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NOMINATION OF HON. THOMAS C. DORR TO
BE UNDER SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE
FOR RURAL DEVELOPMENT AND TO BE A
MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF
THE COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 27, 2005,

U.S. SENATE,,
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND FORESTRY,
Washington, DC.

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:37 a.m., in room
328A, Russell Senate Office Building, Hon. Saxby Chambliss,
[Chairman of the Committee], presiding.

Present or submitting a statement: Senators Chambliss, Cole-
man, Crapo, Grassley, Harkin, Nelson and Salazar.

STATEMENT OF HON. SAXBY CHAMBLISS, A U.S. SENATOR
FROM GEORGIA, CHAIRMAN, COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE,
NUTRITION, AND FORESTRY

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order and we are
pleased to be here this morning to welcome the President’s choice
for Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development, Mr.
Thomas Dorr of Iowa.

Mr. Dorr, welcome to the committee this morning.

This will be the second hearing for Mr. Dorr. The first hearing
occurred on March 6, 2002, and everybody should have a copy of
the transcript of that hearing before them, as well as the subse-
quent questions proposed by members of the committee and the an-
swers thereto.

I believe Mr. Dorr is well-qualified for the position that he is
being nominated for by the President. The rural development mis-
sion for the Department of Agriculture is extremely important. My
colleagues and I have highlighted the need to provide new eco-
nomic opportunities for farmers and ranchers across the United
States. Rural America has been at a crossroads for some time. The
old ways of doing business in farm country are not quite applicable
to the information age and modern agricultural markets.

Having practiced law in South Georgia for over 26 years, I am
intimately familiar with the challenges facing farmers and ranch-
ers every day. We need leadership at the Department that can
bring real-world experience to Government programs. Mr. Dorr is
a powerful thinker and he has already demonstrated his ability to
bring sound and well-established business principles to USDA.
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Mr. Dorr, I believe you have been at USDA now for the last 30
months, both as a recess appointee and most recently as an adviser
to the Secretary.

The position of Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Develop-
ment has been vacant for some time. It is simply unacceptable in
my view to let such a critical mission area remain open while Con-
gress and this committee spend time on past issues that will have
little or no relevance to the duties of the position. In the meantime,
housing, business, telecommunications and utilities programs are
without consistent and determined leadership.

I believe the President has made a fine choice in Mr. Dorr. This
committee has already held an exhaustive hearing in March of
2002, and the witness has spent more than 4 hours testifying and
additional hours answering written questions. We know more
about Thomas Dorr now than probably any nominee that has come
before this committee. I believe we should move forward and con-
firm Mr. Dorr.

Since working at the Department Mr. Dorr has been a leader at
rural development and an important adviser to Secretaries
Veneman and Johanns. In his time at USDA Mr. Dorr has focused
on outcomes rather than outputs, improved outreach and employee
customer service, and enhanced the business practices of the coop-
erative programs. Mr. Dorr understands the needs of rural America
because he is from rural America.

We must complete this process expeditiously. Senators must and
should be heard regarding their concerns, and substantive informa-
tion should be brought before the committee for consideration.

I look forward to the proceedings and will look upon any new in-
formation with interest.

Having said that, I also believe that the job Mr. Dorr has done
at the Department since being nominated by the President 4 years
ago is certainly more important than events from 10 years ago that
have been thoroughly investigated, not only by this committee but
by the USDA Inspector General.

Mr. Dorr, welcome again to the committee. We look forward to
your testimony.

I would now like to ask my good friend, the distinguished rank-
ing Democratic member of the committee, Senator Harkin, if he
has any opening remarks?

STATEMENT OF HON. TOM HARKIN, A U.S. SENATOR FROM
THE STATE OF IOWA, RANKING MEMBER, COMMITTEE ON
AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND FORESTRY

Senator HARKIN. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I want
to thank you for holding this hearing today, and thank you for the
courtesies that you have shown not only to me but to our side of
the aisle.

This hearing fulfills our committee responsibility to review nomi-
nees carefully. It is no secret that I have major concerns about this
nominee, and I intend to inquire into these matters at this hearing.
You are correct, we had an extensive hearing record in March of
2002. However, there had been subsequent letters and findings and
things that have not been put in the record which I will put in the
record during this hearing today.
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Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that so many problems have
arisen regarding the nomination of a fellow Iowan. This is not a
joyful thing for me to do, especially when it is a fellow Iowan and
especially when I know that my colleague, Senator Grassley, is a
strong supporter of this nominee, and I assume a friend of this
nominee, and Senator Grassley knows I have the highest esteem
and friendship toward him, and so this is not something that I take
any joy in doing. However, I feel that we do have a responsibility
to inquire into some of these matters, and I will explain that fur-
ther as we go along. Just as it would be for anyone, it is a matter
of real pride for me when anyone from my State has been nomi-
nated to a high position in our Federal Government. Regardless of
party, in the 20 years that I have been in the Senate I have never
opposed an Iowan who has been nominated to serve in any admin-
istration here in Washington. This is the first one.

The Under Secretary for Rural Development is critically impor-
tant, as you said, Mr. Chairman, to family size farms and ranches
and to smaller communities all across America. The responsibilities
include helping build water and wastewater facilities, financing de-
cent affordable housing—I will repeat that—financing decent af-
fordable housing, supporting electric power and rural businesses
such as cooperatives. They also include promoting community de-
velopment, helping to boost economic growth and create jobs and
improve the quality of life in rural America.

Therefore, I am concerned about Mr. Dorr’s comments regarding
his vision of agriculture with 225,000—acre mega-farms consisting
of three computer-linked pods, or criticizing the failure of Iowa to
move aggressively toward very large, vertically integrated hog pro-
duction facilities. These are on the record and we will get into
those also.

Mr. Dorr made questionable comments about ethnic diversity
that have yet to be fully explained. The person in the position of
Under Secretary for Rural Development must also be responsive
and sensitive to the demands of serving America’s very diverse
rural citizens and communities. That requirement for the job can-
not be over-emphasized in a department that has been plagued
with civil rights abuses of both employees and clients. I am trou-
bled that the nominee misrepresented the farming relationship be-
tween Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm Company and two family trusts,
and that, at least to this Senator’s observation, he has been unwill-
ing to fully explain this complicated farming arrangement.

As Secretary Veneman wrote to me in 2002, quote, “Any person
who serves this Nation should live by the highest of standards,”
end quote. That is why I am concerned about Mr. Dorr’s financial
dealings with USDA.

I guess bottom line my concern is that what kind of signal does
this send to farmers and ranchers, people in rural America who
may partake of the many varied programs that the Department of
Agriculture has, whether it is deficiency payment programs or any
of the myriad of rural development programs? What does it say to
them if someone misrepresented their farming operation in order
to avoid payment limitations? What does it say to them if this per-
son is then elevated to one of the highest positions in our Depart-
ment of Agriculture, someone whose family had to pay back almost
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$34,000 in deficiency payments? As I said, basically, I guess that
is my bottom line concern, what signal does that send?

As I said earlier, I intend to inquire into those areas that have
concerned me. Perhaps today Mr. Dorr will be able to enlighten me
and the rest of the committee about his vision, his tolerance and
his integrity.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Senator Harkin.

Now I will turn to Senator Grassley for an introduction of Mr.
Dorr.

STATEMENT OF HON. CHARLES E. GRASSLEY, A U.S. SENATOR
FROM THE STATE OF IOWA

Senator GRASSLEY. I had the privilege of introducing Tom, and
I am very glad to do that, and particularly want to thank him for
his willingness to serve the people of this country again, particu-
larly considering the controversy that evolved during his first nomi-
nation.

Thank you, Tom, for your continued willingness to do good for
our country.

Tom is a fourth generation dirt-under-the-fingernails family
farmer. He has also been a small businessman and understands
the demands and challenges of doing business in rural America. He
has been a community leader, as evidenced by being chairman of
the board of the Heartland Care Center, a cooperative care center
there in Marcus. Tom was instrumental in starting the Iowa Corn
Grower’s Association, moving to leadership roles in the National
Corn Grower’s Association. Tom served on the board of the Chicago
Federal Reserve, and has also served on the board governing our
three State universities, the Board of Regents of the State of Iowa,
one of the most prestigious jobs in our State and one where Sen-
ator Harkin’s wife has now been appointed to a very hard job to
do, very little reward for it, but a great opportunity to make a dif-
ference to the people of our State.

I also want to thank Tom for his deference to me on our disagree-
ment in this nomination and the respectful way in which he has
responded to our differences, or at least not make a big deal out
of our differences. Thank you, Tom.

Now, Tom Dorr’s leadership ability has been demonstrated and
utilized to the benefit of his community and our State time and
time again. A family man, married to Ann for 35 years, son and
married daughter and granddaughter living in Iowa. He has the
same desire we do as Senators, to improve the economy of rural
America so his family can have all the benefits of the quality of life
that rural America brings.

Tom has the financial expertise and business savvy required to
run an organization as large as the complicated USDA Rural De-
velopment. This agency is basically a large bank, after all, with
loan portfolio of $90 billion. That is as big as Wells Fargo, Chase
Manhattan and bigger than most banks in America. This agency
has 7,000 employees located in 800 offices. Not just any person can
move from the farm to take over an organization of this size, but
Tom Dorr did run this organization for 6 months, from August
2002 until December 2003. From the stack of letters that I have
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received, he did it very well. He did it so well that Secretary
Veneman retained him as Senior Adviser when his recess term ex-
pired, and assigned him additional duties in other areas.

Because of his recess appointment we have a unique opportunity
to examine his track record. He served 15 months Under Secretary
of Rural Development. I have heard from many people at USDA
about his accomplishments. This was not only Secretary Veneman,
but also career staff and groups who originally had concerns. They
talk about his leadership, his vision, his intellect, and most impor-
tantly, his commitment to rural America. When I hear of the com-
ments like this from peers and those who work for him, we should
all take particular note.

Let me describe a few of the results that have been brought to
my attention.

No. 1. He expedited the release of 762 million of water and
wastewater infrastructure funds provided in the 2002 Farm bill,
and he did that in just 3 months.

No. 2. He led the effort to complete the rulemaking process and
order $1-1/2 billion of broadband program could begin taking appli-
cations this year. He believes that if Americans are to live locally
and compete globally, that it is imperative to wire the country for
technology access as it was to electrify it 60 years ago.

No. 3. In order to facilitate, review an announcement of $37 mil-
lion of value-added development grants, he is using private sector
resources to expedite the process.

Four. In order to deliver financial grants authorized by the Delta
Regional Authority, he helped develop and get signed a memo-
randum of understanding between Rural Development and Delta
Regional Authority. This will Rural Development to assist in deliv-
ering joint projects at no added cost to Delta Regional.

Five. He facilitated the developments of a memorandum of un-
derstanding signed by Secretary Veneman and Secretary Martinez,
between Department of Agriculture and HUD, that focused on bet-
ter serving housing and infrastructure needs.

Six. He has developed a series of initiatives with HUD that will
allow Rural Development to more cost effectively meet the housing
needs of rural America. These will allow the Department to provide
greater access to housing for all rural America, but especially mi-
nority rural Americans in the fulfillment of the President’s housing
initiative.

He has initiated a review of multi-family housing programs. This
has included the hiring of an outside contractor to conduct com-
prehensive property assessments to evaluate the physical condition
marketing positions and operational status of more than 17,000
properties USDA has financed, while determining how best to meet
the needs of low-income citizens in rural America.

He has initiated a major outreach program to ensure USDA
Rural Development programs are more easily made available to all
qualified individuals, communities and codified organizations. This
marketing and branding initiative has also played an important
role in changing the attitude of employees to concentrate on cus-
tomer service and proactive outreach with emphasis upon reaching
out to minorities.
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Although this is an incomplete list of accomplishments, it is easy
to set that Mr. Dorr did a great job in the short 15 months he
served Rural Development. Clearly on paper Tom did a great job.

Let me read a few comments from folks who worked with Tom.
First, Mortgage Bankers Association. Quote, “We support Mr.
Dorr’s nomination as Under Secretary of Rural Development be-
cause we have found him to be an engaged leader with true com-
mitment to housing and community development needs in rural
America.” This organization certainly is able to recognize if anyone
has the ability to understand the financial issues and have the skill
needed to run this agency.

The next quote is from the Council of Affordable Rural Housing.
Quote, “On behalf of our members throughout the country we’re
writing you today in support of the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr
to be Under Secretary. There is a need for strong leadership and
determination to forge long-term solutions preserving this impor-
tant investment in rural America.” That is Robert Rice, Council of
Affordable Rural Housing.

I have many more letters, probably 50 or more from organiza-
tions all across the country asking us to confirm Mr. Dorr. In addi-
tion, I have a letter signed by many of the leading national agricul-
tural organizations such as the Corn Growers and American Farm
Bureau.

There is another issue that I feel compelled to address, and this
is during the 2002 hearing and in the floor debate in the Senate.
Concerns were expressed regarding Tom’s position on minority
issues. I would like to reference letters for the record this morning
that would alleviate lingering concerns. I have several letters from
minority organization leaders expressing their support for Tom
Dorr’s confirmation.

The first letter is from the Federation of Southern Cooperatives,
and you would recall that they had a representative testify against
Mr. Dorr in the 2002 hearing. Quote, “I am personally endorsing
Tom Dorr’s nomination because of his deep interest in rural devel-
opment. He has made several visits to the communities when in
the Federation’s network, and has a great understanding of the
needs of rural poor communities. He is a man for the job.” Ralph
Paige, Executive Director.

Another letter to quote from, this is from the Northeast Lou-
isiana Black Farmers and Landowners Association, Dexter Davis,
President. “Mr. Dorr has made great accomplishments in the posi-
tion and has earned the trust from rural Americans to carry out
his mission.”

From Calvin King, President and CEO of Arkansas Land and
Farm Development Corporation, quote, “I met Tom Dorr in Wash-
ington, DC when he was serving as the Acting Under Secretary
and was impressed with his patience for small farmers. Quite
frankly, when I first met Tom I was not expecting him to be par-
ticularly supportive of our needs, but over the years we have
worked together, have found him to be a great ally and tireless
fighter for the causes that we both support.”

From Fernando Burkette, Black Farmers and Agricultural Asso-
ciation, Arkansas Chapter. Quote, “We hold Mr. Dorr as a valuable
asset to our organization and his future. He is one of the individ-
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uals who has played a major role in bridging the gap between the
small limited resource and minority producers for our organization
and the USDA.”

I have many more others that I could read, but you get the point.
Thankfully, these organizations were very concerned to come for-
ward after they had a chance to get to know and work with Tom.

With your indulgence, Mr. Chairman, I want to also read por-
tions of a letter to Mr. Dorr by Dr. Dennis Keeney, former head of
the Leopold Center at Iowa State University. Many of you will re-
call that Dr. Keeney was asked to testify against Mr. Dorr in 2002.
Quote: “I write to apologize for appearing at your hearing in 2002.
It was something I should have said no to right off, but did not.
Then it drug on and I had to go through with the appearance or
lose face. That still did not make it right. It was during the reading
of this book, The Natural Misunderstood Presidency of Bill Clinton,
that I realized that I had become part of a mud-slinging character
assassination. This is not the type of legacy that I would like to
leave. You have been misunderstood and made a poster child for
big agriculture. I am sure that that has not particularly bothered
you, but I have not been proud of my little part in painting that
picture.” Dr. Dennis Keeney, Emeritus Professor, lowa State. I
thank Dr. Keeney for sharing his letter.

In closing, Mr. Chairman, I want to ask that this committee set
aside the politics of the past and concentrate on the real issues af-
fecting rural America and that Tom Dorr would be confirmed for
this important job. We have neglected our duty of going 4 years
without having a confirmed Under Secretary. To think that while
all this debate was going on in the Senate we have had four dif-
ferent individuals serving in the Under Secretary position. None of
them were confirmed by the Senate. This is not a good way to run
a business or a large complicated agency as important to the States
as the U.S. Department of Rural Development.

Tom has been under the microscope since his original nomina-
tion, and everyone who has looked in the lens has offered praise
for his work and accomplishments. Thankfully, we do not need to
speculate about whether Tom would do a good job or not. Tom has
already demonstrated how he can do it and what he has done, and
will likely continue to do the same great job as a confirmed Under
Secretary. How often do we actually get to judge a nominee by
their proficiency in the job? Tom is a sure thing. Rural America is
regaining its economic, social and cultural momentum. It would be
a shame to deprive it of the leadership that he can give at this crit-
ical juncture.

We have a unique second chance here today, Mr. Chairman. I
hope that we will set aside our differences, do what is best for our
rural citizens, our State and our country. it is an honor for me to
introduce Mr. Dorr to you as the new chairman of the committee,
Senator Chambliss.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Senator Grassley.

Mr. Dorr, it goes without saying that to be introduced by one of
the more respected members not just of this committee but of the
U.S. Senate says an awful lot about you and your appointment to
this position.
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Let me say, before we turn to Mr. Dorr, that we have received
a letter dated April 26, 2005, and let me just read this letter. It
says, “As Members of the Congressional Black Caucus and Con-
gressional Hispanic Caucus, we write with concern to the nomina-
tion of Mr. Thomas Dorr for Under Secretary of Agriculture for
Rural Development. Attached please find copies of letters sent last
year by members of each caucus. The concerns raised in these let-
ters are yet to be adequately addressed. We ask that these issues
be raised and probed prior to confirmation of Mr. Dorr.”

We are going to put this letter with the attached letters in the
record unless there is objection. Hearing none, they will be so put
in the record.

[The letters sent last year by members of the Congressional
Black and Congressional Hispanic Caucus can be found in the ap-
pendix on page 41.]

The CHAIRMAN. In addition we have received letters from 85 or-
ganizations, farm organizations around the country and 14 individ-
uals supporting the nomination of Mr. Dorr. Likewise, we will put
this list of the 85 organizations along with their letters, and the
14 letters from individuals supporting Mr. Dorr in the record un-
less ‘Elhere is objection. Hearing none, they will be so put in the
record.

[The letters from 85 organizations and 14 individuals supporting
Mr. Dorr can be found in the appendix on page 49.]

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Dorr, would you please stand and raise your
right hand? Do you swear that the testimony you are about to
present is the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so
help you God?

Mr. DORR. I do.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. Let me ask you the mandatory ques-
tion before we turn to you for your testimony. Do you agree that
if confirmed you will appear before any duly constituted committee
of Congress if asked?

Mr. DORR. Yes, I will.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Dorr, thank you very much again for being
herg today. We look forward to your testimony and you may pro-
ceed.

STATEMENT OF HON. THOMAS C. DORR, OF IOWA, TO BE
UNDER SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE FOR RURAL DEVEL-
OPMENT AND TO BE A MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF DIREC-
TORS OF THE COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION

Mr. DORR. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Chairman Chambliss, Sen-
ator Harkin, members of the committee, I thank you for this oppor-
tunity to again come before you. Senator Grassley, I am most ap-
preciative of your kind and gracious introduction. I am deeply hon-
ored by the nomination of the President to serve as the Under Sec-
retary for Rural Development.

I have tremendous respect for the mission of Rural Development
and deep admiration for its employees. It is with a great deal of
humility that I appear before you today in this confirmation proc-
ess. I would like to take just a brief moment to introduce my wife
of nearly 34 years, Ann, right behind me. Our daughter Allison
Kleis, her husband Karlton, our granddaughter Emerson, as well
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as our son Andrew, all of Des Moines, were unable to be with us.
My father is deceased and although my 83—year-old mother Mar-
garet Dorr would like to have been here, her health precludes that.
However, my parents, my wife, and children’s guidance, support
and love has truly been instrumental in my desire to both continue
to serve rural America and to be with you here today.

Since May of 2001, I have been honored to serve as a consultant
and Senior Advisor to Secretary Veneman and now Secretary
Johanns. President Bush appointed me to serve as Under Secretary
for Rural Development from August of 2002 through early Decem-
ber of 2003, and I deeply appreciate this decision to nominate me
once again for this important position. I take the confidence that
he has shown in me with the utmost seriousness. Prior to serving
at the Department of Agriculture I was a full-time farmer and
businessman from Marcus, located in Northwest Iowa.

My great-grandfather, a German immigrant, was the first home-
steader in Amherst Township in Cherokee County. A single large
tree marks the spot near the creek where he built his first sod
home. When 1 visit that tree I am continually reminded of how
much agriculture has changed. Farming is the first and noblest of
professions, but it is one that is constantly changing. You are con-
stantly reminded that many forces in farming are outside of your
control and this uncertainty has made it necessary for farmers to
develop relationships with their families and neighbors in order to
weather these many challenges.

My father was an early innovator who tried to find new ways to
manage risk through diversification. He was interested in value-
added concepts before they were described as such. He and my
uncle owned and operated grain elevators and feed mills. They also
had hatcheries, grow-out facilities, and even a poultry processing
plant that allowed them to slaughter and ship frozen turkeys
throughout the country. Yet, because of the ever-changing economic
landscape, in many cases they were forced to liquidate these busi-
nesses during the 1950’s and the early 1960’s.

I am the eldest son in a family of 9 children. My father and I
were especially close, so upon my return to the farm in 1971, my
dad and my uncle entrusted me to oversee the farming operation.
They placed some of their land in trusts in order to provide for both
my mother and aunt, as well as pay college expenses for the chil-
dren of both families. This was a tremendous responsibility, and
one that has not been without its challenges, but it has not been
easy to fulfill the parents’ wishes while also trying to respond to
the needs of 8 brothers, sisters—8 loving brothers and sisters and
5 cousins.

In my statement to this committee 3 years ago I took the time
to outline my background in farming and involvement in a variety
of public service venues. Today though I'd like to share with you
more about my passion for rural America and what I have learned
during my tenure at USDA.

First, during the period in which I served as Under Secretary, 1
was blessed to lead a talented and dedicated staff of professionals
located at not just USDA’s Rural Development headquarters here
in Washington, DC, but in our service center in St. Louis and in
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our 47 State offices and subsequently 800 local offices located
across the country.

It was gratifying, it was truly gratifying to watch these energetic
and committed people work together as a team. We made great
progress in expanding our outreach to qualified individuals and
communities, making them aware of, and assisting them with our
many USDA Rural Development programs. We put a special em-
phasis on minority outreach, and we began to tackle some very se-
rious program issues that were there when we arrived.

Our overriding goal during my time leading USDA Rural Devel-
opment was to be the ADVOCATE for rural America, and we took
that objective very, very seriously. I witnessed many examples of
leadership and creativity from our team and our constituents as
well, who worked with individual communities, which often helped
facilitate and bring together a multitude of multiple funding
sources such as Federal, State, nonprofit, local and private.

I would like this morning just to share briefly with you two ex-
amples of the many that I witnessed in person of the successes that
we encountered at Rural Development.

The first is the Guadalupe Garcia family, who were part of a self-
help housing program in Anthony, New Mexico, which is a small
Colonias community just outside El Paso, Texas. Mr. Garcia is a
machine operator with Tyson Foods. He and his wife I believe had
two children. I happened to be fortunate to be there when they
moved into their new home for the first time, a home with running
water and central air and heating. It was truly a very emotional
event, not just for them, but for all of us who were able to be there.

However, the unique aspect of this program is that it was a col-
laborative effort between the community, between USDA Rural De-
velopment, the financial institution and the Garcias and a number
of others involved in that self-help project. The remarkable thing
was that a minimum of Federal investment was required, although
there was plenty of sweat equity provided on the part of the Gar-
cias. The result was a safe secure house, a stronger family that ul-
timately becomes part of a very viable rural community.

The second example, although a bit more traditional, is equally
unique, and that was my ability to attend the grand opening of
something called Meadow Brook Farms, which was a producer-
owned and value-added cooperative that was involved in pork
slaughter—it is involved in pork slaughtering and process in
Rantoul, Illinois.

Starting back in 1998, James Burke, now the CEO of the com-
pany, and Melvin Weck, who is the Executive Vice President of
their IT operation and is also a lifelong farmer of the area, were
part of a uniquely organized producer cooperative that worked with
local government, bankers and the State and national USDA Rural
Development staff, amongst others, to put together this project.
The effort has resulted in a facility that in 2004, its first year of
operation, processed nearly 690,000 hogs, utilizing a state-of-the-
art animal ID and tracking system developed by these producers.
The 200 producer members have a better market for their quality
hogs, are building equity in the new venture, and have created over
300 new jobs in the rural community.
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These two examples demonstrate the great work this Agency can
accomplish with the support from the administration and Congress,
plus that of a motivated and well-trained staff working in conjunc-
tion with the local communities all across rural America.

We are entering an exciting time in rural America. In my view
many—in many areas the out migration trends are in fact being re-
versed. We are seeing more young people staying in their home-
towns to raise their families and care for aging parents, and
boomers are moving back to smaller towns for the quality of life.

We are also seeing significant gains in value-added agriculture,
allowing smaller operations and co-ops to successfully compete in
niche and emerging markets. This development has not only raised
income for area farmers but also for many local investors. At the
same time it has created new jobs in these communities and pro-
vided additional incentives for young people to not just stay but
frequently move back to rural America.

There are plenty of exciting—there are plenty of other exciting
developments on the horizon for rural America. The list is virtually
endless, limited only by our creativity and our dedication to devel-
oping significant new income sources for America’s farmers, ranch-
ers and local business people, which ultimately provide jobs and a
better quality of life for those who choose to live in our rural com-
munities.

I understand fully how important USDA Rural Development pro-
grams are to the citizens in your States. This wonderful Agency
has the tools to impact so many lives in a positive way at a very
low cost to the taxpayer.

If confirmed, I pledge to work tirelessly with you to make the vi-
sion of rural rejuvenation a reality. In that I suspect I will be, sec-
ond only to Secretary Johanns, the most energetic champion at
USDA for the future of rural communities.

I thank you for holding this hearing and your consideration of
my nomination, and I look forward to answering any questions you
may have.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you very much, Mr. Dorr.

Let me start out this morning by asking you a question that I
do not expect you to give me a detailed answer on relative to your
farming operation. During the past 4 years and in the 2002 hear-
ing, much has been made of your farming operation and your farm
structure. I expect you to be thoroughly examined about some as-
pects of those today. I think it would be helpful if we just go back
to the basics, and let you have the opportunity to explain, as you
have somewhat alluded to in your statement, as to how your farm-
ing operation was structured. How your operation related to the
family trust that will be referred to later in the questioning.

Mr. DORR. Thank you, Senator Chambliss. When I moved back
to the family operation in 1971 it was composed of something in
the neighborhood of 1,000 or 1,100 acres along with some grain op-
erations as well. They were owned and operated jointly by my fa-
ther and uncle.

From that point on I was engaged in the business, starting as
an employee, as a hand, ultimately evolving into more of a man-
ager, and finally the full-time operator/manger of the operation,
taking care of all of the essence of all the business opportunities.
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N T}}?e CHAIRMAN. Mr. Dorr, what timeframe are we talking about
ere?

Mr. DoORR. This evolved from 19—that evolution was from 1971
through say 1975 to 1978.

The CHAIRMAN. OK.

Mr. DORR. In late 1976 my father and my uncle, in their concern
to maintain the integrity of the family farm, embarked on a series
of estate planning initiatives, and the outgrowth of that was the
formation of two family trusts that have been discussed extensively
in 2002 and since. These two family trusts were designed as gen-
eration-skipping trusts to maintain the integrity of the family oper-
ation for anyone who cared to stay and operate the family farm.

Those were the only two trusts outside of others that evolved
from the process of probating the estate that were involved and
that were developed. There were a couple of other family corpora-
tions that had been there for a number of years, and we grew the
farm then from the early 1970’s to around 2,200 acres of family
owned property by the time I left in 2001, and we were renting and
custom-farming other properties as well.

The CHAIRMAN. To your knowledge did the FSA, or what I guess
then was ASCS maybe, USDA Inspector General’s Office, or any
other agency of the Federal Government ever accuse you of delib-
erately or knowingly falsifying documents or providing misleading
information to the Federal Government, particularly to FSA?

Mr. DORR. No.

The CHAIRMAN. USDA Rural Development has a staff of more
than 7,000. It has a $90 billion loan portfolio. As you have stated,
it is the advocate for rural America. It is the venture capitalist, and
it builds the infrastructure for businesses, hospitals, communities
and families. It is a crucial mission at USDA. In your opinion what
makes you qualified to be Under Secretary for Rural Development?

Mr. DORR. Senator, I left home in 1964, went to college, worked
for a large corporation for about 3 years and returned to the family
farm I believe in, as I said earlier, in 1971.

That experience in working on that farm, that grain company,
growing up with it, working with a number of associates led me to
then ultimately get involved because of my interest in the entirety
of the rural community, and quite frankly, with a lot of urging
from my parents, who believed strongly that we needed to give
back to our communities, to get involved with a number of things
that migrated from the county level, County Board of Review, all
the way up to the Iowa Corn Growers, to the National Corn Grow-
ers.

These iterations of experiences gave me a fairly significant in-
sight I believe into what I felt were a number of the unexplored
opportunities that could positively impact rural America. With that
insight and those opportunities and those experiences over about
30 years, I felt that I had the qualities and the qualifications to fa-
cilitate the President’s agenda serving in this position.

The CHAIRMAN. For nearly 70 years Rural Development and its
predecessor agencies have been providing assistance to rural Amer-
ica. In each succeeding farm bill we provide additional resources
and emphasis on Rural Development. Clearly it is an important
mission area at USDA. What is your vision for Rural Development
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over the next few years, and if confirmed, what will you do to make
that vision a reality?

Mr. DoRRr. That is a terrific question and I appreciate it. The op-
portunity in rural America to increase—the vision at Rural Devel-
opment is very simple, and this was enunciated shortly after I be-
came the Under Secretary, and that was to increase economic op-
portunity and improve the quality of life for all rural Americans.
There has been a significant transition taking place throughout
rural America that makes these opportunities possible. We can im-
prove the quality of life because Rural Development essentially is
what amounts to a venture capital bank for all of rural America.

When I got there they had a loan portfolio of about $60 billion.
Today it’s $90 billion. The thing though that makes this all more
likely to happen is that first of all we have some significant people
in this organization. We have people of great caliber and integrity,
and the interesting thing about it is that these are people that are
State and local driven. They understand what’s going on at the
local level, so what happens is we drive ideas from the bottom up.

Second, the programs at Rural Development run the gamut from
the traditional REC, rural water and waste programs to the very
unique new IT. We have information technology systems, venture
capital, renewable energy. There are a whole array of opportunities
that this rural resource base and the people in it have an oppor-
tunity to participate in with great economic opportunity.

Finally, we have developed an outreach program that was de-
signed to make certain that we reached out and identified those
who really were qualified for our programs, both as individuals and
communities, CBOs and others, that were not accessing them at
the time, and this outreach program did a couple of things. It in-
creased our understanding of our system. It made us more avail-
able, and it clearly energized those who were benefiting from us.

Finally, tying all that together, what I found was that if we paid
close attention to the President’s management agenda, really ze-
roed in on performance budget integration, we could develop sys-
tems to very quickly respond to the changes that were taking place
in rural America as they accommodated these programs. There is
a great deal of opportunity out there. I've probably gone on a little
bit long. These programs give us a great deal of flexibility.

The CHAIRMAN. That obviously comes from your heart too, Mr.
Dorr, which is great to hear. Without question it can be said that
when you look across America farming is farming irrespective of
what part of the country you come from. Clearly there are dif-
ferences in the methods of farming, there are different crops grown
in different areas of the country. You come from the midwest part
of the Country where you grow a lot of soybeans and corn. Senator
Coleman comes from an area where there is a lot of dairy, a lot
of wheat grown. Senator Salazar comes from an area where a lot
of wheat, maybe a lot of livestock is produced. I come from an area
where there’s a lot of row crops and a lot of vegetables grown.
Clearly there are a lot of differences there that somebody at USDA
has to look at from the aspect that farming is farming irrespective
of what part of the country that it is located.

Assuming you are confirmed in this position, are you going to be
looking at farming as farming all across America, not with respect
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to your personal interest relative to any particular crop, or any par-
ticular section of the country? Are you willing to treat all farmers,
all agri-business people and the implementation of Rural Develop-
ment provisions of the Farm bill fairly and equally?

Mr. DORR. Senator, absolutely, and my record of the 15 or 16
months I served as Under Secretary would more than justify that.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you.

Senator COLEMAN. [Off microphone]—without objection. I fully
support this nomination. I have heard from all my ag groups and
rural advocates and they support it, and I just wanted that to be
on the record before I leave.

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly, without objection, Senator Coleman.

We are going to proceed a little bit differently. Senator Harkin
and I have agreed that he will have an extensive opportunity to ex-
amine Mr. Dorr, and that being the case, rather than giving Sen-
ator Harkin 5 minutes, 10 minutes, whatever he might want to
start with, he is in agreement to allowing other Senators to ask
questions, since you may have to be somewhere else today.

We will move to Senator Salazar first for any questions that you
might have.

Senator SALAZAR. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman amend-
ment Ranking Member Harkin, and thank you for your leadership
on agricultural issues and the leadership of this committee.

I also want to say to you, Mr. Dorr, thank you for your service
to our country and for coming before this committee this morning.
I must say that it is a mark of tenacity to come back because you
feel so passionately about the job and for rural America, and for
that, I acknowledge and laud you for those efforts.

You and I had a good meeting last week. I very much appre-
ciated the conversation that we had where you stated some of the
things that you have talked about this morning, the importance of
rural America and getting a revitalized rural America. We also
spoke about my own maiden speech on the floor of the U.S. Senate,
where I talked about the forgotten America.

I am open to the possibility of voting for you as this nomination
moves forward. I do however want to go through this process and
to hear the concerns that Senator Harkin and others have stated,
and to also study the responses that you have.

Let me just say at the outset that I asked for a letter from you
that would articulate your vision and your program for what you
wanted to accomplish in rural America in this position that you
have been nominated for. I was disappointed that I did not get that
letter on Monday. My staff called on Monday and again yesterday,
and I still have not received that letter. The one thing that I will
ask of you, Mr. Dorr, is that as we work together on this mutual
agenda of rural America, I want to have the kind of relationship
with you where if I request something, I want some response. At
the end of the day this is a joint undertaking between the Execu-
tive and the legislative branches of Government. I would appreciate
getting the letter that I requested by the end of the day today.

Let me also say that I have read some of the materials, I am not
as versed as the people who have been on this committee before
and who have gone through these hearings in the past. I am cer-
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tain that Senator Harkin, in his hour of inquiry will touch base on
many questions.

There is one question in particular though that I want to ask.
That is a question relating to the comments that were made on di-
versity in a speech that you gave. This is from a speech that I
know has been talked about—I have a copy of the transcription—
in which you apparently were talking to a group of farmers.

The comment that I have here is from when you made the state-
ment that there are, I quote, “...if they're not the three then two
of these are the three—and would be Carroll County, Sioux County
and Lyon County. You will notice when you get to looking at them
that they are not particularly diverse, at least not ethnically di-
verse. They are very diverse in their economic growth, but they
have been very focused, very nondiverse in their ethnic background
and their religious background.” “There’s obviously something
there that has enabled them to succeed and to succeed very well.”

I know very well, having been involved as a prosecutor, having
worked on a lot of issues, and having been in the public world, that
sometimes statements are taken out of context. I have not read the
letters that Senator Chambliss spoke about from the Congressional
Hispanic Caucus or the Congressional Black Caucus, but I would
like you to talk to us about your own views of diversity and your
own views of inclusion of people from all backgrounds in the things
that you do and how you will proceed on that issue in the future,
looking ahead, for the U.S. Department of Agriculture and the posi-
tion that you have been nominated for.

Mr. DORR. Sure. First of all, let me simply say that I do believe
the letter was delivered if not on Monday, yesterday. I apologize if
it wasn’t there on Monday, but I believe the letter was delivered
yesterday.

Second, those comments that you referred to were not with a
group of farmers. It was actually a the university event that I was
asked to be at, and review a proposal relative to a grant of money
that had been given to the Agronomy Department of Iowa State
University.

Third, as you’ve clearly enunciated, they were in my view taken
out of context. Probably it’s important to reflect as much as any-
thing on the opportunities that I've had to work with a number of
minority organizations, sustainable small farm groups and others
since I've been here serving at USDA’s Rural Development. No. 1,
that I related very well. I have a—contrary to what perhaps the
public perception may be, a very, very big heart when it comes to
working with people who have frequently been less fortunate or
had less opportunity than I have. I have been a very blessed guy.
I know that. I've been a very fortunate fellow to have a loving fam-
ily by and large and many opportunities.

One of the things that I've encountered at Rural Development is
there are a lot of old ongoing issues that everyone is struggling
with, very honestly so. One of the things that I found, as an exam-
ple, and as a result of attending a listening session at Alcorn State
University, this wasn’t where it first came up but it was where a
lot of these things galvanized, is the access to credit issues and a
number of other things that make it difficult for many in the mi-
nority community to actually aggregate equity.
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One of the problems is that there are very few African-American
appraisers or title company owners or surveyors or others who are
able to actively work with members in their community that they
trust.

Senator SALAZAR. Let me if I may, because I do not want to take
up more time here than—my red light is already on and the chair-
man is being very indulgent in my time here.

Let me put a more focal point on my question. For me this Amer-
ica of ours has been very much an America in progress, from the
Civil War, to the 13th and 14th Amendments, to Brown v. the
Board of Education and to getting where we are today. We are not
a perfect country, but we certainly are a country that has made
tremendous progress. I want you to specifically answer this ques-
tion for me. Take the African-American farming community, de-
scribe to me in a couple of minutes what your agenda would do to
make sure that the African-American farming community receives
the benefits of the work that you would be doing at USDA? Focus
it on African-Americans.

Mr. DORR. We would work within the framework of the National
Centers of Excellence, the 1890’s Institutions and the other organi-
zations that work with USDA to make sure that we do a good job
of making certain they have the tools to participate in the Amer-
ican dream, that they have the ability to leverage their equity re-
sources and other things that they utilize to grow and build their
communities, their families, their farms, and build and own their
own homes.

Senator SALAZAR. Now, spin that out a little bit in terms of the
specific action items that you would take as the Under Secretary
of Agriculture to accomplish that vision. You started by saying ac-
cess to capital

Mr. DORR. Access to capital. We have to do a better job of facili-
tating the development and training of folks within those commu-
nities who have the ability to be surveyors, be people that the com-
munity trust and can work with so that they can build equity. We'll
have to look at all of the programs that we have available and
make sure that they are as friendly and user friendly as possible
within that community.

Rural Development does not directly participate in farm program
activities at USDA, but in the context of our community develop-
ment programs and other things, we will make sure that they func-
tion and function well within those communities.

Senator SALAZAR. Let me ask you with respect to staff and diver-
sity of staff within USDA. What kinds of efforts would you under-
take to ensure that there is diversity within the staff? Is that an
important issue to you? Is it something that you would aggressively
undertake? Also what have you done in the 3 years that you have
served there as Senior Advisor to achieve diversity?

Mr. DoORR. Diversity has always been a top agenda item within
the Department. I've worked very, very closely with the Assistant
Secretary for Civil Rights, Vernon Parker, and a number of others
O}Ill these issues. I see no reason why we wouldn’t continue to do
that.

Senator SALAZAR. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Thank you, Mr. Dorr, for your responses.
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The CHAIRMAN. Senator Grassley.

Senator GRASSLEY. President Bush has nominated you to be
Under Secretary for this Agency three different times. During your
time as nominee you have endured intense public scrutiny of your
farming operation and statements about you as a private citizen.
Yet you sit before us again today responding openly and honestly
to every question that is asked of you. Personally I have no doubts
that you are the right person for the position, and I applaud Presi-
dent Bush for his persistence in continuing to nominate you. After
all t;lis, I am compelled to ask why do you want to be in this posi-
tion?

[Laughter.]

Mr. DORR. I've even asked myself that sometimes.

I deliberated that at length, Senator. I deliberated at length with
my wife and my family. As I said in my comment to Senator
Salazar earlier, I've been a very blessed guy, had a terrific, terrific
father and mother, terrific wife, and I've had a number of terrific
experiences, and the thing that I know more than anything else is
that rural America has had some difficulties. Rural America’s been
in a real funk since the late 1970’s and emerged into the ag crisis
of the 1980’s. In the late 1990’s and the early—in the early 2000’s
and on through the 2000’s it became abundantly clear that with
the advent of technology, of bandwidth access, access to knowledge
and information and capital, it was creating an untold number of
new and undeveloped opportunities for those who live there, and
quite frankly, in many cases, for people who I had run into, who
were moving back into these areas.

In my view, particularly after driving to work every day in this
moving parking lot in Washington, DC, it’s clear to me that rural
America and this evolving environment in which we have access to
technology, when we have energy problems, we have access to re-
newable energy opportunities, and a whole host of things that only
rural America truly has the ability to provide. It’s too great an op-
portunity to pass up and not try to make sure that many of my fel-
low citizens in rural America can participate in this economic
growth and activity. It’s that simple. There’s a lot of, a lot of hope
out there and I want to be part of it.

Senator GRASSLEY. Let me ask you about a specific program and
a specific problem. I need to compliment Senator Harkin for bring-
ing this to my attention last night at a rural development con-
ference or capitalization conference that he and I hosted. Senator
Harkin mentioned that the Department has been slow allocating
the $2 billion available for broadband and that there is still ap-
proximately one and six-tenths billion dollars at USDA. Could you
please tell me what you would do as Under Secretary to ensure
that this program is developed and managed to its full potential?
I guess I would add to that, because Congress made a decision this
money ought to be spent, and presumably it is not being spent. I
rely upon Senator Harkin for that judgment, not my own. What
would you do to get that money out?

Mr. DoRrR. Well, that’s a good question. The 2002 Farm Bill was
passed in June of—or May 1902, signed into law by the President
May 1902. There was a very significant effort placed early on to
conduct a field hearing to find out what sorts of things needed to
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be addressed in the deployment of those funds and that technology
and making access to that new program.

It’s a unique program, and quite honestly, there have been a
number of things that have occurred the last year that I frankly
have not been involved in, not serving as the Under Secretary, not
having any decisionmaking authority with regard to that. The
thing that is important to remember in the broadband program is
that it is unique, traditionally the rural utility system and the
rural telecom programs were largely loans made to sole providers
in rural areas on long-term assets, and those loans—there was a
process developed and they understood those clearly. The tech-
nology involved in deploying broadband to do a couple of things,
No. 1, get the money out quickly, and No. 2, make sure you don’t
make bad loans, and then ultimately have to deploy those re-
sources on assets that frequently have life spans of only 5 years or
on out to 30 years is a complex new way in which you have to deal
with this matter.

If I am confirmed and had the ability to get engaged in this, I
would frankly go to the outside, seek some outside expertise to help
us get a better handle on how to analyze these loans so that we
could deploy them in a more rapid and more effective and efficient
manner, and yet maintain the integrity of the program.

Senator GRASSLEY. You are saying that if Congress makes a deci-
sion that this money ought to be spent, the only thing for not
spending it would be to make sure that the loan was a wise loan.
There is no philosophical opposition you have in this area of this
money being used for this purpose.

Mr. DORR. None whatsoever. I'm probably as sold on technology
as anyone.

Senator GRASSLEY. My last question then. The work of the Rural
Housing Service is particularly important to me because I have
seen the impact that single-family, multi-family and community fa-
cilities can have on individuals and communities in Iowa, as you
know, Tom. One of my concerns has been the lack of solid informa-
tion regarding multi-family housing portfolio. For many years it
was clear that RHS was flying blind when it comes to portfolio.
They could not tell us what types of housing were in the portfolio,
and they could not verify the condition of the properties.

As Under Secretary you initiated a comprehensive property as-
sessment to determine what needs to be done to maintain that
portfolio and to protect the low-income tenants who live in those
properties. From all accounts, this process has been successful, and
an excellent example of your leadership. Could you tell us some de-
tail as to how this all came about?

Mr. DoORR. I will try to keep this brief. It was probably one of the
most significant, the multi-family housing and rental assistance
and farm labor housing programs, probably some of the most com-
plex and significant issues that we had to deal with. I believe rent-
al assistance is perhaps the largest line item budget item in the en-
tirety of the USDA budget, as I've been informed.

The bottom line was that there had been a myriad of statutory
and regulatory changes over a period of 20 years. Rental assistance
was growing quite rapidly, and a couple of things were clear. No.
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1, there was discussion about whether or not we need to save the
program, and No. 2, how we were going to finance it.

After getting together with a number of the best and brightest
in our multi-family group and organization throughout Rural De-
velopment, by bringing in some statewide leaders, I determined, in
conjunction with task force that had helped me collect this informa-
tion, that the best thing we could do was to go out and bring in
two of the best multi-family housing consultants we could find, and
we were able to do that.

In the course of that I gave them two charges—this was when
I was serving as the Under Secretary—No. 1, find out whether or
not we really need this program. I wanted to dispel that myth if
there is a myth involved. No. 2, provide us with some answers in
terms of how we revitalize the portfolio, how we go about revital-
izing it in a cost effective manner.

Out of that evolved a comprehensive property assessment. The
comprehensive property assessment showed that of the 455,000
units, there were 750,000 residents, that’s less than three-tenths of
1 percent of the population. 75—the average income of the resi-
dents was $7,500. It was clear that we needed the properties. The
properties had an average age of 26 years. On top of that we were
having escalating rental assistance projects. We think—I believe,
and I'm not sure where the Under Secretary, the Acting Under Sec-
retary is relative to the decision, but we think we've identified a
solution to essentially revitalize a $50 billion replacement cost port-
folio for something less than $2 billion over a period of about 6, 7
years.

If that is what they ultimate decide to do at the Under Sec-
retary’s Office, we've done a remarkable job of revitalizing a port-
folio and making—most importantly, protecting the tenants, and
making available housing for those who can least afford it in rural
America.

Senator SALAZAR. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Nelson.

Senator NELSON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. What I will do is I
will just defer to the Ranking Member at this point.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Crapo.

Senator CRAPO. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Dorr, we appreciate having you here and we appreciate all
of the good work that you do.

Energy costs have a big impact on our economy, and you and I
visited about this personally, but as you know, one of the provi-
sions in the energy bill that is very important to me is the Renew-
able Energy Systems and Energy Efficiency Improvements Grant
Program. This program holds a tremendous potential to stimulate
development of our farm energy sources. It also presents an oppor-
tunity to address environmental concerns, and in Idaho we are very
excited about the potential in this program to help develop anaer-
obic digesters. Do you agree that this program can help develop en-
ergy sources, and also address environmental concerns at the same
time? If so, would you commit to work with me to help find ways
to address the anaerobic digester issue?

Mr. DORR. I would. I agree with your interpretation. I would be
delighted to work with you.
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Senator CRAPO. What are your thoughts about the implementa-
tion of this program, the Renewable Energy Systems and Energy
Efficiency Improvements Grant Program?

Mr. DORR. Like all of these new and innovative programs, they’re
somewhat complex, but the Department has done a good job of
working with a multitude of agencies, and will continue to do that,
and as a result can make these very effective programs over the
long term.

Senator CRAPO. If you are confirmed, one of the things I want to
do is be as effective as possible in leveraging resources, and it
seems to me that this grant program is one of those. I guess I am
basically just alerting you that I want to work closely with you on
that and try to leverage resources to the maximum extent possible.

One other question: many of us on this panel have recognized the
importance of value-added agriculture, and we included the Value-
added Grant Program in the 2002 Farm Bill, which is another pro-
gram which I strongly support. In your opening statement you
mentioned that value-added agriculture will become an even more
important part of the rejuvenation of rural America, and I would
just like to ask you if you would expand on that a little bit.

Mr. DoRr. Well, very quickly, the evolution of ethanol has shown
that research and technology can do some amazing things with the
natural resource base that we have in this country, and clearly as
we grapple with the energy issues and other things, and we begin
to look more deeply into this, it’s very evident that technology has
grown by leaps and bounds. Renewable bio-based energies, bio-
diesel, wind energy and a number of these offer three or four great
opportunities for rural America to leverage their asset base, in-
crease economic activity, improve the quality of life, build jobs,
build equity, and it’s clearly something, that if confirmed, I will
continue to look at, and look at in a very—I would look at in a very
aggressive manner.

