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Please bear with me on this—the information is
necessary for all of us eaters to understand

* | am going to bombard you with statistics about how dire the
crisis in farming is. This is a very real, silent crisis

* It may be boring, but you need to know about it because unless
we can turn it around, the foods we want to eat will become
hard to get and extremely expensive.

 Most Americans are eating garbage that slowly poisons them.

 We have to create a mass movement of EATERS to change
government policies that currently enforce the production of
the worst quality food—SOFAF.org will be working on this

* We have to support our local farmers so they can stay in
business despite everything aimed against them.




At least 50% of the foods adults consume and 60% of
the foods teens consume are ultra-processed.

Over 73% of nature communications
t h e U S fo O d Explore content v  About the journal v  Publish with us v
S u p p Iy is nature > nature communications > articles > article

u It ra - Article Open access Published: 21 April 2023
Machine learning prediction of the degree of food
P rocessed, processing

[ ]
a Cco rdl ng to Giulia Menichetti, Babak Ravandi, Dariush Mozaffarian & Albert-Laszlé Barabasi ™~
[ ]
th I S Stu dy: Nature Communications 14, Article number: 2312 (2023) | Cite this article

I /] binlm. il articles/PMGC 10121643/



What are ultra-processed foods?

"Edible products made from manufactured ingredients that
have been extracted from foods, processed, then
reassembled to create shelf-stable, tasty and convenient

meals." and "food-like substances"
https://www.npr.org/sections/healthshots/2023/05/25/1178163270/ul
tra-processed-foods-health-risk-weight-gain

Corn and soy are processed to produce a) starchy material
devoid of other nutrients, b) bad fats, c) bad sugars, and
nearly all the rest for animal feed or ethanol.

The US produces 8 million tons of high fructose corn syrup a
year (= 48 Ibs. per person per year).

>40% of the US corn crop is used for ethanol. Corn oil is also
extracted (mostly using a toxic solvent, hexane, that is also a
component of gasoline) and the waste material/fiber is used
for animal feed. What's in that delicious corn muffin?
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35 bushels of corn are
grown for every American.
Where does it go?

1. 44% used to create ethanol
for gasoline or beverages

2. About46% is used for animal
feed

3. About10% is used for human
food: high fructose corn
syrup, corn oil, glucose,
starch

US farmers rely on export markets
(80% of exported grain is corn) but
with tariffs imposed, many foreign
buyers aren't buying. Foreign

population growth has tanked too.

https://www.ers.usda.gov/topics/crops/corn-and-other-feed-grains/

feed-grains-sector-at-a-glance

U.S. domestic corn use
Billion bushels

1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020

. Other food, seed, and industrial use . Alcohol for fuel use . Feed and residual use

Updated: September 2022.
Source: USDA, National Agricultural Statistics Service.
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Compared to unprocessed foods, ultra-
processed foods have:

a) Less than 20% the nutrient density
(nutrition) per calorie

b) Twice the calories per ounce

c) Only 38% the cost per ounce

Conclusion: Ultra-processed foods tend to be
energy-dense, low-cost, and nutrient-poor.
Vitamins and minerals are scarce.

Because it is extremely hard to do long-term
scientific studies of human diets, we can only
say for sure UPFs lead to obesity, diabetes and
reduced vitamin and nutrient intake. But they

likely have many other bad ramifications for our
health.

& frontiers
Front. Nutr., 27 May 2019 This article is part of the Research Topic
Sec. Nutrition and Food Science Technology Food-Based Dietary Guidelines: The
Volume 6 - 2019 | Relevance of Nutrient Density and a
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnut.2019.00070 Healthy Diet Score

View all 13 articles >

Characterizing Ultra-Processed Foods by Energy Density,
Nutrient Density, and Cost

Shilpi Gupta Terry Hawk Anju Aggarwal Adam Drewnowski"

Department of Epidemiology, Center for Public Health Nutrition, University of Washington, Seattle, WA, United States

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/nutrition/article
s/10.3389/fhut.2019.00070/full




What explains the difference between ingredients used in
food products in European countries vs. the United States?

e Europeans have long adopted the precautionary principle, which means that additives
must be proven safe before they can be included in food. U.S. food regulators have been
unwilling to adopt this model, even though they have been pressed by consumer groups to
do so. Instead, U.S. food regulation is shaped by a “proof of harm” model that speeds
innovation and supports business interests by making it much easier to introduce new
ingredients, while placing the burden of navigating a potentially unsafe food environment
on consumers — mainly women — a point made convincingly by Norah MacKendrick in her
book Better Safe than Sorry, which also provides a thorough overview of US food regulation
and its history.

