:  Who in the cattle industry is the proposed GIPSA rule trying to help?  
  
A:  Everyone in the cattle industry who wants the price they receive for their cattle to be 
determined by competitive market forces. 
  
 First, it is important to know that the Certified Angus Beef Program, and other value-
added, branded  programs,  encompasses  only  a small  fraction of the fed cattle marketed each  
day in  the  U.S. cattle  industry.  For  example, less than  eight percent  of  beef is  marketed  
under the  Certified Angus Program. (See http://www.cabpartnerscom/news/media.php.) 

 ...continued on next page 

NEWS BRIEFS 

 

Your Voice in the Industry 
Russ Emtman 

President 
509/993-2672 

 

 
 TB compartible sample from lung lesions in a white tail deer from the Battleground 
area.  There has been no cattle exposure that we are aware of and more results are still 
coming from WADDL and eventually from National Veterinary Services Laboratory.  
The Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife has been notified and is making 
efforts to have the brain tested fro Chronic Wasting Disease as well 
 We also received notification that we had a Canadian slaughter cow infected 
with TB that was slaughtered at Schenk Pack in Stanwood.  This information has been 
given to the Canadian Food Inspection Agency for their action to trace the origin of the 
cow and determine is any of her herd mates have been sent to Washington State or the 
United States for any purpose other than slaughter.  This new case of TB from Canada 
reaffirms that Washington’s entry requirements for breeding cattle from Canada should 
remain in place. 
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Northwest Commodities  
Jason W. Ludeman 

Broker & Agent 
Cell:  (509) 863-7727 

jason.ludeman@gmail.com 
Spokane, WA 

Livestock & Feed 
Price Risk Protection 

ANALYSIS-STRATEGY-RESULTS 

REMINDER!! 
CPoW memberships were due January 1st 



dressed.  There are reports of human illness from exposure to this outbreak and fur-
ther collaboration with our DOH partners will continue.  
 
nEHV-1 in horses 
 Another major activity that we have been involved with this month is the 
outbreak of Equine Herpes Virus 1 - neurologic form (EHM). This outbreak began in 
a National Cutting Horse event in Ogden, Utah that was held April 30 thru May 8.  As 
of June 16 we have nine confirmed positive horses; a total of 35 Washington horses 
attended the Utah event.  Our office received notification of the first positive horse on 
May 13. This positive horse was at WSU for a lameness workup and was tested more 
out of an abundance of caution than showing severe clinical signs. We are monitoring 
the situation closely and have not imposed formal regulatory quarantines. We have 
asked those owners of horses who participated in the Ogden, Utah event to do a vol-
untary quarantine, notify their veterinarian and isolate and monitor their horses for 
clinical signs of disease. We also stressed the importance of implementing individual 
horse and barn biosecurity. The cooperation from the horse industry has been excel-
lent and we believe the worst of the outbreak may be over.  
 This disease is much like the above mentioned Q-fever in goats in that it is a 
reportable disease and must be managed, but there is no eradication program and no 
USDA regulations on handling outbreak situations. The Western States Livestock 
Association (State Veterinarians of the western states) has done extremely well in 
organizing widespread communication venues to make sure a similar message is pre-
sented to the public on handling the disease and the regulations that each state may 
impose in the face of the outbreak, and USDA has developed a weekly reporting pro-
tocol that summarizes all positive horses in each state. 
 I want to take this opportunity to thank the veterinary community and the 
equine owners of the state in working with my office assessing risk to nEHV-1, vol-
untary quarantining, and providing the biosecurity necessary to decrease exposure to 
susceptible horses.  
 Although we can never guarantee an event where animals co-mingle will be 
free of disease exposure; practices put in place that use commonsense biosecurity and 
animal health examinations will provide additional protection and confidence to allow 
us to resume scheduled activities in a timely manner.  I also want to recognize the 
comfort to my office in not only the recent EHV-1 outbreak, but in multiple animal 
disease investigations that occur on a weekly basis to get prompt, accurate, laboratory 
results from the Washington Animal Disease Diagnostic Laboratory (WADDL) so 
that I can make regulatory decisions based on science. I want to recognize this service 
as being essential in protecting animal and human health in our state.  I also want to 
compliment the veterinary teaching hospital and staff on the decisive actions taken 
that kept exposure of susceptible horses to a minimum. The decision to shut the teach-
ing hospital down for the recommended time was costly and is recognized as a major 
contribution in reducing secondary exposure.  
 This outbreak demonstrated to my office that we do not have the staff to stop 
movement needed to mitigate a rapidly spreading contagious disease; effective com-
munication and decisive action by all is necessary. 
 