Senator CRAPO. Thank you very much. That is all the questions
I wanted to ask of you. Before I yield my time back, I just wanted
to take this opportunity once again to thank you for the great serv-
ice that you have already provided at the Department, and to tell
you that you have a tremendous amount of support here in the
Senate, and I look forward to working with you after you are con-
firmed.

Mr. DORR. Thank you very much.

Senator CRAPO. Thank you very much.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Senator Crapo.

We will now turn to Senator Harkin for questions.

Senator HARKIN. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Dorr, I just wanted to start off by referring to the question
that was asked by Senator Salazar regarding diversity. Your re-
sponse to his question regarding the statement you made at Iowa
State University was that it was taken out of context.

Mr. DORR. That’s correct.

Senator HARKIN. Well, I watched the tape. I watched the tape of
that whole thing. A person right before you—no, it was not the one
right before you, it was like maybe two before you, preceding the
person that spoke before you—said something about diversity and
had talked about the importance and the value to rural commu-
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nities of supporting diversity. Your statement in that—when you
made that statement about diversity, you seemed to be responding
directly to this. A lot of times we look at patterns, Mr. Dorr. You
just say you were taken out of context. What is the context?

First of all, as a member of the Board of Regents there was a
big issue in Iowa about naming Iowa State University Stadium
after Jack Trice. He was an African-American football player, and
they wanted to name the stadium after him; students wanted to
name the stadium after Jack Trice. There was a lot of heated de-
bate about this at that time. It was finally decided to name the sta-
dium after him. The Board of Regents voted on that. You voted
against naming the stadium after Jack Trice.

Then we have the statement at Iowa State that Mr. Salazar—I
am not going to read it again, it is in the record—when you said
that there is something in these three counties that enable them
to succeed. It may be their economic diversity but not their ethnic
diversity. There is something there to that.

Last, you wrote a letter to me, and I am going to have more to
say about this letter, but you wrote a letter to me on October 8th,
1999, in which you talked about a number of different things, but
you said, “I'm sure my ranting won’t change your approach to
maintaining a constituency dependent on government revenue.” I
am reading your own words. “But should you decide to take a few
side trips through the Iowa countryside, you will see an inordinate
number of homes surrounded by 5 to 10 cars. The homes generally
have a value of less than $10,000. This just confirms my 10—car,
$10,000 home theory. The more you try to help, the more you
hinder. The results are everywhere.”

Now, Mr. Dorr, when you take all of those, you see a pattern and
so I am not certain that it was taken out of context. People grow
and develop and they change their minds about things. Certainly
my own thinking on race relations and minorities has developed a
lot since my upbringing in a small town in rural Iowa. I guess I
was hoping to hear you say that perhaps your thinking had evolved
and that perhaps those statements may have reflected an earlier
mindset, but now maybe that mindset has changed. All I heard was
it was just taken out of context.

Do you still maintain that all of the things I have said were just
taken out of context?

Mr. DORR. Senator, we've gone through this at length earlier,
much of this is in the record. The record that I've established and
the opportunities that I've had to work within the minority commu-
nity serving at Rural Development, and quite honestly prior to that
in Iowa in a smaller way, and one must recognize that, as you've
already indicated, Iowa has a very small minority population. I was
quietly and privately before the events at Iowa State University
and actually after that, attempting to find out why we were having
difficulty placing slaughter plants in Iowa because of fears that
they would be staffed by large numbers of hispanics.

I worked privately with a number of folks trying to figure out
ways to help establish hispanic banks so the hispanic community
would feel more comfortable in originating homeownership loans
and increasing their ability to participate in the American dream.
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My record at Rural Development, in working with a number of
minority community and minority initiatives is well known. I don’t
know that I have to defend myself relative to my attitude toward
race relations or my sensitivities toward minorities. I agree, when
you grow up in a basically lily white State like Iowa you do evolve
and change over a period of time. I was raised in a family, and
quite frankly was taught generally speaking to be sensitive to ev-
eryone in every situation, and that’s the way I've raised my family,
that’s the way I've tried to live my life. Again, I don’t believe that
those remarks at Iowa State University adequately reflect what
was the context of that particular situation.

Senator HARKIN. Nor the comments you made in your letter to
me about the $10,000 home and the 10—car—you said “reflects my
theory.” I asked you at the hearing 3 years ago about that, and I
have examined the record on that, and I cannot find anything that
really tells me what that theory is. “This just confirms my 10—car,
$10,000 home theory.” I read the record—I am sure you have too—
and I said at the time, a lot of times poor people have a lot of cars
around. I asked that question once, he says, “Well, I've got a lot
of cars because I've got to junk one to get the other one running.”
They do not have good cars.

I am just wondering about the sensitivity to that in terms of the
letter that you sent to me in 1999, and so I just ask, do you see
how someone could interpret your remarks as insensitive? Do you
have any comprehension that somebody might see this as being in-
sensitive?

Mr. DORR. Senator, the remarks are the remarks. I'm not an in-
sensitive person.

Senator HARKIN. My question was not whether you were sen-
sitive. Could you see that someone might interpret your remarks
and this pattern as being insensitive?

Mr. DORR. I believe my actions have actually—my actions have
spoke very well of my sensitivity.

Senator HARKIN. Well, we can beat that one around.

Mr. Chairman, I have a series of questions of Mr. Dorr that I
would like to ask, and I hope the answers will not be too long and
involved.

Mr. Dorr, I wrote to you last Friday indicating that I would be
referring to the record of the March 6, 2002 hearing, and that I
would ask whether any part of that record ought to be clarified,
corrected or completed. Do you have a response to that?

Mr. DORR. My response is, Senator, that I believe the record
clearly reflects the hearing and the questions that were sent to me
and which I responded to. The record, frankly, is a record. I realize
that perhaps you or maybe some of your colleagues feel that it was
not complete, but frankly, that is the information that I had avail-
able and I believe that is—the record reflects the hearing.

Senator HARKIN. It is your position as you appear before this
committee today that the record of March 6, 2002, there is nothing
that needs to be corrected, nothing that needs to be clarified, or
nothing that needs to be completed?

Mr. DORR. Not that I'm aware of, no.

Senator HARKIN. Did you have a chance to go over that record?

Mr. DORR. Yes, I did.
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Senator HARKIN. Well, let us start with what is established in
the record, and then I have some matters that I hope we can clear
up.
At page 53 of the record—and if you have that record in front
of you, you can refer to it. On page 53 of the record, Senator Day-
ton stated that the Farm Service Agency found that the Melvin G.
Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust was in violation of the shares agree-
ment in 1993, 1994 and 1995, and as a result, $17,000 was paid
from that trust to FSA, and you said, “That is correct.” Now I be-
lieve the actual figure was $16,638. Is all of that correct?

Mr. DORR. I believe so.

Senator HARKIN. You believe so. On page 54 you stated that
there was an arrangement between the Melvin G. Dorr Irrevocable
Family Trust and Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm, of which you were the
CEO and sole stockholder along with your wife. Is that correct?

Mr. DORR. Correct.

Senator HARKIN. On page 56 you stated that the arrangement
was that the Melvin Dorr Trust paid Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm for
machinery, management and marketing services. Is that correct?

Mr. DORR. Correct.

Senator HARKIN. On page 54 you state that you had the power
of attorney to sign for this Melvin G. Dorr Trust at the FSA Office,
and you did sign for that trust either as trustee or with the power
of attorney. Is that correct?

Mr. DORR. That’s correct.

Senator HARKIN. Again on page 55 you state that the Melvin
Dorr Trust was, quote, “set up as an operating entity entitled to
receive 100 percent of the benefits from the various farm program
payments,” end quote. You signed USDA papers to do that, is that
correct?

Mr. DORR. Correct.

Senator HARKIN. Now, if this Melvin Dorr Trust was receiving
100 percent of the payments, as you signed the trust up for the
farm program, that would be appropriate if the trust was the oper-
ator and was hiring custom farming done. Is that your under-
standing?

Mr. DORR. Correct.

Senator HARKIN. Indeed, going to page 60 of the record, there is
a discussion of signing papers at the ASCS or FSA office. You said,
quote, “On the M.G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust, I did, but I
am—" and then Senator Dayton interrupted you and said, “You
signed the documents?” Mr. Dorr. “That is right.” Senator Dayton.
“Re}zlpresenting it as a custom fee arrangement?” Mr. Dorr. “That is
right.”

Just to recap, Mr. Dorr, you signed papers at FSA that the Mel-
vin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust was the operator, and basi-
cally so that USDA would believe that there was a custom farming
arrangement. Is that correct?

Mr. DORR. That is correct.

Senator HARKIN. More specifically, on page 56 Senator Dayton
said this: “It was my understanding that ASCS, when they came
in and did an evaluation determined that the reason the trust owed
the $17,000 back”—well, it was slightly less than 17,000—“was be-
cause the trust had represented this arrangement as a custom fee



24

arrangement, and in fact it was not, it was a crop share arrange-
ment.” End quote, that was Senator Dayton.

You did not disagree with that statement. Is that not in fact a
correct statement of USDA’s conclusion about what the actual ar-
rangement was between the Melvin Dorr Trust and Pine Grove
Farm? Again, I am not asking what you believe, Mr. Dorr, but that
is what USDA determined, that in fact it was a crop share arrange-
ment. Is that correct?

Mr. DORR. Senator, the Melvin Dorr Trust was signed up—the
Melvin Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust was signed up as an owner/
operator. Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm Company provided custom farm-
ing services, management services, and stewardship services and
marketing services as well, which they were reimbursed for. That
was part of this record.

The end of year review determined that they thought it was
something other than that. The trustees, of whom I was one, yes,
I was given the power of attorney to sign up for farm programs at
the FSA, but the trustees requested a meeting with the End-of-
gear geview Committee after they made their decision and were

enied.

In the context of working with legal counsel, he advised us that
if we appealed this decision we could likely overturn the decision,
but in all likelihood it would cost us about two times as much
money or maybe even more, and to repay. He suggested that we
just go ahead and pay back the fees and ask them how they want-
ed us to operate the farm if this wasn’t appropriate, which is ex-
actly what we did. That’s what I stated back in March of 2002.
That’s what the case was.

Senator HARKIN. Now, obviously, we have other documents that
came to our attention after that hearing, and we were unable to
present these at the very brief and cursory hearing that we had in
2003, if I am not mistaken, 2003. In fact—and I would ask that the
copy of a letter from Steven Phillips, the Iowa State FSA Office to
James Little, Administrator of FSA, dated June 25th, 2002 be
made a part of the record.

Well, I will ask it when the chairman comes back.

Senator CRAPO [presiding]. I will step in and assume the role,
and without objection that will be so ordered.

[The letter from Steven Phillips, the Iowa State FSA Office to
James Little, Administrator of FSA, dated June 25, 2002 can be
found in the appendix on page 325.]

Senator HARKIN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I want to have to have that because I want to correctly point out
and ask if this is correct. First I will interject here that you said
the end of the review—your End-of-Year Review Committee deter-
mined that that was not a custom farming arrangement.

Mr. DORR. They determined that there was an inappropriate di-
vision of’

Senator HARKIN. Shares.

Mr. DORR. Shares.

Senator HARKIN. Exactly. That is because that was not a crop
share arrangement—it was not a custom farm arrangement. Is it
not true, Mr. Dorr, that there are three separate times that either
the Department of Agriculture of the Office of Inspector General
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determined that this was a crop share arrangement and not a cus-
tom farm arrangement? No. 1, the End-of-Year Review Committee,
second an investigation by the Office of Inspector General of the
Department of agriculture, and third a special team from FSA was
sent to investigate this. All three determined the same thing, so it
was not just the End-of-Year Review Committee that determined
that there was a shares violation based upon the fact that the ar-
rangement that was stipulated was not in fact a custom farming
arrangement, but was a crop share arrangement. That is what they
determined. I am not asking what you believe, but this is what
three separate entities said.

Mr. DORR. Obviously we disagreed with them.

Senator HARKIN. You do not disagree that three separate entities
found that?

Mr. DORR. I do not know about the other two entities.

Senator HARKIN. Well——

Mr. DoRR. I know that the OIG did an investigation. I don’t
know—frankly, that they addressed the inappropriate division of
shares. I didn’t—I’'m not cognizant that that was the issue.

Senator HARKIN. Yes, they did. There was also a special team
from FSA sent out to investigate this. Now, again, I will have those
put in the record. I just want to make it clear that it was not just
the End-of-the-Year Review Committee.

Mr. DORR. I would also add that the county committee, Senator,
early on made a determination that there was not an issue here
too.

Senator HARKIN. The county committee decided that there was
not a shares violation.

Mr. DORR. That’s correct.

Senator HARKIN. Did they have all the appropriate documenta-
tion in their hands at that time by which they needed to make that
decision?

Mr. DORR. I don’t know. They had all the documentation that
they had requested.

Senator HARKIN. A lot of this came to light later on after the
county had made their decision. I don’t know if the county ever
went back and reviewed it. I don’t think so.

I am told, Mr. Dorr, that the State FSA Committee did, in fact,
go back to the county committee and ask them to reexamine it, and
that the county committee did, in fact, find a shares violation. Is
that correct? I am told by my counsel that that is correct. Again,
the county committee did not initially found a shares violation, but
when they went back and investigated it later on, after they had
the documentation that they needed, they did find a shares viola-
tion.

Mr. Dorr. OK. If the end-of-year review committee recommenda-
tions went to the county and the county concurred, then, yes, they
did.

Senator HARKIN. Correct me if I am wrong. Mr. Dorr, did you
just say that the trustees requested to meet with the county com-
mittee and were not allowed?

Mr. DORR. No. I said that the trustees requested a meeting with
the end-of-year review committee to review their decision, and that
was not allowed.
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Senator HARKIN. Well, Mr. Dorr, I am a little confused here be-
cause I have some minutes here of a meeting that took place at 9
a.m., December 5, 1996.

[Pause.]

Senator HARKIN. You did meet with the county committee.

Mr. DORR. That’s correct.

Senator HARKIN. At the end of the year.

Mr. DORR. I shouldn’t say that’s correct. This is 9, going on 10
years ago, so I don’t frankly have a document listing all those
meetings, nor do I have that available.

Senator HARKIN. It looks as though you did have a chance to
meet with the county committee, but whether you met with the
end-of-year review committee I cannot determine that. I don’t know
that.

I ask that copies of all three of those—the end-of-year review
committee, the investigation by the OIG, and the special team from
the FSA—all be included in the record, and Senator Crapo acting
for you said that that would be OK.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection.

Senator HARKIN. Now, let’s turn to the Harold E. Dorr Irrev-
ocable Family Trust. I ask you to look at a document that was at-
tached to a letter from Secretary Veneman.

Senator SALAZAR. Can I have 1 minute? I have another meeting
that I have to run to.

Senator HARKIN. I would be glad to yield.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Salazar.

Senator SALAZAR. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Dorr, I very much appreciated the response that you sent to
me concerning the letter that I wanted from you outlining six dif-
ferent areas under which you wanted to work on an agenda on
rural development. I am going to formally request of you that you
get to me something that elaborates on each of the six points that
you set forth in that letter. What I am looking for, prior to making
my decision on how to move forward with this vote, is an action
plan under each of the six subjects that you discuss in your letter.
Will you agree to do that for me?

Mr. DORR. We will take a look at that, and we will do the best
we can, yes, Senator.

Senator SALAZAR. OK. I am telling you, Mr. Dorr, what I really
want here is a specific set of an action plan that you intend to im-
plement over the next 4 years while you serve in this position, if
confirmed. That will be very important to me as I move forward in
my deliberation on this decision.

Mr. DORR. Senator, I am not trying to be evasive. I will do the
best I can in all of those, yes.

Senator SALAZAR. Thank you.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thank you, Senator.

Senator HARKIN. Thank you, Senator.

Mr. Dorr, you have a copy of a letter and attachments that were
sent to me on June 27, 2002, stamp dated that time, signed by Ann
Veneman, Secretary of Agriculture, with attachments thereto. I
asked my staff to give that to you.

Mr. DORR. I have it.
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Senator HARKIN. I would ask you to look at it. Isn’t it true that
the Harold E. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust had to repay
$17,151.87 because they were also found to have a shares violation
for the 1994 and 1995 crop years?

Mr. DORR. I'm not privy to the specific details of that, but gen-
erally speaking that’s correct.

Senator HARKIN. Well, that was stated in the letter back here
from Michael Houston, County Executive Director, to the Harold E.
Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust, ¢/o Donald J. Dorr, stating that the
county committee had determined that the trust owed $17,151.87
plus interest as applicable. Again, they found that they had a
shares violation for 1994 and 1995 crop years.

At the top of page 59, again, referring back to the record of 2002,
following a reference to the repayment by the Melvin Dorr Family
Trust, Senator Dayton asked you this:

“You have described here having a similar arrangement with the
Harold Dorr Trust?”

You said, “That is correct.”

Just a few lines later, again Senator Dayton, referring to the
Harold Dorr Trust, said, “It was the same arrangement as with the
other trust.”

You said, “It was the same arrangement with the other trust,
and the reason these were set up was because my uncle, shortly
before his death, asked me to do that.”

Now, this is all in the record, and again, I ask you: Is this record
correct?

Mr. DORR. As far as I know, yes.

Senator HARKIN. Both the Melvin Dorr and the Harold Dorr Ir-
revocable Family Trusts had the same arrangement with Pine
Grove Farm, your company. Is that correct?

Mr. DORR. Both trusts were set up as owner-operators at the
FSA office. Both engaged Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm and Tom Dorr
to provide custom farming services, marketing services, manage-
ment and land stewardship services, which we were reimbursed for
by those trusts, that was the arrangement.

Senator HARKIN. That is how you filed it at the county office?

Mr. DORR. We filed the trusts. I filed the Melvin G. Dorr Irrev-
ocable Family Trust. The Harold Dorr Family Trust filed theirs. I
believe my aunt made the original filing back in 1988 or 1989 as
owner-operators, yes.

Senator HARKIN. As for your signing papers as the ASCS office
or FSA on behalf of the Harold Dorr Trust, on page 48 of the
record, you said, “I believe the record shows that I had power of
attorney for the various family entities with regard to filing papers
at the ASCS or now the FSA office.” You had the power of attorney
signing all this?

Mr. DoORR. I had the power of attorney to sign these myriad of
forms at the FSA or ASCS office at the time, yes. I did not—I be-
lieve, the record shows that, too, that I did not file any of the forms
for the Harold Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust indicating that it was
an owner-operator. I believe that was done by my Aunt Belva that
was the trustee.

Senator HARKIN. Was that done by Donald Dorr?
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Mr. DORR. I believe that was done back in 1988 or 1989 by my
Aunt Belva Dorr.

Senator HARKIN. Well, I have here a copy of a CCC—477, which
indicates that all of the shares go to the trust. I see that. The sig-
nature is Harold E. Dorr Irrev.—I-r-r-e-v.—Family Trust, and it’s
signed by Thomas Dorr.

Mr. DORR. That was what form?

Senator HARKIN. POA—that’s the Form CCC-477, which I un-
dﬁzrstand is the form that you sign up intending to participate in
the——

Mr. DORR. That’s correct.

Senator HARKIN [continuing]. Program, in the program.

Mr. DORR. That’s correct.

Senator HARKIN. This was

Mr. DORR. I don’t believe that’s the form that indicates that it’s
an owner-operator.

Senator HARKIN. Here is 1995 and here is 1994 and here is 1993,
and all three are signed by you, power of attorney. POA, I assume
that’s what that stands for.

Mr. DORR. Correct.

Senator HARKIN. What it says is that a 100 percent share, all,
every one of them, and you signed it.

Mr. DORR. On the Form 477s?

Senator HARKIN. Yes.

Mr. DORR. Yes.

Senator HARKIN. Well, this is the form on which you attest as to
where the percent shares go, and it says all, and it’s to the Harold
E. Dorr Trust, not the Melvin Dorr Trust.

Mr. DORR. Yes.

[Pause.]

Senator HARKIN. Yes, my counsel tells me that is right, that the
years I just mentioned and the documents I have here, the copies
of the CCC-477s for 1993, 1994, and 1995, were for the same years
where you claimed that it was operated as a custom farming oper-
ation. Is that right?

Mr. DORR. Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm was hired by those trusts—
that trust to do the custom farming, to do the marketing, land
stewardship, land management for the trusts, and they were com-
pensated accordingly.

Senator HARKIN. OK. Mr. Chairman, I would ask that a copy of
these be made part of the record in their entirety.

The CHAIRMAN. Do you want to identify exactly what they are?

Senator HARKIN. Yes, these are copies of three forms, CCC—477s
for the Department of Agriculture. I will go through them seriatim
here. The first one I guess I would identify as being 1993, and I
don’t know if the codes mean anything or not.

The CHAIRMAN. dJust some general description so we can
make

Senator HARKIN. OK. These are CCC-477 forms signed by Mr.
Dorr, one for 1993, one for 1994, and one for 1995.

The CHAIRMAN. They will be entered without objection.

Senator HARKIN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

[The forms CCC—477, signed by Mr. Dorr, for the years 1993,
1994, and 1995 can be found in the appendix on page 196.]
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Senator HARKIN. OK. Now we have established clearly that trail,
that, in fact, when you signed those documents, you signed it as
a custom farming arrangement. Now, there was some discussion
about whether you signed those, but it is, in fact, that you did sign
those papers, indicating 100—percent share of the payments and
that it is a custom farming arrangement. I just want to make sure
that so far we agree on that, that you signed those papers indi-
cating that it was a custom farming arrangement, that all shares
should go to the trust, Harold E. Dorr Trust.

Mr. DORR. I signed those forms indicating that the Harold Dorr
Trust—Harold Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust was the owner and
the operator. They were free to go out and hire whoever they want-
ed to do the farming operations.

Senator HARKIN. There is a block on there that says percent
shares, and you said all, and you signed to that.

Mr. DORR. I said that all the shares of the farm program pay-
ments would go to the Harold E. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust as
directed by the trustees of that trust to do so.

Senator HARKIN. Exactly. Again, Mr. Dorr, the repayment from
the Harold Dorr Trust to USDA was because USDA found a shares
violation based on their determination that it was not custom farm-
ing but instead it was, they concluded, a crop share arrangement.

Again, I am not asking what you believe. I am asking what
USDA found. Is that correct, that they found this not to be a cus-
tom farming but a crop share arrangement?

Mr. DORR. Apparently so.

Senator HARKIN. Now, I just want to review briefly the history
of the arrangements between Dorr’s Pine Grove Farms and the two
trusts—the Melvin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust and the Har-
old E.? Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust. Can we have that chart here
again?

Mr. Chairman, I ask the indulgence of the committee just a sec-
ond to put a chart up.

This may look familiar, Mr. Dorr. We had this in 1992—I am
sorry, in 2002. Of all the different entities and arrangements that
you had from crop year 1988 to 1992.

Let’s do a little bit of a history here. On page 65 of this record—
and I want to look at that now myself. On page 65 of the record—
I am referring now to the record of the hearing of 2002. You testi-
fied that until 1988, I am sorry, or 1989, Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm
had a crop share arrangement with these two family trusts. Again,
it seems here that you were not certain which year it changed. Is
that correct?

Mr. DORR. Yes, it was 1988 or 1989.

Senator HARKIN. Prior to that, you testified that it was a crop
share arrangement.

Mr. DORR. That’s correct.

Senator HARKIN. Again, on page 65, Mr. Dorr, you said, “I do not
know what year exactly it was, Senator, whether it was 1989 or
1988. I cannot remember for sure what year it was.”

“The Chairman. This is the same operation”—“the same oper-
ation”—“that you had from 1989 to 1995, but during that period of
time you called it custom farming for those years.”

“Mr. Dorr. That is correct.”
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“The Chairman. Before, it was crop share; after that, it was cus-
tom farming, and yet nothing else had changed?”

I wanted to find this exact quote here. You said, “Correct,

[except that] my uncle [had] approached me.”

It certainly appears that nothing changed, even according to your
own testimony, except how you characterized the arrangement to
the USDA office and the paperwork that you or perhaps your aunt
had on occasion signed at USDA. It looks like whatever was being
done before 1988 or 1989 continued on, the same arrangement con-
tinued on, nothing changed, except how you presented that to the
local county office.

Now, again, to shed some further light on the history of these ar-
rangements, I want to direct your attention to this document pro-
vided to the committee as an attachment to a letter from Secretary
Veneman dated June 27, 2002, which I referred to earlier. This
document contains information on payments and shares for years
from 1988 through 1993 for both the Melvin G. Dorr and Harold
E. Dorr Trusts.

Now, that would be back here on—there’s a page that has Harold
Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust and then at the bottom it has Mel-
vin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust.

I want you to look at the figures for the years that were not in-
volved in the audits that resulted in repayments to USDA; that is,
for the Melvin G. Dorr Trust, that would be 1988, 1989, 1990,
1991. For the Harold Dorr Trust, that would be 1988 to 1993—I
am sorry. The first one would be 1988 to 1992. That is the Melvin
Dorr Trust. The Harold Dorr Trust was 1988 to 1993.

Now, what these figures on this page is that in 1988 through
1993 the Melvin Dorr Trust had a 100—percent CCC—477 share,
and for 1990 through 1993 the Harold Dorr Trust had a 100—per-
cent CCC—477 share; and that for all 5 years, the trusts were
signed up to receive 100 percent of the Farm Program payments.
That is what this shows. Is that correct?

Mr. DORR. Apparently.

Senator HARKIN. The document shows that for the years 1988
through 1992, the Melvin Dorr Trust received USDA payments of
$35,377. Further, for the years 1988 through 1993, the Harold Dorr
Trust received at least $35,025 in USDA payments.

Now, it had to be more than that since the payment information
for 1988 and 1989 is not available, as this thing shows. Again, I
hope—do you agree on those figures?

Mr. DORR. I have no records to know whether or not those fig-
ures are correct, but if you have them from the FSA office——

Senator HARKIN. This is from the FSA office.

Mr. DORR. That’s the best that I have access to.

Senator HARKIN. I have asked for this to be put in the record.
I already asked for this to be put in the record.

Again, apart from the money that was paid to USDA by these
trusts, there is an additional amount in excess of $70,000 in earlier
years that was received under the same facts and circumstances
that led USDA to require repayment of amounts received in 1993,
1994, and 1995. Now, again, this is before any penalties or interest.
That $70,000 was not looked into, nor was it repaid. It seems clear
that it stands on exactly the same basis as the money that the
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trusts were required to pay back to USDA. Again, the reason they
had to pay that money back was that the nature of the farming ar-
rangements was not truly represented to USDA. You, Mr. Dorr,
were the person principally involved in making these representa-
tions and signing these representations to the USDA.

Mr. Chairman, I am pointing out and the reason for this whole
line of questioning was to point out that through all these years,
prior to 1988 up to 1995, that the farming operations between Pine
Grove Farms, Inc., of which Mr. Tom Dorr was the sole stock-
holder, shareholder, I guess along with his wife, the arrangement
that Pine Grove Farms had with these trusts remained the same.
By his own testimony, Mr. Dorr said that nothing changed except
how it was represented to USDA. If it was a crop share basis be-
fore, it has never been fully explained, Mr. Dorr, why it was not
a crop share arrangement afterward because you testified that it
was the same basic operation. The only thing that changed is what
you said to USDA. If it was crop share before, why wasn’t it crop
share after that?

Mr. DORR. As I've indicated, Senator, those decisions were made
17 years ago. They were made at aging parents and aging aunts
and uncles. They were made for legitimate management reasons.
We did not agree with the end-of-year review. It was interesting to
me that once the Melvin G. Dorr end-of-year review was done, they
never did an end-of-year review on the Harold Dorr Irrevocable
Family Trust until I became nominated.

We don’t agree with the ruling. We think that the management
fees, the marketing fees, the stewardship fees that were paid were
appropriate. That’s what the arrangement was.

Senator HARKIN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have asked myself—and
this has gone back to the first times of this hearing when all this
came out—why was all this done? Mr. Dorr by his own words re-
corded on a conversation with his brother that has been extensively
viewed—or listened to, himself said why it was done, not for aging
aunts and uncles or anything like that, but, Mr. Chairman, I would
like to request that the 7 minutes of that tape be played for this
committee to hear.

The CHAIRMAN. As per our previous agreement, the CD of this
recording will be played. I assume you have some mechanism
to

Senator HARKIN. Well, I asked the staff. I don’t know this stuff.

[CD played.]

Senator HARKIN. Mr. Chairman, the transcript of this tape was
not put in the record previously yet. I would ask that the transcript
be made a part of the record.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection.

[The transcript of Mr. Dorr’s recorded conversation with his
brother can be found in the appendix on page 201.]

Senator HARKIN. Well, there you have it. Mr. Dorr, you did that,
as you said by your own words. By your own words. You say some
interesting things: first, it has always been done that way; and
then, second, that you say that you have done this to avoid the
minimum payment limitation. Is that not correct?

Mr. DORR. I believe I also indicated that it was appropriate to
do that when we did it.
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Senator HARKIN. Wait a minute. It was appropriate to file—to
change the filing of your operation from crop share to custom farm-
ing in order to avoid minimum—in order to avoid the payment lim-
itations. You say that that was correct, that was OK to do that?

Mr. DORR. I believe that everything we registered with the FSA
office at the time we did it was legal and appropriate, yes.

Senator HARKIN. Well, Mr. Dorr, this is what is really baffling
here in that you have said on the record that it was custom farm-
ing, and yet here in this phone conversation, you say it was a crop
share basis and it sells all the crop and it reimburses us with a
50/50 split basis.

Now, either what you said on the tape is wrong or what you filed
with USDA is wrong. They both cannot be right. USDA did not say
it was correct. That is why they asked the trusts to pay the money
back. They did not find it appropriate. You say it is appropriate.
USDA did not say it was appropriate when they revisited it.

Well, Mr. Chairman, that is really the essence of that. I have one
other letter that I wanted to include in the record, and that was
the letter—do you have that letter? Where is it?

I asked Professor Neil Harl at Iowa State University, who knows
a lot about farming arrangements and trusts, and is a recognized
expert—he is the Charles F. Curtiss Distinguished Professor in Ag-
riculture at Iowa State—to look at all of these arrangements. That
letter is dated July 29, 2002, and I would ask that that letter be
made a part of the record.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection.

[The letter dated dJuly 29, 2002 of the Charles F. Curtis
Distinguised Professor in Agriculture at Iowa State, can be found
in the appendix on page 204.]

Senator HARKIN. Again, Mr. Chairman, I really thank you for
your indulgence in this matter. This is something that has both-
ered me for a long time and continues to bother me. I hope I will
be done here very shortly and we will be out of here.

The deficiency payments varied each year. When the producer
signs up for the Farm Program in the spring on those forms, the
477 forms, the producer does not know the final deficiency payment
rate. Mr. Dorr could not have predicted what the deficiency pay-
ment would be in future years, but he certainly could have known
that in the case of low corn prices, his Pine Grove Farm could ex-
ceed the payment limitation if the payments went to Pine Grove
Farm, as they should, under a crop share arrangement.

USDA found that the farming arrangement between the two
trusts and Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm was not truly represented to
USDA. It was represented as custom farming. USDA concluded it
was a crop share lease.

Now, again, Mr. Dorr has said he disagrees with USDA’s finding,
but Mr. Dorr signed the papers to the effect that it was custom
farming, but on this telephone conversation openly says, “I get a
crop share on this arrangement.” Both cannot stand individually.

What would the motivation be for that change, that change that
happened in 1988 or 1989 when, by his own words, Mr. Dorr says
nothing changed in the farming operation. He went down to the
ASCS office and changed the way that it was represented.
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Well, what is the motivation? We heard the tape. Calling is cus-
tom farming moved USDA payments to the trust that should have
gone to Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm in a crop share which USDA found
was the really true arrangement here. Mr. Dorr said in his re-
sponse to a question from Senator Conrad, page 393—this was a
written question submitted by Senator Conrad. Mr. Dorr said that
there was no exceeding of payment limitations in any of the years,
even if the payments to the trusts and Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm are
all combined. That is not the point. The issue is whether misrepre-
senting the actual farming operation had to do with evading the
potential to exceed payment limitations.

If we use Mr. Dorr’s chosen method of combining the trust pay-
ments plus the payments to Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm—Ilet’s use that
method. If you combine the trust payments plus the payments to
Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm, remember, it was evading the potential to
exceed the payment limitation for Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm that is
the issue.

If you look at the potential maximum combined payments, we see
the combined payments could have exceeded $50,000 in 1989, in
1991, and perhaps even 1990 or 1992, had they been paid as a crop
share basis rather than custom farming.

Again, that really is the point of what we are trying to point out
here. The fact that, as I have said before, someone who is entrusted
with a high position as Under Secretary of Agriculture, with this
in the background, sends a very bad signal to farmers, to anyone
who is partaking of Government programs.

Now, I have never said that people should not try to minimize
their taxes or things like that, as long as it is done legally. As long
as things are done legally and forthrightly, and as long as things
are done in a way not to cheat the Government or misrepresent
how an entity is structured—well, if you do it that way, then that
is wrong.

Anyway, just a second. I am sorry. Mr. Chairman, one other
thing, just to—I hope this is the last—have a table put into the
record at this point regarding farm payment scenarios with target
prices and loan rates for the years 1989, 1990, 1991, 1992, 1993,
and 1994.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection.

[The table of farm payment scenarios with target prices and loan
rates for years 1989, 1990, 1991, 1992, 1993, and 1994 can be
found in the appendix on page 207.]

Senator HARKIN. Mr. Dorr, you were a trustee of the Melvin G.
Dorr irrevocable family trust, is that correct?

Mr. DORR. That’s correct.

Senator HARKIN. Are you still a trustee of that?

Mr. DORR. No.

Senator HARKIN. Were you at this time in question also a trustee
of the Harold E. Dorr?

Mr. DORR. No.

Senator HARKIN. Just the Melvin G. Dorr:

Mr. DORR. That’s correct.

Senator HARKIN [continuing]. Irrevocable family trust. You also
had power of attorney for the Melvin G. Dorr irrevocable family
trust?




34

Mr. DORR. That’s correct.

Senator HARKIN. Again, Mr. Dorr, my question here gets to how
you see your responsibilities. Now, again, I realize that families
want to keep farms as viable operations. Is not your fiduciary re-
sponsibility as a trustee of the Melvin G. Dorr irrevocable family
trust, is not your responsibility and obligation to get the best pos-
sible return for the trust?

Mr. DORR. Sure.

Senator HARKIN. Do you believe that the arrangement that you
had set up gave them the best return?

Mr. DORR. The custom farming and management arrangement
we had set up was a good return for them, yes.

Senator HARKIN. Well, did you ever consider relinquishing your
position as trustee during the years that you, through Dorr’s Pine
Grove Farm and PGF seeds, purchased inputs, farmed the land,
and marketed the grain? Are you not also operating in Pine Grove’s
interest at that time?

Mr. DORR. Obviously, yes.

Senator HARKIN. You did not consider relinquishing your position
as trustee of the Melvin G. Dorr irrevocable family trust? Again,
the reason I ask that question, because if you assume this position
of under secretary, then you have certain responsibilities and com-
mitments. It has to be clearly delineated where those interests and
where those responsibilities lie. Again, I would think as a trustee
that you would have recognized that that was in conflict with your
operations, or could potentially be a conflict with your operations
on Pine Grove Farms and with the arrangements that you had
with the Melvin G. Dorr irrevocable family trust.

I just have a couple of things. I want to loop back again where
I started. Actually, I was going to finish on this, but I started on
it, and that has to do with the letter that you sent me in 1999, Oc-
tober 8, 1999, and again, in which you say that—well, first of all,
you are complaining about the access fee, the Federal universal ac-
cess fee under telephone charges, which I in 2002 pointed out that
this money helps rural communities. Here is what you said: With
these kind of taxation and subsidies, you collectively are respon-
sible for turning Iowa into a State of peasants totally dependent on
your largesse. Should you decide to take a few side trips to the
Iowa countryside, you will see an inordinate number of homes sur-
rounded by five to 10 cars. The homes generally have a value of
less than $10,000, which just confirms my 10—car, $10,000—home
theory. The more you try to help, the more you hinder. The results
are everywhere.

Again, Mr. Dorr, 3 years later, I would like to ask you again to
explain the $10,000-home, 10—car theory. What is that theory?
What is it a theory of?

Mr. DORR. It’s appropriately stated in my note to you at the time,
that was from a constituent to a Senator, not under the guise of
the expectation that it would be something presented at a hearing.

I feel pretty passionately, Senator, about creating economic op-
portunities in rural America so those perhaps hardest—some of us
have the opportunity to gain an economic foothold to build equity.
As a matter of fact, in the context of my operation and my busi-
ness, I work very, very closely with my associates, helped one of
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them get a college education, helped another one buy a couple of
homes, and get started so he had home ownership. The essence of
it is, is that if you—every time you turn around they have more
taxes to pay, it becomes more and more difficult for them to get the
leg up that they need.

That was an outgrowth of my frustration with the increase in
that particular tax at the time, that was stimulated, actually, by
one of my associates who came out to me and showed it to me. It
is absolutely no reflection on my view or my attitude about those
in rural America that need a leg up and that we clearly work with,
rural development, and that I have a long history of having worked
with in my community and in a number of things that I have been
involved with over the years.

To the extent that sheds any light on that comment, that’s prob-
ably the best I can do at this point.

Senator HARKIN. Well, first of all, I would point out, again, as I
did in the record at that time, that the national access fee you com-
plained about for $4.31 was not a tax, even though you might have
thought it was. It is the cost that long-distance companies pay the
local telephone companies to cover some of the fixed costs. The tax
that you had here was the universal access fee, it was 3 cents. You
called it confiscatory. I pointed out at the time that a lot of this
goes to help our rural schools, hospitals, and things like that.

This idea that somehow the more you help, the more you hinder,
I asked you at the time—and I will refer back to the hearing—I
said, Well, I still find this a little baffling. Then you said, “The
more you try to help, the more you hinder.”

Mr. Dorr, it seems to me, as under secretary for rural develop-
ment you are there to help people. If you have an attitude that the
more you help, the more you hinder them, I don’t understand how
you can carry that out. I assume, and I can only read this as plain
English, you talk about Government maintaining a constituency
dependent on Government revenue, the more you try to help, the
more you hinder. The results are everywhere. Again, I am reading
from the record, on Page 80 of that hearing in 2002.

Well, Mr. Dorr, the way I look at it, it seems that the Dorr family
has benefited a lot from Government help.

“Did not the Dorr farms receive farmers home loans back during
the farm crisis of the 1980’s?”

“Mr. Dorr: I don’t believe we received a farmers home loan. I be-
lieve I received a guaranteed loan the 1980’s, that’s correct.”

“The Chairman. That is a guaranteed loan?”

“Mr. Dorr. That’s correct. I appreciated it.”

“The Chairman. You went to college. Did you get student loans?”

“Mr. Dorr. Yes, I did.”

“The Chairman. Those were Government-backed?”

“Mr. Dorr. Yes.”

“The Chairman. You have received farm payments?”

“Mr. Dorr. Yes.”

“The Chairman. From the Federal Government?”

“Obviously.”

“Has all this hindered you?”

Well, you went on to say no, then you went on to make a com-
ment about mega-farms.
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I guess it is that attitude, and I am trying to find out—that is
why I asked if you had looked at the record. In my opening state-
ment, I asked if you had looked at the record and was there any-
thing you wanted to complete or correct. I guess what I was looking
for, perhaps, was, that had you been, now, the length of time that
you have been down at the Department and you have been working
in these capacities, that maybe the more you help, the more you
hinder is not quite the correct way to look at many of these things.
I don’t know. I don’t know how to interpret it other than what was
said there, other than you just wrote it in a moment of anger. I
can understand people sometimes flying off the handle and stuff
like that. If that is what it was, hey, I can accept that. If that was
just I flew off the handle and I got ticked off 1 day and I wrote
my Senator. I can understand that.

Are you saying that this really does—does this reflect your phi-
losophy or does it not reflect your philosophy now?

Mr. DORR. Senator, I just explained to you what my philosophy
was. I said earlier in the day what my philosophy is and what my
views are of the things and the opportunities that we have at rural
development to do. I believe that my background and characteriza-
tion, my passion for assisting the minority communities that we
talked about earlier, and all the others involved in rural develop-
ment are pretty clearly part of the record. To suggest that I believe
that the more we help, the more we hinder—that is clearly not
true.

Senator HARKIN. Thank you. I appreciate that.

Last—I see Senator Grassley has come back—I do want to,
again—I just want to comment on the bandwidth issue. Now, you
have been down at the Department for the last 3 years or so in a
key position. You served for over 1 year as under secretary for
rural development, during which time the 2002 Farm bill was in
effect. There is a provision in the Farm bill that provides for low-
interest loans to private entities for getting broadband to rural
communities, with a preference for those communities with less
than 2,500, population.

Now, Senator Grassley was with me last year when we talked
about that to President Bush in Des Moines. You can correct me
if I am wrong, you said you had constituents, I know I have had
constituents in Iowa, private entities who have tried to get these
loans to get broadband out to small communities, and they have
been stymied at every turn. Now, if I am off, I am off a little bit
on this in terms of $1.6 billion, but there is still about $1.6 billion
sitting there that could go out. When you responded to Senator
Grassley earlier, you said, Well, if I get there then we will get out-
side experts to look at it.

That money has been there for 3 years. You were under secretary
for a year. You have been in a key advisory position down there
for 3 years. Yet, nothing has happened. You mentioned bandwidth
in your opening statement. Well, Mr. Dorr, I don’t see anything
happening down there. With a provision that was put in the Farm
bill, it is mandatory spending. The money is there. I have been ex-
tremely frustrated, as I know other Senators have been, that this
money is not getting out to entities. Some of these entities are al-
ready providing services to communities. It is not that they are
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some fly by-night outfit. In order to get the bottom line to come out,
they need these low-interest loans, and they can get out to small
communities all over our State and, I am certain, Georgia and
other places, too.

I am—I just want for the record to say that I would like to have
seen a little bit more action on that up to now than we have seen
in getting that out. It is nice to hear that you support that, that
you are interested in getting broadband out. That is wonderful.
W01(‘1ds just don’t suffice. We have to have some action in that re-
gard.

If you have any comment on that. It is not really a question; it
is more of a statement on my part.

Mr. DORR. I agree the program is a good program. We need to
implement it as aggressively as possible. If I am confirmed, I will
clearly work very hard on that.

Senator HARKIN. I thank you. I thank you, Mr. Dorr, and, Mr.
Chairman, again I want to thank you for your indulgence as chair-
man for letting me pursue this questioning and making the record.
I just can’t thank you enough for your indulgence.

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir.

[The statement and Biographical information of Mr. Dorr can be
found in the appendix on page 282.]

Senator HARKIN. Oh—I thought I already asked that. I have a
letter from Secretary Veneman dated April 12, 2002, that is re-
ferred to in the Harl letter. I have an order from the court dated
September 6, 2002, regarding the audio tape. Then documents pro-
duced pursuant to a court order and the materials were disclosed
after in camera inspection and redaction of purely private items,
regarding the audio tape. The minutes of the Cherokee County
FSA County Committee meeting of June 20, 1996; August 29, 1996;
November 14, 1996; December 5, 1996; and December 19, 1996.
Last, the Annual Survey of County Farmland Values prepared by
Cherokee County FSA dated February 1, 1996.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection.

[The letter dated February 1, 1996 of the Annual Survey of
County Farmland Values prepared by Cherokee County FSA can be
found in the appendix on page 245.]

The CHAIRMAN. Let me say, first of all, that this issue of farm
payments has certainly come up a lot in discussion today. It also
came up quite often in the discussion in the hearing on March 6,
2002. [ T have statistics here from the Farm Service Agency that
show that in fiscal year 2001 alone there were thousands of repay-
ments to USDA.] This includes a number of programs and also in-
cludes voluntary collections. I am not in any way introducing this
to condone or agree with what Mr. Dorr did or should have done
or didn’t do relative to his situation, I do know, as all of us do, that
farm programs can be very complicated, just like the tax code, and
that individuals can make mistakes. The Government even makes
mistakes. I would ask unanimous consent that these FSA statistics
be included in the record. They will be, without objection.

[The information referred to in the FSA statistics can be found
in the appendix on page 194.]

The CHAIRMAN. Also, after Mr. Dorr’s first hearing before this
committee, on March 6, 2002, the USDA Inspector General received
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a hotline complaint regarding the statements made on the audio
tape that was played here today. That prompted a full investiga-
tion, and Mr. Dorr was subsequently cleared of any wrongdoing.
According to a report dated May 28, 2002, from Joyce Fleischman,
Acting Inspector General for USDA, the conversations on that tape
were the subject of a thorough investigation by OIG and the Iowa
State FSA Office. I would ask that a copy of that report be included
in the record.

Based upon the information developed during the OIG investiga-
tion, the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the Northern District of Iowa de-
clined any criminal or civil prosecution of Mr. Dorr, and the OIG
considers this case to be closed. Quoting from that OIG report, let
me read this statement: “We feel that we have investigated the
matters referred to OIG concerning Mr. Dorr fully and consider the
case to be closed. To date there is no new evidence to warrant reex-
amination nor the need to open a new investigation.”

We have requested a copy of that OIG report. I would ask unani-
mousdconsent that when it is received, that it be inserted into the
record.

[The information referred in the OIG report can be found in the
appendix on page 303.]

The CHAIRMAN. Is there anything further?

If not, this hearing stands adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 1:04 p.m., the committee was adjourned.]
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SENATOR COLEMAN’S OPENING STATEMENT:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for holding this hearing on the nomination of Mr. Tom Dorr
to serve as Undersecretary for Rural Development.

To date, I have received endorsements of Mr. Dorr from the Minnesota Corn Growers;
the Minnesota Pork Producers; the Minnesota Cattlemen; both Chairman Greg Davids
and Vice Chairman Greg Blaine of the Minnesota House Agriculture Committee; the
Southern Minnesota Beet Sugar Cooperative; Cenex-Harvest States Cooperative; the
Minnesota Wheat Growers; the Minnesota Soybean Growers; and the list goes on.

Tom’s been good to rural Minnesota and my farm families. Mr. Dorr has visited my
home state several times in his capacity at USDA. And more often than not he’s bringing
with him critical infrastructure dollars for the rural Minnesota communities that I serve.
One of the reasons Minnesota’s wind energy industry has taken off - ours is the fastest
growing in the country — is thanks to the work that Mr. Dorr has done at USDA.

Mr. Chairman, I don’t mind senators asking questions and thoroughly vetting nominees.
1t’s our job. But the questions about this nominee have been asked and
answered...several times. And, frankly, as often and as hard as I look, there’s just no
there there.

So, Mr. Chairman, we in Minnesota have had a chance to see Mr. Dorr in action, to judge
him by his record of service. And I have heard nothing but good things about Tom Dorr
back home.

Mr. Dorr has already been doing the job — and doing it well. The Senate should finally
reward him with the title. He’s earned it.
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@Congress of the United States
Washingion, BE 20515

April 26, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss

Chairman

Committee on Agriculture

Russell Senate Office Building — Room 328A
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Chairman Chambliss:

As members of the Congressional Black Caucus and Congressional Hispanic Caucus, we write
with concern to the nomination of Mr. Thomas Dorr for Undersecretary of Agriculture for Rural
Development. Attached, please find copies of letters sent last year by members of each Caucus.
The concerns raised in these letters are yet to be adequately addressed. We ask that these issues
be raised and probed prior to confirmation of Mr. Dorr.