* Another difference in the U.S. may be attributable to what is commonly referred to as the
(FDA's) Generally Recognized as Safe (GRAS) loophole. In 1997 the FDA — facing a backlog of
applications for new additives — made a change to the rules that opened the floodgates and
basically sidelined the more stringent process. In the new process companies only needed
to notify the FDA after making their own safety assessment. A 2011 report on food
additives by the Pew Charitable Trust found that a third or more of the ten thousand
chemicals that could be put in food were never formally reviewed by the FDA.

https://research.ucdavis.edu/ask-the-experts-ultra-processed-foods-and-how-do-they-impact-our-health


https://www.ucpress.edu/books/better-safe-than-sorry/paper
https://www.foodsafetynews.com/2011/10/food-chemical-safety-relies-on-self-policing-pew-finds/
https://www.foodsafetynews.com/2011/10/food-chemical-safety-relies-on-self-policing-pew-finds/

@ Farm Action

We Want Food, Not

Animal Feed

The USDA recommends filling 50% of
your plate with fruits and vegetables.
Butin 2019, only 4% of federal farm
subsidies supported their production.

Nearly 90% of the U.S. population falls
below the recommended dietary
allowance (RDA) for vegetables, and 80%
fall below the RDA for fruits.

https://farmaction.us/2022/08/04/putting-our-
money-where-our-mouths-should-be-the-great-
contradiction-between-u-s-food-subsidies-and-
dietary-guidelines/

Livestock and

Animal Feed

30%
Processed Fo

8%

Biofuels
12%

Nonfood/
| Industrial
10%

I Fruits and Vegetables 4%
' Nuts and Seeds 2%



https://farmaction.us/subsidies-sources/
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Growing cornis a
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Crop insurance subsidies: perverse incentives

* The price of land has gone up to reflect the value of the subsidies; and the
cost of renting land has soared comparably.

* This keeps would-be farmers out of farming.
* |t led to farm consolidation and loss of the small farms.

* Monocrops, especially corn, are grown because the insurance guarantees a
return no matter what happens.

* Thereis noincome cap to obtain crop insurance, so most goes to the biggest
and richest farms. Only 13% of farmers can access crop insurance.

* Private insurance companies earn 14.5% profits on crops insurance and get a
fixed percentage of what they underwrite—making it unprofitable to insure
small farms.

* "The main thing s, it’s depopulated rural America.”

https://www.cato.org/policy-investigation/farm-bill-sows-dysfunction-american-agriculture#welfare-
wealthier-farmers




Meant to solve the boom-bust farm

problem, it became a giveaway to the largest farmers

Cost of the Federal Crop Insurance Program, 2011-2022

Dollars (in millions)
18,000

16,000
14,000
12,000
10,000
8,000 [
6,000 [
4,000 [55
2,000

0

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

%-/&)( /| Other direct costs (premium subsidies for policyholders plus government’s share of underwriting losses
X2 or minus share of gains)

Program delivery costs (administrative and operating subsidies plus companies’ share of underwriting
gains)

Source: GAQO analysis of Risk Management Agency data. | GAO-24-106086

Only 13% of farmers can obtain
crop insurance, for which the US
government pays 62% of the
premium.

The insurers usually require the
farmers to use chemicals like
glyphosate for weed control and
as a desiccant before harvest, to
be eligible for benefits.

The Crop Insurance program cost
taxpayers $17 Billion in 2022: $50
from every American




US mortality compared to comparable nations

Life expectancy and per capita healthcare spending (PPP adjusted), 2023 $1 5,000 pppy in 2025
untry Life expectancy Health spending, per capita

EE United States/ 78.4 $13,432

B Germany 80.6 $8,441

2 United Kingdom 81.1 $6,023

== Austria 81.6 $7,811

|*| Canada 81.7 $7,013

== Netherlands 82.0 $7,737

11 Belgium 82.5 $7,380

B Australia 83.1 $6,931

1l France 83.1 $7,136

im Sweden 83.4 $7,522

® Japan 84.1 $5,640

E3 Switzerland 84.2 $9,688

Notes: Health spending per capita data represent health consumption spending per capita. Comparable countries include: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, France, Germany, Japan, the Netherlands, Sweden,
Switzerland, and the U.K. 2023 U.K. life expectancy data is only for England and Wales. See Methods section of "How does U.S. life expectancy compare to other countries?"