Tuberculosis 
 On May 30 we received word from WADDL that we had a Tuberculosis  

...continued on next page 

  
 Second, it is important to know that the vast majority of cattle are marketed through 
formula contracts (43.1 percent in 2010,) and the cash market (37.4 percent in 2010). (See State 
of the U.S. Cattle Industry, Slide 3.) Together, these two markets included over 80 percent of all 
fed cattle sales in 2010.  Note that the national cash market shrank from over 52 percent five 
years ago to just over 37 percent last year.  
 Third, it is important to know that the price discovery market for virtually all fed 
cattle sales is the continually shrinking cash market, regardless of whether the cattle are sold 
through a value-added, branded program, formula contract, or other forward-type contract.  
 So, 1) if you sell fed cattle in the cash market, you get whatever price a packer offers. 
2) If you sell under a formula contract, your base price is the average price discovered in the 
cash market plus a small bonus for having entered into the formula contract with the packer. 3) 
If you sell through a value-added, branded program, your base price, again, is the average cash 
price plus/minus a bonus or premium for quality traits. 
 Obviously, producers involved in value-added, branded programs want to keep them 
because it enables them to get a higher price than in the either the cash or formula market. Like-
wise, the formula contractor wants to keep his/her formula contract because it, too, returns a 
bonus over the cash price.  The problem is when the cash price is manipulated, everyone loses, 
even those who don’t know they’re losing. 
 The GIPSA rule protects the integrity of the cash market – the price discovery market 
for the entire industry, thus benefiting those who sell directly in the cash market along with 
those whose base price is tied to the cash market (including participants in value-added, brand-
ed programs). How? The GIPSA rule would prevent packers from engaging in practices that: 
a)  effectively lower both the volume of cattle sold in the cash market and the price for cattle 
sold in the cash market; and, b) force the continued consolidation of the cattle feeding sector of 
the industry by:  

1. Enabling GIPSA regulators to prohibit packers from offering more favorable prices and 
terms to preferred cattle suppliers for no other reason than to keep their preferred suppliers’ 
cattle out of the cash market (a practice that shrinks the cash market). 

2. Enabling GIPSA regulators to prohibit packers from refusing to purchase a producer’s 
cattle in the cash market for a price comparable to the price the packer is paying for other simi-
lar quality cattle for no other reason than to prevent the average cash market price from increas-
ing. 
3. Enabling GIPSA regulators to determine if packers are denying certain producers access to 
the same contract prices and terms that they offer to preferred cattle suppliers for no other rea-
son than to drive their non-preferred suppliers out of business and encourage their preferred 
suppliers to expand (thus facilitating the consolidation of the feeding sector and the overall 
contraction of our industry). 
Enabling GIPSA regulators to halt the packers’ practice of limiting a cattle supplier’s access to 
the market unless the cattle supplier agrees to enter a contract with the packer for no other rea-
son than to reduce the volume of cattle entering the cash market. 
 The GIPSA rule also helps all producers by informing them of the various types of 
cattle procurement contracts the packers offer to cattle suppliers, thus affording all producers 
access to critical marketing information – both packers and producers will know the various 
terms and conditions that packers are offering.  
 Here’s a summary of how the rule helps all cattle producers: 
The GIPSA Rule:  
1.   Stops packers from precluding sellers who meet the packers’ input needs. 
2.   Prevents packers from engaging in monopolistic buying practices. 
3.   Ensures that cattle prices more accurately reflect supply and demand forces. 
4.   Helps to balance negotiating power between disaggregated producers and concentrated 
packers. 
5. Affords cattle sellers with more marketing choices.  Ends packer-driven price distortions in 
the marketplace. 