Very Truly Yours,
\ T ;
Melvin L. Watt Grace Napolftano
Chair, Congressional Black Caucus Chair, Congressional Hispanic Caucus

G. K. Butterfield

Member of Congress

Chair, Congressional Hispanic Caucus
Civil Rights Task Force

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER
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Congress of the nited Stateg
Washington, BE 20515
_ May 23,2001
The Honorable Tom Harkin
Ranking Member )
Committee On Agriculture, Ntmnon, and Fomtry
Russell Senate Office Building i
Room 731
Washington D.C., 20510
Dear Senator Hankm.

WemwnnngmdaymmgzsmromdcepcmcemmgardmgthepmposednommanmofTomDon
for the Undersecretary of Rural Development at the US Department of Agriculture. Recent
developments have cast doubt upon the Mr. DonsabmtytoserveallAmencanfarmersmaway
thatxssenmnvetoﬂmrnﬁdsandstmggles : .

Inparticular, wearedxsunbedhyremremarksaim'butedtoMr Don'regardmgethmcdwemtyand
economic development. On May. 10 the DesMoines ng:ster quoted Mr. Dorr as saying the
followmg

. Tlnssmta:aﬂtheconectenvuonmentmsayth:s,bxnlthmkyououghxmpexhaps

. go out'and look at what you perceive the three most successful rural economic
- environments in this state....you’ll notice when you get to looking at them that they're
not particularly diverse, at least not ethnically diverse....There’s something there
obwouslytbathasenabledﬂ:cmtosuccwdverywe& .

Given the past record of the United States Dcpamncnt ‘of Agriculture on matters of ethnic d.wersxty
and civil rights, weareshockedmleamﬂ:attheproposedmmmeewouldexpxasmebehefthai
 ethnic diversity is an impediment to economic growth. Mr. Dorr’s nomination for a position that.
would require him to work in counties with extensive ethnic diversity makes it difficult for us to
understand, much less reconcile ourselves to, such seemingly insensitive statements.

The Congressional Black Caucus has long worked to ameliorate USDA’s historic bias against
minority farmers and to improve the capacity of USDA to work with minority and economically
disadvantaged farmers. Given the ongoing efforts that many members of this caucus have made in
this regard, it is possible, even likely, that to confirm Mr. Dorr as the Undersecretary for Rural
Development without a deeper investigation into his sentiments regarding ethnic diversity would

* send the message that the Administration lacks an adeqnmcmnnmnent to civil rights and minority
farmers. - .
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Additionally, we have reservations about reports that Mr. Dorr has proposed that the future of
Ammerican farming lies in mega-farms 0f 225,000 acres. Asthe American agricultural sector becomes
increasingly concentrated and mechanized, small and medium size farms are already finding it
difficult to compete with larger and more powerful agricultural operations and interests. Inrecent
decades small farmers, especially minority farmers, have slowly disappeared as our agncultural
system has mamsxngly become dependant upon a small mumber of Iarge farms.’

As large farmshavegmnedmarkeshm thexehasbeenmcommensmate mpmvexnentmthe
fortunes of small and medium farmers. If they are able to stay in business at all, many of these
farmers are forced to fight for an ever dwindling share of the agricultural market. In addition, those
who are unable to maintain the economic viability of their farms find themselves facedvnthhmxted
off- farmemploymentandeducanonal oppommmes.

Rathetthanaccepnngthedemxseofthesmallfameras a historical inevitability, it is critical-that the
Department of Agriculture seek ways in which to harness new and creative means by which to ensure
that farms of all sizes can flourish. The future of rural America need not reside only in ever
increasing economies of scale and market concentration. Rural America faces struggles that go
considerably beyond the fields. Rather, it faces issues of crumbling infrastructure, lack of planning
capacity, outmigration of youth, and a growing digital divide between urban and rural communities.
Any policy for rural America which does not recognize the interplay of these many complex and
intersecting concerns does. rural Ammca m]ustxce

As you move for.ward wrch.the consideration of the nomination of Mr. Dorr for the Undersecretary
of Rural Development at USDA, we urge you to carefully consider the concerns that we have
enumerated here. In particular, we urge you to delay confirmation until 'you have an adequate
satisfaction that Mr. Dorr has the requisite expertise and sensitivity to enable him to address the

bmadrangeofnadsandlssuesfacmgnnalAmenu,pameularlyzssuesrelanngtoethmcdxversxty
andsmallﬁarms

 Sincerely,







45




46

@ongress of the fnited States
Washington, 8 20515

May 22, 2003
The Honorable Thad Cochran The Honorable Tom Harkin
Chairman Ranking Member
Committee on Agriculture Committee on Agriculture
Russell Senate Office Building Russell Senate Office Building
Room 328A Room 328A
‘Washington, DC 20510 Washington, DC 20510

Dear Chairman Cochran and Ranking Member Harkin:

On behalf of the Congressional Hispanic Caucus, we write to express our continued opposition
to the confirmation of Thomas Dorr for Undersecretary of Agriculture for Rural Development.
Furthermore, we urge that Mr. Dorr’s confirmation process not bypass the required hearings
necessary to provide a full accounting of Mr. Dorr’s very troubling views on agriculture and his
equally upsetting stated views on racial diversity in America.

This opposition is not arbitrary, but based on reasonable concerns. Our opposition is based on
Mr. Dorr’s  vocal stances on his vision of fanming and his resistance to sustainable agriculture.
One of the biggest threats to independent producers, farm workers, and rural communities is the
growing corporate control of the nation’s food production system. Undersecretary Dorr’s vision
of farming is one of 225,000 acre operations — one farm for every 350 square miles. This is 656
times the size of the average farm. Such a vision is antithetical 10 a broader vision of broad-
based and equitably distributed growth for all of rural America,

In addition, in comments made publicly and reported in the Des Moines press, Mr. Dorr believes
that djversity of race, ethnicity, and religion detract from economic productivity. He claimed in
ameeting in 1999 that three of lowa’s more prosperous counties do well economically because
“they have been very non-diverse in their ethnic background and their religious background.”
These comments are puzzling, and raise concerns about his racial sensitivity.

The Undersecretary of Rural Development must support a viable and equitable vision for our
rural communities. Mr. Dorr’s opposition to sustainable agriculture programs, support for
corporate control of farms, and his contention that economic prosperity can be contributed to
lack of ethnic and religious diversity are the worst possible answers to the economic, social and
environmental problems facing farm workers and their communities in rural America. Based on
Mr. Dorr’s background and his tenure at the U.S. Department of Agriculture, it is easy to
understand why both civil rights and fanmer interest organizations have opposed him, his
extreme corporate views and racial insensitivity.

The Congressional Hjs;;zmib Caucus, Latinos, farmers, farmworkers, and farmer organizations
throughout the country oppose the confirmation of Thomas Dorr. What we need are USDA
officials who represent family farmers, farmworkers, and sensible farm policies. Farmers from
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his own state and from throughout the country opposs his confinmation. This opposition may
explain why President Bush found it necessary to initially appoint Undersecretary Dorr through a
recess appointment rather than allowing his nomination to move through a transparent and
formal process in the US Senate. Last, the appointment of Mr. Dorr does little to improve the
irage of an agency plagued with civil rights violations and class action lawsuits from minority

farmers.

For all of these reasons, we strongly oppose the confirmation of Mr. Thomas Dorr and strongly
urge that his views and tenure at USDA be explored in confirmation hearings.

Sincerely,

fember of Congress

aober of Congresg) f

M ber of Congress

N At

Member of Congress ber of Congress

%Wf

Mc#m of?p’ngesi/ / d

& ﬁcmbcr of Congress é E )

Member of Con,
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Member of Congress Member of Congress
Member of Congress gembcr of Congress
Member of Congress Member of Congress

CC:  Senate Majority Leader Frist
Senate Minority Leader Daschle
Senate Judiciary Committee Chairman Hatch
Senate Judiciary Committee Ranking Member Leahy
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Letters received in support of the nomination of Tom Dorr from 85 organizations and 14
individuals.

CORPORATIONS:

Arkansas Land and Farm Development Corporation
Black Farmers and & Agriculturalists Association, Arkansas Chapter
Action 22

City of Trinidad

Agricultural Retailers Association

CropLife America

National Renderers Association

Colorado Department of Agriculture
Colorado Farm Burcau

National Bison Association

Farm Credit Council

National Grain Sorghum Producers
Renewable Fuels Association
Biotechnology Industry Organization
American Soybean Association

The Fertilizer Institute

US Rice Producers

American Feed Industry Association
National Qilseed Processors Association
International Dairy Foods Association

Corn Refiners Association

National Biodiese! Board

The “Next Mile” Project

The Governor of Guam

Hawaii Department of Agriculture

Green Real Estate & Auction

Towa Central Community College

Towa State University

Minnesota House Representatives
Minnesota Pork Producers Association
Bootheel Resource Conservation and Development, Inc,
College of Agriculture, University of Missouri-Columbia
Missouri Corn Growers Association
Missouri Department of Agriculture
Missouri Farm Bureau Federation

Missouri Pork Association
Pemiscot-Dunklin Electric Cooperative, Inc.
Middle Township

Langston University

Wisconsin Corn Program

Wisconsin Realtors Association

American Farm Bureau Federation
American Meat Association

American Soybean Association

National Association of Latino/Hispanic Farmers & ranchers
National Association of Wheat Growers
National Cattlemen’s Beef Association
National Chicken Council

National Corn Growers Association
National Cotton Council

National Credit Union Administration
National Milk Producers Federation
National Pork Producers Council

National Turkey Federation
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United Egg Association

United Egg Producers

United Fresh Fruits and Vegetables Association
USA Rice Federation

CHS, Inc. (Cenex)

Cherokee Area Economic Development Corporation
Colorado Potato Administrative Committee
Cotton Growers Cooperative

Council for Affordable and Rural Housing
Frontier Spinning Mills

Impact Seven, Inc.

Towa Corn Growers Association

Minnesota Corn Growers Association

Mississippi Action For Community Education, Inc.
Mortgage Bankers Association

National Association of Home Builders

National Council of Farmer Cooperatives

National Leased Housing Association

Nebraska Farm Bureau Federation

North Carolina Farm Bureau Federation

North Carolina Peanut Growers Association, Inc.
North Carolina Soybean Producers Association, Inc.
Oklahoma Farmers Union

Sheldon Chamber & Development Corporation
South Dakota Corn Growers Association

South Dakota Farm Bureau

South Dakota Pork Producers Council

South Dakota Wheat, Inc.

Tennessee farm Bureau Federation

Tri-State Stakeholders

INDIVIDUALS:

Apitz, John F., Messerli & Kramer, Minnesota

Chesnutt, James W., CEO, National Spinning Company, Washington, DC

Davids, Gergory M., State Representative, Minnesota House of Representatives

Davis, Dexter, President, Northeast Louisiana Black Farmers and Landowners Association
Downs, Darrell, Mayor, Marcus Iowa

Folsom, Jackie, Crooked Brooks Farm, LLC, Cabot, Vermont

Gibson, Hezekiah, President, United Farmers, USA

Guthmiller, Marin W., CEQ, Orange City Health System, Orange City, lowa

King, Calvin R,, Dr., Arkansas land and Farm Development Corporation

Leath, Steven, North Carolina State University

Ogren, Kenneth, President, Farmers State Bank, Marcus Iowa

Paige, Ralph, Exec. Dir., Federation of Southern Cooperatives and Land Assistance Fund
Sand, Charles, President, Sands of Iowa, Marcus, Iowa

Wheeler, Dan, Columbia, Tennessee
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April 26, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss The Honorable Tom Harkin

Chairman Ranking Member

U.S. Senate Committee on Agriculture U.S. Senate Committee on Agriculture
Nutrition, and Forestry Nutrition, and Forestry

328 Russell Senate Office Building 328 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510 Washington, DC 20510

Dear Chairman Chambliss and Ranking Member Harkin:

The viability of America’s agriculture industry is dependent upon the strength and prosperity
of our rural towns and cities. Without rural communities to provide infrastructure and an
economic foundation, our domestic agricultural production would be drastically limited.
USDA — Rural Development has been and continues to be an indispensable resource for the
development and growth of rural America. As such, this agency needs a leader that
demonstrates passion for strengthening our small towns and creating an improved quality of
life for rural citizens, which is why we support Thomas Dorr to be Under Secretary for Rural
Development at the U.S. Department of Agriculture.

M. Dorr is extremely well qualified to be Under Secretary for Rural Development. He grew
up on his family’s farm near the small town of Marcus, lowa. He returned home after
receiving a BS degree in business administration from Morningside College to begin a
successful career as manager of the family farm and grain elevator, which gave him a first-
hand understanding of the challenges facing family farmers, small businessmen, and small
town community leaders. He is a person of outstanding character who shared his drive and
leadership talents in many local, state, and national organizations.

Our organizations represent many of the 65 million Americans who live and work in rural
America. We understand the importance of healthy and prosperous rural communities in
improving the quality of life for our members, attracting the best and brightest young people
back to our farms and rural businesses, and securing the future of American agriculture.

We ask you to confirm Tom Dorr as Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development.
We believe he will be a key member of the new leadership team at the Department of
Agriculture at a very critical time for rural America.

Sincerely,
National Catilemen’s Beef Association National Council of Farmer Cooperatives
National Corn Growers Association National Milk Producers Federation
USA Rice Federation National Pork Producers Council
Agricultural Retailers Association Farm Credit Council
CropLife America National Association of Wheat Growers

United Fresh Fruit and Vegetable Association National Grain Sorghum Producers
National Renderers Association Renewable Fuels Association



Biotechnology Industry Organization
United Egg Producers

American Soybean Association
National Chicken Council

American Farm Bureau Federation
The Fertilizer Institute

US Rice Producers

American Feed Industry Association
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National Oilseed Processors Association
United Egg Association

International Dairy Foods Association
National Turkey Federation

National Cotton Council

Corn Refiners Association

National Biodiesel Board
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North Caratina State Universily i @ land.
qrant univarsity and A canstitusnt institation
of The University of North Cargiing

Collage of Agticultnra and Life Svisnces
North Carolina Agrigultural

Resesrch Satvice

Campus Box 7643
Baleigh, NC 27695-7643

NG STATE UNIVERSITY |8

198162717
4195157745 Hfax
a0, research@nesu.eu

February 28, 2005

The Honorabic Richard Burr
United States Senate

217 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-3308

Dear Senator Burr:

My office is responsible for agricultural research in North Carolina. Our research efforts,
in accordance with our land grant mission, serve agriculture and foster rural economic
development. In fact, rural economic development depends on our research but also on
its implementation. Much of this implementation is linked to leadership in the U.S.
Department of Agriculture’s Rural Development sector. | believe Thomas C. Dorr will

advance ow joint mission and I support his nomination for Under Secretary for Rural
Devclopment.

Mr. Dorr has a strong record in this area and has shown his support and knowledge of
programs such as value-added agriculture that we are actively pursuing. His ability to
work with us and advance our farmers’ competitiveness and foster rural economic
development is eritical at this time.

This office fully endorses his confirmation.

Sincerel ;""'7

E

Steverf Leath
Interim Associate Dean and Director

cc: Senator Chambliss
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Nosth Carofing State University s a land- Cotlage ul Agriculu_:rn and Life Sciences
grant yniversity and @ constituent ingtitution Noxth Carolina Agricuitiral
of The Univessity of North Cazoling Research Sarvice

Campus Box 7643

Raleigh, NG 27695-7643

819.515.2717

Q185157745 {fax}
ap._tesearch@ncsi.edy

February 28, 2005

The Honorable Elizabeth Dole
United States Senate

555 Dirksen Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-3307

Decar Senator Dole:

My office is responsible for agricultural resgarch in North Carolina. Our research efforts,
in accordance with our Jand grant mission, serve agriculture and foster rural economic
development. In fact, rural economic development depends on our research hut also on
its implementation. Much of this implementation is linked to leadership in the U.S.
Department of Agriculture’s Rural Development sector. [ believe Thomas C. Dorr will
advance our joint mission and I support his nomination for Under Secretary for Rural
Development.

Mr, Dorr has a strong record in this area and has shown his support and knowledge of
programs such as valye-added agriculture that we are actively pursuing. His ability to

work with us and advance our farmers’ competitiveness and foster rural economic
development is critical at this time.

This officc fully endorses his confimmation.
Sincercl{

StevenLeath
Interim Associate Dean and Director

cc: Senator Chambliss
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Orange City
Health System Mortin W, Guthmiler

Chief Executive Officar

April 21, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss, Chair

Senate Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry Comomittee
Russell Sepate Office Bldg, Room 328A

‘Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Chambliss,

I am writing in support of the nomination of Thomas Dorr to be Under Secretary of
Agriculture for Rural Development.

T had tbe good fortune to meet Mr. Dorr as he provided counsel and assistance to us as
we sought USDA Loan Guaranty for our replacement hospital campus in Orange City,
Towa. He personally visited us to gain further insight in to our needs and to
demonstrate his support. The guaranty was received and our hospital is under
construction,

Beyond our project, those of us who met with him were impressed by his vigion for
the role of Rural Development. We believe rural areas have a great deal to offer from
lifestyle to economic development. With proper vision and appropriate assistancc,
rural areas can leverage their assets to not only promote local and regional initiatives,
but state and federal initiatives as well.

We believe Mr. Dorr can advance these causes and [ again offer my endorsement of
his nomination for this critical position,

Sincerely,
Martin W, Guthhuiller
CEO

MWG:mp
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April 21, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss, Chair

Senate Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry Commitiee
Russell Senate Office Building

Room 328 A

Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Chambliss:

This letter is in support of the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr of Marcus, Iowa to
be Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development and to be a member of the
Board of Directors of the Commodity Credit Corporation.

Mr. Dorr’s background as a farmer in Northwest lowa includes serving on the
Iowa Board of Regents, Director of the Corn Growers, and member of the Board of the
Federal Reserve of Chicago and this provides a solid base to serve as Under Secretary for
Rural Development.

During his leadership as Under Secretary for Rural Development in 2002 we had
tremendous progress in Rural Development in Northwest Iowa. It is very important for
us in rural lowa to have this progress continue, and strongly urge support for the
nomination.

Respectfully, %

Charles Sand, President Darrell Downs, Mayor gren, Presi
Sands of lowa Marcus, fowa ers State Bank
Marcus, Jowa Marcus, Jowa

cc

The Honorable Charles E. Grassley

The Honorable Tom Harldn

The Honorable Mike Johanns



Gregory M. Davids Minnesota
o) entati
Srecttr pra Terpore House of
Disict 315 Representatives

Fillmore and Houston Gounties

COMMITTEES: CHAIR, AGRICULTURE AND RURAL DEVELOPMENT
COMMERCE AND FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
TECHNOLOGY, BIOSCIENCE AND MEDICAL PRODUCTS DIVISION

TOURISM DIVISION
April 18, 2005 TAXES
Senator Norm Coleman
320 Hart Senate Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20510
Dear Senator Coleman:

1 would like to take this opportunity to strongly encourage you to support and vote
for Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development of the US
Department of Agriculture.

President George W. Bush, in nominating Mz, Dorr for this key position at USDA
Rural Development, is expressing his confidence in the outstanding work already
performed by Mr. Dorr at USDA Rural Development when be served as Under Secretary.

Iwould like to focus on three key reasons why Mr. Dorr should be confirmed by
the Senate as Under Secretary. First, Mr. Dorr is a person of outstanding character and
integrity. During the time that he served as Under Secrstary, Mr. Dorr provided strong
leadership in the Department on matters relating to a strict adherence of ethics, of the
rules and regulations governing the agency, and strict accountability concerning the
Administration of budget matters within USDA Rural Development.

Second, Mr. Dorr proved himself to be 2 competent administrator of USDA Rural
Development during the time that he served as Under Secretary, Mr. Dorr is 2 man of
great vision and he provided strong direction and leadership to the state directors who
administrate USDA Rural Development Prograws at the state level. Mr. Dorr possesses
excellent financial and business expertise. He also during that time at USDA Rural
Development forged new and creative relationships with non-profits, comnmunity
economic development organizations, and government leaders at the state and local
levels. In implementing the 2002 US Farm Bill, Mr. Do effectively utilized private
sector resources to help expedite the review and announcement of $37 million in Value
Added, Renewable Energy, and Broadband provisions of the Farm Bill. Mx. Dosr has
also forged new leadership in implementing the renewable energy provisions of the 2002
Farm bill, Minnesota has received the largest allocation of any state in the nation from
these renewable energy funds, and we thank Mr. Dorr for his leadership here.

PO, Box 32, Preston, Minnesota 55965 {607} 765.2790

State Office Buiiding, 100 Rey Dr Maniin Luther King Jr Bivd, St Paul. Minnesots 55185-1208 {681) 296.9278

FAX: (651) 2964121  TTY:(g5)) 206-9886  Emall: rep.greg. devids @ house.mn (800) 551-3145

&
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Third and finally, Mr. Dorr is a fourth generation farruer from Jowa, He has the
hands on skills of knowing what agriculture and rural economic development is all about.
I commend President George Bush for his appointment of Thomas Dorr to this key
position so vital to the future of rural Minnesota and rural America. ] might add that in
the time that Mr. Dorr served as Under Secretary for USDA. Rural Development he made
at least three trips that I am aware o Minnesota fo announce projects of key importance
to the rural areas of our state, I speak for everyone in the rural community when I say
that we are grateful to Mr. Dorr for the good work that he done for us in the state of
Minnesota,

Senator Coleman, I strongly urge you to support and vote for Thomas C. Dorr’s
nomination as Under Secretary of USDA Rural Development. I thank you for the
opportumty to express my views to you on this important matter,

e

Gregory M/ Davids, Chidr
ouse Agriculture and Rural Development Committee

‘With appreciation.
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SCDC —=mll <'Sheldon
# veally wice place

Sheidon Chamber & Development Corporation

P.O.Box 276

Sheldon, I1A 51201 Emait Address: mgaul@sheldoniowa.com
Phone: 712-324-2813 Fax: 712-324- 4602 Website: www.sheldoniowa.com
04/21/05

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss

Senate Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry Committee
Russell Senate Office Building

Room 328 A

Washington, DC 20510

Dear Mr. Chambliss;

The purpose of this letter is to express support for Thomas Dorr of Marcus, Towa to be Under Secretary of
Agriculture and fo be a member of the Board of Directors of the Commodity Credit Corporation.

Rural Development at the U.S.D.A. is a crucial partner for economic development efforts in Iowa and in
Sheldon, Towa in particular. The tools provided by the U.S.D.A. give areas such as ours the opportunity to
thrive in a global economy. The community of Sheldon has a unique opportunity with a four lane
expressway being completed in the fall of 2006. This corridor will bring much needed additional traffic to
our area making Sheldon, Iowa a hub along the expressway.

Mr. Dorr has always been a leader in our area and has contributed fo the entire region for many years. He
is and would make a great servant to the U.S.D.A. and really bring the rural point of view to the
department. I encourage you to select Mr. Dorr for the position and thank you for your consideration.

Sincgrely,

Mark Gaul
Executive Director
Sheldon Chamber and Development Corporation

cc. The Honorable Charles E. Grassley
The Honorable Tom Harkin
The Honorable Mike Johanns

SHELDON CHAMBER & DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
Partners promoting quality, vislon, and opportunity.
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NCEC

I —— NATIONAL COUNCIL OF FARMER COOPERATIVES

April 19, 2005

The ITonorable Saxby Chambliss

Chairman

Cominittee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry
United States Senate

‘Washington, DC 20510

 Dear Mr. Chairman:

The National Council of Farmer Cooperatives (NCEFC) strongly supports for the nomination of
Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary for Rural Devclopment for the U.S. Department of Agriculture,

NCFC is the national trade association representing America’s farmer cooperatives. There are
neatly 3,000 farmer cooperatives acrose the U.S. whose memboers include 2 majority of our
nation’s more than 2 million farmers. They exist for the mutual benefit of their farmer members
and provide these members with increased opportunity to improve their income from the
marketplace and compete more effectively in the global marketplace. Farmer cooperatives are
also 4 major source of employment, accounting for nearly 300,000 full time and part time jobs.

NCFC believes that Mr. Dorr has a strong background in agriculture and has a firm grasp on the
issues facing farmers, their cooperatives, and rural America. His knowledge, leadership and
creativity will allow him to be effective in carrying out the programs and policies designed to
promote the economic well-being of rural America,

Therefore, NCEC urges the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry and the full
Senate to act to confirm Thomas Dorr as UInder Secretary for Rural Development.

Sincerely,

50 F STREET, NW « SUITE 500 - WASHINGTON, DC » 20001 » 202.626-8700 + fax 202-626-8722 - Web sie www.ncfe.org

Serving America's FormenOwned Covperctive Busincsses Since 1929
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February 17, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss

Chairman, Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry
United States Senate

328A Russell Senate Office Building

Washington, DC 20510

The Honorable Tom Harkin

Ranking Member, Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry
United States Senate

328A Russell Senate Office Building

‘Washington, DC 20510

Dear Chairman Chambliss and Ranking Member Harkin:

On behalf of the 220,000 members of the National Association of Home
Builders (NAHB), T would like to express our enthusiastic support for Thomas C. Dorr
to be Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development within the U.S.
Department of Agriculture.

Mr. Dorr’s commitment to housing rural Americans was quite evident
throughout his previous tenure in this critical post. During that time, he quickly
demonstrated his knowledge of the housing dilemma faced by the rural poor. Since
then, he has worked diligently to implement efforts to define and to begin to resolve
serious problems that exist with properties in the Rural Housing Service’s multifamily
loan portfolio. Given another opportunity to serve, I am confident that Tom Dorr will
continue to attack these problems head-on and with great success.

Again, I encourage you to quickly confirm Tom Dorr’s nomination as Under
Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development. Thank you in advance for the
consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

fraon i)

Gerald M. Howard
Executive Vice President and
Chief Executive Officer

GMH/wsr

CC:  Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry
The Honorable Thad Cochran

The Honorable Trent Lott

1201 15t Street, NW « Washington, DC 20005-2800

(800) 368-5242 + (202) 266-8200 » Fax: {202) 266-8374 = www.nahb.org
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IOWA
CORN

GROWERS
ASSOCIATION

April 22, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss

Chairman

Senate Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry Committee
Room 328A, Russell Office Building

U.S. Senate

‘Washington, DC 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

On behalf of the Iowa Com Growers Association, representing more than 6,000 Iowa
farmers, I would like to recommend most strongly that the Senate Agriculture Committee
confirm the appointment of Thomas Dorr as the USDA Rural Development Under
Secretary.

In our opinion, perpetuating any debate about Tom Dorr’s fitness at this point is not in
the interest of Jowa’s or the nation’s rural communities. The USDA and the farmers in
Iowa need an effective, forward-looking leader in the rural development post now, not
continued delay. ’

Further, Tom clearly demonstrated his capacity and comumitment to doing the rural
development job during the first Bush Administration, despite the distractions that
dogged his appointment. We believe he handled the extreme pressures placed on him
with great professionalism. Now we want to see what he can achieve for rural
development when he can proceed without such distractions,

We would like to take this opportunity to urge you, in your leadership capacity, to move
the Senate Agriculture Committee toward a vote on Tom's nominstion as promptly as
possible. We hope he will also have your personal backing during the debate.

Thank you for considering our recommendations.

Sincerely,

David Calderwood
President

Cc: Senator Grassley, Senator Harkin
5505 NW 88th Svest. =100 Phone {515} 2258242
Johnston, |A USA  Fax {615} 226-0781
50131-2948  E-mail corninfoBivwacorm.ong
Website waww.iowacom,org
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AREA ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

418 West Cedar » Cherokee, Jowa 51012
Tel: 712-225-5739 » Fax: 712-225-1991 « E-mail: caedc@netins.net + Website: www.cherokeeia.com

April 21, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss, Chair

Senate Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry Committee
Russell Senate Office Building

Room 328 A

‘Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Chambliss:

This letter is to express the support of the Cherokee Area Economic Development
Corporation for the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr of Marcus, lowa to the position of
Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development and to be a member of the Board
of Directors of the Commodity Credit Corporation.

Mr. Dorr has extensive history of work in economic development and in agriculture. He
is a farmer in Northwest Iowa and had the foresight to be one of the founding directors of
the Cherokee Area Economic Development Corporation over fifteen years ago. His
progressive experience serving on the Iowa Board of Regents, Director of the Com
Growers and a member of the Board of the Federal Reserve of Chicago endow Mr. Dorr
with the expertise necessary to serve as Under Secretary.

The Board of Directors of the Cherokee Area Economic Development Corporation
strongly urges support for the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr. We believe he will be a
great advocate for rural America.

Sincerely,

Mark A, Buschkamp
Executive Director

Cc:  The Honorable Charles Grassley
The Honorable Tom Harkin
The Honorable Mike Johanns

MEMBER COMMUNITIES
Aurelta « Cherokee * Cleghorn « Larrabee « Marcus * Meriden + Quimby » Washta + Cherokee County
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Michuel Toelle
Charmon of the Board
500 Conax Trvy 931-355-6900
irwase Grove Haignis, My 681:3656417 Fua
5077 Figho fefleBEhsine <o
cmmtwn
April 26, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss, Chair
Scnate Agriculture, Nugition, and Forestry C
Russe] Senate Office Building

Room 328 A

Washingron, DC 20510

Dear Senator,

We write to express our support for the nommatmn of Thomas Dorr to be Under Secretary for Rural
lop at the D of Agricul Tom has proven his ability to manage this large and
zmpomnl agency. He has d d a passion for hening our small towns and creating an

improved quality of life for citizens living in rural America.

Tom is extremely well qualified for the Under Secretary for Rural Development position. He knows first
hand the needs of rural Amcrica. He grew up on a family farm near the small town of Marcus, Towa. After
college, her returned to the farm, and began a successful career as manager of the family farm and grain
clovator, which gave him an understanding of the challenges facing family farmers, small businessmen and
small town community leaders.

Tom’s leadership and i ity have imp us. He is a person of good character who shared his talents
by serving as a leader in many local, state and national organizations. It is critical to have hira and other
nominees in positions at USDA before the 2006 Farm Bill debate begins this summer.

QOur organizations represcnt many Americans who work and tive in yural America. We fully understand the
importance of having healthy and prosp Tural 10 inps the quality of lifc for our
members, but also 1o attract the best and brightest young peopie back 10 our farms and nual businesses.

We ask you to confirm Tom Dorr for Under Secretary for USDA Rural Development, We believe he will
be a key member of the leadership team and the Department of Agriculture at a very critical time for rural
America.

Sincercly.

Michacel Toclic
Chairman
CHS Inc.



65

April 26, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss
Chairman, Senate Agriculture Committee
United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510

RE: NOMINATION OF THOMAS C. DORR
Dear Chairman Chambliss:

As the federal agency Congress charged with chartering, regulating and/or insuring the
nation’s credit unions, the National Credit Union Administration has maintained a close
working relationship with the USDA and the President’s nominee to be Under Secretary
for Rural Development, Mr. Tom Dorr.

Mr. Dorr’s leadership has been instrumental in our agencies partnering to provide
economic empowerment across America, especially often in underserved and minority
communities.

The nation’s credit unions have a pivotal role to play in helping Americans from all
walks of life achieve the American Dream of financial self-sufficiency. The NCUA, in
partnership with USDA, has made greater access to affordable credit for homeowners and
capital for rural small business owners a major priority.

Without Mr. Dorr’s steadfast leadership, I know we would not have realized the success
in our partnership thus far. Iam confident that upon Senate confirmation, Mr. Dorr will
continue to provide strong leadership for rural America. I respectfully urge your support
and vote for Tom Dorr as the next Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Sincerely yours,

JoAnn Johnson
Chairman
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April 26, 2005

The Honorable Tom Harkin

Ranking Member, Senate Agriculture Committee
United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510

RE: NOMINATION OF THOMAS C. DORR
Dear Senator Harkin:

As the federal agency Congress charged with chartering, regulating and/or insuring the
nation’s credit unions, the National Credit Union Administration has maintained a close
working relationship with the USDA and the President’s nominee to be Under Secretary
for Rural Development, Mr. Tom Dorr.

Mr. Dorr’s leadership has been instrumental in our agencies partnering to provide
economic empowerment across America, especially often in underserved and minority
communities.

The nation’s credit unions have a pivotal role to play in helping Americans from all
walks of life achieve the American Dream of financial self-sufficiency. The NCUA, in
partnership with USDA, has made greater access to affordable credit for homeowners and
capital for rural small business owners a major priority.

Without Mr. Dorr’s steadfast leadership, 1 know we would not have realized the success
in our partnership thus far. 1 am confident that upon Senate confirmation, Mr. Dorr will
continue to provide strong leadership for rural America. | respectfully urge your support
and vote for Tom Dorr as the next Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Sincerely yours,

JoAnn Johnson
Chairman
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{703) 837-8467

Council for Affordable and Rural Housing

Celebrating 25 Years Serving the Affordable Housing Needs of Rural America

March 16, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss

Chairman

Senate Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry Committee
328 A Russell Senate Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

The Council for Affordable and Rural Housing (CARH) is a nationwide trade association with its
headquarters in Alexandria, Virginia. CARH represents the interests of over 400 private for-profit and
non-profit companies, as well as federal state and local housing finance agencies. Members of the
association build, develop, finance, manage, own and supply products and services to the affordable rural
housing industry.

On behalf of our members throughout the country, we are writing to you today in support of the
pomination of Thomas C. Dorr to be Under Secretary for Rural Development at the United States
Department of Agriculture (USDA). The Rural Development (RD) office of USDA is facing several
important trapsitional challenges. Specifically, the multifamily portfolio of the Section 515 Rural Rental
Housing Program has an extremely positive record providing homes to rural poor families and elderty
persons, but most of these properties are 20 to 30 years old and need further assistance to continue their
successful mission. There is a need for strong leadership and a determination to forge long-term solutions
to preserving this important investment in rural housing.

Mr. Dorr has served during the past year and a half as a senior advisor to the Secretary of the USDA. In
this capacity he has been responsible for bringing to the attention of officials within the agency the
complex issues facing the Section 515 program. Budget cuts coupled with the need to preserve an aging
Section 515 housing portfolio, have created challenges for the agency, CARH members and above all, the
residents we all work to serve. These challenges will require a firm, steady and knowledgeable hand
guiding the Under Secretary’s Office. As a result of Mr. Dorr’s efforts to date, RD has worked to deliver
a thorough study of the Section 515 portfolio, which contains recommendations that if implemented wilt
continue this vital source of housing in rural America.

On behalf of our members, we appreciate your attention in this matfer and urge the committee to
expeditiously confirm Mr. Dorr as Under Secretary for USDA’s Rural Development.

Sincerely,

Robert Rice, Jr.
President

cc: Honorable Mike Johanns, Secretary USDA
Christopher Smith, Office of Public Liaison, White House

1112 King Street » Alexandria, Virginia 22314 « (703) 837-9001 « (703) 837-8467 Fax
carh@carh.org « www.carh.org
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MORTGAGE
BI‘\)NKERS
ASSOCIATION

fevesting in communities

April 15, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss

Chairman

Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry
United States Senate

Room SR-328A

Russell Senate Office Building

Washington, DC 20510-6000

Dear Chairman Chambiliss:

The Mortgage Bankers Association’ (MBA) is writing in support of the nomination of
Thomas C. Dorr as Under Secretary for Rural Development at the U.S. Department of
Agriculture (USDA). We are confident that, with the Senate’s confirmation, Mr. Dorr will
be a strong advocate for the housing needs of this country’s rural communities.

MBA is an active proponent of the single-family and multifamily housing programs
administered by Rural Development’s Rural Housing Service (RHS). In fact, the vast
majority of RHS’s Section 502 Guaranteed Single Family Housing Loans are originated
by MBA members. During the 108" Congress, MBA advocated for legisiation
authorizing Ginnie Mae to securitize RHS’s Section 538 multifamily loans, and, once
passed, an MBA member company was the first to securitize the product with Ginnie
Mae.

We believe that Mr. Dorr, like MBA, is also a strong supporter of rural communities. We
support Mr. Dorr’s nomination as Under Secretary for Rural Development because we
have found him to be an engaged leader with a true commitment to the housing and
community development needs of rural America.

! The Mortgage Bankers Association (MBA) is the national association representing the real estate finance
industry, an industry that employs more than 480,000 people in virtually every community in the country.
Headquartered in Washington, D.C., the association works to ensure the continued strength of the nation’s
residential and cial real estate markets; te expand homeownership prospects through increased
affordability; and to extend access to affordable housing to all Americans. MBA promotes fair and ethical
lending practices and fosters excellence and technical know-how ameong real estate finance professionals
through a wide range of educational prograins and technical publications. Its membership of approximately
2,900 panies includes all el ts of real estate fi : mortgage panies, mortgage brokers,
commercial banks, thrifts, life insurance companies and others in the mortgage lending field. For additional
information, visit MBA’s Web site: www.mortgagebankers.org.

1919 Pennsyivanis Avenue, NW | Washington, DC 20006-3404 | www.mortgagebankers,org | (202} 587-2700
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Mr. Dorr has represented Rural Development at several MBA events, including
speaking on the government housing pane! at our Annual Convention and Expo in 2002
and 2003. Likewise, MBA joined Mr. Dorr at Rural Development’s National Rural
Housing Summit in June 2003.

In the year following his appointment as Under Secretary for Rural Development in June
2002, Mr. Dorr oversaw positive changes to the Rural Housing Service's single-family
and multifamily programs. In fact, the changes to the Section 502 Single Family
Guaranteed Housing Loan program implemented during his tenure have resulted in
increased use of the program by rural families and increased satisfaction with the
program by rural lenders.

We appreciate the opportunity to voice our support of Mr. Dorr's appointment and hope
to have the opportunity to work with him as Under Secretary for Rural Development in
the coming years.

Most sincerely,

%ZM

Jonathan L. Kempner
President and Chief Executive Officer

cc: The Honorable Tom Harkin, Ranking Member
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National Association of Latino/Hispanic
Farmers & Ranchers
717 D Street, NW
WSBACH Suite 400
Washington, DC 20004
Tel: 202-628-8833
Fax: 202-737-1350
Email: LatinoFarmersandRanchersDC{@yahoo.com

April 18, 2005

The Honorable Kenneth Salazar -
Senate Dirksen Office Building
Room B40-A

Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Salazar:

We, Hispanic Americans active in farming, rural businesses, and rural community developrent, are hereby
expressing our support for the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr as Under Scoretary for Rural Development.

M. Dotv recophizes, as we da, that the €ace of rural America is changing rapidly. Competition in our
farms and small towns, both domestic and forcign, is stiff and increasing, Continuing scientific and
technological advances mean that farm operators and small businessman must adapt to survive,

Change poses challenges, but it also brings opportunity. Value added businesses, specialty crops,
alternative fuels, new generation cooperatives, and new marketing strategies affcr ways for smalt family
farmers and businessmen to leverage their resources, stay competitive and grow with an expanding and
diversifying rural economy. This ig important not only for America’s three million farm operators, but also
for the 60 millian other rural Americans, many of them Hispanic, engaged in non-sgricultural pursuits,

Mr. Dorr understands the necessity. He has been one of the most visionary leaders in America today
orientating farmers, rural communities, and the USDA, to new opportunities and directions. His leadership
at Rural Development would provide invaluable focus and direction to this coitical transformation, and we
urge your support.

In view of certain past controversies, we wish also to note that Mr. Dorr has been a consistent and effective
advocate for increased minotity participation in USDA Rural Development programs. We are concerned
that his views and record in this matter have been deliberately misrepresented by some individuals and
groups with narrow partisan agendas. We hope that you, and the Senate gs 2 whole, will réject such tactics
and consider Mr. Dorr’s ponination on the merits. .

When you do, we areeSifident you will join with us in our support of Mr. Docr's nomiaation, We look
forward to working wi . Dorr in the years ahead. We hope you will give him, and us, that chance.

Sincerely,
—}&ﬁ %@éffé’

1an of Latino/Hispanic Farmers and Ranchers
WSBACH Suitfe 400, 717 D Street, NW; Washington, DC 20004
Office: (202) 628-8833; Fax: (202) 737-1350

ec: Thomes €. Dorr
Scnuter Saxby Chambliss
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National
Lleased

HQUS!HQ 1818 N STREET, NW./ SUIT
G rm 1 L NW./ SUITE 405/ WASHINGTON,D.C, 20036
Associalion {202} 785-8388 / FAX (202) 785-2008

SAVITY Amenet g
0l BaUsn Yy no2ds

The Hmm
Chairmas
Senste Agricillare, Nmn\mn and Forestry Commitice
328 A Russ»t! Sunate Office Building '
Wishinglon, DC‘ 20510

bicﬂu'{by Chamhliss

Paar M. Lhmmmn‘

The Na'uonn ascd Housing Association (NTLHA) represents federally assisted
housiny providers and administrators, NLHA’s members include developers, owners,
managers, lowuding agéncies and nonprofit organizalions involved in every aspect of the
provision of affordable rental housing.

axe, writing (oday in support of the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr to be Under
1 Rural Development at the USDA. Much of the nation's affordable stock is
aging and ias sapital necds:that must be addressed to ensure their ability to continue to
house low and ‘moder ate income families in our nial communitics. It is imperative that a
long-term-stiafegy be ‘de'v_g,lopp\d and implemented to address the aging stock.

We believe Mr Dorr has the experience and dotermination to lead such an effort.
We urge the committec to confirm Mr. Dore as Under Secretary of USDA's Rural
Development.office as soon as possible,

Sincercly,

//u 4 /Me sf— l o

Denise 13 Moha
Fxuveutlye Direetor, o0 vy,
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April 21, 2005
Dear Senator Murkowski,
Re: Thomas Dorr, Designee Under Secretary, Rural Development, USDA

I have known Tom Dorr for approximately 3 years. Alaska could not have a
better friend at USDA Rural Development.

Tom and his wife Ann have visited Nome and several surrounding villages in
Northwest Alaska. They have seen first-hand what Rural Development programs can do
to support a community in rural Alaska.

While in Nome, Mr. Dorr witnessed new homes being constructed, extensions and
replacements to the City of Nome water and sewer system and saw ambulances Rural
Development funds provided. Tom viewed our new power plant, the new movie theater,
the senior center and a Subway Restaurant ....all projects funded by Rural Development.

He devoted his time to travel to Unalakleet to visit the new $8 million sub-
regional clinic under construction in that community.

Mr. Dorr continued to St. Michael and saw the first ever Ambulance in that
community. In Kotlik, he presided over the dedication of the “Fire Station in a Box” —
(fire suppression equipment) ...all of the aforementioned projects funded by USDA Rural
Development.

Tom Dorr is not an Alaskan, but he’s the next best thing. He understands why our
state is different, why we need infrastructure and the investment that Rural Development
has made and will continue to make here.

In short, Tom Dorr “gets it!” He knows the challenges, and he’s seen the ways
Rural Development funds, properly invested, reaps great rewards. ...

I submit that Alaska can have no better advocate in the Undersecretary’s Office of
Rural Development than Tom Dorr. That’s why I’'m pleased to support his confirmation
of him by the United States Senate.

Best personal regards.

Yours very truly,
Denise Michels
Mayor, City of Nome

Bee: Bill Allen
761-7784(F)
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April 21, 2005
Dear Senator Stevens,
Re: Thomas Dorr, Designee Under Secretary, Rural Development, USDA

I have known Tom Dorr for approximately 3 years. Alaska could not have a
better friend at USDA Rural Development.

Tom and his wife Ann have visited Nome and several surrounding villages in
Northwest Alaska. They have seen first-hand what Rural Development programs can do
to support a community in rural Alaska.

While in Nome, Mr. Dorr witnessed new homes being constructed, extensions and
replacements to the City of Nome water and sewer system and saw ambulances Rural
Development funds provided. Tom viewed our new power plant, the new movie theater,
the senior center and a Subway Restaurant .. ..all projects funded by Rural Development.

He devoted his time to travel to Unalakleet to visit the new $8 million sub-
regional clinic under construction in that community.

Mr. Dorr continued to St. Michael and saw the first ever Ambulance in that
community. In Kotlik, he presided over the dedication of the “Fire Station in a Box” ~
(fire suppression equipment) ...all of the aforementioned projects funded by USDA Rural
Development.

Tom Dorr is not an Alaskan, but he’s the next best thing. He understands why our
state is different, why we need infrastructure and the investment that Rural Development
has made and will continue to make here.

In short, Tom Dorr “gets it!” He knows the challenges, and he’s seen the ways
Rural Development funds, properly invested, reaps great rewards. ...

I submit that Alaska can have no better advocate in the Undersecretary’s Office of
Rural Development than Tom Dorr. That’s why I'm pleased to support his confirmation
of him by the United States Senate.

Best personal regards.

Yours very truly,
Denise Michels
Mayor, City of Nome

Bee: Bill Allen
761-7784(F)
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April 21, 2005

Dear Senator Murkowski:

Re: Thomas Dorr, Designee Under Secretary — Rural Development- USDA

The purpose of this letter is to request your support for the senate confirmation of
Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary, Rural Development, United States Department of
Agriculture,

I met Tom Dorr three years ago when he visited Alaska and met with leaders in
the State that had a common interest of improving the quality of life in Alaska’s rural
communities.

It was very clear to me that Mr. Dorr had a deep understanding of the housing
needs in rural Alaska. He also expressed his personal commitment and that of Rural
Development to assist in meeting the challenges of providing affordable housing in rural

communities.

He joined with Senator Murkowski in setting a goal for Federal and State partners
in housing to meet in new housing starts in rural Alaska.

I believe Tom is a fried of Alaska and I urge you to support Mr. Dorr’s
confirmation.

Personal regards.

Yours truly,

DANFAUSKE

Bcee: Bill Allen
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April 21, 2005

Dear Senator Stevens:

Re: Thomas Dorr, Designee Under Secretary — Rural Development- USDA

The purpose of this letter is to request your support for the senate confirmation of
Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary, Rural Development, United States Department of
Agriculture.

I'met Tom Dorr three years ago when he visited Alaska and met with leaders in
the State that had a common interest of improving the quality of life in Alaska’s rural
communities.

It was very clear to me that Mr. Dorr had a deep understanding of the housing
needs in rural Alaska. He also expressed his personal commitment and that of Rural
Development to assist in meeting the challenges of providing affordable housing in rural

communities,

He joined with Senator Murkowski in setting a goal for Federal and State partners
in housing to meet in new housing starts in rural Alaska.

I'believe Tom is a fried of Alaska and I urge you to support Mr. Dorr’s
confirmation.

Personal regards.

Yours truly,

DANFAUSKE

Bcee: Bill Allen
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Black Farmers & Agriculturalists Association
Arkansas Chapter

7412 Suburbia Drive
Pine Bluff, AR 71603-8951
{870} 879-1610 bifaa@sbcglobal,net Fax {870} 879-0368

Larry Rasberry, Chairman
Harrison Lock President
Evelyn Bryant, Secretary

The Honorable Tom Harkin

Ranking Democratic Member

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry
Room SR-328A

Russell Senate Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20510-6000

Jear Honorable Senator Harkin:

My name is Fernando Burkett, and I am the Chairman of the Board of Directors for the National Black Farmers and
Agriculturalists Association (BFAA). I also serve as the liaison person for BFAA and the Executive Director for the
Arkansas BFAA chapter. The purpose of this letter from our national and state organization is to lend our support
on behalf of Mr. Tom Dorr who is the Senior Advisor for the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA).