Source: KFF analysis of CDC, OECD, Australian Bureau of Statistics, German Federal Statistical Office, Japanese Ministry of Health, Labour, and Welfare, Statistics Peterson-KFF
Canada, and U.K. Office for National Statistics data * Get the data « PNG Health System Tracker



US Childhood obesity rates increased by over 33% in just 20

years for all demographics. The rate of Type 2 diabetes doubled.

Percentage of children ages 6-17 with obesity by race and Hispanic origin, selected years
1999-2002 through 2017-March 2020

Percent
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Childhood obesity skyrocketed over 55 years

Figure. Trends in obesity among children and adolescents aged 2-19 years, by age: United States, 1963-1965
through 2017-2018

Percent

“T For kids aged 6-19,
the obesity rate
jumped from 4% to
over 20% in 50
years. [CDC data]

o L L L L 1 L L 1 L L 1 L L L 1
1963~ 1966- 1971-1974 1976-1980 1988-1994 1999~ | 2003- 200."~|7c-1~_ |?01s~

1965 1667 2000 2004 2008 2012 2016
2001- 2005~ 2009~ 2013~ 2017-
2002 2006 2010 2014 2018

NOTE: Obesity is body mass index (BMI) at or above the 95th percentile from the sex-specific BMI-for-age 2000 CDC
Growth Charts.

SOURCES: National Center for Health Statistics, National Health Examination Surveys Il (ages 6-11), Ill (ages 12-17); and
National Health and Nutrition Examination Surveys (NHANES) I-lll, and NHANES 1999-2000, 2001-2002, 2003-2004,
2005-2006, 2007-2008, 2009-2010, 2011-2012, 2013-2014, 2015-2016, and 2017-2018.



The World's Largest Food and Beverage Companies in 2022

Forbes

THE GLOBAL 2000 2022 v

Food Rank 200(;s ::!::: Company Country Industry Spec.
1 46  NestleSA Switzerland Pons D E,‘r’::essmg
2 86 PepsiCo, Inc. United States goﬁ;’sgégz)k Beverages
3 93 f:‘rg';evu;zr-eusch Belgium ZOTO: l'):cr:::)k Beverages
4 114 Coca-Cola Co. United States :o;o: ngz)k Beverages
5 22 {oxemations United States g Telacce  processing
6 27 Midond United States Food Drink::  ‘Food
Company & Tobacco Processing
7 287 Diageo plc United Kingdom ;of.:l')g;k Beverages
8 292 sl\;iltt:i‘((’:v;‘, Ltd. China 2019 d, Drink Beverages
Class A obacco
o e QORI wswes AN Ed
10 330 Danone SA France ;o.f:l'):ég:)k ;(r):c(:jessing

World's 5 largest food
companies make
mostly junk foods with
poor nutritional
content or beer

https://www.forbes.com/sites/chloesorvino/2022/05/1

2/the-worlds-largest-food-companies-in-2022/




Therise of multi-stakeholderism, the power
of ultra-processed food corporations, and

the implications for global food governance:
a network analysis

 Multistakeholder institutions that advise on global food
issues are stuffed with advisers /board members from
the largest industrial food companies: Unilever, Nestlé,
PepsiCo, Coca-Cola, Mars, Dannon—and the WEF

* More than half these institutions' board members come
from only 4 countries (US, UK, Netherlands and
Switzerland)

* These institutions influence the food policies of the UN,
research institutions, national governments and NGOs