6. Ends packer-driven price distortions in the marketplace. 
** email from Bill Bullard, 6/28/11 



Cattlemen want cap on number of Wash. wolves 
By SHANNON DININNY  
 
ELLENSBURG, Wash. Cattlemen and hunting groups contend a proposed plan for managing 
and restoring gray wolves in Washington state still allows for too many wolves. Conservation-
ists say landowners shouldn't be allowed to kill a wolf caught attacking a domestic dog. 

Those arguments were among the biggest wrinkles Thursday in a citizen advisory group's at-
tempts to agree on recommendations for a plan, nearly five years in the making, on how best to 
recover wolves in their historic territory and ultimately delist them from endangered species 
protections while reducing and managing wolf-livestock conflicts. 

In the end, the 17 members couldn't completely agree on recommendations to the Washington 
Department of Fish and Wildlife, which released the revised plan late last month. A final plan 
is expected to be released for public comment in August.  

The majority of the group's members agreed on most aspects of the plan. But just as they did 
with an earlier draft, representatives of cattle ranchers and sportsmen groups expect to submit a 
minority opinion. 

"That's often the nature of wildlife management, especially something as controversial as wolf 
introduction," said Nate Pamplin, assistant director of wildlife programs for the state agency. 

Gray wolves were eliminated as a breeding species in Washington by the 1930s. Statewide, 
they are listed as an endangered species under state law, and gray wolves are endangered under 
federal law in the western two-thirds of the state. 

Wolves have never been reintroduced to Washington but numerous sightings over the years 
suggested that the animals had crossed its border from neighboring states and British Colum-
bia. Today, there are an estimated 25 wolves residing in Washington and three confirmed resi-
dent wolf packs - one in Okanogan County and two in northeast Washington's Pend Oreille 
County. Additional packs may exist in central and eastern Washington. 

The difficulties of wolf recovery were highlighted Wednesday with word that a Methow Valley 
ranching family has been indicted on charges of killing members of the Lookout Pack, the 
state's first documented wolf pack in decades. 

Under the revised plan released by the state Department of Fish and Wildlife last month, 15 
breeding pairs would be required for delisting, with an added requirement that the population 
remain steady for at least three years. Wildlife officials say that would equate to an overall 
population of between 97-361 wolves. 

In at times heated discussion, the group that included representatives of farming, ranching, 
conservation and hunting groups, disputed how many wolves should constitute recovery of the 
species. 

"I know there are people who aren't happy with the numbers. I'm going to respect that opinion," 
said Jasmine Minbashian of Conservation Northwest. 

But, she added in conclusion, "If the numbers go below 15 breeding pairs, this plan won't have 
public support and it's going to fall apart. Maybe that's what some people want, but I don't 
think that's a good option for the state and for the overall goal of delisting and recovery." 

Jack Field, executive director of the Washington Cattlemen Association, said the three-year 
waiting period to delist opens the door for the population to explode without adequate manage-
ment of the species. For that reason, he said, the number of overall wolves in Washington 
should be capped and greater emphasis placed on management. 

...continued on next page 

parts and how “hot iron brands” are used as ownership, but also considered a vital 
tool in animal disease traceability.  The most important point of this tour was show-
ing USDA that our WSDA inspectors have a wealth of knowledge when it comes to 
animal movement throughout this state and that they are the boots on the ground 
that WSDA/USDA will need to rely on in any type of response or for traceability on 
cattle movement within the state.  USDA has requested additional tours for staff 
that were unable to attend. 
 I also visited the Stockland Livestock Auction in Davenport to review the 
movement of cattle coming from Montana and Idaho. The testing and identification 
needed to prevent cattle diseases from entering Washington is important, especially 
from Montana, due to the increased Brucellosis risk in the Greater Yellowstone 
Area. in animal disease traceability.  