We hold Mr. Dorr as a valuable asset to our organization and its future. He is one of the individuals that has played
a major role in bridging the gap between the small, limited resource and minority producers for our organization and
the USDA. Mr. Dorr has journeyed to the great state of Arkansas on several occasions. His knowledge and
expertise has opened a whole new world for this organization and the clients we serve. Without my invitation and
on his own instincts, Mr. Dorr has taken the time to return to Arkansas to personally visit with me in his efforts to
find ways he can best serve the small, limited resource, minority producers and farmers alike. This is one of the
things that has impressed me about him; because in my position with this organization, it is rare that any top ranking
official takes time out to visit ground-zero organizations such as BFAA.
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1 have come to rely on his guidance when we are in need of assistance, it is also my belief that he
will play a vital role in the future survival of the small farmers. If1 can be of any assistance to
you on this matter, please feel free to call me at (870) 879-1610 or by writing to the above
address at your earliest convenience. Thanking you in advance for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

Zecondso Budutt™

Fernando Burkett
Executive Director
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Black Farmers & Agriculturalists Association
Arkansas Chapter

7412 Suburbia Drive
Pine Bluff, AR 71603-8951
{870} 879-1610 bfaa@sbcglobal,net Fax {870} 879-0368

Larry Rasherry, Chainnan
Harrison Lock President
Evelyn Bryant, Secretary

The Honorable Tom Harkin

Ranking Democratic Member

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry
Room SR-328A

Russell Senate Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20510-6000

Dear Honorable Senator Harkin:

My name is Fernando Burkett, and [ am the Chairman of the Board of Directors for the National Black Farmers and
Agriculturalists Association (BFAA). [ also serve as the liaison person for BFAA and the Executive Director for the
Arkansas BFAA chapter. The purpose of this letter from our national and state organization is to lend our support
on behalf of Mr. Tom Dorr who is the Senior Advisor for the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA).

We hold Mr. Dorr as a valuable asset to our organization and its future. He is one of the individuals that has played
amajor role in bridging the gap between the small, limited resource and minority producers for our organization and
the USDA. Mr. Dorr has journeyed to the great state of Arkansas on several occasions. His knowledge and
expertise has opened a whole new world for this organization and the clients we serve. Without my invitation and
on his own instincts, Mr. Dorr has taken the time to return to Arkansas to personaily visit with me in his efforts to
find ways he can best serve the small, limited resource, minority producers and farmers alike. This is one of the
things that has impressed me about him; because in my position with this organization, it is rare that any top ranking
official takes time out to visit ground-zero organizations such as BFAA.
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I have come to rely on his guidance when we are in need of assistance, it is also my belief that he
will play a vital role in the future survival of the small farmers. IfI can be of any assistance to
you on this matter, please feel free to call me at (870) 879-1610 or by writing to the above
address at your earliest convenience. Thanking you in advance for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

Lecnendo ki

Fernando Burkett
Executive Director
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- Arkansas Land and Farm Development Corporation (ALFDC)

“WoighboriWrce-
EHARTERED MEPARAR
March 1, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss, Chairman

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry
Room SR-328A

Russell Senate Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20510-6000

Dear Chairman Chambliss:

| am writing this letter in support of Tom Dorr as the U.S. Department of Agriculture Under Secretary
for Rural Development.

| met Mr. Dorr in Washington, DC when he was serving as the acting Under Secretary for Rural
Development and was impressed with his passion for small farmers. Quite frankly, when | first met
Tom, 1 was not expecting him to be particularly supportive of our needs. But, over the years that we
have worked together | have found him to be a great ally and a tireless fighter for the causes that we
both support. Even before The President re-appointed him to this position, | wrote the then
Secretary-Designee a letter advising him of our support for this fine USDA official (copy attached).

Tom has traveled to the Arkansas Land and Farm Development Corporation (ALFDC) facility in
Brinkley, Arkansas, which is not an easy task since we are located in the middle of the constituency
that we serve. Despite the fact that Brinkley is more than 75 miles from the nearest airport, Tom had
made the trek here to meet with our farmer and tour their co-ops and agribusinesses.

Furthermore, from his position in Washington, he has demonstrated that he is a true friend of the
small farmers. He has worked with us to find the resources and support necessary to help build a
stronger and more economically vibrant Rural America.

1 could go on with further examples of how Tom has worked to support us, but | think you understand
what we think about him here in rural Arkansas.

If you have any questions or if | can provide you with any further background on my experiences with
Mr. Dorr, please feel free to contact me at 870-734-1140.

Sincerely,

Dr. Calvin R. King, Sr., President/CEQ

Cc: Secretary Mike Johanns, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW,
Washington, DC 20250

484 Floyd Brown Drive Post Office Box 743 Brinkley, AR 72021

Phone: 870-734-1140 Fax: B70-734-4197
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Arkansas Land and Farm Development Corporation (ALFDC)

“NoighborWorks-

EHARTERED FACARER

March 1, 2005

The Honorable Tom Harkin, Ranking Democratic Member
Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry
Room SR-328A

Russell Senate Office Building

Washington, DC. 20510-6000

Dear Senator Harkin:

| am writing this letter in support of Tom Dorr as the U.S. Department of Agriculture Under Secretary
for Rural Development.

| met Mr. Dorr in Washington, DC when he was serving as the acting Under Secretary for Rural
Development and was impressed with his passion for small farmers. Quite frankly, when | first met
Tom, | was not expecting him to be particularly supportive of our needs. But, over the years that we
have worked together | have found him to be a great ally and a tireless fighter for the causes that we
both support. Even before | knew that The President re-appointed him to this position, | wrote the
then Secretary-Designee a letter advising him of our support for this fine USDA official (copy
attached).

Tom has traveled to the Arkansas Land and Farm Development Corporation (ALFDC) facility in
Brinkley, Arkansas, which is not an easy task since we are located in the middle of the constituency
that we serve. Despite the fact that Brinkley is more than 75 miles from the nearest airport, Tom had
made the trek here to meet with our farmers and tour their co-ops and agribusinesses.

Furthermore, from his position in Washington, he has demonstrated that he is a true friend of the
small farmers. He has worked with us to find the resources and support necessary to help build a
stronger and more economically vibrant Rural America.

1 could go on with further examples of how Tom has worked to support us, but | think you understand
what we think about him here in rural Arkansas. Senator, | understand that you have had some
concems with Mr. Dorr in the past. However, | strongly urge you to reconsider your position. | have
found him to be one of our best friends not only at USDA but possibly in all of official Washington.

If you have any questions or if | can provide you with any further background on my experiences with
Mr. Dorr, please feel free to contact me at 870-734-1140.

Sincerely,

Dr. Calvin R. King, Sr., President/CEQ

Cc: Secretary Mike Johanns, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW,
Washington, DC 20250

484 Floyd Brown Drive . Post Office Box 743

- Brinkley, AR 72021
Phone: 870-734-1140 Fax: 870-734-4197
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Arransas Land and Farm Development Corporation (ALFDC)

/N;;ghbor/%tks‘

EFRRARTERRD RAE KA & %

December 10, 2004

The Honorable Governor Mike Johanns
Office of the Secretary of the U.S. Department Agriculture
Washington, DC 20250 .

Re: Your Nomination by President George W. Bush for Secretary of Agriculture

Dear Governor Johanns:

Congratulations on your nomination for the position of Secretary of Agriculture. Tt was most
impressive and pleasing to see your background, experience and recognized insight on the needs of
America’s agriculture community and rural economic development.

Under the leadership of Secretary Ann Veneman, and the support of Assistant Secretary Vernion
Parker, Thomas Dorr, and Scott Mexic, Arkansas Land and Farm Development Corporation (ALFDC)
was successful to partner with USDA to address some of the many pressing issues facing limited-
resource and minority farmers in Arkansas. While the problems have not been resolved, ALFDC
through its working relationship with USDA has developed and implemented a programmatic
strategic process that is responsive and effective in addressing the needs and issues of rural
communities. Programs that involve job creation, and economic growth, structured on a land-based
approach. While the strategy and partnerships have been effectively applied more work is needed
for a more comprehensive impact in the following:

L Support of small family farms and limited-resource farmers,
Strengthen and expand outreach programs that provide training and technical support to youth,
limited-resource, minority, beginning and re-entering farmers. This would include full funding for
Section 2501 program authorization of $25 miltion: “Outreach, Training and Technical Assistance
program” to assist minority farmers. Community-based organizations with experience in this area
are specifically authorized to receive funding to implement the program. Such programs are
essential for overcoming start-up difficulties, maintaining operations, and helping farmers make
the difficult transition to alternative agricultural enterprises, and training youth for entry into
farming.

II. Preservation of minority-owned farms.
Support the Office of Civil Rights on the enforcement of recommendations with regard to
equitable treatment of minority farmers by USDA agencies. These recommendations have

484 Floyd Brown Drive Post Office Box 743 Brinkley, AR 72021

Phone: 870-734-1140 Fax: 870-734-4197
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been presented in the U. S. Civil Rights Commission’s 1982 report, "The Decline of Black
Farming in America”, the July 25, 1990 report of the U. S. House of Representatives Committee
on Government Operation, 1997 report of the Civil Rights Action Teamn and the 1998 report,

"4 Time to Act, “of the USDA National Commission on Small Farms.

I Support for fand ownership.
Access to land for beginning farmers, particularly minorities is a fundamental barrier that can be

overcome through community-based organization programs structured to bank land and make
land available to beginning and limited-resource farmers. Coordinated targeting of USDA Farm
Service Agency (FSA) inventory property (land), operating loans and alternative financing for
minority farmers to address past patterns of poor customer service.

ALFDC is committed to a comprehensive strategy to enhance family farm development, housing and
technology opportunities for farm and rural families, rural economic development projects and
innovative, safe and sustainable agriculture initiatives. This strategy is founded on two (2) main
concepts. - First, that land is the primary natural resource in the rural environment. Second, that
agriculture and its refated industries comprise a major part of the cultural heritage of rural people.

Arkansas Land and Farm Development Corporation (ALFDC) was founded in 1980 bX a group of
small farmers, landowners, and rural residents. Now we are in our twenty-fifth (25" year of
operation as a non-profit 501 © 3 tax exempt organization. ALFDC has a commitment to
sustainable rural community development as our highest value. Our work is guided by the belief
that progressive social change and land ownership are the basis for self-determination and self-

reliance.

ALFDC has a demonstrated track record for partnership program delivery with USDA and rural
America. We look forward to our continued working partnership in the future with even greater
success, particutarly with the Office of Civil Rights.

1 hope to discuss our aforementioned and on-going program partnerships with you in the near
future.

Again, congratulations.

Dr. Calvin R. King, Sr., President/CEQ

Pc: Senator Blanche Lincoln, D-Arkansas
Senator Mark Prior, D-Arkansas
Mr. 3. D. Davis, ALFOC Vice President/CFO
Mr. Glly Neal, Jr., Chairman of the Board

. Post Office Box 743 . Brinkiey, AR 72021
Phone: §70-734-1140 Fax- B870-734-4197
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STATE OF COLORADO

Colorado Department of Agriculture

WWww,ag state.co.us

700 Kipling Street, Suite 4000
Lakewood, CO 80215-8000
(303) 239-4100
(303)239-4125 FAX

Bill Owens, Governor
Don Ament, Commissioner
Sheidon R. Jones, Deputy Commissioner

March 30, 2005

Senator Wayne Allard

521 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Fax: 202.224.6471

Senator Allard:

| am writing to support the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr as Under Secretary for the U.S. Department of
Agriculture Rural Development. Through my interaction with Tom, | have found him to have a great
passion for rural development.

Tomn has made a tremendous impact in this area, specifically by expediting programs and implermenting
management efficiencies through the release of $762 million authorized in the farm bill that reduced the
backlog of community water/wastewater infrastructure applications. In addition, he utilized private sector
resources to expedite the review and announcement of $37 million in Value Added Agricultural Product
Market Development Grants.

Tom developed performance standards by measuring outcomes rather than outputs and increased the
awareness and understanding of USDA Rural Development programs through expanded outreach and
employee customer service. He conducted the first national management meeting of USDA Rural
Development senior staff to break down barriers between agencies and ensure field staff increased their
efforts to reach out to organizations and individuals who qualified for rural development programs.

In my capacity as Colorado Commissioner of Agriculture, | have met with Tom when he has traveled to
Colorado and have worked with him while he served as Senior Advisor to former Secretary of Agriculture
Ann Veneman. As a fourth generation family farmer, he has a vision for successful farming and ranching,
and his business and problem solving skills enable him to tackle difficult issues.

Thank you for your consideration of Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary for USDA Rural Development.

Sincerely,

Don Ament
Commissioner

¢: Senator Saxby Chamliss, Fax: 202.224.0103
Senator Tom Harkin, Fax: 202.224.9369
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STATE OF COLORADO

Colorado Department of Agriculture
www.ag state co.us

700 Kiphing Street, Suite 4000
Lakewood, CO 80215-8000
(303) 239-4100

(303) 239-4125 FAX

Bitl Owens, Governor
Don Ament, Commissioner
Sheldon R. Jones, Deputy Commissioner

March 30, 2005

Senator Ken Salazar

702 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Fax: 202.228.5036

Senator Salazar:

I am writing to support the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr as Under Secretary for the U.8. Department of
Agriculture Rural Development. Through my interaction with Tom, | have found him to have a great
passion for rural development.

Tom has made a tremendous impact in this area, specifically by expediting programs and implementing
management efficiencies through the release of $762 million authorized in the farm bill that reduced the
backlog of community water/wastewater infrastructure applications. In addition, he utilized private sector
resources to expedite the review and announcement of $37 million in Value Added Agricultural Product
Market Development Grants.

Tom developed performance standards by measuring outcomes rather than outputs and increased the
awareness and understanding of USDA Rural Development programs through expanded outreach and
employee customer service. He conducted the first national management mesting of USDA Rural
Development senior staff to break down barriers between agencies and ensure field staff increased their
efforts to reach out to organizations and individuals who qualified for rural development programs.

In my capacity as Colorado Commissioner of Agriculture, | have met with Tom when he has fraveled to
Colorado and have worked with him while he served as Senior Advisor to former Secretary of Agriculture
Ann Veneman. As a fourth generation family farmer, he has a vision for successful farming and ranching,
and his business and problem solving skiils enable him to tackle difficult issues.

Thank yau for your consideration of Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary for USDA Rural Development.

Sincerely,

Don Ament
Commissioner
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City of Trinidad
Office of the City Manager
P.0O. Box 880

n Trinidad, Colorado 81082
Telephone (719) 846-9843

7Y Br TANeDAD COLORADG Fax (719) 846-4140
www historictrinidad.com

e Ty,

April 19, 2005

Honorable Senator Ken Salazar
380 Russell
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Salazar,

We are requesting your favorable consideration of Tom Dorr as Under
Secretary of Rural Development.

The City of Trinidad is a rural community in southern Colorado. We were
very appreciative of the fact that someone from Washington, D.C. visited
our beautiful State, which, Mr. Dorr has done. Mr. Dorr has been to
Trinidad and presented grant checks to Southern Colorado Head Start,
Fisher’s Peak YMCA, and the Huerfano/Las Animas County Council of
Governments last summer.

We were both pleased and impressed that our tax dollars could be seen
coming back to our community and helping our constituents. It gave new
meaning to “I'm here from the government, and I'm here to help”.

USDA Rural Development has invested some $10,491,028.00 into Trinidad
and Las Animas County in the last 4 years. We are pleased with the
homes, infrastructure, and community facility funding that has helped
created an economic impact in this area. Mr. Dorr has a vision and
dedication, which benefits the quality of life we continue to instill in our
families.
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City of Trinidad
Office of the City Manager
s P.O. Box 880

Trinidad, Colorado 81082
n Telephone (719} 846-9843

CITY OF TRRNGAD. COLORADD Fax (719) 846-4140
www.historictrinidad.com

T,

April 19, 2005

Honorable Senator Wayne Allard
525 Dirksen
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Allard,

We are requesting your favorable consideration of Tom Dorr as Under
Secretary of Rural Development.

The City of Trinidad is a rural community in southern Colorado. We were
very appreciative of the fact that someone from Washington, D.C. visited
our beautiful State, which, Mr. Dorr has done. Mr. Dorr has been to
Trinidad and presented grant checks to Southern Colorado Head Start,
Fisher’s Peak YMCA, and the Huerfano/Las Animas County Council of
Governments last summer.

We were both pleased and impressed that our tax dollars could be seen
coming back to our community and helping our constituents. It gave new
meaning to “I'm here from the government, and I’'m here to help”.

USDA Rural Development has invested some $10,431,028.00 into Trinidad
and Las Animas County in the last 4 years. We are pleased with the
homes, infrastructure, and community facility funding that has helped
created an economic impact in this area. Mr. Dorr has a vision and
dedication, which benefits the quality of life we continue to instill in our
families.
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Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Mayor and City Councilmembers
City of Trinidad

Q.W

osephyA. Reorda, Mayor

Gotre Rt

en Sandov::al, Mayor Pro-tem

Bosahy

oseph Bonato, Councilmember

ai\wM\JZ/ ) 9, oy

Nick DeBono, Councilmember

I bow i,

Nancy Eli§, €ouncilmember

s Mo Qs

'\'/Jgnnie Garduno, Councilmember




89

National Bison Association

1400 W, 122" Westminster, CO 80234 303-292.2833. Fax 303-292-2564

February 16, 2005

LLS, Senator Wayne Allard

United States Senate

521 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, 13.C. 20310-0605

Dear Scnator Allard:

On behalf of the National Bison Association. ] am writing to support the appointment of
Thomas Dorr as the Undersecretary for Rural Development,

During the past few years, Mr. Dorr has demonstrated a strong commitment to rural
development initiatives that can assist independent producers and the communities in
which they live, His commitment Lo cooperative development. and innovating business
development programs is a strong asset to the independent ranchers and marketers of
American bison.

Please feel frec to contact our office for any additional information.

Sincerely,

Nave Carter
FExecutive Dirvector
National Bison Association
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10, February, 05

Senator Wayne Allard
via emall; Cory Gardner: ¢ory._gardner@allard senate. gov

Dear Senator Allard:

1 am writing to ask you for your support of Mr. Thomas Dorr, for Undersecretary of Agriculture. Rural communities are in need of
strong advocates that understand the issues and are willing to work together, regardless of party affiliations. | don’t believe itis
an exaggeration to say that in our lifetime we may bear witness fo the extinction of many of our rural communities. Left without
critical infrastructure services such as broadband and working models that provide a path towards achieving long-term
sustainability, many communities do not currently have the tools they need fo pro-actively engage in self-determining activities.
Entitiement, as well intended as it may have originally been, is surely the beginning of the end.

As aleader in rural development USDA is in a pivotal position to guide our rural communities towards paths that provide for vital
communify development and fong-term sustainability. 1t is imperative that we carefully select our leaders for rural development
and base our cholces on common goals and values. While there will surely be areas of disagreement regarding how to engage
with and help rural communities, { believe the common ground lies in recognizing the value these communities bring to our
country and a consensus that they must have the tools and models they need to support, parficipate and benefit from our
nation’s prosperous well-being. Mr. Dorr is long noted for his passionate support and valuing of our rural communities.

if a leader is known by the company he keeps, then Mr. Dorr is in good stead. By surrounding himself with strong advocates
such as Gigi Dennis, Colorado USDA Rural Development State Director, Mr. Dorr is effectively preparing himself and the
organization to meet and address the challenges it faces in the next four years.

As a project director for broadband deployment based in the San Luis Valley, I have seen first-hand the need for dedicated, well-
informed and forward-thinking leadership on both a statewide and national level. In Colorado, we have accomplished more than
most, and it is my sincere hope that during the confirmation process that you are able to influence your peers to select a person
that embodies these values regardless of personality or party. | believe that Mr. Dorr is such a candidate.

| believe that a steadfast commitment to alf of Coloradd’s communities, both those that are rural and those that “used to be” rural,
is the key to our mutual success. Thank you for your unwavering commitment to our future and well-being.

Kind Regards,

Krisfin E. Johnston

Co-Director, the “Next Mile” Project
303-880-0183 cell
719-589-6099 office



91

March 18, 2008

The Honorable Ken Salavar

U.S, Senator

40-A Dirkson Senate Office Building
Washington. D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Salazar:
Colorado I'arm Burcau. our state’s largest agricultural organization. supports Thomas C.
Dorr for the position of LUSDA Under Secretary for Rural Development. We belicve he

has the background. skills and experience necessary to lead USDA’s Rural Development
efforts.

Our support for Mr. Dorr comes through his and our efforts working together in Colorado
on hehail of our farmers and ranchers. We need his strong leadership to help sustain
agriculture and rural cconomies in Colorado and through out nation, -

Again. we strongly urge vour support and a vote for his confirmation in the Senate.

Thanks for your consideration.

Sincerely.,

Dr. Alan Foute
President

Senator Chambliss. Chairman. Senate Agriculture Committee
Senator Harkin, Senate Agriculture Committee

Secretary Johamis. US Department of Agriculture

Bob Stallman. President. American Farm Burcau Federation
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30 January 03

Senator Ken Salazar
SDB-40A Senate Dirksen Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20810

Dear Senator Salazar,

I would like to once again thank you for your very kind remarks about my family and Wray, CO at
the Environment and Clean Energy Inaugural Ball. We are very proud of aur many community-
minded citizens in Wray (not the least of which is my grandmother!). Rural areas like Wray and
the San Luis Valley wiil undoubtedly continue to provide vision for unique and creative processes
and designs that will serve as models to strengthen our rural communities nationwide, from the
development of community-owned renewable energy systems, to critical broadband deployment,
to the creation of value-added agricultural enterprises, Our state Rural Development office, under
the leadership of Gigi Dennis, has been an invaluable resource in turning these visions and
processes into reality,

The success of any rural endeavor, whether it is at the community level or concerning a
nationwide issue, will depend on committed individuals from both sides of the political fence.
From a Colorado perspective, | credit the success of Amendment 37 to the willingness of the
Republican co-chair Lola Spradley and Demacratic Congressman Mark Udall to unite the forces
for positive change...because it was in the best interest of the citizens of the state to do so. From
a Wray perspective, our success in achieving a $350,000 Department of Local Affairs grant for
our Wind Turbine project was made possible because of its broad support of both Democratic
and Republican leadership. In fact, our very first letter of support came as a joint letter of support
from Congressman Mark Udall and Congresswoman Marilyn Musgrave. Since then, the
Congressman has formed a task force to identify the barriers that exist in Colorado: those which
prevent the agricultural communities of rural Colorado from gaining access to transmission that
could serve the green power demand of his constituents. Congresswoman Musgrave's staff
participates in this roundtable, and once again we are seeing the fruits of this bipartisan effort.

Over the past year | have had the opportunity and the pleasure 1o work with Tom Dorr. My
personal passion is rural vitality, our best chance to maintain and improve the status of the
communities we hold dear will be found in ways that promote local ownership as well as the
development of value-added agricultural enterprises; trapping wealth locally for the benefit of the
communities citizens.  Mr. Dorr has been a real help to me in waerking through the process of
how we can best achieve this goal. He brings a fresh perspective to the pracess, and I've found
him to be genuinely interested in making positive changes in the way USDA affects rural
communities. There are many opportunities for positive change before us, and it is my hope that
we don't travel down the road of partisanship as Mr. Dorr's confirmation gets underway. The time
to implement our positive vision for rural America is now. and there is 2 place for all of us at the
table ~ fram the family-farm advocates to the larger agricultural enterprises of the eastern plains.
From personal experience. | know he is committed to that vision for rural communities. | hope
vou will give Mr. Dorr your full and fair consideration when deciding upon your support for his
nomination. It is my belief that once again we have an opportunity for bi-partisanship to pave the
way for an exciting and bold future for all of the stakehoiders in rural Colorado.

I'have attached the pdf for the brochure that was created for the inaugural Ball. | believe | gave
Ken Lane and yourself a copy, but later realized that what you were given was the draft version.

With best personai regards.

Michael Bowman
Wray. CO 80758
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March 17, 2008

The Honorable Senator Wavne Allard
United States Senate

521 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Allard.

On behalf of the potato growers of the Cotorado Potato Administrative Committee we
urge you to support Tom Dory as the President’s appointee as the USDA Under Secrctary
of Rural Development. Mr. Dorr has extensive knowledge and experience in agriculture
and rural America.

As a recipient of a Value Added Grant from USDA Rural Development. T understand the
value of Mr. Dorr’s experience in helping rural America help itself. As we shift Farm
Bill resources away from government price supports o more WTO friendly farm
programs. its going to he important they we have trusted and proven leadership fo guide
the cconomic development of our rural communities. Tom Dotr provides that leadership.
As Senior Advisar 1o the USDA Secretary. Mr. Daorr leadership was tested and proved
effective as he tackled tough farm issucs dealing with management of the National
Finance Center in New Orleans. minority farmer issues with Vernon Parker, Assistant
Administrator for Civil Rights. and APTHIS on animal identification issues.

This 1s a critical time for American agriculture as we have to find creative ways to keep
our rural communities alive as we transition away from farm price support programs. We
need to act quickly in confirming Tom Dorr as the USDA Under Secrctary of Rural
Development. As discussions begin on the now Farm BilL it's important to have a strong
leader in place to insure that we will have new economic development programs in place
Lo prevent the demisc of rural America as we shift away from price support programs.
Thank you lor your consideration in this matter and please do not hesitate to contact me if
I can be of any assistance.

Sincerely.

Chwis Voigt
[ixccutive Director



94

Actioni22.

Southern Colorado

April 14, 2005

The Honorable Wayne Allard
United States Senator

525 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Allard:

We urge your favorable vote for Thomas C. Dorr, Nominee for Under Secretary Rural
Development, Department of Agriculture.

Mr. Dorr has shown great interest and support for southern Colorado, visiting even the smallest
communities in the Action 22 area. He supports racial diversity at USDA directing staffs to be
more proactive in reaching out to deserving minorities. With the concerns about the United States
declining farming industry, Mr. Dorr has provided his vision of an efficient farming operation, which
is something southern Colorado is looking at improving and in “thinking out of the box" to enhance
the industry.

| have met Mr. Dorr and was very impressed with his vision and his impacts, especially in the area
of Rural Development. The Action 22 area, consisting of 22 counties, has 15 counties in the
bottom third of media income and rural development is very much needed.

We urge your concurrence with the nomination of Mr. Dorr as Under Secretary for Rural
Development, Department of Agricuiture.

Sincerely,
Cathy Garcia

Catherine A Garcia
President/COO



95

Actiori22.

Southern Colorado

April 14, 2005

The Honorable Ken Salazar

United States Senator

SDB-40A Dirksen Senate Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Salazar:

We urge your favorable vote for Thomas C. Dorr, Nominee for Under Secretary Rural
Development, Department of Agriculture.

Mr. Dorr has shown great interest and support for southern Colorado, visiting even the smallest
communities in the Action 22 area. He supports racial diversity at USDA directing staffs to be
more proactive in reaching out to deserving minorities. With the concerns about the United States
declining farming industry, Mr. Dorr has provided his vision of an efficient farming operation, which
is something southern Colorado is looking at improving and in “thinking out of the box” to enhance
the industry.

| have met Mr. Dorr and was very impressed with his vision and his impacts, especially in the area
of Rural Development. The Action 22 area, consisting of 22 counties, has 15 counties in the
bottom third of media income and rural development is very much needed.

We urge your concurrence with the nomination of Mr. Dorr as Under Secretary for Rural
Development, Department of Agriculture.

Sincerely,
Cathy Garcia

Catherine A Garcia
President/COO
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The Federation of Seuthern Cooper itives
Land Assistance Fund

RALPH PAIGE
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

Board of Directors

President
Waodrow Keown

ARKANSAS

Vice-President
Edward Cline
TEXAS

Treasurer
Curtis Inabinett
SOUTH CAROLINA

Secretsry
Shirley Blakely
MISSISSTPRT

Satina James
GEORGIA

Peari Long
FLORIDA

Masntie Mack
KENTUCKY

Eddie Ayers
ALABAMA

Danic! Bustamante
TEXAS
MISSOURI
LOUISIANA

Chaplain
G.L. Twitty
AT LARGE

Nerwood Davis
AT LARGE

Robert S. Browne
AT LARGE

Rural Training
and
Research Center
P.O. Box 95
Epes. AL 35460
205-652-9676

Public Relations and Fundraising Office -,
2769 Church Strect
East Point, GA 30344 s L acaalgl e
) Telephane (404) 765-0991
Facsimile (404) 765-9178
E-mail fsc@mindspring.com
March 23, 2005 srarw. federationsouthemneoap.com
The Honorable Saxby Chambliss Fax: (202, 224-0103
United States Senator
416 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510
Dear Senator Chambliss:

T am writing in support of the nomination of Mr. T homas Dorr for USDA
Undersecretary for Rural Development. 1am persnally endorsing his
nomination b of his deep 1 in rural de velopment. He has
made several visits to the communities within the “ederation’s network
and has a great understanding of the needs of ruxal poor communities. He
is the man for the job. '

1 appreciate your support for his nomination.

Sincerely,

Ko

CF: Thomas Dorr \/

Combined Federal Campajgn Number: 1607

|



LINDA LINGLE SANDRA LEE KUNIMOTO

Govemar Chalperson, Board of Agricuturs
DUANE K. OKAMOTO
Deptiy i the Ghalrperson
Stats of Hawail
DEPARTMENY OF AGRICULTURE
1428 South King Street
Honoluly, Hawall 96814-2512
April 22, 2005

The Honorable Daniel K. inouye
722 Hast Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510-2201

Dear Senator Inouye:

Re: Nomination of Thomas Dorr as Undersecretary for Rural
Development, U.S. Department of Agriculture

1 am writing to request your support for the confirmation of Thomas Dorr as
Undersecretary for Rural Development, U.S. Department of Agriculture, whose
confirmation hearing is scheduled before the U.S. Senate on Tuesday, April 26,
2005.

1 have met personally with Mr. Dorr several times as he served as speclal
assistant to the Secretary of Agriculture and found him to be a staunch advocate
for rural economic development throughout the nation. More importantly, he is
supportive of agricuttural and rural development in Hawaii. He has been involved
in assisting Hawai farmers and growers by helping to create value-added
programs, which increase the value of various Hawaii crops.

Mr. Dorr is also familiar with the uniqueness of Hawaii and the important role
agriculture plays in our histary, culture and economy. in addition to working with
the Hawall Department of Agricuture, Mr. Dorr has assisted the Depariment of
Hawaiian Home Lands in rural developmerrt initiatives.

Over the years Mr. Dorr has proved fo be a friend to Hawaii and | raspectfuny
request your support for his confirmation.

Sincerely,

Sandra Lee Kummoto Chaimerson -
Hawaii Board of Agriculture

b5 Z



SANDRA LEE KUNINOTO
um":g: Chairpercon, Board of Agriculture
DUANE K OKAMAOTO
Deputy to the Chalperson

King Street
Honofuly, Hawall $8814-2512

April 22, 2005

The Honorable Daniel K. Akaka
141 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510-2201

Dear Senator Akaka:

Re: Nomination of Thomas Dorr as Undersecretary for Rural
Development, U.S. Department of Agriculture

{ am writing to tequest your support for the confirmation of Thomas Dorr as
Undersecretary for Rural Development, U.S. Department of Agriculture, whose
confirmation hearing is scheduled before the U.S. Senate on Tuesday, April 26,
2005.

1 have met personally with Mr, Dorr several times as he served as special
assistant to the Secretary of Agriculture and found him to be a staunch advocate
for rural economic development throughout the nation. Mors importantly, he is
supportive of agricultural and rural development in Hawaii. He has been involved
in assisting Hawaii farmers and growers by helping to create value-added
programs, which increase the value of various Hawaii crops.

Mr. Dorr is also familiar with the uniqueness of Hawsii and the important role
agricuiture plays in our history, culture and economy. In addition to working with
the Hawail Department of Agriculture, Mr. Dorr has assisted the Department of
Hawaitan Home Lands in rural development initiatives.

Over the years, Mr. Dorr has proved to be a friend fo Hawaii and | respectfully
request your support for his confirmation.

Sincerely,

Sandra Lee Kunimoto, Chairperson
Hawaii Board of Agriculture

T
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April 22, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss, Chair

Senate Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry Committee
Russel Senate Office Building

Room 328 A

Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Chambliss:

1 am writing in strong support of Mr. Tom Dorr for his Under Secretary of Agriculture
appointment. As you know from our discussions with Congressman Latham, Mr. Dorris
a friend of mine who 1 personally belleve wili do a very good job as Under Secretary of
Agricuiture.

Mr. Dorr has had a fong and distinguished career of serving the state of lowa and has a
wealth of knowledge and experience that will help guide him as he leads the USDA
Rural Development Agency. Please support his nomination when he appears before
your committee.

Thard you for your consideration and best wishes.

-

Jameg B. Kersten
Assogate V.P. of Development and Government Relations

Ce:  Senator Charles Grassley
Senator Tom Harkin

Secretary Johanns
FORT LODGE CENTER STORM JAKE CENTER WEWSTER CILY (IENT;’.Y«
F«u’?::w?m'l\;\t:giﬂ Y16 N, Raeell Sercet 1725 Reach Stem
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3402 Eisznhower Ave ’
Ames, lowa 50010

515-232-1531

drkeeney@iastate.edu

June 25, 2003

Tom Dot

Undersecretary of Rural Development
United States Department of Agriculture
Washington DC 20250

Dear Torn:

I understand your nomination is nearly complete, pending a possible filibuster from Senator
Harkin. Tongratulations.

I write to apologize for appearing at your hearing in 2002. It was something I should have said
no to right off, but did not. Then it sort of drug on and I had to go through with the appearance or
“lose fac:”. That still does not make it right. Irecently read an interesting book that chronicled
the Clinton years, The book is “The Natural, The Misunderstood Presidency of Bill Clinton”.

The author is Joe Klein. T am not recommending the book particularly, because it ends up
affirming what most of us thought of Clinton, but Klein spends a chapter going over the history of
politics in the US and how it has changed to such an adversary art. It was during the reading of
this book that I realized that I had become part of that mudslinging and character assassination.
That is not the type of legacy 1 would like to leave.

Ouwr disagreements were minor, and should have been left in private. I will never sign on to your
assessment of how the agriculture of Iowa should look, but must admit that your vision is the
more likely outcome. Over the last few years 1 have realized that it better to get to the most stable
agricultu-e in Jowa with as little social and environmental upheaval as possible. I imagine that
would fit with your thinking,

You have been misunderstood, and made a poster child for big agriculture. Tam sure that has not
particularly bothered you. But I have not been proud of my little part in helping paint that
picture.

Good luck in the remainder of your term, however long that may be. Maybe sometime when we
are in the same orbit we can have a talk about the old times. And yes, retirement is agreeing with
me. Thave never regretted the decision to get out of the system because it is largely broke
anyway.

Sincegl)
%%wﬁ

.
Dennis Keeney

Emeritus Professor
Iowa Stare University
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NORTHEAST LOUISIANA BLACK FARMERS
AND LANDOWNERS ASSOCIATION
3873 HENDERSON LOOP
SONDHEIMER, LA. 71276

February 21, 2005

Hon. Tom Harkin, U.S. Senator

Senate Comumittee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry
Room SR-328A

Russell Senate Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20510-6000

Dear Senator Harkin:

This Organization, known as the Northeast Louisiana Black Farmers and Landowners
Association gives sincere support for the confirmation of Mr. Thomas Dorr as Under-
Secretary of the United States Department of Agriculture for Rural Development. Mr.
Door have made great accomplishments in this position and has eamed the trust from
rural Americans to carry out this mission. .

We feel that Mr. Dorr will continue his compassion towards the development of rural
areas of this country and will continue to be very productive in his tenure as Under-
Secretary of the United States Department of Agriculture for Rural America.

Your full support in this particular matter will be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely yours,

2T \3,
DextenL Davxs Przz)ﬂem
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NORTHEAST LOUISIANA BLACK FARMERS
AND LANDOWNERS ASSOCIATION
3873 HENDERSON LOOP
SONDHEIMER, LA. 71276

February 21, 2005

Hon. Saxby Chambliss, Chair

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, & Forestry
Room SR-328A

Russell Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20510-6000

Dear Senator Chamblis:

This letter being sent to your attention is in full support for the confirmation of Mr.
Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary of the United States Department of Agriculture for
Rural Development. He has made several trips to the Mississippi Delta to evaluate the
needs and concerns of those in the rural areas. His leadership in this capacity is very much
needed by those who has gained trust in him.

Mr. Dorr's conformation will be valued as it would become a continued asset to the
Department and also to rural America. We are diligently secking your full support to Mr.
Dorr's confirmation.

Thanking you in advance, I remain,

Sincerely yours,

Dexter%s, President -
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Gregory M. Davids Minnesota

State Representative

Speaker Pro Tempore H()use Of

gﬁ;g::esgv?d Houston Counties Representatives

COMMITTEES: CHAIR, AGRICULTURE AND RURAL DEVELOPMENT
COMMERCE AND FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
TECHNOLOGY. BIOSCIENCE AND MEDICAL PRODUCTS DIVISION
TOURISM DIVISION

April 18, 2005 TAXES

Senator Norm Coleman
320 Hart Senate Office Building
‘Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Coleman:

1 would like to take this opportunity to strongly encourage you to support and vote
for Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development of the US
Department of Agriculture.

President George W. Bush, in nominating Mr, Dorr for this key position at USDA
Rural Development, in expressing his confidence in the outstanding work already
performed by Mr. Dorr at USDA Rural Development when he served as Under Secretary.

I would like to focus on three key reasons why Mr. Dorr should be confirmed by
the Senate as Under Secretary. First, Mr. Dorr is a person of outstanding character and
integrity. During the time that he served as Under Secretary, Mr. Dorr provided strong
leadership in the Department on matters relating to a strict adherence of ethics, of the
rules and regulations governing the agency, and strict accountability concerning the
Administration of budget matters within USDA Rural Development.

Second, Mr. Dorr proved himself to be a competent administrator of USDA Rural
Development during the time that he served as Under Secretary. Mr. Dorr is a man of
great vision and he provided strong direction and leadership to the state directors who
administrate USDA Rural Development Programs at the state level. Mr. Dorr possesses
excellent financial and business expertise. He also during that time at USDA Rural
Development forged new and creative relationships with non-profits, community
economic development organizations, and government leaders at the state and local
levels. Inimplementing the 2002 US Farm Bill, Mr. Dorr effectively utilized private
sector resources to help expedite the review and announcement of $37 million in Value
Added, Renewable Energy, and Broadband provisions of the Farm Bill. Mr. Dorr has
also forged new leadership in implementing the renewable energy provisions of the 2002
Farm bill. Minnesota has received the largest allocation of any state in the nation from
these renewable energy funds, and we thank Mr. Dorr for his leadership here.

PO. Box 32, Preston, Minnesota 55965

: t > ' 507) 765-2790
State Office Building, 100 Rev Dr Martin Luther King Jr Bivd, St. Paul, Minnesota 55155-1298 <L(§1) 206-9278
FAX: {651} 206-4121  TTY: (651} 296-9896  Email: rep.greg.davids@house.mn (800) 551-9145

4
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Third and finally, Mr. Dorr is a fourth generation farmer from Iowa. He has the
hands on skills of knowing what agriculture and rural economic development is all about.
1 commend President George Bush for his appointment of Thomas Dorr to this key
position so vital to the future of rural Minnesota and rural America. I might add that in
the time that Mr. Dorr served as Under Secretary for USDA Rural Development he made
at least three trips that I am aware to Minnesota to announce projects of key importance
to the rural areas of our state. I speak for everyone in the rural community when I say
that we are grateful to Mr. Dorr for the good work that he done for us in the state of
Minnesota.

Senator Coleman, I strongly urge you to support and vote for Thomas C. Dorr’s
nomination as Under Secretary of USDA Rural Development. I thank you for the
opportunity to express my views to you on this important matter.

With appreciation.

ely,

g%avids, Chair
ouse Agriculture and Rural Development Committee
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Greg Blaine Minnesota

State Representative

Assistant Majority Whip Hous e Of

ADAizgiig:):az;d Crow Wing Counties Representatives

COMMITTEES: VICE CHAIR, AGRICULTURE AND RURAL DEVELOPMENT
ENVIRONMENT AND NATURAL RESOURCES
STATE GOVERNMENT FINANCE

April 18, 2005

The Honorable Norm Coleman
320 Hart Senate Office Building
‘Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Coleman:

1 am writing to encourage you to support the confirmation of Thomas Dorr as U.S, Under Secretary
of Agriculture for Rural Development.

During Mr. Dorr’s previous tenure as Under Secretary for Rural Development, he proved to be a person of
great vision, administrative ability, and financial expertise. He provided strong direction and leadership to the
state directors who administrate USDA Rural Development programs. In addition, he forged new and creative
relationships with nonprofits, community economic development organizations, and government leaders at the
state and local level. In implementing the 2002 U.S. Farm Bill, Mr. Dorr effectively utilized private-sector
resources to help expedite the review and announcement of $37 million in Value Added, Renewable Energy,
and Broadband provisions of the Farm Bill. Mr. Dorr also broke new ground in implementing the renewable
energy provisions of the Farm Bill. Minnesota received the largest allocation of any state in the nation from
these renewable energy funds, and we thank Mr. Dorr for his leadership on this.

Also during Mr. Dorr’s previous tenure as Under Secretary, he made at least three trips to Minnesota
to announce projects of key importance to the rural areas of our state. Ispeak for many in rural Minnesota
when [ say that we are grateful to Mr. Dorr for the good work that he has done.

In conclusion, I strongly urge you to support and vote for Thomas Dorr’s nomination as Under Secretary of

USDA Rural Development, especially since he is already a “known quantity” in this role. Thank you for your
consideration and for all you do to represent our great state in Washington.

/ﬁ/«»i»

Sincerely,

Rep. Greg Blaine, Vice Chair

House Agriculture and Rural Development Committee
GBfrmew

14868 Dove Road, Litlle Fails, Minnesota 56345 {320) 632-3576
545 State Office Building, 100 Rev, Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd., St. Paul, Minnesota 55155-1298 851) 206-4247
Ematl rep.greg blaine@house Teg state mn.us TOLL FREET888-727-4612 FAX (651) 297-2668
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Sanders, MichaelA -OM

From: sharonw1@bhickorytech.net%inter2 {sharonw1@hickorytech.net}
Sent:  Thursday, April 21, 2005 3:00 PM

To: greaterstate2002@yahoo.com%inter2

Subject: Coleman-support for Dorrs

April 21, 2005

Senator Norm Coleman
320 Senate Hart Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Coleman,

On behalf of the Minnesota Pork Producers Association we are pleased to support Thomas C. Dorr for
the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Rural infrastructure is extremely important to our members. Investments in broadband technology and
other basic infrastructure make rural Minnesota more attractive to employees of farms and the next
generation of farm owners.

Mr. Dorr has been successful in a short period of time in getting through red tape and expediting
programs. These skills are badly needed in government. Having government programs to assist rural
America is one thing but implemention is what is really important.

Mr. Dorr actions thus far have demonstrated that he is extremely capable and we support him without
reservation.

Sincerely,

e ’ 1o |
| |
David Preisler Lamry Liepold

MPPA Executive Director MPPA President
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April 22, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chamliss
United States Senate
‘Washington D.C. 20510

Dear Senator:

The Minnesota Corn Growers Association has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities in
rural Minnesota. We work with farmers and members of rural communities and understand their
needs and challenges. It is important that we have strong leadership at the Department of
Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We support Thomas C. Dorr for the position
of Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA’s Rural
Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value-added and sustainable
agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain
competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to
minorities in order to ensure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the
greatest possibility of success and help ensure their continued funding in a very tight budget period.
Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development. Our members need Tom
Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the
United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,

o
Gene Sandager, President
Minnesota Cormn Growers Association
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April 22, 2005

The Honorable Tom Harkin
United States Senate
Washington D.C. 20510

Dear Senator:

The Minnesota Comn Growers Association has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities in
rural Minnesota, We work with farmers and members of rural communities and understand their
needs and challenges. It is important that we have strong leadership at the Department of
Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We support Thomas C. Dorr for the position
of Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA’s Rural
Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value-added and sustainable
agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain
competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to
minorities in order to ensure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the
greatest possibility of success and help ensure their continued funding in a very tight budget period.
Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development. OQur members need Tom
Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the
United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,

R
Gene Sandager, President
Minnesota Corn Growers Association
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April 25, 2005

The Honorable Norm Coleman
United States Senate
Washington D.C. 20510

Dear Senator:

The Minnesota Corn Growers Association has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities in
rural Minnesota. We work with farmers and members of rural communities and understand their
needs and challenges. It is important that we have strong leadership at the Department of
Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We support Thomas C. Dorr for the position
of Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA’s Rural
Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value-added and sustainable
agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain
competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to
minorities in order to ensure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the
greatest possibility of success and help ensure their continued funding in a very tight budget period.
Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development. Qur members need Tom
Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the
United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,

o

Gene Sandager, President
Minnesota Corn Growers Association
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April 21, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss
Attn: Legislative Director
United States Senate
Washington, D. C. 20510

VIAFAX: 202-224-0103

RE:  Thomas C. Dorr
Nomination — USDA Under Secretary for Rural Development

Dear Senator Chambliss:
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TELEPHONE (651} 228-9757
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150 SouTs FreTa STREET
MinaeeapaLss, MiNnNesoTa 55902-4218
‘TELEPHONE (612) 672-3600
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Shortly, you will be voting on the confirmation of Thomas C. Dorr to serve as Under Secretary
for Rural Development at the U.S. Department of Agriculture. I want to encourage your support
for Mr. Dorr and your vote for his confirmation.

1 served as the State Director of the former USDA Farmers Home Administration in the late
1970's. In that capacity, I leamed how important the efforts of the department are toward
improving the lives of people living and working in rural American. The needs of rural
Americans are unique and require special attention. Ibelieve that Mr. Dorr has demonstrated his
ability to understand those needs and give them the special attention they require.

Through the department's outreach efforts and its employee attention to "customer service," rural
people are being better served. Through its emphasis on servicing low income and elderly
populations and its efforts to enhance rural cooperatives, the department is assuring better service
to rural Americans. And, by running more efficient operations and implementing numerous
innovations , the Department of Agriculture is improving its services to rural America.

Thomas Dorr has been at the center of all these efforts. He has been a leader in the fight for

better service tot rural American and better operations at the department.
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1t is time for the Senate to give its confirmation to the nomination of Thomas Dorr for the post of
Under Secretary for Rural Development, United States Department of Agriculture. 1encourage
your hearty support.

With best regards,
Jobn é Apitz

Shareholder
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April 21, 2003

The Honorable Norman B. Coleman
United States Senate

320 Hart Office Building
Washington, D. C. 20510

Attention: Jeff Harrison, Legislative Director
Dear Senator Coleman:

Sheortly, you will be voting on the confirmation of Thomas C. Dorr to serve as Under Secretary
for Rural Development at the U.S. Department of Agriculture. I want to encourage your support
for Mr. Dorr and your vote for his confirmation.

As you are aware, I served as the State Director of the former USDA Farmers Home
Administration in the Jate 1970's. In that capacity, I leamed how important the efforts of the
department are toward improving the lives of people living and working in rural American. The
needs of rural Americans are unique and require special attention. I believe that Mr, Dorr has
demonstrated his ability to understand those needs and give them the special attention they
require.

Through the department's outreach efforts and its employee attention to "customer service,” rural
people are being better served. Through its emphasis on servicing low income and elderly
populations and its efforts to enhance rural cooperatives, the department is assuring better service
to rural Americans. And, by running more efficient operations and implementing numerous
innovations , the Department of Agriculture is improving its services to rural America.

Thomas Dorr has been at the center of all these efforts. He has been a leader in the fight for
better service tot rural American and better operations at the department.
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1t is time for the Senate to give its confirmation to the nomination of Thomas Dorr for the post of
Under Secretary for Rural Development, United States Department of Agriculture. I encourage
your hearty support.

With best regards,
Shn F. Apitz

Shareholder
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ModnEAPOLIS OFFICE

1800 Frrrer STREET TOWERS

150 Sours FrsTs STREET
MaNWEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA 554024218
‘TELEPRONE (612) 672-3600

FACSIMILE (612) 672-3777

SUTTE 45D, 145 UNIVERSITY AVENUE WEST
ST, PAUL, MNNESOTA §5103-2044
TELEFHONE {651) 228-9757
FacsiMILE {651) 228-9787

April 21, 2005

The Honorable Mark Dayton

United States Senate

SR-123 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, D. C. 20510

RE: Thomas C. Dorr
Nomination — USDA Under Secretary for Rural Development

Dear Senator Dayton:

Shortly, you will be voting on the confirmation of Thomas C. Dorr to serve as Under Secretary
for Rural Development at the U.S. Department of Agriculture. I want to encourage your support
for Mr. Dorr and your vote for his confirmation.