¥ ood. and Human Vadues Socicty

Agriculture
and
Human Values

[l of the

“‘x

https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10460-024-10593-0



. Median farm income, off-farm income, and total income
Med Ian Farm Income of farm households, 2021-25F
Negatlve for paSt 5 yea rs 2025 dollars H2021 m2022 m2023 2024P W 2025F
109,515
110,000 A~
" . : 89,881
Farm households typically receive 90,000 -
income from farm and off-farm sources. 70,000 -
Median farm income earned by farm 0000
households was -$1,830 in 2024 and is ]
forecast to increase to -$1,189 in 2025. 30,000 -
Many farm households primarily rely on 10,000 - 18
off-farm income. Median off-farm income :
was $86,900 in 2024, an increase of 8.8 ARH00 = | | |
, , Median farm Median off-farm Median total
percent (6.1 percent after inflation) from —— el o ore
2023 ln 2025’ medlan Oﬁ-farm Income 1S Note: P = preliminary, F = forecast. Values are adjusted for inflation using the U.S.
forecast tO INcrease by a further 34 Department of Commerce, Bureau of Economic Analysis Personal Consumption
: : Expenditure Price Index (BEA API series code: DPCERG) rebased to 2025 by USDA,
percent (96 percent after |nﬂat|0n) tO Economic Research Service. The median is the income level where half of all
$89,881 . households have lower income and half have higherincomes. Because farm and off-
. farm income are not distributed identically for every farm, median total income will
https://_ers.usda:gov/toplctc,/fa.rm—economy/fa rm- generally not equal the sum of the median off-farm and median farm income.

Source: USDA, Economic Research Service, Farm Income and Wealth Statistics. Data

income-forecast as of September 3, 2025.



Agricultural trade deficits are relatively new. Until recently, the U.S. agricultural sector enjoyed a
consistent agricultural trade surplus annually. In 2011, for example, the U.S. experienced a
record $40 billion agricultural trade surplus. The sudden pivot to drastic, consistent trade deficits

over the past four years has forced U.S. farmers and ranchers to adjust rapidly or be left behind,

e ]
forcing them to accept ever-diminishing returns.

https://www.americafirstpolicy.com/issues/driving-rural-prosperity-by-reducing-the-u.s-agricultural-trade-deficit

U.S. AGRICULTURAL TRADE, FISCAL YEARS* 2019-2025
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Even before COVID, farmers were hit with
massive inflation for farming inputs

* According to the 2022 USDA Census data, the US lost 8% of its
farms between 2017 and 2022.

* Yet the cost of farming "inputs” overall rose 30% during those 5
years, higher than overall inflation.

* The cost of chemical inputs rose 34% in those 5 years.
* The cost of contract labor rose 33%.
* Since 2017, the US has lost, on average, 63 farms per day

https://www.nass.usda.gov/Publications/AgCensus/2022/Full_Report/Volume_1, Chapter_1_US/st99_1_004_004.pdf




Ag Lender Warns Farm
Finances Under Greatest
Stress Since the 1980s

With most input prices still record or near-record
high, farmers in parts of the country have seen
eroding balance sheets for four straight years. Now
the concern is more farmers will be forced out of
farming this year, unless they see some type of
mMarket or government intervention.

By TyneMorfgan
g Updafed September 19, 2025 023)11 PM

"As combines chew through this
year's crops, farmers are faced
with a bleak reality: this crop
they're harvesting is coming at a
steep financial loss. And for
some, this marks the fourth year
in a row they won't make any
money.

“What the general public doesn't
realize is these things have not
just occurred over the last six
months. This started in 2021 and
2022,” says Tommy Young, who
farms in Newport, Ark. “In our
particular situation, we started
noticing shortfalls in 2021 and
2022 simply because of the input

ni

costs. ...



https://www.agweb.com/news/policy/ag-economy/ag-lender-warns-
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Visualizing Consolidation in the Global Seed Industry: 1996-2008

by Philip H. Howard &

Department of Community, Agriculture, Recreation and Resource Studies, Michigan State University, 316 Natural
Resources, East Lansing, Ml 48824, USA

Sustainability 2009, 1(4), 1266-1287; https://doi.org/10.3390/su1041266

"Since the commercialization
of transgenic crops [GMOs]
in the mid-1990s, the sale of
seeds has become
dominated globally by
Monsanto/Bayer, DuPont
and Syngenta/Chem

China...."
https://www.mdpi.com/2071-1050/1/4/1266#

Figure 3. Monsanto seed company ownership ties.