 
Animal Services Enforcement Program  
 The Animal Health Investigator completed nine animal health cases in 
May. The cases involved: failure to bury dead livestock, transport and sales yard 
acceptance of non-ambulatory livestock, importation of livestock that did not meet 
animal health requirements, failure to test livestock as required by statute, and re-
moval of livestock from the slaughter channels. The investigator also provided as-
sistance to the Benton County Sheriff’s Department with technical information in-
volving fighting roosters.  He assisted in the recent Equine Herpes Virus (EHV) 
outbreak by being present at a large equine endurance event to check for required 
importation documents for those horses coming in from out of state. At the request 
of the Livestock Inspection Program he conducted four investigations involving the 
removal of livestock from the state without the required inspection.  

 
Q-Fever 
 On April 22 we received notification that there was a relatively large herd 
of goats with nationally recognized genetics in the Moses Lake area that were posi-
tive to Q-fever.  Q-fever is a significant zoonotic bacterial infection associated pri-
marily with parturient ruminants, including cattle. Although domestic animals, such 
as cats, and a variety of wild animals have also been associated with Q-fever, hu-
man infection is associated as well. Q-fever occurs more frequently in persons with 
occupational contact with high-risk species, primarily at times of animal birthing. Q
-fever has a highly variable clinical presentation in humans, ranging from a self-
limiting influenza-like illness to pneumonia, hepatitis, and� endocarditis; not unlike 
brucellosis. It is highly infectious and a single organism can reportedly cause infec-
tion via the aerosol route in humans. Q-fever is considered a potential agent of bio-
terrorism due to its high rate of infectivity, stability in the environment, and poten-
tial for aerosol dispersion. Steps are necessary to prevent the introduction into hu-
mans, especially young/old or immune compromised individuals. This organism is 
also on the select agent list for Homeland Security for a bioterrorism agent. This is a 
reportable disease in Washington State, but not regulated with regards to any eradi-
cation program. It is considered endemic in the US. We have been working with the 
owners of the herd and the Washington State University’s Field Disease Investiga-
tion Unit (WSU-FDIU) on a herd plan and follow-up testing.  WSU-FDIU will keep 
us informed of any results as they are obtained. We have also been working with 
our partners at the Department  of Health  (DOH) as well as Grant County Public 
Health to  make  sure  the  human  component  in  this  outbreak is  adequately  ad- 

 ...continued on next page 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Region 8 Foot and Mouth Disease Exercise 
 In late May, several Animal Services Division staff was invited to attend a 
Region 8 Foot and Mouth Disease (FMD) tabletop exercise in Pasco, organized by 
WSDA’s Homeland Security Program. This exercise was designed to test the planning 
efforts of WSDA and the coordination amongst local, tribal, and federal part-
ners.  Many county emergency management officials were in attendance and were edu-
cated on how devastating FMD would be, not only to the state but to their communi-
ties.  The exercise focused on not only identifying what resources would be needed in a 
response, but also identifying the resources the state and emergency management cur-
rently have and the role of county officials and the resources that they could contribute 
in a response. The exercise demonstrated the need to further communicate with local 
jurisdictions so they realize the expectations of their assistance. The exercise also in-
formed local jurisdictions about the activities WSDA and USDA are conducting, and 
the reality of what local resources can commit to.  
 
Spokane Agri-Business 
 I was invited to attend the Spokane Agri-Business meeting the last part of 
May. This organization is comprised of Ag-supported individuals from seed and ferti-
lizer folks to bankers. I was asked to present information on the release of pronghorn 
antelope in the Yakama Nation, what the workload is for the Animal Services Division 
staff that benefit animal agriculture, and how surveillance is used to prevent diseases 
such as tuberculosis and brucellosis as well as how we intend to provide early identifi-
cation and quick containment of a foot and mouth disease outbreak. I provided infor-
mation on the negative economic impact of animal diseases. Many of the attendees 
were surprised that 75% of human diseases come from animals.  
 