As you are aware, [ served as the State Director of the former USDA Farmers Home
Administration in the late 1970's, In that capacity, I learned how important the efforts of the
department are toward improving the lives of people living and working in rural American. The
needs of rural Americans are unique and require special attention. I believe that Mr. Dorr has
demonstrated his ability to understand those needs and give them the special attention they
require.

Through the department’s outreach efforts and its employee attention to "customer service,” rural
people are being better served. Through its emphasis on servicing low income and elderly
populations and its efforts to enhance rural cooperatives, the department is assuring better service
to rural Americans. And, by ninning more efficient operations and implementing numerous
innovations , the Department of Agriculture is improving its services to rural America.

Thomas Dorr has been at the center of all these efforts. He has been a leader in the fight for
better service tot rural American and better operations at the department.
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It is time for the Senate to give its confirmation to the nomination of Thomas Dorr for the post of
Under Secretary for Rural Development, United States Department of Agriculture. 1 encourage
your hearty support.

‘With best regards,

Folin F. Apitz
Shareholder



Officers:

Myron Douglas
President

. Joe Bryant
Vice-President

Elvadus Fields
Secretary

Louix Sanders
Treasurer

Dexter Davis
Parliamentarian

Board Members:

Carolyn Clay
Marty Sabb
Roland Willingham
Peter Williams

118

TRI-STATE STAKEHOLDERS of the 1890’s
P.O. Box 506
Charleston, MS 38921

February 14, 2005

Hon. Saxby Chambliss, Chair

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry
Room SR-328A

Russell Office Building

Washington, DC. 20510-6000

Dear Senator Chambliss:

This letter comes to express our full and unwavering support for the
confirmation of Mr. Thomas Dorr as Under-Secretary of the United States
Department of Agriculture for Rural Development. We have had the
opportunity of meeting and working with Mr. Dorr during his several
visits to the Mississippi Delta area. The membership of our association
found him to be a man of character, as well as a person who has the
development of rural areas of our country at heart.

We strongly feel that Mr. Dorr will be an invaluable asset to The
Secretary of Agriculture in revitalizing rural areas, strengthening their
ability to be part of the productive economy of our great country.

We ask that you give this matter your full support and eagerly await Mr.
Dorr’s confirmation.

Thanking you in advance, 1 am,

Myron Pouglas

cc: The Hon. Thad Cochran, U.S. Senator, State of Mississippi
The Hon. Mike Johanns, Secretary, USDA
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TRI-STATE STAKEHOLDERS of the 1890’s
P.O. Box 506
Charleston, MS 38921

February 14, 2005

Hon. Tom Harkin, U.S. Senator

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry
Room SR-328A

Russell Senate Office Building

Washington, DC. 20510-6000

Dear: Senator Harkin

This letter comes to express our support for the confirmation of Mr,
Thomas Dorr as Uuder-Secretary of the United States Department of
Agriculture for Rural Development. On his several visits to the Delta area,
Mr. Dorr has shown that he is a man of character that can be trusted to
serve the people of the rural United States with a passion.

We feel Mr. Dorr is uniquely suited for the position that he is seeking and
will be a great asset to the Department as well as to our great country. We
ask that you give your full support to Mr. Dorr’s confirmation.

Thanking you in advance, 1 am,

Sincerely yours,

Myron Pouglas

cc: Hon. Mike Johanns, Secretary of Agriculture
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March 21, 2005

Hon. Tom Harkins, U.S. Senator

Senate Comymitiee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry
Room SR-328A i

Russell Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20510-6000

Dear Senator Harkin:

This letter comes in support of Mr. Thomas Dorr, whe is secking
confirmation as Under-Secretary of the United States Department of
Agriculture for Rural Development. During Mr. Dorr’s visits to the
Mississippi Delta, MACE has come to appreciate his understanding of
issues pertaining to development in marginalized communities. We have
found him to be very honest, sincere, of good character, and
straightforward in business associations.

Tom Dorr has the vision and insight to put forward programs that will
bring revitalization to rural / poor communities. He understands that
geography is a primary consideration in fostering economic development,
a point often overlooked by rural community development professionals.

As Under Secretary for Rural Development, He will be an invaluable
asset to the Secretary, and indeed to the USDA in helping marginalized
communities and poor people to fully realize the American dream.

We pray that you will give Tom Dorr due diligence in your selection
process.

Howard*Boutté, Jr.
Executive Director

ce: The Hon. Thad Cochran, U. S. Senator, State of Mississippi
The Hon. Mike Johanns, Secretary, USDA

MISSISSIPPI ACTION FOR COMMUNITY EDUCATION, INC.
119 South Theobald Street + Greenville, Mississippi 38701
Yelephone: (662} 335-3523 « Fax: (662) 334-2039
~ Al macaftt @heiliennth nat » website: www delfamace.org
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Page 2
Saxby Chambliss

We pray that your committee will give Tom Dorr just consideration in
your selection process.

Sincerely yours,
Howﬁmtté, Ir.
Executive Director

cc: The Hon. Thad Cochran, U. S. Senator, State of Mississippi
The Hon. Mike Johanns, Secretary, USDA
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March 21, 2005

Hon. Saxby Chambliss, Chair

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry
Room SR-328A

Russell Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20510-6000

Dear Senator Chambliss:

This letter comes in support of Mr. Thomas Dorr, who is seeking
confirmution as Under Secretary of the United States Department of
Agriculture for Rural Development. During the years that we have known
Mr. Dorr, MACE has come to appreciate his distinguishing knowledge and
keen insight on conditions affecting socially disadvantaged farmers and rural
poor comynunities. We have found him to be very honest, sincere, and
straightforward in all of our associjations.

MACE is a non-profit, tax exempt, Community Development Corporation
that is based in Greenville, Mississippi. Since its inception in 1967, the
organization has sought to build capacity among indigent populations to find
solutions to the crippling poverty and other factors that prevent their
becoming part of the productive economy of the nation.

We are confident that Tom Dorr will work with national, regional, and local
entities to develop innovative programs that utilize resources in the most
effective marmer to make economic inclusion a reality for nural communities
and poor people. As Under Secretary for Rural Development, He will be an
invaluable asset to the Secretary, and indeed to the USDA in helping
marginalized communjties and poor people to fully realize the American
dream.

MISSISSIPPI ACTION FOR COMMUNITY EDUCATION, INC.
119 South Thecbald Street + Greenville, Mississippi 38701
Telephone: {662) 335-3523 - Fax: (662) 334-2939
s i mesaan? B hoflenuth net = website: www.deitamans orn
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Missouri Pork Association

Creating Opportunities For Our Industy Since 1964

March 186, 2005

The Honorable Christopher Bond
274 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Bond:

The Missouri Pork Association makes great efforts to improve
production and marketing options and enhance economic
oppoartunities. To assist with this process, we understand that it is
critical to have strong and creative leadership at the Department
of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area and we
strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under
Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience
necessary to lead USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr
continues to be a leading advocate for agriculture and strives to
insure that all farmers have the opportunity to secure the tools and
technology to be competitive.

Tom Dorr can provide the vision and leadership that is so critically
needed at USDA Rural Development and his confirmation will
help insure that there continues to be opportunities for all farmers.
We strongly urge you to support Tom Dorr for this position and to
push for a vote on his confirmation in the United States Senate.

Sincerely,

Don Nikodim
Executive Vice President

DN:cs

Missouri Pork Association
6235 W. Cunningham Dr.
Columbia, MO 65202
Phone: 573/445-8375
Fax: 573/446-2398
www.mopork.com
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Missouri Pork Association

Creating Opportumities For Our Industry Since 1954

March 18, 2005

The Honorable James Talent
493 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Talent:

The Missouri Pork Association makes great efforts to improve
production and marketing options and enhance economic
opportunities. To assist with this process, we understand that itis
critical to have strong and creative leadership at the Department
of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area and we
strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under
Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience
necessary to lead USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr
continues to be a leading advocate for agricufture and strives to
insure that all farmers have the opportunity to secure the tools and
technology to be competitive.

Tom Dorr can provide the vision and leadership that is so critically
needed at USDA Rural Development and his confirmation will
help insure that there continues to be opportunities for all farmers.
We strongly urge you to support Tom Dorr for this position and to
push for a vote on his confirmation in the United States Senate.

Sincerely,

Don Nikodim
Executive Vice President

DNwcs

Missouri Pork Association
6235 W. Cunningham Dr.
Columbia, MO 65202
Phone: 573/445-8375
Fax; 573/446-2398
www.mopork.com
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PEMISCOT-DUNKLIN
ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, Inc. J

\

P.0. Box 657
Hayti, Missouri 63851

573-757-6641 800-558-6641 FAX: 573-757-6656

March 10, 2005

United States Senate
Washjegton, D.C. 20510

ear Senator Bond:

Pemiscot-Dunklin Electric Cooperative has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities in
rural Missouri. We work with farmers and small communities every day and understand their needs
and challenges. Jt is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the Department of
Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the
position of Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA’s Rural
Development cfforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value added and sustainable
agriculture that has benefitied small family farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain
competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to
minorities in order to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the
greatest possibilities of success and help insure their continued funding in a very tight budget period.
Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Develop t. Our bers need
Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote
in the Unitcd States Senate and we strongly nrge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,
T i b

Thomas “Take” Fisher
Pemiscot-Dunklin Electric Cooperative
Board of Directors, President
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PEMISCOT-DUNKLIN
ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, Inc. J

P.O. Box 657 24
Hayti, Missouri 63851

\

573-757-6641 800-558-6641 FAX: 573-757-6656

March 10, 2005

United'States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510-2504

ear Senator Talent:

Pemiscot-Dunklin Electric Cooperative has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities in
rural Missouri. We work with farmers and small communities every day and understand their needs
and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the Department of
Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the
position of Under Seerctsry for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to Jead USDA’s Rural
Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value added and sustainable
agriculture that has benefitted small family fanners and offered them an opportunity to remain
competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to provide more creative outrcach to
minorities in order to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the
greatest possibilities of success and help insure thejr continued funding in a very tight budget period.
Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development. Our members need
Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA. Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote
in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,
s sl

Thomas “Jake” Fisher
Pemiscot-Dunklin Electric Cooperative
Board of Directors, President
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Fs.

MISSOURI FARM BUREAU FEDERATION

P.O. Box 858, 761 South Country Club Drive, Jefferson City, MO 65102 / (§73) 893-1400

March 7, 2005

The Honorable Christopher “Kit” Bond
United States Senate

Russell Senate Office Building #274
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Kit:

It is my understanding that Mr, Tom Dorr will once again be considered by the United States
Senate for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development at the United States
Department of Agriculture. I have known Tom Dorr personally for some time and believe he is
extremely well qualified to serve as the Under Secretary for Rural Development, and I would ask
that you vote in favor of his confirmation.

1 believe that Tom Dorr brings a wealth of experience to this very important position. President
Bush announced his intention to nominate Tom Dorr in March of 2001, however, the Senate did
not have an opportunity to vote on his nomination. Subsequently, President Bush appointed Tom
Dorr to be the Under Secretary for Rural Development during the August 2002 Congressional
recess. Since December 2003, Tom Dorr has served as Senior Advisor to the Secretary of
Agriculture. In this capacity he has worked on a wide range of issues important to agriculture
and rwral America.

1 have been impressed with Tom’s problem-solving skills and feel he has proven to be an asset at
USDA. Itis my hope the Senate will have a chance to vote on his appointment, and I urge you
to support his confirmation.

If you have any questions, or would like to discuss this further, please feel free to contact me at
573-893-1401.

Sincerely,

Charles E. Kruse
President

bce Greg Bramum
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rs

MISSOUR! FARM BUREAU FEDERATION

P.O. Box £58, 701 South Country Club Drive, Jefferson City. MO 85102 / (573} 853-1400

March 7, 2005

The Honorable Jim Talent

United States Senate

Russell Senate Office Building #493
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Jim:

It is my understanding that Mr. Tom Dorr will once again be considered by the United States
Senate for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development at the United States
Department of Agriculture. I have known Tom Dorr personally for some time and believe he is
extremely well qualified to serve as the Under Secretary for Rural Development, and I would ask
that you vote in favor of his confirmation.

Ibelieve that Tom Dorr brings a wealth of experience to this very important position. President
Bush announced his intention to nominate Tom Dory in March of 2001, however, the Senate did
not have an opportunity to vote on his nomination. Subsequently, President Bush appointed Tom
Dorr to be the Under Secretary for Rural Development during the August 2002 Congressional
recess. Since December 2003, Tom Dorr has served as Senior Advisor to the Secretary of
Agriculture. In this capacity he has worked on a wide range of issues important to agriculture
and raral America.

I have been impressed with Tom’s problem-solving skills and feel he has proven to be an asset at
USDA. Itis my hope the Senate will have a chance to vote on his appointment, and I urge you
to support his confirmation.

If you have any questions, or would like to discuss this further, please feel free to contact me at
573-893-1401.

Sincerely,
.

/s Y78

Charles E. Kruse
President

bee Greg Bramm
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BOOTHEEL RESOURCE

CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT, INC.

18450 Ridgeview Lane  Dexter, MO 63841
Phone: (573) 624-5939 ext. 6 Fax: (573) 624-6940

March 15, 2005

Honorable Christopher Bond

United States Senator

Federal Building, 339 Broadway, Room 140
Cape Girardeau MO 63701

RE: Confirmation of Thomas C. Dorr, Under Secretary for Rural Development
Dear Senator Bond:

Boothee] Resouree Conservation and Development Council, Inc, has a direct stake in improving
economic opportunities in rural Missouri. We work with farmers and small communitics every
day and understand their needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative
leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area, We
strongly support Thomas C. Do for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Do has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA’s
Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a lcading advocate for value added and
sustainable agriculture that has benefited sroall family farmers and offered them an opportunity
to remain competitive. In addition, be has pushed the Deparbment to provide more creative
outreach to minorities in order to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development
programs. ,

The confinmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the
greatest possibility of success and help inswre their continued funding in a very tight budget
period, Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development. Our members
need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Developnient. Tom Dorr deserves your vote of
support in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,

David Haggard .
Chair, Bootheel RC&D, Inc.
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BOOTHEEL RESOURCE
CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT, INC.

18450 Ridgeview Lane Dexter, MO 63841 |
Phone: (573) 624-5939 ext. 6 Fax: (573) 624-6940

March 15, 2005

Honorable Jim Talent

United States Scnator

400 Broadway, Suite 520
Cape Girardeau MO 63701

RE: Confirmation of Thomas C. Dorr, Under Secretary for Rural Development
Dear Senator Talent:

Bootheel Resource Conservation and Development Council, Inc. has a direct stake in improving
economic opportunities in rural Missowi. We work with farmers and small communities every
day and understand their needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative

. leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We
strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dot has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA’s
Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dot has been a leading advocate for value added and
sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered them an opportunity
to remain competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to provide more creative
outreach to minorities in order to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development
programs. : :

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the
greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a very tight budget
period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development. Our members
need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves your vote of
support in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,

et Mlagpesct

David Haggard :
Chair, Bootheel RC&D, Inc.
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Office of the Vice Chancellor and Dean

College of Agriculture,

2-69 Agriculture Building
Food and Natural Resources R e
Missouri Agricultural Experiment Station PHONT (573) 882-3846

FAX (573) 884-63539

University of Missouri-Columbia

April 5, 2005

The Honorable Christopher Bond
United States Senate

274 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Bond:

The State of Missouri and all Missourians are the focus of the College of
Agriculture, Food and Natural Resources and our research, teaching and outreach
activities. Part of our responsibility is advancing rural economic development
throughout the state. Our faculty and staff work hard to do this through our
research activities in animal and plant sciences and community development and
beyond. Our faculty impart knowledge to our students in the classroom in the
hope of improving all of Missouri. We partner with many organizations ~ federal,
state and private. USDA Rural Development is one of those very vital and
important partners. We depend upon that partnership and strong leadership to help
us achieve positive ends for Missouri and beyond.

Mr. Thomas C. Dorr, we believe, is the individual who can best lead USDA Rural
Development and help continue our strong partnership. We believe he not only
has the passion and skill for the position but the experience necessary to lead the

agency. Rural America needs strong leadership and Mr. Dorr can provide it. We
encourage you to support his confirmation for that position.

Best regards, /
S LA

Thomas L. Payne
Vice Chancellor and Dean

TLP/imh

AN EQUAL OFPORTUNITY/ADA INSITUTION
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Office of the Vice Chancellor and Dean

College of Agriculture,

2-69 Agriculture Building
Food and Natural Resources P AP
Missouri Agricultural Experiment Station PHONE (573) 882-3846

Fax (573) 884-6539

University of Missouri-Columbia

April 5, 2005

The Honorable Jim Talent

United States Senate

493 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Talent:

The State of Missouri and all Missourians are the focus of the College of
Agriculture, Food and Natural Resources and our research, teaching and outreach
activities. Part of our responsibility is advancing rural economic development
throughout the state. Our faculty and staff work hard to do this through our
research activities in animal and plant sciences and community development and
beyond. Our faculty impart knowledge to our students in the classroom in the
hope of improving all of Missouri. We partner with many organizations — federal,
state and private. USDA Rural Development is one of those very vital and
important partners. We depend upon that partnership and strong leadership to help
us achieve positive ends for Missouri and beyond.

Mr. Thomas C. Dorr, we believe, is the individual who can best lead USDA Rural
Development and help continue our strong partnership. We believe he pot only
has the passion and skill for the position but the experience necessary to lead the
agency. Rural America needs strong leadership and Mr. Dorr can provide it. We
encourage you to support his confirmation for that position.

Best regard%
Thomas L. Payne

Vice Chancellor and Dean

TLP/Imh

AN EQUAL OFPORTUNTIY/ADIA INSTITUTION
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DEPARTMENT of AGRICULTURE

i STATE OF MISSOURI
’ * FRED FERREIL
Mé\gjr&;ggfr JEFFERSON CITY - DIRECTOR |
Serving. pi and ing the sgricul . P

P
and eonsumers of Missour!'s food, fuel and fber produets.

March 30, 2005

The Honorable Christopher "Kif" Bond
United States Senate

Russell Senate Office Building #274
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Bond:.

{ understand that Mr. Tom Dorr will once again be considered by the United
States Senate for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development at the
United Sates Department of Agriculture. | have known Tom Dorr for some time
and believe he is exiremely well qualified to serve as the Under Secretary for

" Rural Development and | would ask that you vote in favor of his confirmation.

"Mr. Dorrhas proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to
lead USDA’s Rural Development efforts. He has been a leading advocate for
value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers

" and offered them an opportunity to remain competitive. Tom has impressive
problem solving skills which will be an asset to the position.

If you have any questions, or would like to discuss this further, blease'féel free to
contact me at 573-751-3359.

) Sincerely, .
: ); )
d:‘@ < el
Fred Ferreli .
Director

Ph. (573} 751-3359 + 1616 Missour! Boulevard - P.O, Box 630 « Jefferson City, MO 65102-0620 - FAX (573) 751-1784 + www.mda.mo.gov
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DEPARTMENT of AGRICULTURE

NATT BLUNT STATE OF MISSVOURI v FRED FERRELL
COVERNOR JEFFERSON Crry DIRECTOR
Serving, pramoting and p iag the agricultursd prod

and consurners of Missouri’s food, fuel and fiber preducts.

March 30, 2005

The Honorable James Talent
United States Senate

Russell Senate Office Building #4983
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Talent;

| understand that Mr. Tom Dorr will once again be considered by the United
States Senate for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development at the
United Sates Department of Agriculture. | have known Tom Dorr for some time
and believe he is extremely well qualified to serve as the Under Secretary for
Rural Development and | would ask that you vote in favor of his confirmation.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary fo
lead USDA's Rural Development efforts. He has been a leading advocate for
value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers
and offered them an opportunity to remain competitive. Tom has impressive
problem solving skills which will be an asset to the position.

If you have any guestions, or would like to discuss this further, please feel free fo
‘contact me at 573-751-3359. .

Sincerely,

Fred Ferrell
Director

Ph. (§73) 751-3358 + 1616 Missouri Boulevard - P.O. Box 630 - Jefferson City, MO 65102-0630 + FAX (573) 751-1784 » www.mda.nmo.gov
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MISSCURI CORN GROWERS ASSOCIATION

WORKING TO INCREASE THE PROFITABILITY OF CORN PRODUCTION

N3 Fmerald Lane o Jefferson City, Missouri 65179 .
Phone (373) 3934181 o Fax (373) SY3-4612 ® E-mail megaSmocirtorg ¢ wwli mocotn.ory

March 1, 2005

The Honorable Christopher S. Bond
United States Senate

274 Russell Senate Office Building
‘Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Bond:

The Missouri Corn Growers Association works with farmers and small communities
every day and understand their needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong
and creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary
for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that be has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead
USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value
added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered
them an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to
provide more crestive outreach to minorities in order to insure their full participation in
USDA Rural Development programs.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continned funding in 2
very tight budget pericd. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural
Develop t. Our bers need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down votc in the United States Senate
and we strongly urge you to vete for his confirmation.

Chief E;(ec tive Officer

GDM:pp
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MISSOUR! CORN GROWERS ASSCCIATION

WORKING TO INCREASE THE PROFITABILITY OF CORN PRODUCTION

i City. Missauri A3100
3731 853-2612 & E-nwil mugaBmoorn.ory ® wwtv nuecom.erg

SIS Fnierabl Tans @ Ja
Fhona 13731 8924151 @ Fn

March 1, 2005

The Honorable Jim Talent

Upited States Senate

493 Russell Senate Office Building
‘Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Talent:

The Missouri Com Growers Association works with farmers and small communities
every day and understand their needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong
and creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture int the Rural Development
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary
for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead
USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value
added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered
them an opportubity to remain compefitive. In addifion, he has pushed the Department to
provide more creative outreach to minorities in order to insure their full participation in
USDA Rural Development programs.

The confirmation of Mz. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a
very tight budget period. Rurul America necds Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rurat
Development. Our bers need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate..
and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,

y D. Marshall
Chief Exectitive Officer

GDM:pp
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".-e
nesraska Farm sureau Feoeration

S35 8 18th G, P.O. Bax 80239, Lincoln, NE 68501  Phone (¢02) 431-4400, FAXS (402) 4214432
March 23, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss

Chairman

Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry Cornmittee
416 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator:

On behalf of Nebraska Farm Bureau Federation I offer this letter of support for the nomination of
Thomas C, Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development in the United States
Department of Agriculture.

Me. Dorr’s extensiva servica within the USDA as Senior Advisor to the Secretary has given him ample
opportunity to display his prablem solving skills in major issues facing agriculture. He has been
involved with minerity farmer issues, animal identification, and helping family farms become more
efficient and competitive. Mr. Dorr has shown that he Is willing to tackle tough issues in rural
development which is important to our agriculturally reliant state of Nebraska.

In addition to his administrative successes within the USDA, Mr. Dorr has personal experience with
agriculture a3 he managed a family farm and was involved with farm organizations such as the Jowe
Com Growers. This practical experience gives him the ability to understand the struggles farmers face
and also improves communication between agriculbare producers and the USDA administration. His
past experience with agriculture gives him B perspective that is vitally important for the Under
Secretary for Rural Developmeat position.

Under Mr. Dorr's direction, an additional $900 mullion in fimding for guaranteed loans became
available, and the USDA Raral Development department sought out more organizations and
individuals that might qualify for Rural Development programs. The number of opportunitics for rural
development projects also increased resulting fu the rejuvenation of more rural areas than before.

T encourage the Senate Ag Committee to hold a hearing on his nominaton and the whole Scnate to
approve Mr. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Sincerely,

Auth R OPae~

Keith Olsen
Presidsat

ce:  Senator Chuck Ha,gal
Senator Ben Nelson
Senator Tom Harkin



Susan L, Delanzo

.
¥. Nathan Doughty Commineemember

Mayor .
s M. Leusmer James Alexis
Chg:;sw;i Mayor Clarkiddmintsraror

MIDDLE
March 1, 7005 TOWNSHIP

"4 Safe ond Claan ¥amily Community”

The Honorable Frank R, Lautenberg
United States Senate

825-A Hart Senate Office Building
‘Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Lautenberg:

The Township Middle has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities in rural New
Jergey, We work with farmers sad small communities every day and understand their neads
and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the Department of
Agricuhure in the Rura! Development Mission Ares. We strongly support Thomss C. Dorr
for the position of Under Secretary for Rurs! Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary 1o lead USDA's
Rural Development efforts. Mr, Darr has been a leading advocate for value added and
sustainable agriculture that has benefited amell family firmers and offered them an
opportunity to remain competitive. In sddition, he has puchad the Depariment to provide
more creative ovtresch to minorities in ordar to insure thedr full perticipation in USDA Rursl
Development programs.

The confirmaton of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs
the greatoest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a very tight
budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at USDA Rural Development.
Our citizens need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr
deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to
vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,
m@é

F. Nathan Doughny

Mayor

33 Mechanic Street, Cape May Court House, New Jersey / (808) 465-8732 / Fax: (B03) 485-4453
www, middietownship.com



139

1823 Boona Trail Rd. « Santord. North Caroling 27330 « 9‘9v776-§40 » Fax: 813-778-9808

March 11, 2008

The Honoralse Elizabsth Dole
United States Senate

555 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-3301

Dear Senatof:

We woérk with farmers and small communities every day and undgrstand their
needs and challenges. it is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the
Dspartment of Agriculturs in the Rural Development Mission Area. We $trongly support
Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary of Rural Developmaht.

Mr. Door has proven that he has passion, skill and experience nebessary to lead
USDA's Rursl Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advodiite for value
added and sustainable agrculture that has benefited smati farmers andtffered them an
opportunity to remain competitive.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help you give these
vital programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their cntinued funding
in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at USDA
Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote In thoilinited States
Senate, and we gironaly urge you to vots for his confirmation.

Mr. Dorr was gracious enough to come to the grand opening of a.new theatre
that we bulitihere in Sanford, NC, that could not have been accomplishéd without his
support. We are working approximately 40 people, and it is a real assef {o our town.
During dinnar that night, it was nice to learn of all his accomplishments.: He cenainly
has bsen ari asset to us. | would strongly recommend him, not only for'this position, but
also for any.

Sincerely,

FRONTIER SPINNING MILLS

P 12, oo, |,

Georgs R. Perkins, Jr.
Chairman and CEO

GRPjr:dsh
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1823 Boone Trall Rd. » Sanford, North Caroling 27330 - 319-776-8840 « Fax: 919-776-9805

March 11, 2005

The Honorabile Richard Burr

United States Senate

B40C Dirksen Senate Office Bullding
Washington, DC 20510-3301

Dear Senator;

Woe wdrk with farmers and small communities every day and undérstand their
needs and challenges. it is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the
Department af Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We strongly support
Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary of Rural Development,

Mr. Ddor has proven that he has passion, skill and experience netiessary to lead
USDA's Rurat Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value
added and sustainable agriculture that has bensfitad small farmers and offered them an
opportunity t6 remain competitive.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to helpiyou give these
vital programs the greatest possibllity of suecess and help insure their cdntinued funding
in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr's visionat USDA
Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the tinited States
Senate, and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Mr. Darr was gracious enough to come to the grand opening of a‘iew theatre
that wa built here in Sanford, NC, that could not have been accomplished without his
support. We:are working approximately 40 peopie, and It Is a real assetio our town.
During dinnef that night, it was nice to learn of all his accomplishments. He centainly
has baen an asset to us. | would strongly recommend him, not only for this position, but
also for any. :

Sincersly,

FRONTIER SPINNING MILLS:

Botay, £ L

George R. Perkins, Jr.
Chalrman and CEO

GRPjr.dah
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Nanth Gacoiing State Univarsity Is 3 land-
grant univarsity and a constiteant instilttion
of The Univarsity of North Comting

Collage of Agricuiture and Lite Sciencer
Horth Caratina Agrieutmsai

© Resoarch Service

February 28, 2005

The Honorable Elizabeth Dole
United States Senate

555 Dirksen Office Bujlding
Washingten, DC 20510-3307

Dear Senator Dole:

Campus Box 7643
Faleigh. NC 27696:7643

$19.515.2117

© 18515 THS (fr)

ag_researh@ncsu ety

My office is responsible for agricuitural research in North Carolina. Our regcarch efforts,
in accordance with our land grant mission, serve agriculture and foster rurabeconomic
developraént. In fact, rural economic devclopment depends on our researchi but also on
its implerrfentation. Much of this implementation is linked to lcadership inthe U S.
Department of Agriculture’s Rural Development sector. 1 believe Thomas €. Dorr will
advance otir joint mission and ] support his nomination for Under Secrctary for Rural

Development.

Mr. Dorr has a strong record in this area and has shown his support and knefwledge of
programs guch as value-added sgriculture that we are actively pursuing, Hig ability to
work withius and advance our farmers’ competitiveness and foster raral economic

development is critical at this time.

This office fully endorses his confirmation.

cc: Senator Chambliss

Sincerely,

tev sath

Interim Associate Dean and Du'cctcr
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PAGE B3/83
‘53/14/2885 13:87 3195157745 NCARS
Nortit Curatia State Universily 5s a land- Cailage of Agricuitars and Lifs Sciotoex
qrant university ang @ Tonsdtusnt nstitution Narth Cevolms Agriculturst
. of Tha Univessity of Nogh Caroting Rasearch Sawies
+ Campus Box 7843
Halbigh, NC 27535-7643
913.515.2717
818.515.7745 {fax]

ag_research@ncsy adl

February 28, 2005

The Honotable Richard Burr
United Stdtes Senate

217 Russel! Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-3308

Dear Scnator Burr:

My office is responsible for agricultural research in North Carolina. Our regearch efforts,
in accordunce with our land grant mission, serve agriculture and foster ruralitconomic
development. In fact, rural economic development depends on our researclibut also on
its implementation. Much of this implementation is {inked to leadership in the U'S.
Department of Agriculture’s Rural Development sector. 1believe Thomas €. Dorr will
advance our joint mission and I support his nomination for Under Secretary for Rural
Developmsnt.

Mr. Dorr has 4 strong record in this arca and has shown his support and knowledge of
programs such as value-added agriculture that we arc actively pursuing. Hisiability to
work with us and advance our farmers’ compotitivencss and foster rural ecofiomic
development s critical at this time.

This office fully endorses his confirmation.

Interim Associate Dean and Diréctor

cc: Senator:Chambliss
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SAMMY HOWELL PREGIFNY CHOIS CAYLOM, WCE PREROENT VAN WAID, SLURE TARY DONKE WHITL  TRLACURER
714 Staresvile 1Mosa 214 Rolingweon Rong PO, Box 863 2484 Spring Green Rosa
Como. NC 27818 Roaroke apos, NC 27870 Clarkron, NG 28433 WilAestan, NG 2 /4592
Taiapnans: Uo7 JN-KI6Y eaohonw: (252} §18-2178 Telshorie! (610} 347-0061 B TYoenhone: @562) 7982061
f . iy .
Wornth Carolina Peanut Growens rssociation, Tuc.
ROBERT AL SUTTEA P O.BOX8 Teaprane
Criat Exacutivo Offoar NASHVILLE, NORTH GARCLINA Z:g f&:LSWOW
27556-0008 A
(252) 459-7396
H EMAIL
April 25, 2005 sunter@aboutpearls cem

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss
Committes on Agriculture Chairman
United States Scnate

C2 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Chambliss;

The peasnit farmers of North Carolina and the Southcast arc facing uncerraiyy times. Sclling
peanuts on the free market is proving to be difficult. We are sceing lower cantract prices
and shifts in production from the traditional peanut producing areas. These ounties have
relied on peanuts for the past 60 years, The loss of the psanut revenue is going to be
devastating to many peanut countics.

The progsams administered by USDA Rural Development are going to be the lifeline to
many of the economically depressed counties. That is why it is important thiat we have
strong and creative leadership in that agency. For that reason we strongly support Thomas
C. Dorr for the position of under Sceretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven thar he has the passion, skill and experience necessaryto lead USDA’s
Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value added and
sustainable agriculture that has benefitcd small family farmers and offered them an
opportunity to remain competitive.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give thése vital
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insuro their continued fanding in a
very tight budget period. Rural Amorica needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate and
we styongly urge you to vote for his confirmation,

Sincercly;

Robert R, Sutter
CEO

“For Size, Quality and Flavor 100, the NORTH CAROLINA-VIRGINIA TYPE is the PFANUT for you”
Wib Sise brep.//unow.aboutpeanuts.com
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HAMMY HOWELL PRESIOENT ELLS TAYLOR, VICE-PRESIOENT DAN WARD, SECRETARY DONNIE WHITE. TREASUAFR
715 Slalesvil: Hosg . 212 Rownguoos fioad FO. Uon 480 2680 Gy Bresn Ruad
Come, NC 2/818 . Rosnoke Rapids. NC 27800 {iangon, NC 28405 . wilaingigen, NC 27092
Telophone: (2821 308 3381 Toleonone: 252) 519 2176 Tolepdwnk; (910} 85470353 Tulaphons; (207} 758-6RA1
4 .
Hornth Canolina Peanut Growens rfssoctation, Tnc.
ROBERT A, SUTTER P.0.80X8 : Telephora
Crel Exacund Otar NASHVILLE, NORTH CARCLINA pon e
27858-0008 g
{282} 459-7398
N P E-MAiL
Apnl 25,2005 - Sune/@aboutpeanuts.com
The Honarable Richard Burr
United States Senate

B40C Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Burr;

The peanut farmers of North Carolina are facing uncertain times. Selling pganuts on the
frec market is proving to be difficult, We are seeing lower contract prices #nd shifts in
production from the traditional peanut producing areas. These counties have relied on
peanuts for the past 60 years. The loss of the peanut revenue is going to beidevastating 10
many peanut counties.

The programs administered by USDA Rural Development are going to be the lifeline 1o
many of the cconomically depressed counties. That is why it is important that we have
sirong andd creative leadership in that agency. For that reason we strongly support Thomas
C. Dorv for the position of under Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead
USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocateifor value
added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family faomers md offered
them an opportunity to remain competmvc

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give tese vital
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a
very tight budget period. Rural Amerlca needs Tom Derr’s vision at USPA Rurat
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States Sepate
and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely;

.

Robert R: Sutter
CEO

“For Size, Qualtty and Flavor too, tie NORTH CAROLINA-VIRGINIA TYPR is the mm}r for you~
Wb Site bpy/fwww abostpeanwts.con
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SAMMY HOWLLL, POFSIDENT 1118 TAYLOR. VICE-PRUSIDUNT TAN WARD, SECRFYANRY OUNNIY WHITF, TREAJUAER
£14 Stansvile Rowd 214 Rongwood Nasa ©,0. Rox B0 § 7464 Spang Graun Koot
Coma, NG 2788 Hoonoko Rapins, NC 27670 Cladaon, NG 28432 B Witlvnslon, NO 2§82
Teisphong: (252 38839MY - Vehane: PR3 MO21R TolighooR 1I0) Aa AN Tokapnong: {4 798-2641
‘ rssociation, 9
' eanal agocialion, ‘Juc.
ROBERT A, SUTTER P.0.BOX8 Tooghone
rint Exacytve Ofcar 2523 458-506Q
NASHVILLE, NORTH CAROUNA a2} <35-5067
27856-0008 X
(257) 459-7396
: : EMAL
Apnl 25' 2005 - sufter@aboutpesnuls. COM

The Honarable Elizabeth Dole
United States Senate

555 Dirksen Scnate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-3301

Dear Senator Dole;

The pesnist farmers of North Carolina are facing uncertain times. Selling peanuts on the
free market is proving to be difficult. We are seeing lower contract prices afid shifts in
production from the traditional peanut producing areas. These counties havé relied on
peanuts for the past 60 ycars. The loss of the peanut revenue Is going to be devastating to
many pednut counties. )

The programs administered by USDA Rural Development arc going to be the lifeline to
many of the sconomically depressed counties. That is why it is impoitant that we have
strong and creative leadership in that agency. For that reason we strongly s@pport Thomas
C. Dorr for the position of under Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr'has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary'to fead
USDA s Rural Development cfforts, Mr. Dot has been a leading advocateifor value
sdded wed sustionalide agaieuituze that g banefited small family Sammers sad affaved
them an ¢pportunity to remain competitive.

The contirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give tlese vital
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a
very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vate in the United States Senate
and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerelf;
Robert R. Sutter

CEO

“For Size; Quakity and Flavor tov, the NORTH CAROLINA-VIRGINIA TYPE is the PEANUT for you™
Web Site bttp.//urvui aboutpeantts.com
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NORTH CARQUINA

. SOYBEAN

PRODUCERS ASSOCIATION, INC.

April 25, 2005

The Honorable Richard Burx
United States Senate

217 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Burr:

As an'organization of family farmers, the North Carolina Soybean Prodicers
Associatton and its farmer supporters need the United States Senate to confirm Thomas
C. Dorr as USDA Under Secretary for Rural Development.

1 baveiknown Tom Dorr for nearly ten years through our connections asmermbers of
Farm Foundation's Benmett Agricultural Round Table. Iknow him to be aperson of high
intellect, high ability and high integrity. Through his “hands-on” experiente as a
working farmer, Tom Dorr bas the background and know-how necessary td-advance
programsg: so vital to farm and non-farm rural citizens of our nation. His 1ifé’s
experiences have prepared him with all the vital skills necessary to lead thik most
important program at USDA.

Az a leader of my state's soybean commedity organization I recognizs the importance
of Tom Dorr’s efforts to develop value-added cooperative marketing progrims that will
help fanmers retain more of the profitability of their farming enterprises, ang help them
survive in the highly competitive world markets that we currently face.

We strongly urge you to use all your influence to see that Thomas C. Dotr 15
expeditionsly confirmed as USDA Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural
Development so he can move the many programs forward that are 5o vital t all rural
citizens.

James F. Wilder
Executive Vice President

JFW:lgr

211 Six Forks Road; Suite 102, Ralelgh, North Carolina 27609, Phone: 919-839—57b0, Fax: 918-839-5775
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NORTH CAROLINA

. SOYBEAN

PRODUCERS ASSOCIATION, INC.

April 25, 2005

The Honbrable Elizabeth Dole
United States Senate

555 Dirken Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-3301

Dear Senator Dole:

As an‘organization of family farmers, the North Carolina Soybean Producers
Association and its farmer supporters need the United States Senate to confxrm Thomas
C. Dorc as USDA Under Secretary for Rural Development,

1 bave known Tom Dorr for nearly ten years through our connections ag'members of
Farm Foundation’s Bennett Agricultural Round Table. Iknow him to be siperson of high
intaflect, high sbility and high integrity. Through his “hands-on” experientie as a
working farmer, Tom Dorr has the background and know-how necessary t advance
programs so vital w farm and non-farm rural citizens of our nation. His life’s
experienges have prepared him with all the vital skills necessary to lead this most
important program at USDA. _

As a leader of my state’s soybsan commodity organization I recognize ﬁe importance
of Tom Dorr’s cfforts to develop value-added cooperative marketing programs that will
help farmers retain mors of the profitability of their farming cuterprises, andl help them
survive in the highly competitive world markets that we currently face.

We m}ongly urge you to use all your influence 1o ses that Thomas C. Darr is
expeditionsly confirmed as USDA Under Secretary of Agriculture for Ruril
Devslopment so he can move the many programs forward that are so vital to all rural

citizens.
L WZ(/
I esF Wilder
Executive Vice President
JFW:lgr

211 Six Forks Road, Suite 102, Raleigh, North Carolina 27608, Phona: 91 9-838-5700, Fax: 919-839-5776
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NORTH CAROLINA

. SOYBEAN

PRODUCERS ASSOCIATION, INC.

Aprif 25, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss
Comumittee on Agriculture Chairman
United States Senate

416 Russell Senste Office Building
‘Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Chambliss:

As axt organization of family farmers, the North Carolina Soybean Pméucers
Association and its farmer supporters need the United States Senate to cosfirm Thomas
C. Dorr as USDA Under Secretary for Rural Development.

{ bave known Tom Dorr for nearly ten years through our connections al members of
Farm Foundation’s Bennett Agricultural Round Table. Iknow him to be &person of high
intelicet, high ability and high integrity. Through his “hands-on” experiengc 1s 2
working farmer, Tom Dotr has the background and know-how necessary % advance
programs so vital to farm and non-farm rural citizens of our nation. His life’s
experientes have prepared bim with all the vital skills necessary to lead this mast
important program at USDA.

As a leader of my state’s soybean commodity organization I recognize the importance
of Tom Daorr’s cfforts to develop value-added cooperative marketing progams that will
help farmers retain more of the profitebility of their farming entarprises, and help them
survive in the highly comperitive world markets that we currently face.

We strongly urge you to use all your influence to see that Thomas C. Dorris
expeditiously confirmed as USDA Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rurgl
Development so he can move the many programs forward that are so vitalto all rural
citizens,

Exscutive Vice President

FwWilgr

211 Six Forks Road, Suite 102, Raleigh, North Caroiina 27609, Phone: 519-839-8700, Fax: 919-839-5775
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F NORTH CAROLINA
FARM BUREAU FEDERATION

TELEPHENE (819) 782-1705 { P.O.BOX 27766 /  RALEIGH, NORTH CAROLINA 2781y

February 18, 2005

The Honorsble Elizabeth Dole
United States Senate

120 Russell Senate Office Building
‘Washingtoxi, DC 20510-3307

Dear Smamr Dole:

As you know, we represent farmers and their rural corumunities every day m&mderstand their
needs and challenges. It is critical that these communities have strong and crestive leadership at
the Department of Agriculture in the Rurat Development Mission Area. We stongly suppert
Thomas C.;Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rursl Developmeit.

M. Dorr hab proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to fcad USDA’s
Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value addled and
sustairmble sgriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered thdu an opportunity
to remain competitive.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give mese:;i/ital programs the

greatest posbibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a very'tight budger
period. Rurkd America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Developmimt.

We stramad¥ urge you to vote for his conflrmation.

Sinoerely,

],m-y B. Wooten
President

1.BW:msp

e The Honoeable Saxby Chambliss
The Honorable Mike Johanns
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F NORTH CAROLINA
FARM RUREAU FEDERATHON

TELEWE (919) T82-1705 / P 0. BOX 27766 i RALEIGH, NOR’Tﬂ CAROLINA 27611

Fuebruary 18, 2005

The Honordble Richard Burr

United States Senate

B40C Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-3308

DaarSmmr Burr:

As you know, we represent farmers and their rural communities every day and understand their
needs and challenges. It is critical that these communities have strong end cresfive leadership at
the Depmmt of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Arca. We strongly support
Thomas C. Dorr for the pasition of Under Secretsry for Rural Dcvelopma

Mr. Dorr hais proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary m{ifged USDA’s

Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been 2 leading advocate for value adled and
sustainable ggriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered theth an opportunity

to remain Mmpeutwc

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong lesdership to help give tbesa_éﬁtai programs the
greatest posbibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a verytight budget
period. Rursl America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Developnient.

We M you to vote for kis confirmation.

Sincerely,

.«z#&r*

Larry B. Wooten
President

LBW:map

cc:  TheHonorsble Saxby Chambli
The Honorable Mike Johanns
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NATIONAL SPINNING CO,, INC. -
P.O. Box 191 — 1481 W, 2™ Street
Washington, NC 27889
Tel: (252) 975-7218 FAX: (252)975-7688

James W. Chegnutt ~ President/CEQ

World Class Employee Owned Company

02-05

February 14, 2005

The Honorable Elizabeth Dole
Unitcd States Senate

555 Dirksen Sepate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-3301

Dear Senator Dole:

1 am involved with farmers and small communities every duy and understand their nceds and
challenges. It s critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the Depattment of Agriculture
in the Rural Development Mission Area. 1 strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under
Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary toilead USDA’s Rural
Devclopment efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value adﬁed and sustainable
agriculture that has bemefited small family farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain
comperitive.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the
greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a very tight budget period.
Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves an
up or down vote in the United States Senmate and I strongly urge yéu to veic for his
confirmation.

Sincerely,

James W, Chesnutt
President/C.E.O.

pe: Mike Johanns
The Honorable Saxby Chambliss

be: John Ceoper
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NATIONAL SPINNING CoO,, INC.
P.0. Box 191 - 1481 W, 2™ Street
Washington, NC 27889
Telk (252)975-7218 FAX: (252) 975-7688

Jemes W, Chesatt — President/CEQ

World Cluss Employee Owned Company

03-05

February 10, 2005

The Honorable Richavd Burr

United States Senate

B40C Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Burr:

I am involved with farmers and small communities every day and understind their needs and
challenges. Rt is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the Depattment of Agriculture
in the Rural Development Mission Area. 1 strongly support Thomas C. Dorx for the position of Under
Secretary for Rural Development. .

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary toflead USDA’s Rural
Development efforts.  Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value added and sustainable
agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered them an ogiportunity to remain
competitive,

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the
greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a very/tight budget period.
Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development. Toia Dorr deserves an
up or down vote in the United States Senate and I stromgly urge yau to vote for his
confirmation.

Sincerely,

James W. Chesnutt
President/C.E.O.

pe: Mike Johanns
The Honorable Saxby Chambliss

be: John Cooper
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COTTON GROWERS COOPBRATIVE
101 SIGMA DRIVE
CARNER NORTH CAROCLINA 2753

TEL: 9197732120, R00.661.7082
PAX:¥19.773.4808
wwrw.esrolinaacotton.com

February 9, 2005

The Honorsblc Elizabeth Dole
United States Senate

555 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washingtos, DC 20510.3301

Dear Senstor Dole:

We work with farmers and small communities every day and understand thefr needs and
challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the Department of
Agricuiture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We strongly support 'momas C.
Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary io lead
USDA's Rpral Development sfforts. Mr. Dorr has been 2 leading advocate for value
added and sustainable agnculmre that has benafited small family farmers and offered

them an ogponumty to Temain competitive.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong lesdership to help give xhae vital
programs tha greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued fianding in 2
very tight dudget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at USBA Rural
Developmput. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote In the United Staes Senate
and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

cc: Tbo Honorable Saxby Chambliss, Committes on Agriculture Chamn
Mr. Mike Johanns, Secraary of Agriculture
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COTTON GROWERS COOPERATIVE
101 SIGMA DRIVE
CARNER, NORTH CAROLINA 2752%

TEL: M1AL773.2V20, B00.062. 7082
FAX: 97734408
www,carolinescoltoncom

February 9, 2005

The Honorable Richard Burr

United Stutes Senate

B40C Dirkpen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senlior Bumr:

We work with farmers and small communities avery day and understand their needs and
challenges, It is critical that we have strong and creative Jeadership at the Dipartment of
Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C.
Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary ¢ to lead
USDA's Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been 8 leading advocate for value
sdded and sustainable mcul‘mm that has benefited small family farmers and offered
them an opportunity to remain competitive,

The confitination of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership 1o help give thhse vital
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insurs their continued: ﬁmdmg ina
very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at USBA Rural
Developmient. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United Stites Senate
and we girongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,

o The Honorable Saxby Chambliss, Commirtee on Agriculture Chmrmm
Mr. Mike Johanns, Sccretary of Agriculture
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RAY L. WULF, President
TERRY DETRICK, Vice President

OHLAIHOMA ROYCE MEEK, Secretary
FRARMERS
urnmon

"The Volze of Family Farmers since 1905"

Mareh 16, 2005

The Honorable James M. Inhofe
United States Senate

453 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Inhofe:

President Bush has recently re-submitted the name of Thomas C. Dorr for the position of
Under Secretary Rural Development, U.S. Department of Agriculture,

While Mr. Dorr served as a Special Assistant to former Agriculture Secretary Ann
Veneman, he visited our state office here in Oklahoma City. During that meeting we had
a very fruitful discussion ralative to rural development and creation of ethano! and
oflseed opportunities within the state. He shared several rural development experiences
within his own home state and demonstrated his expertise relative to those projects.
Based on our dialogue and his list of accomplishments while he was serving as a nominee
previously, we can see the value in having Mr. Dorr’s expertise and experiences put to
work on tehalf of rural America.