2008




Over 40 years, the US went from importing 30% of its fruit
to 60%, and 10% of its vegetables to 35%

* Mexico accounts for 51% of the United Matdebadbeipeiar [l T USDA EconomicResarchservie
States' fresh fruit imports and 69% of

Percent

its fresh vegetable imports. o

Fresh fruit = Fresh vegetables

e Until now, NAFTA and then the US- 60
Mexico-Canada agreement of 2020
made fresh fruits and vegetables tariff
free for 30 years.

50
40

30

* Given that Mexican farmworkers earn
an average wage of about $2 per hour, 20
compared to about $18 per hour in the 10
US, how could American growers of
healthy produce remain competitive?

htt |:)S //WWW ers. USd d EOV/data -D rOd u CtS/C ha rtS‘ Ncite: Ava:abilify ils caICLfJIated as pt::)ducti?ndminus exports plus imports and :js meahsured in terms of
. volume. The calculation for vegetables excludes potatoes, sweet potatoes, and mushrooms.
Of—n Ote/Cha rt'd eta II ?Ch d rtl d = 1 107 13 Source: USDA, Economic Research Service Fruit and Tree Nuts and

Vegetable and Pulses data products. CHARTS o« N®TE



http://www.ers.usda.gov/

In 1970, ranchers could live well. They kept 70% of
the price you paid for beef at the grocery store

* How much of that money makes it to the farmers
who grow and raise your food today?

* In1970, 70% of what you paid for meat at the
grocery store went to the rancher. In 2025, only
about 30% gets back to the rancher.

* Therestgoes to Big Ag and Big Food, due to
consolidation and monopolization in food
industries

* And USDA prevents farmers from slaughtering
their own animals and selling direct to
consumers, forcing them to use middlemen




What Happened?

Four largest meatpackers’ share of cattle and hog purchases surged

after 1980
Percent
* |n 1980, the four largest beef 100 —
packers accounted for 36 percent of M Steers and heifers Hogs
all purchases of steers and heifers, a6 —
while the four largest pork packers
(a different group of firms) —_—
accounted for 34 percent of all
purchases of market hogs. o
* Over 1,800 small and mid-sized
slaughterhouses closed since 1990 20
* By 1995, the largest four firms
accounted for 81 percent of steer 0
and heifer purchases. 180 1299 2010 2019
Concentration in hOgs 8l’eW maore Source: USDA, Agricultural Marketing Service.
slowly, but by 2019 the four largest https://www.ers.usda.gov/amber-
packers accounted for 67 percent of waves/2024/january/concentration-in-u-s-meatpacking-

all hog purchases. industry-and-how-it-affects-competition-and-cattle-prices



U.S. Cattle Inventory is Smallest since 1951

Figure 1. HISTORIC JAN. A CATTLE INVENTORY
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https://www.fb.org/market-intel/u-s-cattle-inventory-smallest-in-73-years
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BUSINESS NEWS

Beef Prices Chmb to New Records

Consumer demand
remains robust, as
cattle inventories

are lowest in years

By Ksex Macran




After 2015, excess meat processing capacity disappeared,
enabling processors to squeeze both ranchers and consumers

e Total U.S. beef production in 2015 was only 5% greater than it was in 1977,
despite the population growing 55%

* The meat processing industry concentrated rapidly in the 1980s and 1990s, with
most facilities closing due to expensive new regulations, and competition for
slaughterhouse space became intense.

* Reduced competition among meatpackers led to ranchers receiving lower prices
for livestock

* Sharply increased spreads between prices paid for cattle and wholesale beef
resulted: farmers were paid less while consumers paid more

* https://www.ers.usda.gov/amber-waves/2024/january/concentration-in-u-s-meatpacking-industry-
and-how-it-affects-competition-and-cattle-prices
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Between 2017 and 2022, 20
million acres of harvested
crop land, including 3
million irrigated acres,
stopped being farmed

* The US saw a net loss of farms of every
size, except for farms above 5,000 acres

* 142,000 farms went under, 8% of the total
number of American farms

* And you didn't hear a thing about it from
the media

https://www.n v/Publications/A nsus/2022/Full_R
ort/Volume_1, Chapter 1_US/st99 1_009_010.pdf




We Will Soon Run Out

of Farmers and Family Farms

* There are 1.88 million farms in the USA

* 98% are family farms

 Family farms produce 87% of US food

* The average age of farmers in the US is 58+

* 39% of US farmers are over age 65

 Half of their children won't continue to farm

* And most of the parents have debt and can't
afford to leave the farms to their children