Animal Disease Traceability 
 Animal Services Division met with the owner and private practitioner of the 
Everson Livestock Auction, Inc to review health and inspection requirements.  These 
meetings provided us with the opportunity to network and discuss recent statutory 
changes (SHB 1538) that will affect our inspection documentation that could, in turn, 
have an effect on the market and their clientele.  Conversations were productive and 
well-received. Animal Services will visit the remaining markets within the next couple 
of months.  
 Kris Budde our Livestock Inspection Program’s field supervisor spent a day 
meeting with USDA, APHIS veterinarians Dr. Huntley and Dr. Febach. They toured 
Tyson Fresh Meats, Simplot Feeders, and Toppenish Livestock Market and viewed 
livestock inspection and animal disease traceability through the eyes of the inspection 
program.  The purpose of this tour, as requested by USDA, was to explain the different 
aspects of the inspection program in Washington and how we are using the Livestock 
Inspection Program to assist in animal disease traceability.  Kris and inspection staff 
demonstrated  how o ur  multifaceted program manages a   system  with  many  moving  

...continued on next page 
  

NEWS FROM 
LEONARD E. ELDRIDGE, 

DVM 

He also said he was discouraged that the state agency is unwilling to reduce the number of 
breeding pairs. 

"In the cattlemen community, there is little or no support for the plan as written," he said. 
"This isn't about 25 wolves today. It's about 15 years down the road and the problems we 
will have then." 

Jeff Dawson, a Stevens County rancher, said the pain of wolf reintroduction is borne by a 
few: livestock producers. 

"Those are the folks I represent. As this plan stands, I can't support it," he said. 

Ken Oliver, a former Pend Oreille County commissioner whose home sits 34 miles from the 
Idaho border, echoed that point. 

"There are wolves just across the border in Idaho coming over and feeding on our side of 
the state, and you don't take that into consideration. It frustrates the devil out of me," he 
said. "Don't wait until there's all these wolves in Washington before you do something." 

Duane Cocking of Safari Club, a sportsmen group, also raised concerns that the number of 
deer and elk needed to feed wolves in Eastern Washington is inadequate for the number of 
wolves called for there. 

Under the plan, six breeding pairs would be required in Eastern Washington, four in the 
North Cascades and five in the South Cascades or Northwest Coast, namely the Olympic 
Peninsula. 

"We just flat don't have the room for the number of breeding pairs or the number of packs 
that you folks would like to have over there," he said. 

Conservation groups, meanwhile, said they could live with a provision in the revised plan to 
allow landowners to kill wolves caught in the act of killing livestock if a permit is required. 
But they disagree with a provision that allows landowners to kill wolves caught in the act of 
killing domestic dogs. 

Extending the provision to dogs is unnecessary because wolf-dog conflicts in the Rocky 
Mountains have generally occurred when owners weren't around, said George Halekas, a 
retired U.S. Forest Service biologist. 

John Stuhlmiller of the Washington Farm Bureau countered that the provision might only be 
used once in 50 years but provides landowners with peace of mind. 

"It's 90 percent mental and it builds public acceptance," he said. "Fear of the unknown is a 
tremendous detriment to the success of that plan." 

Everyone expects that the plan will 
change over time, said Arthur Swannack, 
past president of the Washington Sheep 
Producers and part of the majority sup-
porting it, "but it's more important to have 
a plan that can be changed than to not 
have one."  
**email from Heather Hansen, 6/13/11 

  