.

We trust that you will equally find such favor with Tom Dorr when he is considered for
confirmation by the United States Senare. .

sx:?,"' A)j

Ray L. Aulf
President & CEO

Ce: The Honorable Saxby Chambliss, U.S. Senate L
The Honorable Mike Johanns, U.S, Secretary of Agriculture

6200 Northwast Second - Oklahoma City, OK 73127 - (405) 603-1102
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 24000, Oklahorna City, OK 73124
www.okfarmersunion.com
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RAY L. WULF, President
OHLAHOMA T R OVGE MEEK. Seqety
FRARMERS
union

“The Voice of Family Farmers since 1905

March 10, 2005

The Honorable Tom Cobumn
United States Senate

172 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510 :

Dear Dr. Coburn:

President Bush has recently re-submitted the name of Thomas C. Dorr for the position of
Under Secretary Rural Development, U.S. Departmenrt of Agriculture,

‘While Mr. Dorr served as a Special Assistant to former Agriculture Secretary Ann
Veneman, he visited our state office here in Oklahoma City. During that meeting we had
a very fruitful discussion relative to rural development and creation of ethanol and
oilseed opportunities within the state. He shared several rural development experiences
within his own home state and demonstrated his expertise relative to those projects.
Based on our dialogue and his list of accomplishments while he was serving as a nomince
previously, we can see the value in having Mr. Don’s expertise and experiences put to
work on behalf of rural America.

We trust that you will equally find such faver with Tom Dorr when he is considered for
confirmation by the United States Senate.

Sijm:ﬁ A
Ray %Vulf
President & CEO

Cc: The Honorable Saxby Chambliss, U.8. Senate
The Honorable Mike Johanns, U.S. Secretary of Agriculture

8200 Northwest Sacond - Oldahoma City, OK 73127 - (405) §03-1102
Mailing Addrasa: P.O. Hox 24000, Oklahama Clty, OK 73124
wwnw okfarmersunion.coms
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LANGSTON

RS T e T N

_ Center for Quireach Proprams

S g i IR

March 9, 2005

‘The Honorable Tom Coburn
United States Senate

172 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Cobumn:

Langston University has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities in rural
Oklahoma. We work with farmers and small communities everyday and understand their
needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the
Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We strongly support
Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead
USDA's Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value
added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farms and offered them
an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to
provide more creative outreach to minorities in order to insure their full participation in
USDA Rural Development programs.

The contirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help pive these vital
programs the preatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a
very light budget period. Rural America needs Tom Doyr’s vision at USDA Rural
Development. We necd Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr
deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to
vote for his confirmation.

Sincercly,/ I ‘ o

-

g / o Pt AT
L S L
# Sherman L. Lewis
Associate Administrator
‘Extension/Outreach

- Langstor: University is an Equal Oppurtunity/Affirmative Action Fonployer -

P.O. Box 1253 Phona: 46681
Langston, Oklahoma 73050 ?-':i; 23346&9:22
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LANGSTON
UMVERS[TY Office of the President

March 9, 2005

The Honorable James Inhofe

United States Senate

453 Russell Office Building

Independence Avenue & South Capitol Street, SW
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Inhofe:

Langston University has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities in rural
Oklahoma. 'We work with farmers and small comrmunities everyday and understand their
needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the
Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area, We strongly support
Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development. ’

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead the
United States Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr
has been a leading advocate for value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited
small family farms and offered them an opportunity to rernain competitive. In addition,
he has pushed the Department to provide mare creative outreach to minorities in order to
insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a
very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision in USDA Rural
Development. We need Tom Dorr’s leadership in USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr
deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to
vote for his confirmation.

Sincercly,

Ernest L. Hol‘lnway
President

An Egual Opportunity | Affirmative Action Employer

P. 0. Box 907 Langston, Oklzhoma 73050 (405) 466-3201
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po. Bax 1875, Sasnter. 5.C. 39151
203-505-4667

The Honorable, Sexby Chambliss, Chairman

Senate Commities on Agriculture, Nutsition & Forestry
Room SR-328A

Russeft Senate Office Buiding

Washington, DC. 205108000

Dear Chainnan Chambiiss:

| am writing this fefter to encourage you o quickly confirm Tom Dorr as the USDA Under
Secetary for Rural Devalopment.

Over the last few years, In my capacity as President of United Farmers, | have had the
opportunity $o work with several of e President's most senior appointeas at the
‘Department of Agricuiture, as we have tried b move bayand the hostile erwironment hat
fofiowed the Pigford case. D\xmghsﬁmalmwwmmmywmmcesm
Mr. Doty have been uniformiy positive.

Not anly has My, Do met with me in his offics in Washington, DC, but he has baveled
down {0 my home state of Sauth Ceanplina Yo meet with farmers and rural community
loaders 10 fry and find crestive ways for us to work tagether.

When | first met M., Dorr, he gave ma his card and said that his door is siways open,
Plezse feel free 1o call any time. Ofen comments fike this are empty promtisss. !
However, Mr. Detr's promise has lumed out to be a genuine commitment. } have found
that every time | have contacied M. Dorr } havo mcalved a prompt and houghthil

| can honestly say that | believe that he sincerely carss aboyt the farmers who we
tepresent. His passion for tha small farmer and his dedication to heiping rural
communities is clear to anyone who has reafly worked with him,

| am please that the Presidant rs-nominated him to serve as the USDIA Under Secretary
for Rural Development and hope that the Senats can put the record straight by promptly
providing the advice and consent necessary for him to assume this important position for
the next 4 yosrs.

if you have any questions or if | can provide you with any furthar background on my
axperiences with Mr. Dary, please feal free to contact me at

Sincersly,

President, Unitoed Farmers, USA

Cec  Prasident George W. Bush, The White House, 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW,
Washington, D.C. 20500

Secretary Mika Johanns, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 1400 independence Avenue,
SW. Washington, DC 20250
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SDUTH DAKOTA FARM BUREAU

2225 DAKOTA AVENUE SOUTH
P.0. BOX 1426

HURON, SOUTH DAKOTA 57350
PHONE (605} 352-6737

March 17, 2005

1.8, Senator Sa by Chambliss
United States Stnate
Washington D.C.

Dear Senator Chambliss,
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A fgilm

'
i
Jring

o
th
il

Mr. Doir has demonstrat

development ef forts. Mr. Do’
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Seott VanderW al
President
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SD ,S A .| - South Dakota Soybean Association
/ ‘ 38(5)1 S. Wesfern Ao, #105  Sioux Falls, SD 57105 » (£05) 330-0278
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April 13,2005

The Honoralile Tom Harldni
" United State ;s Senate
‘Washington DC 20510

i Cod i
Dear Senato : Harkin: ' : f ’

The South I akota Soybean | n*‘ml'mﬂ (SDSA) is p grassroots farmer led organization
which devel yps and impl ] 1he policies of our members for their benefit and
profitability as well as for the .uuvw dustry. SDSA stronjily supports Thomes Dorr for
-the position of Under Secretir ‘for Rural Development,

It is imperat ve that we havé strdng #nd inrinvative leaders ﬁgxke M. Dorr at the
Depertment of Agriculture td/derve its mission while mwhng the needs of rural America.
M. Dorr ha s been a leading advocate for value-added and sustainable agriculture, which
has benefite I family farmers| and offered them an oppommity 10 remain competitive.

SDSA enco wages your supy ‘ t for 'k‘homas Ddtr as Under Sccxttaxy for Rural
Developmeiit. Thank you fq r your éonsxda'amm_

i coh I

Sincerely, o i ,

Tonatd Jubmulg{ i
oo '

Ce: Sen Saxby (‘hamkh
" Sen Tim Johnson !
Sen Jobn Thune
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March 22, 2005

The Honorakb le Saxby Chambhss !
United States Senate i
416 Russell {ienate Office Bud nJg
Washington, D.C. 20510 !

Dear Senatoy Chambliss:

The South D kota Wheat Congmlssron and South Dakot

Thomas C. T orr for the position of Under Secretary for

Qur organiz: tions have long

added projec s are critical comnpopents of the success o
opportunitie:. in South Dakota. '\]Nc work with farmers
and understaad their needs and challenges, It is cnitical
leadership a1 the Depanmentfof A; griculture in the Rurd

135 the passion, skill and 4
efforts. Mr. Dorr has bee
tureftthat has benefited fag
titive He has directed the|
rmes in order to insure th
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USDA’s Ru al Development
added and s\ stainable agricu
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Rural Devel ypment program

The confirmation of Mr. Do Wli] provide strong lead
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Developme 1t. South Dalcota wheat favmers need T)

Rural Deve lopment. Tom Dorr deserves an up or df

We respect lully request an;d strongly urge you to vi

Senate.

}

|

Sincerely,

CutStme

Carl Schyvab, President

f
1’
| |

}
F Gregg Krebsha

'eah'i,ed that rural develop

P.O. Box 667
Plerre, SD 57501
§05-224-4418

1 Wheat, Inc. strongly support
Rural Development.

ment and creation of new value-

F in improving economic

and small communities every day
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South Dz kota Wheat, Irn:I South Dakota ¥

'heat Commission
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March 23, 2005

]

‘ |

Senator Saxt y Chambliss fl
416 Russell {ienate Office Bmlduﬁrg :
Washington, DC 20510 !
o
Dear Sen. Cl ambliss, ' ;’

i

i

On behalf of the South Dakota Com Growers Association, ] am writing in support of

Thomas C. [ orr for the position of Under Secretary foz

The SDCGA is directly mvolvej}w;th farmers and rury
we understal d their needs and

Rural Development.
!
corimunities on a daily basis so

allenges. It’s because of our knowledge of this sector

that we reco nmend Mr. Dorr forﬁhxs ‘strong and creative leadership at the Department of

Agriculture ‘n the Rural Devulopmeat Mission Area.

An advocate for rural Amerir,a, r Dorr has proven

the has the experience and skills

necessary to lead USDA’s Ruril Dcvelopmunt efforts. |He has led the advancement of
value added and sustainable agm‘:uhure during his timg with the USDA, which has
allowed family farmers the opportunity to remain competitive. He has cut through red

tape to get nzeded help to rural commumnes uncovcr
programs such as the new Broadband program, and {

anu delivered funding for several
ed tough issues to bring

assistance and accountabxmy fi)rfmmonhes through outreach programs,

Mr. Dorr’s t-ack record for mraﬂfkmenca is impeccable and he should be rewarded for
his dedicatic n to advancing the qm\hty of life of those Who live in rural communities. As

we face a tiyht budget and the d\:;vdopmanl of anew firm

Hill, our members need Mr.

Dorr’s leade rshxp at USDA Rulra} Development. The Jouth Dakota Corn Growers
Association gives its highest recgmmendation to Tom [Dor and strongly urges you to
vote for Mr. Dorr’s conﬁxm:itiorif Thank you for your ponsideration.

i

Sincerely, i :
|

Ly
M>ww, X
David Gillea L §

President : i f
South Dake ta Com Growers 5 AsS

g

i
i

i

»

ociation

i
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The Honorat le John Thune
United State: Senate SR-383 " |
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Thune: ! i
:rfs C
ota.
n;ﬁd
e
s (_

by
The South D ikota Pork Produc
opportunitie: in rural South Da
day and undrrstand their needs
creative lead >rship at the Depa
Area. We stiongly support Tho
Developmert.

)
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Mr, Dorr ha: proven that he ha (he

added and s1 stainable agncult_ e thi
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l
!

, f
Brad Greenwé

¢

Brad Green vay

I
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TENNESSEF FARM BUREAU FEDERATION

P O. BOX 313 » COLUMBIA, TENNESSEE 38402-0313 « (937) 388-7872 « FAX (331) 388-5818
March 28, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss
U.S. Senate

416 Russell Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Chambliss:

On behalf of the Board of Directors of the Tennessee Farm Bureau Federation, 1
wish to endorse the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr for Secretary of Rural
Development for the Department of Agriculture. It is critical that we have strong
and creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in he Rural Development
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under
Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to
lead USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate
for value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family
farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he
has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in
order to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs.

Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at USDA Rural Development. Our
members need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Development. We urge an
up or down vote in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for
his confirmation.

Sincerely,

TG (e f

Flavius A. Barker,
President

Farm Bureau in Tennessee...Where Membership Means Value
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TENNESSEE FARM BUREAU FEDERATION

B O. BOX 313 « COLUMBIA, TENNESSEE 38402-0313 = (931) 388.7872 « FAX (9371) 2885818
March 28, 2005

The Honorable Lamar Alexander
U.S. Senate

302 Hart Building

Washington, D.C, 20510

Dear Senator Alexander:

On behalf of the Board of Directors of the Tennessee Farm Bureau Federation, I
wish to endorse the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr for Secretary of Rural
Development for the Department of Agriculture. It is critical that we have strong
and creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in he Rural Development
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under
Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to
lead USDA’'s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate
for value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family
farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he
has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in
order to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs.

Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at USDA Rural Development. Our
members need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Development. We urge an
up or down vote in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for
his confirmation.

Sincerely,

T T Frunif_

Flavius A, Barker,
President

Farm Bureau in Tennessee...Where Membership Means Value
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TENNESSEE FARM BUREAU FEDERATION

P O BOX 373 « COLUMBIA, TENNESSEE 384020213 = (931) 388-7872 = FAX (931) 388-5818
March 28, 2005

The Honorable Bill Frist
U.S, Senate

416 Hart Building
Washington, D.C, 20510

Dear Senator Frist:

On behalf of the Board of Directors of the Tennessee Farm Bureau Federation, 1
wish to endorse the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr for Secretary of Rural
Development for the Department of Agriculture, It is critical that we have strong
and creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in he Rural Development
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under
Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passlon, skiil and experience necessary to
lead USDA’s Rural Developmant efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate
for value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family
farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he
has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in
order to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs.

Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at USDA Rural Development. Our
members need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Development. We urge an
up or down vote in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for
his confirmation.

Sincerely,
Flavius A. Barker,

President

Farm Bureau in Tennessee...Where Membership Means Value
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TENNESSEE FARM BUREAU FEDERATION

P O BOX 313 » COLUMBIA, TENNESSEE 384020313 » (931) 384-7872 = FAX (937} 388-5818
March 28, 2005

The Honorable Tom Harkin
U.S. Senate

731 Hart Building
washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Harkin:

On behalf of the Board of Directors of the Tennessee Farm Bureau Federation, 1
wish to endorse the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr for Secretary of Rural
Development for the Department of Agriculture, It is critical that we have strong
and creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in he Rural Development
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under
Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to
lead USDA's Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate
for value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family
farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he
has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in
order to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs.

Rural America needs Tom Dorr’'s vision at USDA Rural Development. Our
members need Tom Dorr's leadership at USDA Rural Development. We urge an
up or down vote in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for
his confirmation,

Sincerely,

TG B

Flavius A. Barker,
President

Farm Bureau in Tennessee...Where Membership Means Value
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Dan Wheeler
3316 Stillcorn Ridge Road
Columbia, TN 38401

March 29, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss
U.S. Secnate

416 Russell Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Sepator Chambliss,

I write to encourage you to support the nomination of Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary of
Agriculture for Rural Development.

1 have known M. Dorr for some 12 years and have personal knowledge of his strong
commitment to rural Axnerica and the future development of our rural economies. He has proven
to be an effective leader and advocate for the USDA Rural Development Agency and its
programs. He has been espeoially effective as a leading advocate for the support of value added
and sustainable agriculture development that has benefited smal) family farmers and offers them
more opportunity to remain competitive.

By virtue of my involvement as Director of the University of Tennessee Extension’s Center for
Profitable Agrioulture (an agricultural innovation center focusing on value-added
entrepreneurship) I have a special interest in, and appreciation for, Mr. Dorr’s leadership and
support in this critical area.

Sincerely,
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Dan Wheeler
3316 Stillcom Ridge Road
Columbia, TN 38401

March 29, 2005

The Honorable Tom Harkin
U.S. Senate

731 Hart Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Harkin,

1 write to encourage you to support the nomination of Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary of
Agriculture for Rural Development.

I have known Mr. Dorr for some 12 years and have personal kiowledge of his strong
commitment to rural America and the future development of our rural economies. He has proven
to be an effective Jeader and advocate for the USDA Rural Development Agency and its
programs. He has been especially effective as a leading advocate for the support of value added
and sustainable agriculture development that has benefited small family farmers and offers them
more opportunity to remain competitive.

By virtue of my involvement as Director of the University of Tennessee Extension’s Center for
Profitable Agriculture (an agricultural innovation center focusing on value-added
entrepreneurship) I have a special interest in, and appreciation for, Mr. Dorr’s leadership and
support in this critical area.

Sincerely,
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Dan Wheeler
3316 Stillcorn Ridge Road
Columbia, TN 38401
March 29, 2005
The Honorable Lamar Alexander
U.S. Senate
302 Hart Building

Washington, D.C. 20510
Dear Senator Alexander,

I write to encourage you to support the nomination of Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary of
Agriculture for Rural Development.

Thave known Mr. Dorr for some 12 years and have personal knowledge of his strong
comrmitment to rural America and the future development of our rural economies. He has proven
to be an effective leader and advocate for the USDA Rural Development Agency and its
programs. He has been especially effective as a leading advocate for the support of value added
and sustainable agriculture development that has benefited small family farmers and offers them
more opportunity to remain competitive.

By virtue of my involvement as Director of the University of Tennessee Extension’s Center for
- Profitable Agriculture (ap agricultural innovation center focusing on value-added
entrepreneurship) I have a special interest in, and appreciation for, Mr. Dorr’s leadership and
support in this critical arca.

A

Sincerely,

eeler
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Dan Wheeler
3316 Stillcorn Ridge Road
Columbia, TN 38401

March 29, 2005

The Honorable Bill Frist
U.S. Senste ’
416 Hart Building
‘Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Frist,

I write to encourage you to support the nomination of Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary of
Agriculture for Rural Development.

1 have known Mr. Dorr for some 12 years and have personal knowledge of his strong
commitment to rural America and the future development of our rural economies. He has proven
to be an effective leader and advocate for the USDA Rural Development Agency and its
programs. He has been especially effective as a leading advocate for the support of value added
and sustainable agriculture development that has benefited small family farmers and offers them
more opportunity to remain competitive.

By virtue of my involvement as Director of the University of Tennessee Extension’s Center for
Profitable Agriculture (an agricultural inmovation center focusing on value-added
entrepreneurship) I have a special interest in, and appreciation for, Mr. Dort’s leadership and
support in this critical area.

Sincerely,

Z L
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Crooked Brooks Farm, LLC

2603 US, Rowe 1
Cabot VT 05647

U.S. Senator Saxby Charbliss

416 Russello Senate Office Building
Washinglon PC 20510

April 12,2008

Dear Scnator Chambliss,

J worle (und have worked) with farmers and small communitics every day in Vermont,
and [ understand their needs and chatlenges. In order to improve the cconomic
opportunitics for them in our state, it is critical that we have strong and creative
leadership at the Department of Agriculture tn the Rural Development Mission Area. |
strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Seerctary for Rural
Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skifl and experience necessary to Jead
USDA’s Rueal Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advoeate for value-
added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered
them an opportunity to remain compelitive. In Vermont, we have henefited greatly from
programs through Rural Development that have helpod our farmers diversify into
agritourism, In my own community of Cabot, we have been able to build a water
trcatment plant, contributing greatly Lo the spurt of new homes in the village.

The conlimation of Me. Dore will provide strong leadership o help give these vital
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a
very tight budge! peried. Rural American — and rural Vermont - needs Tom Dorr's
vision at USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr descrves an up or down vole in the
United States Senate, and 1 strongly urge you 1o vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,
- .
i
wlbie. Feboor
Tackie Folsom, Partner

Crooked Brooks Farm, LLC
Cabot VT
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WISCONSTN RHALTURS" ASSGCIATION
480} Forest Run Road. Syfe 20!

Madisen, Wi $3T08-7357

S04-281-2067 - 8005781972

Fux. 6NB-241-250)

E-pell we@wroon

Web site: bapuiewvwm.org

Keuy Jadwabny, CRB, CRS, Climan Wittizm Matkasin, CAY, Prasident
E-munil Yedwabty@icoldwellhomes com Bl wem@win.og

April 13, 2005

The Honorable Herb Kohl
United States Senator

330 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

we have a direct stake in improving economic opportunities in rural Wiseonsin. REALTORS
work with farmers and small communitics cvery day and nnderstand their needs and challenges.
It is critical that we have strong and creative lcadership at the Depactment of Agricultwe in the
Rural Development Mission Area, The WRA swrongly supports Thomas C. Dorr for the position
of Under Sceretary for Rural Development,

Mr. Dorr has proven that he bas the passion, skill aad experience necessary to lead USDA’s Rura]
Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value added and sustainable
agriculturc that has benefited small family farmers and offered them an opportunity o remain
competitive, In addition, he bas pushed the Department 1o provide more creative outrcach to
minoritics in order to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs,

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the
greatest pogsibility of suocess and help insure their cantinued funding in a very tight budget
period, Rera! America needs Tom Dorr's vision at USDA Rural Development. Our 17,500
wmembers need Tora Dorr’s leadership st USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves an
up or down Vote in the United States Senate and we strongly urge vou to vote for his
confirmation.

#l7im Malkasian, CAE
President

m REALTOR® i 7 ropiztersd sk whick idenlifics a profussiona) in real emtate who Subscribes
Bedust. 10 mawict Code of Ethics as » member of e NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF REALTORS*
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WISCONSIN REALTORS® ASSOCINTION
48U3 Forest Btup Rasd, Sujie 200

Mudisos. WY 537047357

6082212047 T 300-279.19T2

Fax: 6082232001

Formoill woa@wes

Wi gite: brtpYiwwwowra.ang

Kinty Jedwabay. Cit, CRS, Chairman Willinm MaBiastan, CAE, Brexidont
Branail: edwabay@leuddwallbames com memail womiwrz.ony,

April 13, 2005

The Honorable Rugsell Foingold
United States Senator

506 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington. DC 20510

Dear Senator Fel ﬁ(\'

On behalf of the 17,500 members of the Wisconsin REALTORS Association (WRA), I belicve
we have a direct stake in improving economic opportunities in rural Wisconsin. REALTORS
waorlk with farmers and small communitics every day 2od upderstand their needs and challeages,
1t is critica] thet we have strong and creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the
Rural Development Mission Area, The WRA strongly supports Thomas C. Dorr for the position
of Under Secrctary for Rural Development.

M. Donr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA’s Rural
Development efforls. Mx. Dorr has been a leading advocate for valus added and sustainable
agriculture that has benefited small {smily fanmers and offered thern an opportunity to remain
competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Deparitnent to provide more creative owtreach 1o
minerities in order to fusure their full participation in USDA Ruzal Development programs,

The confirmation of Mr. Desr will provide strong leadership to Lelp give these vital programs the
greatest possibility of success and help insure their continged funding in a very tight budget
period. Rural Ametica needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development. Onr 17,500
members need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Develapment. Tom Dorr deserves an
up or down vote in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vota for his
confirmafion.

William\ ¥ikasiag, CAE
President

REALTOR® is 8 taninrered mark which jdenrifies 3 professional in real comte who subeesibes
Soiemt. 10 3 scrict Cude of Ethics 48 3 member of the NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF REALTORS®
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Frassetto

From: “Wisconsin Corn Program® <wicorn@idcnet.com>
To: "Frassetto” <frdowns@charter.net>

Sent: Friday, April 15, 2005 7:39 AM

Subject: Re: Request for support of Undersecretary for Rural Development

| have sent messages to our Senators on Tom Dorrs' behalf.
Bob Oleson

----- Original Message —---

From: Frassetto

To: WICorn@idenet.com

Sent: Tuesday, April 12, 2005 8:49 PM

Subject: Request for support of Undersecretary for Rural Development

Dear Bob,

t am writing you fo seek your organization’s support of President Bush's nominee for Undersecretary of Rural
Development, Tom Dorr.

As you may know, Mr. Dorr had served in this capacity for a period of time over the last two - three years but
was never confirmed by the Senate. Since he has now been renominated, we're hoping your organization will
offer support as subcommittee hearings are scheduled in the very near future.

If your organization is interested in assisting in this effort, | would ask that you forward a letter to both of Wi's
senators and to the chairman and ranking member of the Senate Ag committee (messrs. Chambliss and
Harkin). For your reference, I've attached a sample letter of support as well as information on Mr. Dorr.

If you decide to lend your support please email or fax (since time is of the essence) a letter supporting nominee
Dorr fo the following: kohl_senate@kohl.senate.gov, (there is an underscore between kohl and senate that you
may not see), chambliss.senate.gov, harkin senate.gov {Both Chambliss and Harkin's information are websites
that provide an emait link). As for Senator Feingold, | do not have his email nor fax readily available.

Additionaily, if  could be cc'd on the letter it will help me track the process.
Bill, thank you for your consideration of this important matter.

Finally, { really want to meet up with you soon but my schedule is solid until mid May. Perhaps we can hook up
then.

Best wishes,

Frank Frassetto
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IMPACT SEVEN, INC.

A WISCONSIN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

147 Lake Aimena Dr.» Almena, Wi54805- 715-357-3334 FAX 715-357-6233- e-mail impact@impaciseven.org

“This institution is an equal opportunity provider ”

April 15, 2005

Senator Saxby Chambliss
United States Senate

Russelt Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

RE: Thomas C. Dorr
Dear Senator Chambliss:

Impact Seven, Inc. has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities for the
rural residents of Wisconsin. We work with small, rural communities and target
the very low and low income residents of Wisconsin. So that we can continue to
serve these communities and residents, it is imperative that we have strong and
creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under
Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to
lead USDA's Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dot has been a feading advocate
for value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family
farmers and offered them an opportunity remain competitive, In addition, he has
pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minarities in order
to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued
funding in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Torn Dorr’s vision at
USDA Rural Development. We need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States
Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely, 3 3
-
\)‘ AL een ,Q«L ‘

Wiliam Bay, President

] Recipient of Wisconsin's First New Markets Tax Credits
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IMPACT SEVEN, INC.

A WISCONSIN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

147 Lake Almana Dr « Almena, WI 54805 715-357-3334+ FAX 715-357-6233+ e-mait impact@impactseven.org

"This institution is an equal opportunity provider."”

Senator Tom Harkin
United States Senate
731 Hart Senate Office
Washington, D.C. 20510

RE: Thomas C. Dorr
Dear Senator Harkin:

impact Seven, Inc. has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities for the
rural residents of Wisconsin. We work with small, rural communities and target
the very low and low income residents of Wisconsin. So that we can continue to
serve these communities and residents, it is imperative that we have strong and
creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under
Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to
lead USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Do has been a feading advocate
for vaiue added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family
farmers and offered them an opportunity remain competitive. in addition, he has
pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in order
to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued
funding in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at
USDA Rural Development. We need Tom Dorr's leadership at USDA Rural
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States
Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,

/D
\V%}. Kf(ﬂ/ﬁ"‘ /:;(.ik

William Bay, President

Recipient of Wisconsin's First New Markets Tax Credits
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IMPACT SEVEN, INC.

A WISCONSIN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

147 Lake Almena Dr - Almena, W1 54805 715.357-3334 FAX 715-357-6233- e-mail. impaci@impactiseven.org

3 *This institution is an equal opportunity provider.”
April 15, 2005

Senator Herb Kohl
United States Senate
330 Hart Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

RE: Thomas C. Dorr
Dear Senator Kohi:

Impact Seven, Inc. has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities for the
rural residents of Wisconsin. We work with small, rural communities and target
the very low and low income residents of Wisconsin. So that we can continue to
serve these communities and residents, it is imperative that we have strong and
creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under
Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to
lead USDA's Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate
for value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family
farmers and offered them an opportunity remain competitive. In addition, he has
pushed the Department o provide more creative outreach to minorities in order
to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued
funding in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at
USDA Rural Development. We need Tom Dorr's leadership at USDA Rural
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States
Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation

Sincerely, . //)
\\Q/V Lert [ D

William Bay, President

Recipient of Wisconsin's First New Markets Tax Credits
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IMPACT SEVEN, INC.

A WISCONSIN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

147 Lake Aimena Dr - Almena, Wi54805 715-257-3334- FAX715-357-6233- e-mail impact@impactseven.org

. "This institution is an equal opportunity provider.”
April 15, 2006

Senator Russ Feingold
United States Senate
506 Hart Senate Office
Washington, D.C. 20510

RE: Thomas C. Dorr
Dear Senator Feingold:

Impact Seven, Inc. has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities for the
rural residents of Wisconsin. We work with small, rural communities and target
the very low and low income residents of Wisconsin. So that we can continue to
serve these communities and residents, it is imperative that we have strong and
creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under
Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to
lead USDA's Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate
for value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family
farmers and offered them an opportunity remain competitive. 1n addition, he has
pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in order
to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued
funding in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at
USDA Rural Development. We need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States
Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,

-

b, Q“‘/

William Bay, President

Recipient of Wisconsin's First New Markets Tax Credits
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November 3, 2003

Dear Senator:

The below signed organizations urge you t6 vote in support of the confirmation of
Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary of Rural Development, United States Department of
Agriculture, The position of Under Secretary of Rural Development is critical in a
number of ways to the success of rural America and agriculture communities.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the skill and experience necessary to lead USDA's Rural
Development efforts. The Senate Committee on Agriculture, Forestry and Nutrition
recognizes the importance of this position and favorably reported (14-7) Mxr. Dorr's
pomination in bipartisan fashion on June 18, 2003.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will allow these vital programs the greatest possibility of
success. Mr. Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate, we urge you
to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,

American Farm Bureau Federation
American Meat Institute

American Soybean Association
National Association of Wheat Growers
National Cattlemen's Beef Association
National Chicken Council

National Corn Growers Association
National Cotton Council

National Milk Producers Federation
Natiopal Pork Producers Council
National Turkey Federation

United Egg Association

United Egg Producers

United Fresh Fruits and Vegetables Association
USA Rice Federation
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2002 North Carolina Farm Burean Annual Meeting
Monday, December 9, 2002

Remarks of Former U.S. Congresswoman Eva Clayton

<Applause following her formal remarks>
Clayton: Can I say a word about Dorr before I --?
Moderator: Sure, you certainly can.

Clayton: He’s going to let me come back. I wanted to ~I’'m not introducing, ah, Mr. Dorr
because, ah, he will be appropriately introduced. So, if I have to slip out—if he goes over
15 minutes I'm going to slip out, I can tell you.

But, um...I’ve come to know him and, um, as we began our our relationship we
did not see eye-to-eye. But I want to tell you that he is a man of great depth and great
understanding and is someone who indeed who is willing to be patient with me, bring me
along and come and I also have been patient with him. So, I think we have developed a
unique relationship and I just want to commend him to you, as he will be properly
introduced. And if I have to slip out it is in no ways, ah, um, disrespectful to him. It’s
just that T have to catch, ah, a 10:55 plane back to Washington. So I want to thank you
for coming to my state and thank you for the leadership that you have bro—providing
rural America. Thank you very much.

<Applause>
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== STATEMENT

United States Department of Agriculiure + Oifice of G ications » 1400 Avenue, SW
Washington, DC 202501800 » Voice: (202} 720-4623 » Emai: oc.news@usda.gov « Web: hitp:dwww.usda.gov

Release No. 0387.03
by
Secretary Ann M. Veneman
on Thomas C. Dorr
November 18, 2003

“Today, the political process got in the way of progress for rural America. In spite of
personal commitments I had from Senators to support Tom Dorr, the partisanship of the
Senate superceded the best interests of rural America.

“During his tenure at USDA, Tom has made a tremendous impact in the area of Rural
Development including expediting programs and implementing management efficiencies.
His woric won universal support from those internally and externally. It is unfortunate that
residents of rural America will not benefit from the integrity, faimess and the ingenuity of
Tom’s leadership, which helped to strengthen rural development programs. We are
extremely proud of him.

“I sincerely thank the Senators from both sides of the aisle who supported Tom and who
worked so hard on his behalf.”
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United States Department of Agriculture

Office of the Secretary
Washington, D.C. 20250
JUN 27 2002
The Honorable Tom Harkin
Chairman

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry
328-A Russell Senate Office Building
‘Washingtop, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

This is in response to your letter of June 6, 2002, regarding the nomination of Tom Dorr as
Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development. The letter expresses the Committee on
Agriculture’s interest in having the Department of Agriculture’s Farm Service Agency (FSA)
conduct a year-end review of the Harold and Melvin Dorr Trusts for each of the years 1988
through 1993. The letter also asks whether the Melvin Dorr Trust and the Harold Dorr Trust
have repaid the funds required by the year end reviews for 1994 and 1995.

Tasked FSA to conduct the requested review and a copy of the June 25, 2002, report is enclosed.
The report also provides the information that you have requested regarding the status of the
rcfund payments. Inote that the last sentence of the first full paragraph on the second page of the
report contains a typographical error regarding the dates of the requested farm records. While the
sentence reads “from the years 1998 through 1993,” it should read “from the years 1988 through
1993.”

IThope and trust that this information will enable you and the Committes to finally move forward
on Mr. Dorr’s nomination, as promised in your June 6 letter.

Sincerely,

Amn M. Veneman
Secretary

Enclosure

An Equal Opportunity Employer
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Jone 35, 2002
Reply to: Production Adjustment

T0: I ames thﬂe, Adminjstrator FSA

FROM: Steve thlhps, Jowe Smte FSA ofﬁcid:t:::’ MV’
SUBJECT:

Review af Dorr Trusts Records

3

is to suminarize recent reviews of the payment ligibility for 2 Derr trysts for

“This
the years 1988 through 1993,

1 had the Chesokes County CED Michael Houston, review and copy availsble records for the
Melvin G Dorr Family Irevocable Trust (MG Dorr Trust) and the Harold E Dorr Family
Tirevoceable Trust (HE Do Trust) for the years 1988 through 1993. [ reviewed those records with
the following conchusions: -

In each of those years, each trust had one farm that was participating in the Price Support /
Production Adjustment Program. The records ayailable generally include the CCC477
Contract, The ASCS-578 Report of Acreage, The ASCS-156 Farm Record, The ASCS-476
Notice of Bases and Yields, and some record of payments mads, in most cases a copy of the -
actual payment statement. The nolable exception is the 1988 and 1989 records for the HE Do
Trust farin. In those 2 years the only available record {8 the Report af Acreage.

I have sumimarized the peyments and shares in an attached excel work shect.

The FSA records for those years show the Trusts were wndumgthe tespective farming
operations 2s owmer operator with the Trsts having 100% nterest in the crops and farm
payments, the same as they were rcporte:l to FSA in 1954 and 1895, The end-of-year revicws
for 1994 end 1995 revealed that the income and expenses from the Trusis farms were actually
shared 50/50 with Dorrs Pine Grove Farms, Inc! FSA determined that the trusts had violated
the shares provisions or the CCC-477 Confracts for those years. The Melvin Deaa Trust
refunded that money afier a review in 1997.

1994 and 1995 end-of-year reviews were conductcd on the Hayold Dorr Trust in late 2001 at
the direction of your Office. This trust was glso detcrmined o have violated the shares
provision of the CCC-477 for those years. The Harnld Dorr Trust has stated in a letter, dated
Jume 25, 2002, it's ihtent is to refund those payments by July 5, 2002,

FSA files contain no actual records from the Dorr farming operations for us 10 determine how
these operstions were actually conducted in 1988 throngh 1993, It is unlikely thst many of the

actual farm records are still available, as this 9 10 14 years in the past. FSA has no requirement
that farmers retain these records for this length of time.

The H. E. Dorr Trust elso recsived a share of Payments in 1990 through 1993 on e larger farm

USLIA € B ESHALUPPANIIATY BTpinyar NG LENTer
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on which Dorrs Pine Grove Farrn wes the operator, The farm number changed from year to
yesr due to farm recopstitutions, but generally it contained 1300 to 1400 acres of cropland
owned by various Dorr family members and entities, Although we have reports of acreage end
CCC-477 Contracts for thoge farms, I am unable to determine if there is a potential problem
with the payments on that larger farm, The Report of Acreage shows, that all crops on all
acres, regardless of who owned the land, were shared in the same manner as program payments
were shared on the farm, I believe the County office took & short cut in recording all shares
this way, rather than requiring the operator tospecify how crops in each field were shared,
Since the report of acreage did not show how producers on individual tracts’ of land shared in
the crops, T am unable to determine if there is 4 potentisl problem with the payments on this
land. . )

You informed this Office that Tom Harkin, Chairman of the Senate Agricnltura] Commirtee,
requested FSA conduct payment limitation/eligibility End-of Year reviews for the years 1988 .
through 1993, The Cherokee County Office initiated those reviews with letters to Thomas Derr,
representative of the Melvin Dorr Irrevocsble Fernily Trust, and Donald Dorr, repmmtahve for
the Harold Domr Irevoceble Family Trust Those letters were sent by regular mail and via FAX on
Jume 24, 2002. The lefters requested that the Trusts provide actual farm records from the years
1598 through 1993 mcluﬂmg but not limited to, records of crop and machinery expenses, farm
icases, crop income, crop insurance records, etc.

Both Thomas Dorr and Donald Dorr responded via FAX to the Cherokee County FSA Office an
Junc 235, 2002 stating that farm records for those years are no longer available. Donsld Dorr stated
that in 1959 all records for the Harold Dorr Trust, over 5 years old, were destroyed. Thomas Derr
stated he is ungble to comply with this request. He states “We would comply, if sufficient
information were gvailable to fairly and accurately show how our aperations wers conducted, but
we are imable to do s0.”

In the absence of actual farm records from the Trusts, this Office believes it is not possibls for FSA
fo come {o any valid conclusion regarding the eligibility of the Trusts for defieiency payments that
were paid in the years 1998 through 1993, Producers are not reguired to maintain records for this

length of time and we suggest that this review be concluded. Plesse advise this Office how to
proceed.



187

siustuAed
pue sdors [je 5eAj8d68t pue 10j1ad0 J2UMD B iSNiL

siuewAed
pue sdo. e EBAjR0AI Pue [o12I1edo SBUAO By jSNIL

slueLifed

‘pu sd010 |jE 58A/998) pire Joleiado 1aumo sy SNy

sjuelied
pue sd0I0 |8 56A/3061 PUB 20184300 JaUMO B) 18NLY

sjuswAed
pui 5doJa e SaAI0081 PUB J0jE16A0 JOUMO B 18N)L

siusfed
PuE sdoi ||v s0A/0064 pUE JoIRI6dE JDUMO S| |SNI)

1804} 0} SiuswiAed pue
sdoso f[e Yojeiado/ieumn sf JSniy AL 3 H 240G

¥4 o) sjuetuked pue

SU010 B 101eiodo/aumo 51i8NiL Al 3 M lioQ
’ 1sna) of muswied pug
sdi0 fe Jo1iedo/IBuUMO S| ISTUL Al T 1 g

\snj 01 sjuswied pus sdoio e
inq 'io1eledo SE PES(l U] 'SuNe BADIDUY Si16(

[STu} 0} dodo |je Jng ‘elge)pa
J60u0] U SlUGWNIOP Wewed DUB 10BII0D
"tojeiodo 5B pajsy ‘ol ‘SullE4 BAOKDUY £310Q)

157U 0] doso yE e ajqBjene

iefiuo] ou syueuInaap JuswAed pus 108U0Y)
‘101es8do 5B pois]| ‘0U} 'Swire, BALIDV Silog)
BjUauILIQD

£29'v¢ %00l %001 €202 €661
yee'iLe  %00L  %00L  g26C 2661
811'98  %00L  %00L €287 1864
80'221'98 %004 , %00k 2002 0681
266'98 %001 wo0F  gvoe 5864
oa.mvw %004 %001 2y02 8881
(isnug noQ B W) sl a._Esm a[IeoAaH] HoQ © unan
048'6$ %004 %00} 2182 £B61
666'24¢  %00L  %0D)  LIET 2661
05898 %00\ %0l L1B% 1681
(2'00.'6% §,3 %00l L1E2 0561
B B4 %00} LLlEZ 636}
e BU%O00L  L1EZ 686L |
sjuswiAed BIEYS sleys  sequine

Liy00n ebeelow

wig)

(18n1L 3100 3 W) 1STL AUWIBS @1QUoAGLY Li0G PIOMER



United Sixtex
Departmant of
Agriguiture.

Famn wd Forgign
Agrieuitum| Sarvicas

Farm Service
Aganey

Charakew Ceunty
FRA Olfice

Box 485

Chamkes, I& 51Q012-
oass

Phenet
15 25517
FAX:

(712) 2256090

188
USDA
|
Juee 5; 2002

Hamld E. Darr Irravéeable Pamily Trust
% Dopald 1, Do ;

1109 Candlewcod Dive

League City, TX 77573-3194

Dear M, Do ;

This responds 1o youf letter of April 19, 2002. Farm Servics Agency's sutharity o
compromise debt is Based on Regulations at 7-CFR, Part 1403.15 and Farm Service
Ageney procedure iy Handbook SB-FL Those regulations give Farm Servics Agency
auchority to contproviise dobt wither because a dabtor i5 financially unable to pay the dobt
or Farm Service Agehey has oo teasonable prospect (o enforve collection of the debt.

1]
If you belicve thet the Harold E. Dorr Erevoesble Famity Trust qualifies for debt
compremise under these regulations. you must provide 2 years of financial reconds and
tax returns per for ideraring by Fasm Service Agency. We have enclosed Famm
Segvice Agency Handbook procedurs, which contains information on required meords,
apd guidelines Farm Service Apency will use 1o consider any sompromises offer.

By lener daed 01-31:2002, we notified you that the County Committes had determined
that you owe $17,15].87 plus interest as applicable. Ses altached Statement of
‘Quspanding Debl. The debt is past due. Latz paymen interest will accrae on your debt
8¢ the rate of 5.500%/per agnum from the datz of this lester il the debt [s paid or
otherwiae resolved. FSA& will waive late payment interest an your debt {or any pan of
your dehr) that is paid ia the next 30 days. .

s i
Please pay your debrinow. Make yaur chieck payable to *Commmeadity Credit Carporation™
and eand it to this office a1 the abave add If you ase unsblb to pay the dobe in Adl
ROW, you ruay RTange to ssrablish 2 mutually accepiable repayment agresment and pay io
inswallments. If payriient in full or arangements 1o pay the debt in full are not made
within 60 days from the dase of this letter, the debt will be saat to the Kansas City
Mapagement Office for referral 1o the Deparunent of Treasury, The g of
Troasucy will eotlestithe debt by offset of qualified disbursencnts and refunds, including
any federal income \‘*x refund ro which yau may be entitled.

Hecause this debt mdy be caltecred by offsst of your federal § tax refunds, you may

present, within €0 days from the date of this letier, evidence that all or part of the dcbt Is

nat past due or | enforczable, To do so, submit 1o this offics 2 wiitten explagation

OF your position that | debt or pare of ghe debe is ot past duc ar legally esforseable, and
tode d idn o your pasition.

" —

USDA Ik an Squal Oppariiniy Bmployar
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Under Fedeyal law ang regulations, the fallawing additional actions may be wlen by USDA
and the Department ojTreasury 1o collect delinquent debts:

” o0 &0

[

Assessment of inigrest, administrative costs, and penaldes

Administrative ishment of wages .

Offset of CCC and FSA payments ’
Reporting the debi to consnmer and commerrial credit bureans

Referral of the debt to private collection agencies and ‘I‘maﬁ;uryﬂcsugnmd caliestion

canters

Referral of the debt to apency counsel or the Depmmant of Jusdee for lulgxnnn

Reportiag tha debtlto the Internal Revenue Service if the dedt, ac any portion of the

deb, is dissharg ‘

Quc.reconds do not indicats that you have filed for bankrupecy proteciion under Titls 1 of
the Uniled States Code. IF you bave filed for benkrupicy, please nodfy your lecal USDA;
Service Centet as sood as posaible so that we may updare our records ta reflect the :
banlqupiey, and procekd w resolve this debt in accordance witl bankruptey procedures,

Please contacs this office at #712-225-5717 if you have any questions. We wagt to work !
with yau to resolve thik debr and m discuss repayments options, if necassary, If this debt'is -
aot resolved within 60|days from the date of this letter, the Kansas City Managemeant Off‘xca
will take addirional collection aetion.

Please disregand this lﬂﬂu if you have already paid this debt

Sin:et'iiy .

PRI IMAr

County Executive Dimector

W“"
" B

USDA & 6 Egual Gpprtunty Empleyer
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| 2qte &/a302
© LNuyaber Inciuding gavee ihesl
To; {herokse County FS4 Offtea FROM: Don Dorr
. Att: Michasl ¥. Houston 1208 Candllewagd Deive
PO Box 455 Leagug City, TX 77371

Cherokee, I4 51043

Fhone (713) 448-5717 (?E 1) 354-8398
Paz Phone___(713) 225-6090 §32-8522
Lee:

REMARES: [ Urgeni B soryowronw [ Roplypdsde O Ploaso Comment
Prear Mishael:

The fuflowing lerdes ia our réspanse to your raquest fir documaets and information to perform payment limitarion and
payment cligihilty end-of-yesr reviews foe the years 1988 through 1983 for The Hargld E. Doty frrevosable Family
Trust's faming operations, As it inicatss, the docurnents you requested 1o longer e3iy, having been destroyed
wbanwmmbdv;vm‘n house ig 1995.

Alsio, enncmmc your cequmt for paymenis a8 & wesult af the 1994 end-gl-ysar review, it 'a our present intert 1o
sukmis thoss paymeanty by the July 5, 2062 dus dote along with 3 cover letter disclaiming any wrongdaing or
misrepresoniztion 1 the PSA, (The Trust Just van’s afford io litigate ngeinat » governmens with an ws)imiud
chackbogk and we meed 1o pyt this watwer to teel.)

Rincoraly yours,

Donsld J. Dury, Tiystes
The Harold B, Donr Trravoecable Famlly Trust
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Jane 25, 2002

VIA FACSIMILE AND REGULAR MAIL
712-225-6090

Mr. Houston and Members of the Committee,
Cherokee County FSA Office

Atmn: Michael W. Houston, CEY>

P.O.Box 455

Cherckee, IA 51012

Dear Mr. Houston and Members of the Committee,

We acknowledge receipt of your letter of June 24, 2002, advising us that Senator Tom Harkin has
requested that you perform end-of-year reviews of our operations for the years 1988 through
1993. While we have no fixed time period beyond five years that we rnaintain records of our
annual operations, it is our practice to discard such information that will not be required for IRS
or normal FSA reviews after seven or cight years.

This letter from your office requests materials going back from ten to fifteen years. We are
unable to comply with your request. We would comply, if sufficient information were available
to us to fairly and accurately show how our operations were conducted, but we are unable to do
s0.

Knowing that your office is only required to keep records for no more than five years, we hope
you understand our practices in this regard.

Thomas C. Dorr
Trustee
M_G. Dosr Imevocable Family Trust
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Honorable Saxby Chambliss

Chairman

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry
416 Russell Senate Office Building

Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Chambliss:

On April 27, 2003, at the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry confirmation
hearing for Under Secretary for Rural Development-designee Thomas Dorr, a document entitled
“CCC/FSA Farm Program Collection Activity for FY 2001, by Program Group,” was presented
for the record. A copy of the teble is attached to this letter. Specifically, the committee inquired
about the amounts presented in the category entitled “Penalty Income “Tobacco.”” This table was
originally provided to the Committee in 2002.

Upon review by the Commodity Credit Corporation (CCC) Controller, some inconsistencies in
the original report were identified that I would like to review with you. While the numbers
themselves were correct from an accounting perspective, they were not well presented to reflect
actual collection activity.