* Young people cannot afford to go into farming

https//agamerica.com/investing-in-agriculture/investor- shts/farmland. hin- tion/




Near monopolies in every part of the food system

Percentage of U.S. Market Controlled by Top Four Corporations

Abuses are likely

COTTON SEED 920%
BEEF PROCESSING 85%

NITROGEN FERTILIZER (NORTH AMERICA) 82%
CORN SEED 80%

SOYBEAN CRUSHING 80%

SOYBEAN SEED 70%

RETAIL GROCERY 69%

PORK PROCESSING 67%

WHEAT MILLING 63%

AGRICHEMICAL (GLOBAL) 62%

AGRICULTURAL MACHINERY  60.8% Farm Action
POULTRY PROCESSING = 60% Updated September 2024
| | ! | ! |

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

; idation- ; Market Share



Monopolies and near-monopolies invariably abuse us

e "Antimonopoly [is] ...basically a corollary to how we think about the need for checks and
balances in our political sphere. There was a recognition that, in the way we overthrew a
monarch to safeguard core liberties and freedoms, we had to protect ourselves from
autocrats of trade... so we passed the antitrust and antimonopoly laws as a way to try to
safeguard those freedoms."

* "Evidence shows time and time again that when you have a reduction in competition in
markets, firms can abuse that power. It can result in higher prices for consumers. It can
mean lower wages for workers. It can mean fewer opportunities for small businesses and
independent businesses.

* "It can also ultimately lead people to feel less free if, in their day-to-day lives, they feel they
don’t have real choice and firms can get away with abusing their power."

e "So there can be a range of problems more generally that emerge when you have markets
that are dominated by a handful of firms that are not checked either by competition or by
rules."

Lina Khan, Chair, Federal Trade Commission 2021-25
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Guess what is in your industrial-
raised chicken!

Opinion

Arsenic in Qur Chicken?

* Arsenic (in 90% of US broilers)

* Benadryl ‘l By Nicholas Kristof
* Tylenol "

April 4, 2012
e Caffeine

 Banned antibiotics (fluoroquinolones)
* The active ingredient in Prozac, found in chicken from China

"It turns out that arsenic has routinely been fed to poultry (and sometimes
hogs) because it reduces infections and makes flesh an appetizing shade of
pink. There’s no evidence that such low levels of arsenic harm either chickens
or the people eating them, but still..."

https://www.nytimes.com/2012/04/05/opinion/kristof-arsenic-in-our-chicken.html




Demand for high quality, organic milk up over 80% between
2008 and 2021

U.S. o_rga:jni_c fa;rm milgosssle;and certified USDA EconomicResearchService
° orgar“c a|ry arms - ﬁ U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
The trend is i
o Numb
clear: il
. 5,500 = A
Americans have " o
. K
) Pl
noticed the 00 P
. - 4,000
reductionin — g
food quality, and 3,000 1
k. t 2,500
are seeking ou 2000 .
i i 1,500 41— . . : : . .
h Igher quallty 2008 2011 2014 2015 2016 2019 2021
fOOd for th elr Organic farm milk sales, millions of pounds
f . l. Number of certified organic dairy farms
a ml Ies Source: USDA, Economic Research Service using USDA, National Agricultural Statistics Service 2008
Organic Production Survey, 2011 Certified Organic Production Survey, 2014 and
2019 Organic Survey, and 2015, 2016, and 2021 Certified Organic Survey. CHARTS o« N&®TE
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Are the globalists really coming after our Food?

Inducing famines through WTO rules that prevent national grain storage
Reducing food quality through harmful additives, hormones, chemicals

Reducing the number of cows, pigs, sheep, goats, bison allegedly to reduce methane and
nitrogen releases (Holland, Ireland, Denmark, Canada)

Reducing land available for farming via "return to nature" and "protecting biodiversity"
programs (Natura 2000; 30 x 30, NACs) and solar and wind "farms"

Reducing inputs like fertilizer (Ukraine origin, inability to transport it, nitrate pollution)
Government-enforced "organic" farming (Sri Lanka) reduced rice production by half

Claiming food grown in factories has a smaller carbon footprint (like electric vehicles are
promoted for their low carbon footprint by ignoring the energy to manufacture them)—it is too
soon to know if this is true