USCA Calls For Beef Checkoff Investigation by USDA 
 

 USCA (July 1, 2011) - The U.S. Cattlemen’s Association (USCA) has 
sent a letter to Secretary of Agriculture Tom Vilsack requesting a full investigation 
by the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Agriculture Marketing Service (USDA/
AMS) into emerging checkoff contractor compliance and funding management 
issues as well as events surrounding the resignation of Cattlemen’s Beef Board 
(CBB) CEO, Tom Ramey. 
 “Enough is enough,” said Jon Wooster, USCA President, San Lucas, Cal-
ifornia.  “The beef checkoff’s majority contractor has engaged in a public cam-
paign attacking the CBB staff and leadership, demanding their resignations or in-
voluntary removal.  These tactics have culminated in the resignation of the CBB 
CEO on June 29, a critical blow to the Beef Checkoff Program.  CBB staff and 
leadership are being attacked and incriminated for essentially doing their jobs; for 
providing oversight of the checkoff.  With the recent audit review findings of ex-
panded financial irregularities, we now find ourselves in a situation where NCBA 
has apparently decided that its best defense is offense and that includes fostering a 
culture of hostility and distrust.  USCA believes it is essential that the Department 
of Agriculture step in and get control before producers lose all confidence in the 
checkoff program.” 
 In early June, CBB members received an update on the checkoff contrac-
tor compliance review of NCBA for the period of 2008-2010.  The update reveals 
that the total misappropriated checkoff funds by NCBA now exceeds more than 
$305,000 and even more issues are under review.  Last year, a contractor compli-
ance review of NCBA by the independent auditing firm Clifton-Gunderson turned 
up more that $200,000 in NCBA misappropriations, which NCBA is forced to pay 
back to the checkoff.  Included in that figure were travel expenses for the NCBA 
CEO and his family for a non-checkoff related trip.  The most recent compliance 
review update includes tens of thousands of dollars in registration fees improperly 
credited to NCBA for an event paid for by the beef checkoff and more the $8,000 
in travel and overhead expenses improperly charged to the checkoff. 
 Meeting minutes from the Cattlemen’s Beef Board (CBB ) Executive 
Committee from 2010 and 2011 show that the NCBA CEO apparently committed 
checkoff funds under contract to Gaylord Properties for a Washington, DC-based 
joint conference site without the approval of the CBB Executive Committee.  
Meeting minutes also reflect that the NCBA CEO excluded the CBB from contract 
negotiations with Gaylord Properties despite being directed by the CBB Executive 
Committee that the CBB would not participate in a Washington, DC conference 
because of increased costs to the checkoff.  The penalty alone for breaking the 
Gaylord Properties contract was $200,000, and the minutes reflect that CBB legal 
counsel advised the Executive Committee that contractual obligations would be 
the responsibility of both NCBA’s Policy and Checkoff Divisions. 
 “The evidence points to situation where the NCBA CEO was disregard-
ing the CBB’s Direction as to negotiating and contracting for convention sites and 
purposefully excluded CBB leadership and staff from the contract negotiations 
despite being directed otherwise on numerous occasions,” noted Jon Wooster.  
“Irregularities and insubordination appear to be ongoing issues and since NCBA 
appears unwilling to rectify the situation we are compelled to  ask USDA to inves- 
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CALENDAR OF EVENTS 
July 13th—General Meeting, Perkins, Ritzville 

 
August—No General Meeting 

 
September 8th—Wash. State Beef Commission Meeting, 

Ellensburg, 9:00-4:30 
 

October 21st—Annual Meeting,  Moses Lake 
 

October 22nd—Youth Judging Contest   
before  Mark Ellis’ Sale 

tigate and intervene on order to protect the integrity of the overall checkoff program 
and assure producers that these abuses will be halted.  The situation could not be 
more unfortunate.  Investor trust is at stake.” 
 “These financial transgressions have been shrouded from public discussion 
by NCBA’s actions earlier this year to file charges of misconduct against CBB 
leadership and staff,” continued Wooster.  “These tactics have extracted valuable 
resources from a checkoff program budget that has been reduced by 20 percent over 
five years,” noted Wooster.  “It is abundantly clear that NCBA is not willing to take 
any steps whatsoever to embrace the structure changes needed to strengthen finan-
cial firewalls and restore producer faith and trust.  Therefore, USCA has called on 
the Secretary to intervene and to initiate a full-blown investigation of the ongoing 
irregularities.” 
 “In the meantime, USCA urges the CBB to move forward with considera-
tion of its roles and responsibilities policy changes,” said Wooster.  “The decisions 
made by the CBB later this summer when it considers the proposed changes will 
send  a resounding message to cattle producers everywhere.” 
**from U.S. Cattlemen’s Association, 7/1/11 
 
 