In the original table, the group of rows labeled “Penalty Income —~ Tobacco™ was incorrectly
labeled. The first row of this group contained 44,735 cancelled payments totaling
$240,925,215.25, which were, in fact, accounting adjustments to a variety of programs, not just
tobacco. Furthermore, they did not represent actual collections. This entry was made in
accordance with CCC accounting policies and procedures, and is supported in CCC’s general
ledger,

A revised version of this table has been prepared and is attached to this letter. The revised table
shows that FSA and CCC actually made only 94,046 collections totaling $70,901,387.89. It
should also be noted that there were only 54 “Tobacco/Peanuts Marketing Quota Penalties”
(MQP) collections amounting to $31,847.83.

As shown in the revised table. the “Penalty Income — Tobacco” group, shown on the original
table, should have been distributed among the following four groups:

Penalty Income

Unearned Payments

Tobacco/Peanuts MQP

Cancelled Payments (accounting adjustments — not actual collections)

These groups are explained below:

Penalty Income is the income collected from liquidated damages imposed by the Agency for
program noncompliance.

USDA is an Equal Opportunity Employer
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Unearned Payments are sometimes made to producers that subsequently have to be collected,
either through a voluntary repayment, through administrative action, or through the Treasury.

Offset Program. If an amount determined to be unearned is not repaid within 30 days, a claim is
established, and collection has been completed through an administrative process or through the
establishment of a notes receivable entry.

Tobacco/Peanuts (MQP) are income collected from penalties imposed related to the quota
systems used to control markets for the tobacco and peanut programs. These penalties are
imposed for noncompliance with marketing requirements as required by law.

Cancelled Payments. In reality, these transactions are accounting adjustments, not collections
from the public. They are part of a data handling process used by CCC to correct information
initially entered into payment records. This process is only used when the payment amount is
correct, but some other key program information about the original payment needs to be changed.
This is a clearing account set up in accordance with CCC accounting practices to facilitate
processing of these entries in FSA county offices.

The information on cancelled payments has been moved to the bottom of the new table under the
sumrmary line titled “Total Collections” so that the differences between the original and new
tables would be clear and no money would be missing. Attached, please find the corrected
version of this table.

If you or your staff would like to discuss this table, please do not hesitate to contact me. An
identical copy of this letter is being sent to your colleague, Senator Tom Harkin.

Sincerely,

o

es R. Little
Administrator

Attachments

cc: Honorable Tom Harkin
United State Senate
731 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510
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FSA and CCC Farm Program Collection Activity for FY 2001, by Program Group

established. in many casas, the payment is being

Tota! Collections. Regeivables
U Amount Count Amount
Voluntary Colloction 1270 $1.480.611.75 ° $0.00
Administravtive Offset 1017 $1,304,843.00 o $0.00
DOJ Collection 82 2387101 0 $0.00
TOP Coliection 152 $87,284.44. o $0.00
Cross Sarvieing Cotlection Ead 103037 0 $0.00
Total 2,555 $3,107,467.16 o $0.00
Violuntary Collectian 548 $211,901.35 k-] $27,611.35
Administravtive Offset 354 $280,384.24 0 $0.00
DOJ Cotlaction 2 $0.00 e $0.00
TOP Collsction 2 $17.828.64 o $0.00
Cross Servicing Collection 4 $447.95 o $0.00
Total 944 $490,572.18 33 $27,811.35
Votuntary Collaction 2,088 $1,743,180.56 2875 $1,833,715.61
Administravtive Offset 43 $157,292.18 0 X
DOJ Collection 0 .00 o $0,00
TOP Collaction % $2,796.39 o $0.00
Cross Servicing Coltection o $0.00 9 $0.00
Total 3125 $1,503,275.13 2875 $4,633,715.81
Voiuntary Collaction 1423 $059,728.45 583 $§733,000.21
Administravtive Offset 140 $103,710.38 o $0.00
DOJ Collection 2 $503,724.02 0 $0.00
TOP Coflection 318 $102,178.88 o $0.00
Cross Servicing Collection 174 $75.203.80 0 $0.00
Totat 2087 $1,744,605.08 583 $735,008.21
Voluntary Collection 53,458 $§44,440,310.91 53218 $44,257,148.80
Administravtive Offsst 323 $203,810.98 o 50.00
DOJ Collection ki $0.00 o $0.00
TOP Coltection L $14,545.52 ¢ $0.00
Gross Servicing Coltection 16 $15831.34 e
Total 53,058 $44,784,098.73 53,215 $44,257,148.80
Voluntary Collection 8,759 $10,187,514.34 8,403 $9,572.223.13
Administraviive Offset w 4,080 o $6.00
DOJ Colisction 1% 024,80 o $0.00
TOP Collsction 83 $61,370.10 ® $0.00
Cross Servicing Callection 23 $20,115.26 L $0.00
Totat 112 $10,850,085.47 8,493 $9,572,223.13
Voluntary Collaction 2403 $1,204,441.30 2230 $1,110,863.34
Administravtive Offset 13 $127,163.80 e $0.00
DO Collection 8 §750,748.48 e $0.00
TOP Collastion 4 $38,585.62 ¢ $0.00
Cross Servicing Cotlaction 18 $12,455.28 o $0.00
Totat . 2,804 $222339428 2230 $1,110,885.34
Voluntary Collection 288 $130,427.88 34 §120,320.45
Administravtiva Offset a $9,750.85 [ $0.00
D04 Cotiaction 0 $0.00 o $0.00
TOP Collection 18 $3317.63 o $0.00
Cross Servicing Coliaction 2 $501.03 ¢ $0.00
‘ofal 31T $144,006.38 234 $120,320.45
Voiuntary Collaction 18 $15,107.74 k $15,407.74.
Administravtive Offset ¢ $0.00 ¢ $0.00
DOJ Collaction o $0.00 a 30.00
TOP Collection o $0.00 ¢ $0.00
Cross Servicing Colisction 1 $865.01 e $0.00
Total 19 $15972.75 1% $15,107.74
Voluntary Collaction 13,555 $3,083,936.95 11,580 $2,714,811.81
Administravtive Offset 218 58558 L] 30,00
DOJ Collection 52 $155,200.87 0 $0.00
TOP Cofisction 1,011 $230,268.01 e $0.00
Cross Servicing Collsction 33 $141,269.63 o $0.00
Total Arast $3,808,280.84 11580 $2,714,811.81
Votuntary Coilsction kel $96,989.34 o s0.00
Administraviive Offset 85 $215,.224.35 o $0.00
DQJ Cotlection ] $0.00 e $0.00
TOPR Collection 4 $3,058.48 L $0.00
Cross Servicing Collsction L4 $0.00 a $0.00
Totat 168 $315,270.18 o $0.00
Voluntary Collection 44 $25,808.05 1% $21.923.47
Administravtive Offsat 5 $3,383.11 0 $0.¢
DO Collection o $0.00 o $0.00
TOP Coilection 4 $2,850.67 3 $0.00
Cross Servicing Collaction 1 $1.00 o $0.00
Total 54 $31,847.83 18 $21,823.47
Voluntary Collection 1,887 $1,055,908.79 1,744 $808,751.38
Administraviiva Offset 80 $315,167.54 o $0.00
DO Collaction 30 $194,088.10 ¢ $0.00
TOP Coflaction 35 $20,15248 o $0.00
Cross Sepvicing Colloction 26 $27,098.02 o $0.00
Totat 2,088 $1,89230291 1,744 $808,751.36
All Types 4,048 $70,001,357.69 81,003 $64,015,498.17
Accounting Adjustments 4738 §240,925,215.35 44,857 $240,825.215.38
For Accounting Purposes 138,781 $311,820,803.24 425630 $301,940,711.52
282 7esuRt of an issued payment belng
an g6 of key data about the

data and the

created
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$1,173,50048

$174,330,07
$280,384.24
$0.00
$17,838.84
$447.85
$453,000.90

$109,470.85
$157,202.48

$150,887.08
$285,626.97
$0.00
$14,545.52
$15,831.34
$466,870.88

$41744088
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$50.024.60
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$20,115.28
$839,575,54
§164,141.74
$103,776.14
$750,748.46
$38,585.62
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Notes
Amotint
$184,735.23

$187.584.47
$14,708.30
$0.00

$0.00
$0.00
$182272.77

$1,005,285.44
$0.00
$1.005,285.48

canceled. Aaan intemal control, whanever an lssued payment is canceted, a vecsivable is

excluding the amount. A new replacament payment is.

the now payment is used to satisfy the recetvable batance due, This is an sccounting dats modiRcation, not an actual
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Yot Cotlections Recaivables Chains. Hotes
Count Amaut Counk Amourt Counk Amourt Cout Amount
Commodity Loan Activity Vokantary Coflection 1270 $14B0511.75 o s0.00 887 $1.29587657 37 $18473523
Adicistrative Oftset 1017 $1,704,643.09 893 SLITAS0046 124 $13133353
Oepatment of Justice Colecton, -3 BT 38 $221051.89 4 $13.055.82
Treasuny Colection 152 $57.284 84 152 $67.284.48 < $0.00
Cross Senvicing Collection 34 $20.800.17 e $20,030.17 3
Torat 2,555 $3,107,487.16 e $0.00 20064 $2,771.75248 49
Loon Deficiency Pagmerts  Vohintary Callection 516 21190135 3 $2751135 a81 17433007 2
Amu'n'szm..e Offset 54 $260.38424 354 $260.38424 4
Depadment of Justice Collection. e $0.00 o $0.00 ]
Treasury Cobection a2 31753864 az $17.83864 o
Cross Saevicing Collection. 4 $447.95 4 $447.95 a
Totat 845 $49057218 £ 577 61138 a8 $453,000.98 3z
Macket Loss Assistance Vohureary Coflection 2968 $1.743.186.56 2875 $1632,71561 9 $10947095 °
Admicisteavtine Offset 43 $157.20218 3 $157.29238 s
Department of Justice Coflection ° $0.00 [ $0.00 °
Treasury Colection 14 327939 i $2.796.33 ¢
Cross Servicing Collection o $0.00 3 $0.00 14
Totat 3125 $1,903,275.43 2875 $1,63371561 250 $269,559.52 °
Deficiency and Diversion Voluntary Coflection 1423 $359.728.15 563 $733.00921 100 $59.154.47 50 $16756447
Adwinistraviive Ofset 130 $10371033 130 $89,002.03 £ $14,708.30
Depantment of Justice Co¥ection 3z $503764.02 3z $503.78402 [ 3000
Treasury Colection a $102,170.96 e $102.178.95 o $0.00
Cross Servicing Coflection 4 $75.293.60 174 $75.293.60 o 0
Totat 2,087 $4,744,695.06 563 $733,0092% 754 $829,413.08 e $182.40.
PFC Paymonts Vokuntary Collectian 53459 $4440031091 53215 $44.257,14960 180 $150867.01 5 53229428
Adinistravtive Offset w3 $293510.96 314 $28562697 I3 $7.983.99
Departmert of Justice Callection o $0.00 ¢ 50.00 [ $0.00
Treaswy Coection &1 $1454552 3 $1454552 [ $0.00
‘Cross Servicing Coliection 1% $15631.34 16 $15631.34 o $0.00
Yotat s $5476409873 53215 $4425714960 11 $466,670.86 i sz 21
Diaster Programs. Voksntary Catiection 5759 $10.187.514.94 8493 $9.572223.13 87 $417.449.98 219 $19784183
Administaviive Otfset 193 $331,06057 - 2 $29061560 19 $40444.97
Department of Justice Coliection 16 350,024 60 % $50,024 60 ¢ $0.00
Treasury Coflection 3 64370 10 & $61.370.10 ° $0.00
Cross Servicing Collection 23 $26115.26 23 $20.115.26 o $0.00
Totat sa1z $10,650,08547 8,453 so572,223.13 384 $839,57554 E<Y) 218,286 50
Conservation Programs: Volurtary Coflection 2403 $1.291443.30 2230 $1.110,863.34 % $164.141.74 8 $19.436.22
Adminisiraviive Offset 113 $127.16360 w02 $103.778.14 1 $23,385.46
Depadment of Justice Collection s $750748.46 5 $750,748.46 ° $0.00
Treasuy Colection & $38.585.62 84 $38.565 52 ° $0.00
Cross Servicing Collection w $1245528 18 $1245528 o 30.00
Totat 2.604 $2783394.26 2230 $5,110,8633¢ 20 $1,06970924 4 sazA2168
Conservation Resorve Velurtizey Coflection 268 $130427.88 24 $120,32945 a8 $10.008.43 [ 0.
Program Administravtive Otfset 31 $9,759.85 0 $7.959.85 1 $1,800.00
Depantment of Justice Cofloction 3 .00 e 50.00 ° $6.00
Treasury Cotestion 1 $3312.63 % $331763 ° $0.00
Crass Servicing Coltection 2 $501.03 2 $501.03 [} 30,00
Torat E2 $144206.39 74 $12032945 23 $21 476,34 1 $1,500.00
Farm Storage Volustary Coflection ] $15.107.78 8 $15,307.74 [ $0.00 o $0.00
Facifity Loans . Admiistravtive Offset e $6.00 I 20,00 ° $0.00
. Departavent of Justice Colection o 50,00 @ 30.00 ° 30.00
Treasury Colection 0 $0.00 0 $0.00 4 $0.00
Cross Servicing Coflection 1 $865.01 1 $855.01 o 30.00
Yotat » $15572.15 £ $15,401.78 t $565.01 ° $0.00
Peratty lncoma Wokirtary Collection . ss3m SHADBIE0EY  SEISE  $24ISGLINTI 2047 $41261824 -3 §7,381.72
“Tabaceo™ Administraviive Offset 2212 $656,193.04 2269 354922681 3 36.964.73
Depament of Justico Colecian 2 315522967 sz $15522957 ° $0.00
Treasury Colection 1021 $235979.17 1021 $235.979.17 0 $0.00
Cross Servicing Coliection @ $141,27063 a2 $1127063 o $0.00
Tott s2011 SZASITOEZII 25 SUISEISNIT  STH $1AS432652 35 $14345.95
Othwr Programs Vohrtaty Coflection 1897 $1,055,906.79 1,744 380675136 40 $188,72000 "3 $56.435.43
Administrntive Offset 8 D8 16750 72 524105350 a $77,114.04
Departmwnt of Justice CoSection k- $19106870 ki §180,832.21 k<3 $10,23589
Treasury Cofection 35 $20,15 46 35 $20,15246 o $0.00
Crass Servicing Coflection 2% $27.008.02 26 $27 09802 a $3.00
Totat 2,068 $1,612,992.91 1784 $508,751.36 120 $857,856.49 144 $145,785:36

Total Programs Totat 138703 $311,876,603.24 125,660 $301,940.711.52 11,465 $3,880,606.28 1878 $4,005285.44
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-7 11,3, DEPARTHENT OF AGRICULTURE { 1. Connty Dffice Mame, Addrass, and Tslephone Number
»35-94% Commodity Credit Covporation { e B% EOUNT‘,’ ASCS OFFICE {H2)22%-5747
L0, 80X 455 ‘
| i 1 51012-6455
INTENTION 70 PARTICIPATE IM THE §995 FRICE i
SUPFORT AND PRODUCTION ADJUSTHENT FROGRANS i o ST,Q% g%s Code I! 3. Farm Nt%&;%r

(S _INTENTION 70 PARTICIPATE, is entered into between the Commodity Credit Corporation (CCC} and the undersiamed producers on

: farm idenbified sbove for the (995 ropls) identified in colusn 3, which sra designated by the mperstor of the fara by

tering *VES® in colusn 5 and ini{.ialing in coluan &, The agraements in the Intention te Participate are contaired in the

=477 pppendix, enditled. A{genqu o Forn (0-477, Iotention fo Participale in the 1995 Price .;npyart- 3nd Froduction Adijustuent
sgraws. By signing this Intention, the undersigned producers on the farm identified above intend to pariicipate im the {995

ica Zupport and Production Ad justaent Frogram far the cropls) iden d in colurn 4, which sr2 designated by the oparator

the fara by entering *YES® in colwsn S and ind alin% in colusn 4 signing this Intention, producers () ackmuled?e X
cript of tha (CC~477 fppandiz. and agree to v the terms contsined therein, and (2} agres to romply with the regulations
zerm\;g the applicable program and paveent eligibility aud limitation groyisxons. This program or actividy will be

12&;2 o4 m 3 nondiscriminafory basis without regard i3 race, colar, valigion, nationel arigin, 3ge, sex, marital status,
andicap.
|PARTICIPATING | PARTICIPATIMG| 1 i i i
ZROP | o | OPERATORS | ACREAGE | | | FERMITTED |
[ | DOTIAS HASE i HyY | AR | ACREAGE |
3 —{-«—- 5 meem |x——-—— 8 ; 7 } ] i 9 —rm =—-- 10 i
R (d,a |G | 19.0 ] W} 3 | 1445 |
| I t i ! t t
i (<M, { i { { I i I
LI TS | I 00 8 ! | I !
{ I { i 1 | I | i
The acreage base for any crop thal is not listed is zero.
TRATOR Hame and Address 1D U0, 42 §268299 ICROP CORM } Other Farws
DORR H £ IRRV FAHILY TRUST | f -
AT.C. DORE 1AV, BATHT] Y DEF R !
4468 F AVE | i
WARCUS, TA 50357067 1% SHARE AL i
patore: Koot 0 % B Moo, Femd o hte .04 -G~

e %m Por

. TCC Representative's Signsture

o oS Pimig v W
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ignatere: £.De Svan et jste: 3. 1§y
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F
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TLL-477 1.5, DEPARTHENT OF ACRIDULTIRE {§. County Office Mame, Sddrees, and Telayhﬂne Nuhar
11-27-92 Comdlt\ Credit Corporation § o 8;5 EU“UNTY ASCS CFFICE MDIS5HT
| CHERE i 51012-8455
CONTRACT T0 PARTICIFATE IN THE 1993 PRICE i
SUPFORT ANMD PRODUCTION ADJUSTXENT PROGRANS ; 23T .13 _g%' Code ; 3. Fara !!me
q i g

THLS CONTRACT, iz entered into between the Comsodity Credit Corporation (CCC) and the undersigmed producers on the fara identifisd

Abcve for the 1993 cropls) identified in coluen 4 which are desipnated by the opera*cr of the farm by entering "YES* in column

% and/or &, and initialing. The terms and conditions of the contract are contained in the sppendiy to the confract, entitled

%pendu to CLC~477, and any addendum thereto. BY SIGNIMG THIS CONTRACT FROTUCERS ACXH'JH.E%GE REFEIPT OF TIE AFPLIDTY 0 THI. COp-
C00-477 (APPENDIX).  This program or activity will be conducied on 3 vondiscriminatory bsis without regard 1o rice, catar,

rﬁlxgmn. national origin, age, sex, mariial status, or bandicap,

PARTICIPATI?"G | PARTICIPATIMG] R t 1 i | OWAXTMRY | ACRER FOR PAYHENT
CROP ¥ CPERATORD | ACRENEE | | FEQUIRED | PERMITIED | PAYMENT |
r"a‘l"' 1 INITIALS i BASE | OHY AR 1 H i A [PLANTED ACRES] 8/30/92 ARES
-4 5 { % 7 i 8 ; 9 1 i { 1 ;; a2 i 13 ——
CORM @ i | {538 | i1 15.3 inT i 4.8 ! i14.8 | A
3‘4 t | I ! | | ! |
W | e R— | ol ow| o] maa | s | s | 8
N ! I i R T o ! -
1/ The screage base for any crop that iz not listed is zero.
CPEFATIR Mape and Address IN MO, 22 4248299 |CROP CORN Other Faras
PORK LY TR aov. panim) v | eS|
MAFCUS, TA 516350525 ~ o 4

Signature:
REHARKS:

7 THARE
B Sovee T e Inste:
©0.4.

. 2
3. CLT Representative’s Signature W 752! i; :f,,; %Dste

oy g 8
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‘,'.S DEPARTHRNT [F AGRINM
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PARTICIPATING] WaYIHUN  } aCRE™ TGR PAYMENT
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H t
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CCL-477 U.5. TEPARTHENT OF ACRICULTURE 1 1. Comty Qffice Mawe, Mdrecs, and Telephame Muwber
(1§-27-97) Commodity Credit Corporation | MKEE COUNTY ASCS OFFICE (T2)225-507
’ { PO, BOY 4S5
| OERNEE 113 5112-8455
CONTRACT 10 PARTICIPATE IN THE £993 FRICE i -
SUFPORT AHD PRODUCTION ADUSTMENT PROGRAAT § 2. .Sg_gﬂ‘ Cade § 3. Farm ﬁ,,“?%ef
: i c553 7

THIS CONTRACT, is entered into between the Comsodity Credit Carporstion (CCC) and the undersigned producers on the fara identifisd

shave for the 1993 crop(s) identified in coluan 4 which sre desiqnated by the ocperator of the farm by entering *YES' in caluen

5 andsor &, and initialing. The terms and conditions of the rontfact are contaived in the appendix to the contract, entitled

%pendix ta LOC-477, and any addendum thersto. BY STENTMG THIS CONTRACT PRODUCERS ACKHWY LEIPT OF THE APFEMDIX T0 THIS [DM-
RALT, LOC-477 (APPENDIX). " This program or activity will be conducted on 2 nondiscrinimelory basis withest regard to race, color,

religion, national origin, age, zex, marital status, or handicap.

PARTICIPATTIG | PARTICIPATING] 1 ! i 1 AT ACRES FOR PAYMENT
CROP I | OPERATORS |° AREMCE | | RERUIRED | PERMITIER | PAVMENT
AP 0] THITIAS | BATE 1 W ACR | AREAGE | ACREAGE  [PLANTED ACRES] 8/%0/97 MPES
-3 3 i & i T % 8 —! ? i i 5 i 2 | i3
CoRM @ | | 1338 | fat 153 | i3 4.8 1.8 5
3‘7 1 1 { ! | | : |
§ { o i i { i i
ate | [y i l &t 851 B 32,8 R 2 A
1 N i i ] i i i i .o
§/ The acreage base for any crop that is not listed is zero.
OPEFATOR Mame and Address ID M0, 42 4268299 {CROP CORM Other Farns
' Dt T TR o
WARCS, TA 514730505 — m L %

% SHARE
Signaturwwg'ww‘ Fore s Mer LY
s @ P

- y
4. CLC Representative's Signaturs L% - y /Q:/ L IDate
h Z «—&c‘/ 7 erlns | q @

a4
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8/21/01

TRANSCRIPT OF AUDIO TAPE PROVIDED UPON REQUEST FROM THE IOWA
STATE F$SA OFFICE, IDENTIFIED AS: COPY OF TAPE LABELED “EXERPTS
FROM CONVERSATION BETWEEN TOM DORR AND[ TJenarss»

The parties are identified as Person 1 (assumed to bef Jand Person 2 (assumed
1o be Tom Dorr).

The following are excerpts from a telephone conversation that was recorded on June 14,
1995, occurring between Tom Dorr and ]

PERSON 1: I, I guess I'd Iike to know as a beneficiary what... you know, 1 know, I
understand your desire to keep this alt out ft. ., in the government’s eyes, um, but I stilt
think there should be some sort of explanation as to how these, you know exactly how
this percentage, allocation is broken out, how its, how its applied each year.

PERSON 2: 50/50. I charge the Trust their half of the inputs, not the machine work.
And I charge the, I charge the, I take that back, the only machine charge, the machine
charge that I have charged always is $12.50 an acre for combining. That was an
arrangement that was entered into when dad and Harold were still alive because of the

high cost of combines.
PERSON 1: Yeah,..

PERSON 2: Beside from that, uh, I take that back, and they also, and we have a.iways
charged the landlords a nickel a bushel to haul the grain into the elevator.

PERSON 1: Um Hmm...

PERSON 2: Beside those two machine charges everything is done on a 50/50 normal
crop share basis, it always has. And, and, and frequenﬂy, quite frankly, I've, [’ve kicked
stuffin, or, you know, if there is a split that isn’t quite equal 1 always try to err on the side
of the, on the side of the Trust. So, that’s, that’s the way its been, that's the way it always
has been and that’s the way these numbers will all resolve themselves if somebody wants
to sit down and go through them that way.

PERSON 1: 1t, this was all dong that way in an effort to ...

PERSON 2: ... avoid the $50,000 payment limitation to Pine Grove Farms,

PERSON 1: And... 1o, it is to your benefit to your other crop 2cres.

PERSON 2: _..that’s right.v._

L35 ExempHon b(7)(C)
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PERSON 1. ...that, that um, this arrangement is set up in, in such a fashion?

PERSON 2. That's correct.

PERSON 1: Uh, do we, as a Trust, um, have any risk if the government ever audits such
an arrangement? Or, was it done vour saying back when it was legal? [s it still legal?

" PERSON 2: I have no idea if its tegal. No one has ever called me on it. I've done it this
way. I've clearly kept track of all paper work this way. And, uh...

PERSON 1: I, Tunderstand how it works, now...

PERSON 2: [ have no idea. I suspect if they would audit, and, and somebody would
decide to come in and take a look at this thing, they could, they could probably if they
really wanted to, raise hell with us. Yep, you're absolutely right. Uh, and I'm trying to
find out where I've overcharged at. '

PERSON 1. Well, I, I don’t know what the extension service includes in thelr, in their,
um, uh, estimated figure on, on machinery expense.

PERSON 2: That, that, that figure, I mean if you look at that figure, and I believe, and
I'd have to go back and find it, but I know that [ discussed this with the trustees and I'm
fairly certain that its in one of your annual reports. Uh, that custom fee actually is not a
custorn fee. That’s erop rental income to me. That’s my share of the income. I meanif
you just sat down and, and, and...(5 second pause with music in background) excuse

PERSON 1: That’s ok.

PERSON 2: Uh, what actually happened there was way back in, uh, perhaps even 89, but
10, no that wis il 90  because that doesn’t show up until then Either90-or91; uh, Fre- -
filed the way the farm, the Trust land both for the] JTrust and the, the uh,
Harold Dorr Trust are operated with the ASCS to, quite frankly, avoid minimum payment
limitations. OK? .

PERSON 1: Right

PERSON 2: And I basically told the ASCS and reregistered those two operations such
that they are, uh, singularly farm operations on their own, OK? o

PERSON 1: oK

PERSON 2: And I custom farm it. Alright, so how are you going to custom farm it?
The reason [ did it was, was to eliminate any potential, uh, when I.could still do it at that
point, of] of the government not liking the way I was doing it. I knew what was coming.
[ anticipated it the same as T did with proven comn yields way back in the 70°s when I
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“began to prove our yields and got basis and the proven yields up. 1 transferred these out
when it was still legal and legitimate to do so and basically they stand alone. Now,
obviously I'm not going 1o go out here and operate all this ground and provide all this
management expertise singularly, uh, for the purpose of, of, of doing it on 2 $60 an acre
custom fee basis. Subsequently, what’s happened is, the farm, I mean the, the family
Trust pays all of its expenses and then we reimburse it and it sells all the income, and it.
sells all the crop, and it reimburses us with the 50/50 split basis.

PERSON I: [, I, I remember vaguely something being discussed about that, I'll have to
go Back 1o the file...

PERSON 2: .. that's exactly what's going on (unintelligible) ... those custom fees the
way they are...

PERSON 1: ...and then to determine, um, that, that was, again if that was in writing to
us beneficiaries, I guess I missed that and I'll, 'l look for that again, Um...

PERSON 2: Even if it wasn’t I know that that was clearly discussed with the trustees.
The beneficiaries really had nothing to do with it.

PERSON 1: OK, well, well, T appreciate your correcting me on the interest and, uh,
allocating those incomes to those different years. That does make a difference with that
income. I think the custom fees, uh, when I took a look at that one, and I, you know, I
just started looking at this in the last 6 weeks. When I took 2 look at that last figure, uh,
and looking back in the file, it may not hurt for you to remind everybody, um, maybe
even in the annual report. ...

PERSON 2: Idon’t, [ don’t, really wafit to tell everybody, not because I'm trying to hide
the custom work fees from anybody, but because I don’t want to make any bigger deal
out of it than I have to, relative to everybody knowing about it, including the government.

END OF RECORDING. '
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IOWA STATE UNIVERSITY e & B

F SCIEN TECHNOLD
OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY Deparment of Economics

478 Heady Ilall
Ames, fowa 500111070
515 2946854
July 29,2002
¥ 27, FAX 515 2940700
EMAIL Iard@iastatecdn

The Hon. Tom Harkin

Chairman

Senate Commitiee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry
328-A Russcll Senate Office Building

Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Harkin:

At the request of the Committee staff, 1 have reviewed the March 6, 2002, transcript of
proceedings at a hearing of the Senate Commiitiee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry; a
transcript of audio tape dated 8/21/01; a series of questions by senators with responses by Tom
Dorr; letter from Secretary Ann M. Veneman to Sen. Tom Harkin, dated June 27, 2002; a
memorandum dated June 25, 2002, from Steve Phillips, Iowa State FSA Office to James Little,
Administrator FSA with enclosure; a letter from Thomas C. Dorr 1o the Cherokee County FSA
Office dated June 25, 2002; a letter from Michael W. Houston, County Executive Director, to
Harold E. Dorr Irrevocable Living Trust dated June 5, 2002; memorandum from Donald J. Dorr
o Michael W. Houston, dated June 25, 2002; letter from Sen. Mark Dayton to Sen. Tom Harkin,
dated June 18, 2002; letter from Sen. Tom Harkin to Secrctary Ann M. Veneman dated June 6,
2002; lener from Secretary Ann Veneman fo Sen. Tom Harkin, dated May 28, 2002:
memorandum from Joyce N, Fleischinan, Acting Inspector General, to Thomas Dotr, dated May
28, 2002; letter from Sen. Tom Harkin to Secretary Ann M. Veneman, darted May 17, 2002;
letter from Sen. Mark Dayton to Sen. Tom Harkin, dated March 21, 2002; letter from Secretary
Ann M. Veneman, to Sen. Tom Harkin, dated April 12, 2002; and letter from Sen. Mark Dayton
to Sen. Tom Harkin, dated March 21, 2002,

My obscrvations and conclusions are as follows—

1. The law is clear that federal commodity program payments are ordinarily divided between
landowner and tenant vnder a share Jease, usually on the same basis that the crop is divided
between the parties. It is also clear that, in the event of a custom farming arrangement, the
federal commodity program payments are all paid to the landowner and none of the payments
goes to the custom operator. See 7 C.F.R. § 1497.7.

2. 1tis also clear that irrevocable trusis qualify as a separate “person” for payment limitation
purposes. 7 C.F.R. § 1497.10(b).

3. For the Harold Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust—

Charles T. Curtiss Distingulshed Professor
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Page 2

a. FSA has indicated that, from 1991 through 1993, for the Harold Dorr Irrevocable Family
Trust, all crops and payments were made to the trust with the trust listed as
“ownert/operator.”

b. For 1990, Pine Grove Farms, Inc. is listed as the operator but all crops and payments
were made to the trust. :

¢. For 1988 and 1989, Pine Grove Farms, Inc., is listed as the operator. FSA indicates that
“contract and payment documents no longer available” but all crops went to the trust.

Thus, for the entire period, Pine Grove Farms, Inc. in the listing as “operator” was
represented as performing services on a custom farming basis. The question is whether that
reported arrangement is a correct representation by the parties, In the audio tape, dated 8/21/01,
the arrangement is described as a “50/50 normal crop share basis.” The tape recites that, except
for $12.50 per acre for combine costs, the trust pays half of the inputs and receives half of the
crop. In the Transcript of Proceedings, at page 159, lines 22-25, Mr. Dorr states that the trust
“paid for the charges for my management services, my marketing scrvices. They paid Dorr’s
Pine Grove Farm for the machinery services and that was the charge that they paid.” In the
Transcript of Proceedings, lines 11-13, Mr. Dorr admitted that the “charges were higher than the
normal customary farming fee....”

On the basis of evidenced adduced to date, it appears that the report to the local FSA
Oifice was at odds with how the parties actually shared the income and payments under the

arrangement. The obvious conclusion is that the parties misrepresented the arrangement for the
local FSA office.

The reason for a misrepresentation appears to be the belief that Pine Grove Farms, Inc.,
had it been the tenant under a 50/50 share lease arrangement, would have exceeded the payment
limitation for that corporation as a separate person.

4. For the Melvin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust—

a. FSA has indicated that, from 1988 to 1993, the Melvin G. Dorr Trrevocable Family Trust
is listed as owner operator with the trast receiving crops and payments.

b. FSA does not reveal in its report who actually planted, tended and harvested the crops but
the Transcript of Proceedings, page 156, lines 13-22, reveals that the trust was setup to

receive 100 percent of the payments with Pine Grove Farm, Inc. providing “custom
farming services for the family trust.”

c. Again, the question is whether the arrangement reported to FSA is a correct
representation,
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involved.

. Itis noted that there were five other entities involved in the overall operation—Belva Dorr
Trust, Dorr, Inc., Tom Dorr and spouse, Melvin and Margaret Dorr and the Harold Dorr
Trust. See Transcript of Proceedings, page 152, lines 13-24. Ihave not reviewed the details
of the arrangements with the other entities.

. Neither the Transcript of Proceedings nor the other evidence adduced provides credible
evidence of the federal commodity program payments reccived by Pine Grove Farms, Inc.
(or would have been received had the 50/50 share arrangement which apparently existed in
fact been reported to FSA). This would be an appropriate area of inquiry.

. Without the legal authority of discovery to compel production of documents, the allegations
that records are not available (memorandum from Donald J. Dorr to Michael W. Houston
dated June 25, 2002) or that “we aré unable to comply” with the FSA request for records
from 1988 to 1993 (letter from Thomas C. Dorr to Cherokee County FSA office dated June
25, 2002) cannot be subjected to appropriate review.

. In my view, sufficient information has been adduced to justify placing the burden on the
parties involved to producc the needed documents to show that payments from 1988 on were
properly shared between and among the parties and to require evidence of commodity
program payments received by Pine Grove Farms, Inc.

Please advise if yon would like to have further commentary.on any of the issues or points

Neil E. Harl
Charles F. Curtiss Distinguished Professor in Agriculrore
Professor of Evonomics
Member, lown Bar
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Farm payment scenario

Target Loan Max. def. Act. Def.

price rate payment payment
1989 $2.84 $2.06 $66,905 $49,750
1990 $2.75 $1.96 $48,795 $31,500
1991 $2.75 $1.89 $58,731 $28,000
1992 $2.75 $2.01 $49,671 $49,000
1993 $2.75 $1.99 $43,428 $16,000
1994 $2.75 $1.99 $43,333 $32,500
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF IOWA

CENTRAL DIVISION
%OM'FOR COMMUNITY ))
Plaintiff, ; CIVIL NO. 4-02.CV-10114
Vs ; ., ORDER
‘UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF ))
AGRICULTURE, )
Defendant. ;

In compliance with this Court's Order of August 13, 2002, defendant has

submitted the unredacted audio tape and letter which are being sought by plaintiff in their FOIA

request, The|Court has now conducted an in camera inspection and finds that both the audio tape

and the Jetter\should be produced to plaintiff. The letter should be produced in an unredacted

form. TheC

Dory's intra-

burt approves the redaction of the brief reference in the audio tape that refers to

ifial relationships.
IT IS SO ORDERED,

Dated this " day of September, 2002.




THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE
WASHINGTON, ..
202600100

April 12, 2002

The Honorable Tom Harkin

Chairman ’

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry
731 Senate Hart Building

‘Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Last month your Comnmittee held a confirmation hearing on the nomination of Tom Dorr
for Under Secretary for Rural Development and Nancy Bryson for General Counsel at the
Departiment of Agriculture. We very much appreciate the prompt action you took to
confirm Nancy Bryson as General Counsel. However, we are disappointed that a vote
was ot taken on the confirmation of Mr. Derr.

Tom Dorr withstood the rigors of the Agriculture Committee hearing with grace and
poise. He responded to the Committee questionnaire, met individually with Committee
members, responded to all questions posed during his five-hour hearing and fully
responded to written questions submitted afier the hearing.

We appreciated your cooperation in allowing witnesses from fowa, who have known
Tom the longest and worked with him in a variety of projects, testify on his behalf,

These witnesses eloquently described the man that President Bush and I want on our team
at USDA.

President Bush nominated Mr. Dorr nearly one year ago. As with all of USDA’s mission
areas, a key responsibility of the Rural Development Under Secretary is to guide
development and implementation of the President’s policies and programs that are vital to
rural citizens, communities and economies throughout America. The Under Secretary
for Rural Development is the lynchpin in enhancing federal-state-local partnerships to
develop new initiatives, such as those involving bio-energy and telecommunications, and
in making the long-term commitments necessary to ensure sustained success of these new
ventures. .
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Senator Tom Harkin April 12,2002 -

I know how strongly you and other Committee members are comimitted to strengthening
America’s rural development programs. It is important that this position be filled so
strong leadership can be provided for initiatives that would spur growth and development
in rural communities throughout the nation. Tom Dorr should be given the opportunity to
provide that stewardship and I urge the Committee to act on his nomination.

We appreciate the cooperative relationship we have with the Committee and look forward
to continuing to work with you on issues of importance to our nation’s agricultural
producers, consumers and rural residents.

Sincerely,

Ann M. Veneman
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USDA UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
] OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
Waszhingion D.C. 20250

INFORMATIONAL MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY
FROM: ébloyce N. Fleischman / M
Acting Inspector General 7

SUBYECT:  Thomas Do, Moarcus, lowa

This memorandum will hxghlxght ths Office of Inspector General’s inquiries
C. Dorr, and his participation in Farm Service Agency (FSA) programs,

-Based on a confidential Hotline somplaint, which alleged that Mr. Dorr adm
that he had received FSA program funds for which be was not eligible, OIG

3

May 28, 2002

concerning Thomas;

itted on an audiotape
conducted a

preliminary inquiry to determine if there was predicate to open a criminal injvestigation of the

matter. Our inquiry ineluded an analysis of FSA farm files at the Jowa Statg
to Dorr and all known Dorr-related entities for the years 1993-2001, and an
available Year-End Review records covering 1993, 1994 and 1995. Ther

FSA office refated
alysis of any
its of OIGs initial

inquiry were givcn to FSA with a request that FSA conduct frfher analysisjof Mr. Dorr's

participation in FSA programs. The FSA review was initiated in Septembey

2001, and ultimately

included Year-End Reviews for 1994, 1995 and 2000, FSA completed its review in December
2001, Besed upon the information developed in this matter, the United States Atiomey’s Office

for the Northern District of Iows, Sioux City office declined to prosecute.

.OIG did not investigate Mr, Dorr $ program pamcxps.uon for the yaars 1988-1992 primarily

Jbecauge there were no allegations or specific references made to these years

in (he original

- Hotline Complaint, nor was any.information developed during the eourse of the preliminary
inquiry to cause us to expand our review. We feel we have investigated the matters referred to

OlG concerning Mr. Dorr fully and consider this case to be closed. To date,

there is no new

evidence to warrant reexamination nor the nead to open a new investigation.
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PS-0301-0616
Those persons interviewed included the County Executive Director, the County Offite Commitee,
the Jowa State Program Specialist for Production Adjustment, the FSA District Direttor, and other

metmbers of the End-of-Year Review (EOYR) team who had participated in a review of the DORR
farming operation,

SYNOPSIS

The results of the preliminary review found, in part, that THOMAS DORR, as Trusiee aad Power
of Attomey for the Malvin G. Domx Irrevoeable Family Trust (MGDIFT), bad certified to FSA. that
MGDIFT had a 100 percent crop share interest jn one of the farms. THOMAS DORR. fuxther
certified that MGDIFT rented 100 percent of the squipment from (THOMAS) DO
GROVE FARMS CO. (PGF), a corporation formed by THOMAS DORR, and that MGDIFT hired
100 percent of their labor from PGF. These certifications were originally inade in 1989 on FSA
forms CCC-477, Contract to Farticipate, and on CCC-502, Farmm Operating Plan. Fbr csch year
thereafter through 1995, THOMAS DORR certified that alf jtems were exactly the game with no
changes made. ’

‘In 1996, as a result of the audiotape provided by[ J, FSA conducted an BOYR of
MGDIFT.

MGDIFT income expense records provided to FSA by THOMAS DORR in responise to the
1994/1995 EQYR showed that PGF recelved approximately 50 percent of the grosg MGDIFT farm
incorge for 1993 through 1995, indicative of a crop share arrangement contrary to certifications
THOMAS DORR made to FSA. PGF received payments from MGDIFT in the fo
farming wages and farm msnagemeut fees, The cuslom farming fees were sxgmﬁ
the state average, Specifically, in 1994 PGF reseived approximately SZOO/acre in qustorn farming
fees, and approximately $239/acrs in 1995, while, ascording tof_

JSac County, Jowa, the state average is $60 to $30 per acre,

The 1994/1995 EQYR faund that MGDIFT had committed 4 “shares violation.™ The EOYR team
recommended that the FSA documents be chauged to reflect the acourate farming gement

between THOMAS DORR and MGDIFT, The EOYR also determined that $16,638 was due back
from the MGDIFT for commmng the shares viclation.

MGDIFT repaid FSA the rcquastcd amount. In aletter to FSA, the MGDIET Trus:ce stated that the
“...trustees da not agree with the determination....and specifically deny liability., |,” and felt that it
was *,..not economically in their best interest.,.” to appeal the determination. THOMAS DORR,
in 4 subsequent letter to FSA, affirmed, *.. the Trusteas do not agree with the EOYR. comuittee’s
finding...."” Subsequently, the FSA Form CCC-478, Production Flexibility Contract for MGDIFT's
1996 farm year, was changed to reflect a 50/50 crop share agrecmaent between PGF and MGDIFT.

Qf additional significant concem to the OIG team was the fact that (1) there was nb final EOYR
report, exhibit and/or determination of any idnd in the FSA county or state files that wers provided
to the team; (2) there was no evidence thst an EOYR was ever conducted for PGF, although 2
notifieation [citer was sent from the County Office Committes to PGF indicating that one would be
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performed; and (3) although the Harold E. Do Irevocable Trust (HEDIT) was setjup the exact
same way as the MGDIFT, an EOYR was never performed for HEDIT,

As a result of the réview conducted by OIG, FSA agreed to conduct their own inquiry into this
situation, which was performed during the week 'of‘ September 10, 2001,

[ udits, Investigations, State and County Review Branch, FSA,
stated that their ptehmma:y findings showed that: (1) in general, the Cherokee Cotnty Office files
and record keeping system, including the THOMAS DORR related files, were sloppy, vague, and
required followsup that had not been performed; (2) the County Office Committes Wvas not as
involved in decision raaking as it should have been; (3) an EOYR nezded to be performed for
curtent DORR-related farming operations; (4) there was no evidence that a 1994/1595 EOYR was
ever conducted for PGF, even though the County Office Committes had initiated ope, and that an
EQYR should be condugted; (5) there was no final checklist or exhibits pertaining Yo the 1954/1995
EOYR conducted on the MGDIFT; and (6) that information to which THOMAS DORR certified
on the FSA forms was not how the MGDIFT sppeared to have been operated for 1994/1995,

On Septembcr 14, 2001, OIG Special Agents interviewed] TJwho statefl that THOMAS
said that in] Jown review of MGDIFT dofuments I

fcund that in 1993/1994 THOMAS DORR received custom farming fees that appeared to be well

above the Jowa state average. Based on this finding|” _:(attempted to obtain an ancn fmm .

Jsubsequenﬂy taped two telephone calls from{_ THOMAS
which this topic was discussed (Exhibit 1) Jsaid tha ol that[_
set up the trusts in this manner in order to avoid the payment limitations. TH DORR told

L. TJthat hie was not going to be doing all of this work for a mere $60/acre custom es and that the
custom fee was actually his share of the income. THOMAS DORR ‘told[_ Jthat s arrangement
had been discussed with the trustees. -

DETATILS OF INTERVIEWS

. owa State FSA, stated that in
general, i End Of Year Review (EOYR) begins with a notificaticil letter being sent to the
producer.” The County Office Committee then gathers requested documents from the producer
which are then tumed oyer to the EOYR team, The EOYR teem meets and reviews 1l pertinent

documents. In 1996]  kske rokee County
FSA Office, to initiate &0 EQYR regarding the | Tirrevocable Family Trust

(MGD o initiate the EQYR after called the
State Office on several occasio ]‘seems“ to remember thag  {°,..was aware the records

showed that, yes indeed, it was a crop share arrangement versus what was reported.”
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DORR’S PINE GROVE FARM (PGF) was not asked to pay back any monjes bechuse they had not

earned the payments in question. All of the questionable payments had been made

The only way FSA could have demanded a refind of USDA payments from PGF

if FSA had deterrnined a “scheme and device” violation vs. the “shares violation.”]

to the MGDIFT.

would have been

]said that the BOYR team did not détermine a scherne and device because it felt that the

taped telephone conversatipn would not be able {0 be used. Additionally, the Cou
_Jwes not & credible witness; that THOMAS DORR co
earned the money without “busting” the payment limitation; that THOMAS DOR|

reasoned tha__

monies as requested without dispute; and that there was always the possibility tha
DORR could have come up with a “plausible explanation.”

}aid that § }pinion at fhe time, the tape was ot credible,

nty Office
nld have legally
R paid back the
THOMAS

_Jesmot

credible, payment lirnitations had not been evaded, and FSA was able to collect the money. Itwasa
good place to hold the line, and THOMAS DORR's farming operation has been donductad properly

ever gince.

Jaid that since the OIG inquiry] }grees that it appeared intentional ¢
information on the farm operating plan didnot reflect the actual farming operatio
the EOYR probably should have looked at the other m{
EOYR that was supposed to be conducted on PGF.

C

DORR was a trustee and power of attorney.

[-. Theid that an BOYR was usually imitiated when 2 FSA County Office fo
that & farming operation was not faxming as it certified to on, the farm-operating
In that case, the FSA County Office was required to send a letter to the producer
producer that they have been selected for an EOYR. The letter asks that the prod
related documents such as seed receipts, chemical receipts, and settlement sheets|

SA[: said tha{

}ad. been a[

' ' ]who and how 1
be on each team. The EOYR teamn would meet Wxth the producer, complete an &
and then male a recommendation, to the County Office Committes, The EOYR
recormmendations were very well spelled out through the checklist and exhibits ]
all of which were tumed over to the County Office Coruittee,

C Traid tha_ Jhirst heard there was a problem with the MGDIFT wher]

JCherokee County FSA, said tha}

hat the
f _}gxeed. that

]ioes not know what happened to the

jﬂ';f tearn that conducted the EOYR on the MGDIFT, a farming operfition of which

d or suspected ‘
tan (CCC-502).

Which notified the
ucer provide farm

etc,

nmy people would

gibility checklist,

{leam’s
hat they completed,

C

had been calling the county office upset ibout payments PGF was receiving fron

MGDIFT.
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E :Is&'d that after reviewing the documents it became évident that FSA py;
going to members of the trust, and the “crop sales were not adding up.” It also bec
PGF was controlling the MGDIFT beyond custom farming,

L . . {lawa State FS.
“Jihat FSA was obligated to follow-up. An EOYR of MGDIFT was initi

The EOYR team was initially tasked with looking only at MGDIFT, but it became

THOMAS DO, }ould not recall whether or not the EQYR looked at PGF.
had no reason to believe that PGF was being operated any differently than as reflec

operating plan, so there would have been no trigger to cause them to review the entity,

MGDIFT that was not operating as reflected on FSA docurnents.

:lii.récted(:

. :(Woodbury County FS4
complete the exhibits for the EOYR for MGDIFT, The exhibits included an eligibi
that sach member of the EQOYR team was required to initial, The EOYR team cong

& Office, to
lity checklist
luded MGDIFT

had a share violation. The County Office Committee concurred with the EOYR team's

recommendation and concluded MGDIFT bad a share violation.

assigned to the Cherokee County FSA Office fo
conducted on the MGDIFT for 1994/199i h
send notification letters of & pending EQ

the BYOR team.,

ad been directed by

}Anderstood that the EYOR team recommended a share violation be detenmined

that MGDIFT had certified, through THOMAS DORR, that MGDIFT was 100 perd
owner/operator with custom farming provided by THOMAS DORR, d.b.a, PGF. T
provided by the trust during the EOYR showed THOMAS DORR/PGF reczived 50
everything paid to the trust, contrary to these certifications. The EOYR team recom

County Office Committee collect back approximately $16,000 from the MGDIFT.