Increasing regulations (electronic ear tags, insufficient meat inspectors, no raw dairy)
One Health: Imposes international standards on developing nations to reduce exports
Geoengineering being used to modify weather and rainfall, pollute soil

Fake meat, milk and other foods from mealy worms, crickets and lab experiments



In 2019, the United became a partner of
the W.E.F. to accelerate the SDGs!

https://weforum.ent.box.com/s/rdlgipawkijxi2vdaidw8npbtyach2qbt

The United Nations -World Economic Forum
Strategic Partnership Framework for the 2030 Agenda

WORLD
ECONOMIC
FORUM

COMMITTED TO
IMPROVING THE STATE
OF THE WORLD

The United Nations and the World Economic Forum are committed to accelerate implementation of
the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development - the world’s plan for peace, prosperity, and a healthy

planet.

Recognising the ambition of the 2030 Agenda, the United Nations and the World Economic Forum
seek to strengthen their partnership by focusing on jointly selected priorities and by pursuing a more
strategic and coordinated collaboration, by leveraging their respective strengths and broadening their

combined impact, building on existing and new collaborations by UN entities.

The partnership envisions for the United Nations (hereinafter “UN”) and the World Economic Forum
(hereinafter “Forum”) to help each other increase their outreach, to share networks, communities,
knowledge and expertise, to foster opportunities for innovation, and to encourage a wide

understanding of and support for priority issues among their relevant stakeholders.




Renovation and reinvention are key to

FORUM

saving our food system. Here's why

https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2024/06/renovation-reinvention-

Jun 13,2024

REINVENTION VS. RENOVATION

From Renovation . o
Renovation and Reinvention are two necessary
I 1 approaches to tackle food systems challenges. While
to Relnventlon Renovation changes specific parts of the value chain,

Reinvention reconstructs new systems from growth
to manufacturing, packaging, and consumption.

Scaled grower adoption

Reducing salt, fat,
of sustainable agriculture

sugar, and additives

Scaled consumer adoption of

Reducing
plant-based and novel proteins

agricultural inputs STAGE 1

Renovation

The cornerstone of the food
transition, this approach
emphasises the reduction
of damaging components
Adding fibres in our §00d.
and probiotics

Personalised nutrition

Nutrition-led product

On-pack labeling to
innovation and marketing

encourage ‘healthier choices'



WORLD
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FORUM
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* "The food transition requires comprehensive transformation.

* Renovation involves incremental changes to recipes and packaging that will
gradually impact public health." [SOFT FOOD COUP]

* Reinvention means systemic industry-level changes to production, distribution
and consumption of food." [HARD FOOD COUP]

 "The food transition aims to reshape the way society produces, distributes,
consumes and discards food - a transformation that willimpact the mutual
advancement of human and environmental health. The scale of change is akin
to the energy transition."

* "Rapid advancements in plant-based R&D as well as bio-identical plant or animal
proteins, fats and oils produced through precision fermentation and cell-cultivated
biotechnologies, are opening up spaces for Reinvention."




Edible insect "farms" for human consumption

in the US and Canada

Canada g
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Anim Front. 2023 Aug; 13(4): 16-25. PMCID: PMC10425141
Published online 2023 Aug 14. doi: 10.1093/af/vfad047 PMID: 37583805 G

The edible insect sector in Canada and the United States

Jennifer Larouche, Barbara Campbell, Louise Hénault-Ethier, lan J Banks, Jeffery K Tomberlin, Cheryl Preyer, Figure 1.

Marie-Héléne Deschamps, and Grant W Vandenberg®

Map of edible insect producers (orange beetle, excluding producers of live insects for the pet market and research centers) and

v Author information » Article notes » Copyright and License information  PMC Disclaimer processors (green facility) in Canada and the United States.

Jennifer Larouche, Ribozome, Québec City, QC, Canada;




The Lancet
sponsored the
EAT
Commission.

It claimed
there could be
$5-10 trillion
dollars in
annual
benefits for
transforming
the food
system.

"Food systems have the
potential to nurture
human health and
support environmental
sustainability; however,
they are currently
threatening both."

https://www.thelancet.com/jo
urnals/lancet/article/P11IS0140-

6736(18)31/88-4/abstract

E
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Download the full report HERE.

e Transforming global food systems could create 5-10 trillion USD of economic benefits
every year.

e [ood systems are currently destroying more value than they create — with inefficient and
fragmented policies leading to hidden health and environmental costs upwards of 10

trillion USD per year.

e Fixing food systems requires an overhaul of food system policies, investment in
innovation and enabling people to eat healthier and more environmentally sustainable

diets.

e The cost of transformation is small compared to its multi-trillion dollar benefits.

e New economic modelling finds that food systems are a uniquely powerful means of
addressing global climate, nature and health emergencies at the same time — while

offering a better life to hundreds of millions of people.

The global food system does the crucial work of producing and distributing food to a growing
population, but its hidden costs - caused by undernutrition, productivity loss and
environmental damage - are currently estimated as equivalent to 10% of global GDP

annually, higher than the system’s contribution to economies.




2 Targets

Target 1
Healthy Diets

eeoers.

&o

Whole grains
Rice, wheat, corn and other

Tubers or starchy vegetables
Potatoes and cassava

Vegetables
All vegetables

Fruits
All fruits

Dairy foods
Whole milk or equivalents

Protein sources

Beef, lamb and pork
Chicken and other poultry
Eggs

Fish

Legumes

Nuts

Added fats
Unsaturated oils
Saturated oils

Added sugars
All sugars

Healthy diets have an optimal caloric intake and con-
sist largely of a diversity of plant-based foods, low
amounts of animal source foods, contain unsaturated
rather than saturated fats, and limited amounts of re-
fined grains, highly processed foods and added sugars.

Macronutrient intake

grams per day Caloric intake
(possible range) kcal per day
232 811

50 (0-100) 39

300 (200-600) 78

200 (100-300) 126

250 (0-500) 153

14 (0-28) 30

29 (0-58) 62

13 (0-25) 19

28 (0-100) 40

75 (0-100) 284

50 (0-75) 291

40 (20-80) 354

11.8 (0-11.8) 96

31 (0-31) 120

The plates below are examples
of a planetary health diet. This is
a flexitarian diet, which is largely
plant-based but can optionally
include modest amounts of fish,
meat and dairy foods.

EATS Commission
Report from last
week

Table 1
Scientific targets for a planetary health diet, with possible ranges, for an intake of 2500 kcal/day.

Although the planetary health diet, which is based on health considerations, is consistent with many traditional eating patterns, it does not imply that the
global population should eat exactly the same food, nor does it prescribe an exact diet. Instead, the planetary health diet outlines empirical food groups
and ranges of food intakes, which combined in a diet, would optimize human health. Local interpretation and adaptation of the universally-applicable
planetary health diet is necessary and should reflect the culture, geography and demography of the population and individuals.




Is this a clue to
what the

globalists want
for us?

DEFENSE ADVANCED
RESEARCH PROJECTS AGENCY ABOUTUS / OURRESEARCH / NE

Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency > DARPA’'s ReSource Program Turns Waste into Purified Products, Food

DARPA’s ReSource Program Turns Waste into
Purified Products, Food

Next phase of program to focus on developing integrated systems and scale-up capabilities for
producing on-demand stocks from military waste

OUTREACH@DARPA.MIL
11/29/2021




The Solution for all of us who EAT requires us to 1) bring the family farm
back to life, 2) produce less fake food from commodity monocrops and 3)
STOP the Globalist takeover of the food supply.

1. Farmers have to borrow money to buy their inputs each season—but banks find them too
risky and won't lend to them--or charge high interest rates and require up to 125% collateral.
FINANCING is desperately needed. Can the fed govt capitalize credit unions for small farm

loans?
2. The Agriculture monopolies need to be reeled in through antitrust enforcement.

The Wholesome Meat Act of 1967 prevents farmers from butchering and selling their own
animals directly, requiring them to go through USDA-inspected facilities for interstate sales.

4. Legislation could expand access to your local livestock:
a) Congressman Massie's PRIME Act to allow custom slaughterhouses to sell meat in-state

b) An act that would permit on-farm slaughter so customers could buy meat locally without
government inspection and interference—just passed the New Hampshire House
5. Purchasing food-like substances feeds the beast while starving us of nutrition. EATERS must

demand, seek out and buy healthy food.
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