_:IIhemkee County FSA Offi
Jras aprare that there

to MGDIFT and to provide the County

ce, has been

was an EQYR
to

Office files to

based on the fact
ent

he documents
percent of
imended that the
[The County

Office Committee notified THOMAS DORR of the decision and informed him of His appeal rights.

[ _]‘eceived 2 letter back from MGDIFT which stated that they did not agree with t

determination, but because of the cost and time associated with litigating the issue,
ahead and pay back the requested amount,

: _}tated that the County Office did not have any documentation from the
id not remember receiving any documentati

supporting their recommendation)
County Office Committee repeatedly asked the EOYR team to meet with them and
findings| as told the EQYR teamn had no time to do s

¢ EQYR
they would go

[E teamn
off d the
xplain their

ought it was tnusual that

duld not even meet with the County Office Committae to discuss the EQYR findings.
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onoa County FSA, Denison, Iowa;[_ da
County FSA, Ida Grove, lowa; ocodbuzly Cotnty FSA,
Sergeant Bluff, lowa{_ _Bac County FSA, Stosn Lake, léws, an
DFSA were members of the team that condueted the EOYR on the
MGDIFI' They stated that foﬁowmg the review of the records and files provided during the EOYR
for the MGDIFT, they concluded that what was reflected on the farm operating plap (CCC-502)
wag not how the farm was actually operating..”

The records showed that MGDIFT received government payments, and on the very same day that
MGDIFT received it’s payment, it would cut a check for approximately half of the|government
payment payable to PGF 4s a custom farming expense. Tha records indicated a 50/50 erop share
relatiouship that was in direct contradiction to what was certified on the FSA formy (100 percent
MGDIFT). They recomunended a shures violation because the landowner (MGDIET) showed 100
percent interest in the crop, but in reality, were not at 100 percent risk.

The team members did pot hear the taped telephone conversation between THO! DORR and
_Jant] after the EOYR had been concluded. After hearing the comments
THOMAS DORR made on the tape, they felt that their determination was correct.

Josai1994 County.
Office Committee rmembers, stated that they concurred with the EQYR team’s finding of a share
viclation. They understood that the determination was based on the fact that THOMAS DORR had
said he was only custom farming for MGDIFT, when in fact; THOMAS DORR actually had an
undisclosed share in the crop. THOMAS DORR was given an opportunity to mee} with the County
Office Cornmittee and provided no explanation, but said that he was willing to pay back the money
and not fight or appeal the determination. Since THOMAS DORR so readily agreed to pay back
the money, the County Office Committee signed off on the EOYR findings znd considered the
matter closed. If there was any documentation from the EOYR, they did not know|where it would
be.

THOMAS DORR stated (Exhibit 2) that in 1974/1975, THOMAS DORR and[_
"rormed a partnership, DORR’S PINE GROVE FARMS CQ: (PGF). In

1983/1986, the partnership dissolved and THOMAS DORR incorporated PGF a3 his own

company, having 100 percent ownership,

© MELVIN DORR originally formed the MELVIN G. DORR IRREVOCABLE FAMILY TRUST
(MGDIFT) in spproximately 1976 for estate planning purposes. It owned 160 adres and

consisted of THOMAS DORR and 9 siblings, including a stepsister. After his stepsister’s death
in 1983, her portion went back into the trust.

There ace now three MGDIFTS: (1) the crigisial MGDIZF'I‘ trust, (2) MGDIFTL.
IRREVOCABLE FAMILY TRUST, and (3) MGDIFT/[_ JRREVOCABLE
FAMILY TRUST.




217

PS-0301-0616

I 1997, JrHOMAS DORR, asked that ~ share of the frust be
separated out{”_

_ldid not like how MGDIFT was pperated and
was concerned about how the MGDIFT equities were inyested. Ultimately, at]_
request Jshare of MGDIFT was set off into a separate trust.

HAROLD DORR, THOMAS DORR’s uncle, originally established the HAROLD E. DORR
IRREVOCABLE FAMILY TRUST (HEDIFT) as an estate-planning tool consisting of his
children and grandchildren. THOMAS DORR does not own any intersst in this porporation but
does have signature authority.

DORR'S PINE GROVE FARMS CO, (PGF) has traditionally not owned any

DORR IRREVOCABLE FAMILY TRUST (HEDIFT),(.
FAMILY TRUST (MGDIFT) and DIAMOND D, a corporation held by[”

neighbors.

The relationship between THOMAS DORR, d.b.a. PGF, and the MGDIFT be;
late 1970"s with a crop share rent agreement with PGF as the lessee. This agre
place until approximately 1987/1988 when the MGDIFT trustees, to include THOMAS DORR,
“and beneficiaries agreed that PGF would provide the cuszom-farmmg services for MGDIFT, The
custom-farming agreement between PGF and MGDIFT remained in place until 1995 when
expressed dissatisfaction with the arrangement resuling in'an End-of-Year ~
Review being conducted by the Farms Service Agency (FSA).

The same relationship agreements were in place between PGF and the HEDIFT.

The custom-farming agreement between MGDIFT and PGF was established at the will of the
trustees. The relationship was designed to allow MGDIFT to have flexibility in the way it
operated. There was no custom-farming fee agreed upon. MGDIFT paid all inplits and received
approximately 50 percent of the gross income. PGF received the other 50 percent of the grass
income in custom-farming foes. THOMAS DORR believes his custom-farming [fees were
competitive, if not maybe a little high However, the relationship between him ahd the trustees
made them willing to pay this amount. He had the same payment arrangements with the HDIFT.

He understood that the]_ JRREVOCABLE FAMILY TRUST|(MGDIFT) had
been selected for an End-of-Year Review (EOYR) for the 1994/1995 crop years because of
jlattezs to the FSA and his insistence that the MGDIFT be reviewed. THOMAS
DORR initially had a couple of phone conversations with] jbut fat
DORR decidsd not to talk to _ Tany further. THOMAS DORR und:
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criginally the County Office Committee decided there was no xssue to review,
however{ “]complaints “went up the FSA chain” and resulted in

THOMAS DORR was notified to meet with the EOYR committee and to provid
documents. He does not remember what transpired during the meeting, He pro
documents for the MGDIFT. THOMAS DORR or PGF was never the subject o
audit that he was aware of.

timately,
EOQOYR.

le them with
vided the
fan EQYR or

When he was notified of the EOYR determination, THOMAS DORR's understhnding of the

determination was very vague. Subsequently, he contacted an attorney.

Agent’s Note: WILLIAM C. BRIDGFORTH, attorney, Ramsay, Brid:gforth, Harrelson, and

Starling, Pine Bluff, Arkansas, was present during the interview
DORR. At this point int the interview, BRIDGEFORTH interjeq
EOYR determination was a “commensurate share issue.”

of THOMAS
ted that the

In approximately 1996, after receiving the determination letter from FSA, THOMAS DORR

contacted BRIDGFORTH to ask for guidance. BRIDGFORTH advised that he
issue but that the attornsy’s fees would cost considerably more then what FSA Y

could fight the

was asking

MGDIFT to pay back. Subsequently, the trustees met and decided to just pay back the requested

amount, In hindsight, THOMAS DORR said that he should have gone ahead a1
money and “fight it.”

After the EOYR was completed and the determination made, THOMAS DORR
Chergkee Count }nd asked what was the right way
Jtold him to handie it however he wanfed. THOMAS DORR then talked ¥
MGDIFT trustees and they decided to retum to the straight 50/50 crop share agi
custom~-farming arrangement.

THOMAS DORR defined “custom-farming” as “a relationship between two p
certain services at 2 rate that the two parties mutually agree on.” The trustees f
farming agresment would give the zbility to limit their cost exposure over 3 ¢ro
arrangement. Even though PGF appeared to bave received 50 percent of the gr
trustees ultimately had the flexibility to decide what level to pay. If the gross 1
MGDIFT could decide to pay PGF less in custom-farming fees.

Agent's Note: When the interviewers specifically mentioned to THOMAS DO
crop share arrangement could accomplish the same objective, 7]
agreed and could not articulate any further difference between 3

nd spent MGDIFT

visited with the

to do i
hith the other

reernent over the

ies to perform
It that a custom-

p share
bss income, the
svenue decreased,

IRR that a 50/50
IHOMAS DORR

custom farming

amangement in which he is paid 50 percent of the gross income
share arrangement.

and a 50/50 ¢rop
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Agent’s Note: BRIDGFORTH added that in 2 custom-farming arrangement the fandlord was
entitled to 100 percent of the FSA program payments, and that the landowner
pays the expenses in a custom-farming agreement but not in & share rent
agreement,

THOMAS DORR stated that his custom-farming fee was “varisble based on yedr to year
operations.” The trustees could meet at any time and decide what to pay him. For the custom
services PGF provided, the trustees annually decided to compensate him to what ended up being
about 50 percent of the gross income. In some years, he was also paid bonuses based on”
performance. There wasno written custom-farming agreement in place.

Agent’s Note: At this point in the interview TOM DORR listened to the taped felephone
conversation between himselfand [ tha ‘
had pmwdcd to the Farm Service Agency (FSA), TOM DORR ¢onfirmed that it
was his voite on the tape and that he did have some telcphone cdnversations with

I _Jregarding these issues.

Agent's Note: After the tape was played, WILLIAM C. BRIDGFORTH, antorngy, stated that
thers could not be payment limitation concerns because the payrhents were 50
insignificant. He stated that there was nothing wrong with any gement that
increased the economic impact of payments. He stated that the formation of
additional entities with payment limitation in mind had never begn a problem,
and that the FSA forms had besn filled out accurately because MGDIFT did get
100 percent of the prograru payments xmna;lly TOM DORR stated that this was
prudent business planning in the context of normal business operations.

THOMAS DORR bad no answer to the statement he made on the tape that **,, that custom fee
actually is not a custom fee. That’s crop rental income to me. That’s my share| of the income.”

Agent's Note: BRIDGFORTH continued to attempt to provide answers or explanation for
DORR. BRIDGFORTH was asked to refrain from answering for THOMAS
DORR, but that ke could confer with THOMAS DORR at any time. The
Reporting Agent said that THOMAS DORR needed to explain|for himself the
comments he made on the tape, THOMAS DORR then asked to confer with
- BRIDGTHFORTH in private. He was allowed to do so.

After conferring with BRIDGFORTH, THOMAS DORR stated that| Jwas being
very accusatory on the tape, stating that PGF was taking advantage of the MGDIFT.

THOMAS DORR said that on the tape he was trying to explain the difference between crop share
and custom-farming. He tried to explain that that this was a custom-farming agreement and that
the wwust was paying PGF for custom services on what appeared to be 2 50/30 qrop share
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basis. His point tof _ _Jras that this was a custom-farming operation ahd that the risk
shares were different, and that all of the other trustees and beneficiacies were satisfisd with the
arrangements,

THOMAS DORR was asked what he meant when he is heard on the tape saying that it was all
done to “...2void the $50,000 payment limitation to Pine Grove Farms,” and *I r¢-filed the way
the farm, the trust land both for f.b.e[__ g _Jl'mst and the, the uh, Harold Dorr Trust are
operated with the ASCS to, quite frankly, avoid minimum payment limitations.” | THOMAS
DORR said it did not makes sense to him either, he dad not know what he meant, especially since
he was not even close to the Hmit. !

d over the
THOMAS

THOMAS DORR stated that]_ :I had been very accusatory in nature
years he (THOMAS DORR) has said things rather “cynically” tof_

DORR explained that on the tape, he was being “cynical” with]__

was becoming very accusatory and so THOMAS DORR answered{_ ]“cymcall s

THOMAS DORR stated that during the taped phone calls, he was trying to “ameliorate”[

and find an easier way to define for] . (2 custom-farming relationship v a8 crop
share relationship. He was just trying to point out tof _ that PGF was oot taking
advantage of the MGDIFT in terms of revenue. That was the context of the discyssions that were
taped by['_

When asked by the Reporting Agent why he did not think]”_ 1

) could
not understand the differsnce between custom-farming and crop share without THOMAS DORR
trying to redefine it for him, THOMAS DORR could not answer,

In 1996, THOMAS DORR sat down with the trustees and reviewed the End-of-Year Review
determination with them and also with the FSA County Executive Director. The|trustess decided
that in order to avoid more hassles, they would change the arrangement to a 50/50 crop share
arrangement, -

THOMAS DORR said that xf he had had & fixed-fee custom-farming arrangemert, the trust could
have lost money if their revenue decreased, yet they wers forced to pay a certain tustom fee to
PGF. While he did not have a fixed fee arrengement, he thinks he was guarantegd a minimum
amount in order to cover expenses he would have incurred,

THOMAS DORR said he had always charged at the high end of the custoro-farming ranges. He
thinks it is legitimate to charge §$125-135 an acre for his custom services. When Reporting Agent
pointed out that he was receiving over $200 an acre, THOMAS DORR stated that he also
pert‘ormed other services: marketing, overseeing the maintenance and upkeep, tilling,
maintenance on an extensive drmnage program, farm plans maintenance and othér land
stewardship lssues. He was not just “running equipment up and down the properry.” He
operated in the exact same manner with the HDIFT. For the custom work he pr xded
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DIAMOND D, his cousinl: jz)peration, PGF received s combination of fixed fees
and bonus fees. -

The reason they originally went fom & 50/50 agreement to a custom-farming agreement was so
that MGDIFT would have revenue flexibility. MGDIFT hoped to grow and ecqyire more land.
A custom-farming arrangement offered them the flexibility to determine the custbm-farming
payments, If MGDIFT expenses for land payment increased, they could decreasd the amount
they were paying out in custom-farming in order to have more income available to make
additional land payments. PGF would have been willing to take less in 2 custom/-farming fee in
order to have greater revenue to make land payments. This custom-farming gement gave
them the flaxibility to have additional cash for land payments. .
The reason PGF was paid on the same day that MGDIFT received the FSA pro ﬁ payments
was that these payments were the mechanism to show there was money in the babk. PGF could
not get paid unless thers was money. After MGDIFT received the FSA program|payments, they
paid him his fees.

Actached as Exhibit 3 is correspondence dated September 25, 2001, received from!BRIDGFORTH
by Reporting Agent. BRIDGFORTH restates his position that there is no “payment limitation
issue.”

Aftached as Exhibit 4 is a memorandum dated September 19, 2001 from the Actinig Administrator,
FSA, which details the results of the FSA. independent review team’s findings and/
recommendations. .
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TRANSCRIPT OF AUDIO TAPE PROVIDED UPON REQUEST FROM T
STATE FSA OFFICE, IDENTIFIED AS: COPY OF TAPE LABELED “EX
FROM CONVERSATION BETWEEN TOM DORR AND[ - e/

The parties are identified as Person 1 (assumed to be[ Jand Person 2
to be Tom Dorr). -

HE IOWA
ERPTS
4/95"

(assumed

The Following are excerpts from a telephone conversation that was recorded dn June 14,

1995, occurning between Tom Dorr and [

PERSON 1: I, I guess I'd like to know as a beneficiary wha.t...yoﬁ know, [ know, [

_understand your desire to keep this all out fr..., in the government's eyes, um

but I still

think there should be some sort of explanation as to how these, you know exactly how

this percentage, allocation is broken out, how its, how its applied each year.

%
PERSON 2: 50/50, Icharge the Trust thelr half of the inputs, not the machir
And I charge the, I charge the, I take that back, the only machine charge, the
charge that I have charged always is $§12.50 an acre for combining. That was
arrangement that was entered into when dad and Harold were still alive beca
high cost of combines,

PERSON 1; Yeah...

PERSON 2: Beside from that, uh, [ take that back, and they also, and we ha
charged the landlords a nickel a bushel to haul the grain into the elevator,

PERSON 1: Um Hmm...

PERSON 2: Beside those two machine charges everything is done on a 50/5
crop share basis, it always.has. And, and, and frequently, quite frankly, I've,

of the, on the side of the Trust. So, that’s, that's the way its been, that's the

1e work,
machine
an

se of the

e always

0 normal
[*ve kicked

ay it always

stuff in, or, you know, if there is a split that Isn’t quite equal I always try to eE on the side

has been and that’s the way these numbers will all resolve themselves if some
to sit down and go through them that way,

PERSON 1: I, this was all done that way in an effort to ...
PERSON 2: ... avoid the $50,000 payment limitation to Pine Grove Farms.
PERSON 1: And... to, it is to your beaefit to your other crop acres...

PERSON 2: ...that'sright...

ody wants

M= Ay allan h7wN AN '
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PERSON 1! ...that, that um, this arrangement is set up in, in such a fashion?
PERSON 2: That's correct,

PERSON 1: Uh, do we, as & Trust, um, have any risk if the government everiaudits such
an arrangement? Or, was it done your saying back when it was legal? [s it stifl legal?

JPERSON 2: I have no idea if its legal. No one has ever called me on it. I've|done it this
way. I've clearly kept track of all paper work this way, And, uh,..

PERSON 1: 1, T understand how it works, now...

PERSON 2: [ have no idea. I suspect if they would audit, and, and somebody would
decide to come in and take a look at this thing, they could, they could probably if they
really wanted to, raise hell with us. Yep, you're absolutely right. Uh, and I'th trying to
find out where I've overcharged at.

PERSON 1: Well, 1, I don't know what the extension service includes in thejr, in their,
urm, uh, estimated figure on, on machinery expense.

PERSON 2: That, that, that figure, I mesa if you look at that figure, and T believe, and
I'd have to go back and find it, but [ know that [ discussed this with the trustees and I'm
fairly certain that its in one of your annual reports. Uh, that custom fee actuglly isnota
custom fes, That's crop rental income to me. That's my share of the income. [ meanif

you just sat down and, and, and,..(5 second pause with music in background) excuse
me..,

PERSON 1: That’s ok, ) vorne b s s

PERSON 2: Uh, what actually happened there was way back i, uh, perhap$ even 89, but
no, no that was in 90 because that doesn’t show up until then, Either 90 or 91, ub, I re-
filed the way the farm, the Trust land both for theIP: JTrust and the, the uh,

Harold Dorr Trust are operated with the ASCS to, quite frankly, avoid minignum payment
Himitations. OK?

PERSON 1: Right

PERSON 2: And I basically told the ASCS and reregistered those two opex\attons such
that they are, uh, singularly farm operations on their own, OK? .

PERSON I: OK

PERSON 2. And I custom farm it. Alright, so how are you going to custom farm it?
The reasan I did it was, was to eliminate any potential, uh, when I could still do it at that
point, of, of the government not liking the way I was doing it. I knew what|was coming.
1 anticipated it the same as I did with proven com yields way back in the 70s when [
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began to prove our yields and got basis and the proven yields up. I transferted these out

when it was still legal and legitimate to do 5o and basically they stand alone,
obviously I'm not going to go out here and operate 2i] this ground and provi

Now,
de all this

management expertise singularly, uh, for the purpose of, of, of doing it on 2/$60 an acre
custom fee basis. Subsequently, what's happened is, the farm, 1 mean the, the family

Trust pays all of its expenses and then we reimburse it and it sells all the inc
sells all the crop, and it reimburses us with the 50750 split basis,

PERSON 1: [, I, I remember vaguely something being discussed about that|
go back to the file...

me, and it.

I'll have to

PERSON 2; ...that's exactly what's going o (unintelligible) ...those custom fees the

way they are...

PERSON 1: ..,and then to determine, um, that, that was, again if that was in writing to

us beneficiaries, [ guess I missed that and 'Y, I'll {ook for that again, Um..|

PERSON 2: Even if it wasn't I know that that was clearly discussed with tH
The beneficiaries really had uothing to do with it.

PERSON 1: OK, well, well, I appreciate your correcting me on the interest|
allocating those incoates to those different years, That does make a differen
income. I think the custom fees, uh, whea I took 2 look at that one, and L, ¥

e trustees,

end, uh,
ce with that

just started looking at this in the last 6 weeks. When I took a lock at that la

and looking back in the file, it may not hurt for you to remind everybody, u
even in the annual report....

PERSON 2: Idon't, I don't, redlly want to tell everybedy, not because I'm
the custom work fees from anybody, but because I don’t want 1o make any ¢
out of it than I have to, relative to everybody knowing about it, including the

END OF RECORDING.- )

iou know, I
figure, uh,
h, maybe

trying to hide
igger deal
governmert,
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MEMORANDUM OF INTERVIEW
NAME: Thomas C, Dorr

ADDRESS: 4466 T Avenue

DATE: Sept.
Marcus, lowa 51035

AGENT:[
TELEPHONE: 7123762171

202-720-2261

CASE NUMBER: PS-3Q1-616

21,2001

DETAILS: This interview took place in the offices of the Assistant Inspector G
Invesugations, USDA, OIG, Washington, D.C. Present during the interview w
DORR, interviewee; William C. Bridgforth, Attorney, Ramsay, Bridgforth, Hal
Starling, Pine Bluff, A:kansasL - 5

THOMAS DORR (T, DORR) stated that he grew up working on the family fa

“Yand his uncle, HAROLD DORR, who originally had a |
operatxng a grain elevator and turkey/poultry operatxon T. DORR was away £
approximately 1964 —1972 while he was enrolled in college, the military servic

January/February 1972, HAROLD DORR was having health problems, and]_
aging, so T. DORR went back to work the family farm and businesses. The or]

beneral for

ere THOMAS C,

rrelson, and

rrn, assisting

arnership
rom farming from

e, and was
ultimately employed by the Westinghouse Learning Corporation. Approximataly

Jovas
ginal family

businesses consisted of hog feeding operation and grain dealer/elevator operatipns. Ultimately,

the farming operations were expanded.

In 1974/1975, T. DORR and]_ Jformed a partn

e
PINE GROVE FARMS CO. (DPGF). In 1985/1986, the partnership dis,solvej

incorporated DPGF as his own company, having 100 percent ownership,

In approximately 1989/1990, T. DORR formed PGF Seeds Inc, holding 100 pe
PGF Seeds Inc. was established as a seed corporation with the sole purpose of
conditioning, and distributing soybean seed through a retail operation. The see]
through contracts with DPGF, family and other fanming operations. PGF Seed
farming itself. Ultimately, PGF Seeds Inc. evolved into a wholesale seed prod\_
licensed grain dealer and warehouge.

T. DORR also holds 9-10 percent stock and is president of DORR Inc. DORR
corporation started 50/50 by[ . Jand his uncle, HAROL|
1940s when they were operating the grain elevator, It was formed to hold farm
and as an investment holding company. HAROLD DORX died in the 1980s

share to]_ Jtater gifted some of the stock to

ship, DORR’S
and T. DORR

rcent ownership.
producing,

d was produced
s Inc. did no
ceras wellas a

Inc, was a family
D DORR, in the
properties owned
hig heirs sold his

including T, DORR, creating SEVEN SONS. SEVEN SONS was eventually merped into DORR

Inc, with T. DORR's|_
siblings holding the remainder.

“Tholding approximately 53 percent of the stock and T. DORR and his
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THOMAS C. PORR MOL-2
TJeriginally formed thel_ JRREVOCABLE FAMILY TRUST
MGDIFT) in approximately 1976 for estare planning purposes. It owned 160 agres and

consisted of T. DORR and 9 siblings, including a stepsister. After his stepsister’
her portion went back into the trust.

There are now three MGDIFTs: (1) the original MGDIFT trust, (2) MGDIFT/L

IRREVOCABLE FAMILY TRUST, and (3) MGDIFT/_
FAMILY TRUST. ,
In 1997 Jto T.DORR, asked thaf hare of the trust be

Tdid not like how MGDIFT wes operated and]
about how the MGDIFT equities were invested, Ultimately, at[__ ]
of MGDIFT was set off into a separate wust,

"o T. DORR, holds similar social views asC
is not as aggressiver_ felt like there w
opportunities thay™" fwould rathe] _ Jshafd of MGDIFT be inVested in, and just
that{ ]portion of MGDIFT be set off in a separate trust,

T. DORR also has interest in DORR, SWINE LLC held by himself["
r _Jas well as DOOR'S NORTH PORK LLC held

Austin, Texas, Both entities are swine finishing facilites.

HAROLD DORR, T. DORR’s uncle, originally established the HAROLD E. DC

death in 1983,

]IRELEVOCABLE

separated out,

vas concerned
eques{ ] share

Jalthough
bre other
this year asked

by bimself,
from

RR

IRREVOCABLE FAMILY TRUST (HEDIFT) as an estate-planning too! consigting of his

. 5. DORR does not own any interest in this corpora?

signature autherity, Additionally, T. DORR has signature authority for his[”
. _'Iand MOR a limited iability corporation whos
HAROLD DORR’s [ "Jas well 2s the HAROLD DORR|

IRREVOCALBE TRUST that holds property in transition from his uncle’s estate until [_

passes away.

AUSTIN PROPERTIES was 4 partuership between T. DORR and]_

ion but does have

b beneficiaries are

They purchased a 40-acre tract of land with the option to rent 80 acres. This partnership was sold

one year ago last spring,

WHISKEY CREEK MACHINERY was established in 1998/1999 s a limited li
between T. DORR a.ndﬂ
PINE GROVE FARM CO. (DPGF) and[__

WHISKEY CREEK MACHINERY is one tractor,

bility partnership’

1t was formed to provide custom-work for both DORR'S
] farming operation. The only asset owned by

- J

J
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TOTEX was a corporation formed by vhe J
DOOR were involved in oil and gas drilling. [OTEX gave stock to T. DORR 2|
EE 't]m exchange for 80 acres of farmland that T. DORR and[

ven Ually IOTEX was folded into SEVEN SONS, which was eventually merge

DPGF has provided custorn-farming to 3 multitude of people to include the
IRREVOCABLE FAMILY TRUST (HEDIFT)[

TRUST (MGDIFT) and DIAMOND D, 2 corporation held by[_
Cherokee County, Jowa, DPGF also provides custom-farming services 1o sever:

)

The relationship between T, DORR, d.b.a. DPGF, and the MGDIFT began in the
1970’s with a crop share rent agreement with DPGF as the lessee. This agreeme
until approximately 1987/1988 when the MGDIFT trustees, to include T, DORR|
beneficiaries agreed that DPGF would provide the custom-farming services for M

custom-farming agreement between DPGF and MGDIFT remained in place until
_']expreséed dissatisfaction with the arrangement resulting in an End
being conducted by the Farms Service Agency (FSA),

The same relationship agreements were in place between DPGF and the HEDIFT,

* The custom-farming agreement berween MGDIFT and DPGF was established at

trustees, The relationship was designed to allow MGDIFT to have flexibility in t}
operated, There was no custom-farming fee agreed upon. MGDIFT paid all inpt
approximately 50 percent of the gross income, DPGF received the other 50 perc
income in custom-farming fees, T, DORR believes his custom-farming fees were
not maybe 1 little high. Howévyer, the relationship betweeq him and the trustees 1
willing to pay this amount. He had the same payment arrangements with the HDI

His custom~farming arrangemnent with]
fixed custom-farming fee and a management fee based on performance.

Initiall _‘_]

an m'evocable trust,” The “irrevocable family trusts” held farm propemes, and

trusts” held equities. The identification numbers were sequential in order and inv:
always mistakenly writing down the wrong identification numbers and having to ¢

He understood that the[[

initially had a couple of phone conversations with[
ta talk to

]DIAMON'D D was a cd

HAROD DORR cach set up two trusts: an “irrevocable fas

_JIRREVOCABLE FAMILY TRUST
been selected for an End-of-Year Review (EQYR) for the 1994/1995 crop years b

“Jlesters to the FSA and[ Jinsistence that the MGDIFT be reviews

Jbut later T. DO
Jany further. T. DORR understood that originally the County Office

Mo1-3

and HAROLD
il

Jhad in Jowa.
d into DORR

neighbors.

mid to late

ht was in place
and

[GDIFT. The
1995 when
of-Year Review

the will of the

te way it

its'and received '
ent of the gross
competitive, if
nade them

FT.

mbination of 2

mily trust “and
he “irrevocable
iriably they were
orrect them.

s

(MGDTIFT) had
ecause of

:d, T. DORR
RR decided not
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Committee decided there was no issue to review, Ultimately, however, L J
complaints “went up the FSA chain” and resulted in an EQYR.

T. DORR was notified to mest with the EOYR committee and to provide them with documents.
He does not remember what transpired during the meeting, He pravided the docyments for the
MGDIFT. T. DORR or DPGF was never the subject of an EOYR or audit that he was aware of,

When‘ he was notified of the EQYR determination, T. DORR’s understanding of the

determination was very vague. Subsequently, he contacted an attomey.

Agent's Note: WILLIAM C. BRIDGFORTH, anarney, Ramsay, Bridgforth, Hag:xe!son, and
Starling, Pine Bluff, Arkansas, intejected at this point in the intenview that it was
a “commensurate shars issue”.

In approximately 1996, after receiving the determination letter from FSA, T. DORR contacted
BRIDGFORTH to ask for guidance, BRIDGFORTH advised that he could fightjthe issue but
that the attorney’s fees would cost considerably more than what FSA was asking MGDIFT to pay
back, Subsequently, the trustees met and decided to just pay back the requested amount. In

hindsight, T. DORR said that he should have gone ahead and spent MGDIET mopey and “fight
it.“

After the EOY}},W&S completed and the dgtermination made, T. DORR visited with the Cherokee
County County}. ] d asked what was the right way to da i
told him to handie it however he wanted. T. DORR then talked with the other MGDIFT trustees-

and they decided to return to the straight 50/50 crop share agreement over the custom-farming
arrangement.

T. DORR defined “custom-farming” as: a reletionship between two parties to perform certain
services at a rate that the two parties mutually agree on.” The trustees felt that ajcustom-farming
agreement would give the ability to limit their cost exposure over a crop share ardangement. Even
though DPGF appeared to have received 50 percent of the gross income, the trustees ultimately

had the flexibility to decide-what level 1o pay. If the gross revenue decreased, MGDIFT could
decide to pay DPGF less in custom-farming fees.

Agent's Note: When the interviewers spéciﬂcaﬂy mentioned to T. DORR that a 50/50 cfop share
arrangement could 2ccomplish the same objective, T. DORR agreed and could
not articulate any further difference between a custom farming

which he is paid 50 percent of the gross income and a 50/50 crog share
arrangement. ’

Agent's Note: BRIDGFORTH added that in a custom-farming arvangement the landlord was
entitled to 100 percent of the FSA program payments, and that the landowner
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pays the expenses in a custom-farming agreement but niot in a sharg rent
agreement.

T. DORR stated that his custom-farming fee was “variable based on year to year operations,”
The trustees could meet at any time and decide what to pay him. For the custom setvices DPGF
provided, the trustees annually decided to compensate him to what ended up being 2bout 50
percant of the gross income. In some years, he was also paid bonuses based on performance,
There was no written custom-farming agreement in place,

Agent’s Note: Ar this pomt in the interview TOM DORR listened to the taped telephone
conversation between himself and hat

insignificant, He stated that there was nothing wrong with any gement thar
increased the economic impact of payments. He stated that the forjnation of
additional entities with payment limitation in mind had never been p problem,
and that the FSA forms had been filled out accurately because MGDIFT did get

. 100 percent of the program payments initially,. TOM DORR stated that this was
prudent business planning in the context of normal business operations.

T. DORR had no answer to the statement he made on the tape that *...that custom fee actually is
not 2 custom fee. That's crop rental income t6 mé. “That's my share of the income.”

Agent’s Note: BRIDGFORTEH continued to attempt 1o provide answers or explana ion for
DORR. BRIDGFORTH was asked to refrain from answering for 7. DORR, but
that he could confer with T. DORR at any time, The Reporting Agent said that

T. DORR needed to explain for himself the comments he made onfthe tape. T.

DORR then asked to confer with BRIDGTHFORTH in private, He was
allowed| o do so.

After conferring with BRIDGFORTH, T. DORR stated tha't[_ ]vas being very
accusatory on the tape, stating that DPGF was taking advantage of the MGDIFT. T, DORR said
that on the tape he was trying to explain the difference between crop shate and custam m-farming.
He tried to explain that that this was a custom-farming agreement and that the trust yas paying
DPGF for custom services on what appeared to be a 50/50 crop share basis. His point tol

as that this was a custom-farming operation and that the risk shares were different, and
that all of the other trustees and beneficiaries were satisfied with the arrangements,

T. DORR was asked what he meant when he is heard on the tape saying that it was 41l done to
“...avoid the $50,000 payment limitation to Pine Grove Farms,” and “I re-filed the way the farm,
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are operated with -

the ASCS to, quite frankly, avold minimum payment limitations,” T. DORR said it did not makes
sense to him either, he did not know what he meant, especially since he was notieven close to the

limit,

T. DORR stated that[_ had been very accusatory in nature and ovef the years he (T,
DORR) has said things rather “cynically” tcE_ _JT. DORR explained that on the tape,
he was being “cynical” thhi ] was becoming very gecusatory and 50

T. DORR answered[ :(‘cy'nicany."

T. DORR stated that during the taped phone calls, he was trying to “ameliorate!’
find an easier way to define for_ Ja custom-farming relationship versus a crop

f__ _Jend

share

relationship. He was just trying to point out to_ _Jthat DPGF was tiot taking
advantage of the MGDIFT in terms of revenus, That was the context of the digcussions that were

taped by [

£1)
When asked by the Reporting Agent why he did not think[_

Jeould nat

understand the diffsrence between custom-farming and crap share without T. JORR trying to

redefine it in an exemplary manner, T. DORR could not answer.

In 1996, T. DORR sat down with the trustees and reviewed the End-of-Year Review
determination with them and also with the FSA County Executive Director, The trustees decided
that in order to avaid more hassles, they would change the arrangement to a S0/50 crop share

arTangement,

T. DORR said that if he had had a fixed-fee custcm-&a:;x'mg arrangement, the trust could have
lost money if their revenus decreased, yet they were forced to pay a certain custom fee to DPGF.
While he did not have a fixed fee arrangement, he thinks he was guaranteed a rhinimum amount in

order to cover expenses he would have incurred.

T. DORR said he had always charged at the high end of the custom-farming rahges. He thinks it
is legitimate to charge $125-135 and acre for his custom services, When Reporting Agent
pointed out that he was receiving over $200 an acre, T, DORR stated that he :Eo performed

other services: marketing, overseeing the maintenance and upkeep, tiling, main|
extensive drainage program, farm plans maintenance and other land stewardshi

enance on an

issues. He was

not just “running equipment up and down the property.” He operated in the exact same manner

with the HDIFT. For the custom work he provided DIAMOND D,[C
operation, DPGF received a combination of fixed faes and bonus fees.

The reason they originally went from a 30/50 agreement to & custom-farming dgreement was 50
that MGDIFT would have revenue flexibility,. MGDIFT hoped to grow and adquire moreland, A
custom-farming arrangement offered them the fexibility to determine the custgm-farming
payments, If MGDIFT expenses for land payment increased, they could decrehse the amount they

|
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were paying out in castom-farming in order to have more income available to make additional
land payments. DPGF would have been willing to take less in a custom-farming| fee in order to
have greater revenue to make land payments. This custom-farming arrangemenq gave them the
flexibility to have additional cash for land payments.

The reason DPGF was paid on the same day that MGDIFT received the FSA prbgram paymerits
was that these payments were the mechanism to shaw there was money in the bink. DPGF could

not get paid unless there was money. ARer MGDIFT received the FSA pro; payments, they
paid him his fees.
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September 25, 2001

VIA FACSDMILE 913261.769% :
Orsiginal to Follow via Mail

United Stateg Department of Apriculture
Offics of the Inspector General

5799 Broadmoor, Suite 700

Mission, Kansas 66202

M

Re: Thomuas Denr Integview

Dea ]

During the interview on Fndaytb:rem gorme diseussion aboutwhcthcr ory ot there was
1 “payment limitation issue” during the years in question. It was, and s, my pe
wug no such issue in any year under review. That position was also held, we
Jowa end-ofvyear review team and by the Cherokee County Cotumines, In it’s J:
lettet, a copy of which we gave to you at the mecting, the county comumittes indica
was with commensurate shares, not payment lixsiations. |

e - ftheAzkmmsPSAandn’sth wﬁ'bs
“u nat Ato ch

TR lirnjtation inquiries were sebt, agreed as well. Aszsmypmdce,
Iatxmy:ta get the begt and wisest counsel in, the USDA to review my conchusions. th:lw
contacted by[” _Jone of the trustoes, sod motified that the trust bad a loter
notifying it thax the end-of-year review would be conducted, I requestad copics of the CCC-5028

- and other relevant materials for 1993, 1994 and 1995. Since the total of all pa;
recewedby the combined Dore’s Pine Grove Famm, Trust A eud Trust B, token at a|50/50 rental
-in cach year was well under the $50,000 limitation that one “person” could recsive (sxclusive of
Findley payments which hed no lmm), and since the totel of those payments in 1989 aod 1990
(the year that the custom farming arrangement was first worked out by the trustess) £39,609
and $31,064 respectively, there could be no paymeat Limivation issues, regardiess of the cuswim
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farming rmtes. In seeking expert review of my opinion, on fune §, 1996 I fvrote Patks
Shacklefard, then Agsistant Deputy Director for Farm Programs for USDA in Washington,
(Bxhibit A). In thas letter T outlined & scenario similar to the ome here, pointing ous that the
customﬁammgmmswmmon than customary for the area. Tha:aamedzylhﬂ:ad i
e then rFSA.anrkansas Ithssbeenmy tha[”
12 ane ©; emnstlmowl geabl wy state offics in the padon.
ed with me by telephone, I wrat the attached x:B outlining our discussion on
this af Wwell as other cases that day. I secejved a letter from th ]szhibu
C) agreeing with my conclusions.

Then,inafcwdays.lmcmedawllﬁ-cm[

Washingak 1o whom M. Shackleford had directed my letter, an
was no payment Hmitaﬂomssue,butmsedsnusug of “ar risk™, “At risk™, asyou knaow, is &
factor of “actively cngaged In (23 is commensurate gheres), and is not a2 payment
Bmitation issue. My responss b enclosed (Exhibit D).

As you will recall, the target price for com decreased each year fom 1987 through 1990,
and while the basic loan cate (the mie to which the payment limitation applied) (decressed as
well, the maximum, amount that could be subject to limirarion fu 1989 was 78 cenfs per bushel,
snd the maxirmum amount in 1990 was 79 eants per bushel. The effective loan rmte pvas less than
the basic mura in those years, but the difference was Findley and not subject to the Hnsitation, The

actual payment rates were between 51 and S8 cents in those years, Had the maximuing been paid,
it stll would not mutter, a¢ so little payment was imvolved.

Even if there was an issue, it is perfectly legal and within the regulations for producees to
taks action 10 avoid payment limitation problems, That is why congress areated the three cotity
rule with the 1987 amendments to the Fazm Bill to be effective with the 1989 crop year, Farmerz
with payment limitation problems (which Tom Dorr did not hiive) were given all of 1988
eorganize thefr farms, without the necessity of gny substantive change, %o cxears addirional
extities to avoid payment imitetion problems.

While I do not agree that there is a commensurate share issue or an af risk issue that s
fatal to the trust’s 1993, 1994 and 1995 payments, it is oot as all have been repai. | hope that

this additional information will assist you ir determining that this matter should be concluded. It
wag good 10 meet you and '
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September 25, 2001
Page Na. 3
~ Very truly yours,
RAMSAY, BRIDGFORTE, BARRELSON
AND STARLING LL?
£ Loyl
By Y J
William C. Brdeforthh
wCB
Encjostres 23 noted
- 3
Tom Dorr
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W& GOLNLA 14701950 110w FLOOR SIMMGME FIAET NATIONAL SURDING BOLALING W, NOUSDX
Mok CMXTT, IR, {ATINITS SA1 MAIN IYRZTT ILLIAN X, SRIDSFORDY
W 3, STARUAG, I, 13411890 7, 0. 8OX Q508 Bavro : :.wcmﬂ
WILIAK T BRIDCFOSTE N ol ! ACLS O
7, BANICL WARRRLIAN, DA PINE BLUFF, ARKANSAS 71611-8508 1OMA T TTadLInG
SPOIGER £ BOVINZON
PR A SALRY TEAPHONE T01:534-2000

* PATRICRE A, SUxnQW PAT 201 -S3CA%ad LOWR L zANIAY

¥ SAr s - e RS TORION TOURTEL

Jume 5, 1986

2 720~

Myr. Parks Shackleford
Asgiscant Depucty Administrater for
Farm Praograms
United Statas Department of Agriculture -
P. Q. Box 2415
Washington, D, C. 20013-2415

Deax Parks:

Flease let me know if you agree with my apalysis of the

following situation. If you disagree, please let me know what X am
wmissing. .

From 1987 through 1935, Ron was a trxustee and beneficiary
{along with seven othexs) of an irpgevocable trust cxéated many
Years ago (Trust A). His uncle and his uncles family have a
similar irrevocable txust, though Rom has no interest im this txust
(Trust B). Rom farws in a partmership (DPG Farms) that leases
approximataly 1,500 aares from family wembers om = 50/50 share
{(Family Farm). 'UPG Farms custowm faxms for Trust A and Trust B
under an oxal axrangement that provides that the |price the
partuership recaeives f£for the custom farming is.So% of| the gross
proceeds f£xrom the operation. This represents DPFG xeceiving more
than the customary custom farming price.

The total payments f£xou Family Far aze $80,000, witk DPG
Farms receiving 50%, ox $40,000. The total paywents Xeceived by
Txust A axe §7,000 and the total payments recaived by Trust B are
$6,000. Thus, if DPG Farms farmed the trust properties on the sama
50/50 share, it would receive a total of $46,500. While this
figure varied f£xom ysar to year, in mo year would to totdl approach
§50,000. In most yYears, the total would be less than $40,000.

I concluded that since there was no payment limitagion issue,
I saw no problem from an FSA standpoint. FSA's cencern|would have
been Lif the custom farming rates were being used tol| avaid the
payment limitation. In this case, it could not have been.

If you will let wme know what you thinmk I will ;:eallY
appreciate it. .
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Very truly yours,

BRID! ORTH,
SThz?}NG
di bl

Wxilzam c. Bridg rth

HARRELSH
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OSalns B woOttx,
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T A e SVRDOW

FaX LSt ST Al

Jume S, 159§

24-58

C

Axkanzas State ASCH Office
P. O, Box 2781
Litkle Rock, Arkanszs 72203

Re:  Flpancing Issues
Dear[ ]

Thank You Zfor sapending cime with me going exr tha
Lipancing/cash reat tenant rules., I ar galng to attempt %o put
down what I think wa gxid for your review and concurrance.

Situation 1: Ron owns farm land and farm equipment.
leases the land to a partnership composad of Rom, BLll,
- Mark (REFM Faxms). RBFM Farms leasas the aquipment nacepsary o
fazm f£rem Ron. RAFM Farms obtaing a production from the Fizst
Nacional Bank, and sack partaer is personally 1i{4ible on that leazs
As security fox the loan, tha bank takes a lien on the partnership
crops xnd markst btracsition payments., In addimian, the Takes
a lien of Row’s farm eguipment. the sams equipmenc thalt is being

leased to RBEYM. g

.

Angwer:. We determined that as long as the equipment lease
payments wers customary and werw paid in accordance with the tine
. period determined by the county {in question to be custowary, that
RSFM could count equipmenr as its lefr hand contryibutien fox both
actively engagwed regquirewents and o mest the rwguireweny of ehe
cash rent tenant rule Zox equipnent and marnagement.

alsge, it would make no difference if Hom pledged land ¢r other
283ets for the lean as well. In addivdien, zhe above a3 NOL
adversely affect the commensurate ahars rule siznee 211| of The
partners ara equally liahle on the production loan.

Siruanion 2: R, Inc,, owned 100% by Ron, farmed 2,000 acres
.in Temnessee in 159S. For 1856, R, Inc, will farm mest of fhe sama
land that it faxmed in 1343 0> en, Rea and other
individusls have formed ¥ Ron & Fred, Ing. These
twa corporations have Lo » called XBF F . RBFT
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Farms has cash leased 1,500 acres in loulwiana apd 2
1,500 azres in Migsissippil. HBF Fazms borrews all of itle capital
from R, Inc. and leases the neceesazry farm aquipment £
R, Imc. will pledge its equipment for the loan £rom a| naciomal
bank, the praceads of which it will eithar use itgalf of land ta
RBF Farms.

Answar: We daterminad that since nelther Rom nor R, Inc. had
any intexaest in tha erops ox the crop proceeds sa-tha 1
farmad by REF Faxwms, that the particrship cculd borraw a
capital and lexsa all of its equipment from R, Inc. and o
capical and aguipment zs left band conuributions, and thac| the caash
rant tenant rule which would gpply to tle Leulsiana lands|would ba
mer if management was providsd as required.

Siguation 3: Prom 1997 through 1355, Ron wvas a tx
bensficlary (alang with saven others) of an irzevecable trust
srgared many years age (Tzust Al. Hie uncla and his uncles family
have a similexr ixrevocable trust, though Ran bas neo interest in
chis truse (Trust 8). Ren famrms in i paxthership (UPg F ) that
leagers zpproxdmacely 1.500 acres fzom family members ounla $9/59
ehare (Family Faxm). DPG custom farma fox Trust A and|Trust B
under an oral arxrazngemant that provides that the priices thae
parenership reaceives £or the cuatom faxming is S0% of the groaes
proceeds from the operacicn. This repregents DPG recai g Bore
than Che cuatomary custam farming price.

The total payments fLrom Family Faxm arxre $80,0Q0, wWith DPG
Farms vacelving 50¥. or $40,000. The tatal paymenty xecqived
Trust A =re §7,000 and che, tatzl paywents recaived by Truse B arze
$6.000. Thus., if DPG Farmg farmed the trust propextiss on the same
56/50 ghare, 4Lt would receive 3 total of $46.500. Whil
figurae vavied from year o year, in ma year would to total
§$0,000, Is tharw 2 problem?

Anawer: We concluded that aincs thera was no
limitacion issue, You saw ng problem from In FSA stasdpoint
concern would have besen if the custom farming rates were be

go avoid cthe paywment limitatiom. In this case, it could )
een. :

Plecsga coafirm chat my uwnderstanding of the abeve mat
egzrract, It will be real intersscing to gsse how the %crop
issus is handled, As we discussed, unless there is some com
becwearn counties, wa ars going to have different share arran:
baing approved iz some counkias (and srates) znd bhaing dis
in ockar countias in the sama svace, 7That happened so of
you recall, in the early days before wmany of the geseri
ware given morz precise dafiniticps. I hope chac the

landlozds and temants agrme assuring fo overreaching, and whey all
know where ovarreaching is likely te cccoux.
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Thank you again for your usual good adviss,
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United Statas Farm Arksrsay Stats FSA Office
Depertment af Servica Roam 5418,700 W. Cagiwol
Agriculnune Agency Utde Rack, Arkansas 7R201-3225%

(5Q1) 3245220, Fax (5D1) 324-5835

Jume 5| 1996

‘Wiliam C. Bridgforth.
P. Q. Box 8509 .
Ploe Rluff, Arkansas 71611-8509

A\~
DmMréridgfnﬂh,

This s fn fesponse t your leaar (sached ) concerning yorur visit with]
payment cligibiltty rules.

]tn disenss

Your inderstanding of the matter addressed is conect, of courss, any unrovealed
could result in maore restdctive nulings.

(501 a-9R0 FAX (501} 34-53v8
AN EQlar SPRORTUNITY EMPLAYER
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. June 20, 199¢

XA _EAX-202/120:4728

L

Unirted States Department of Agriculture -
P. O. Box 2415

Washington, D. C. 20013-2415

Deaz| il

Since our conversation earlier this week concerxming the
rasponse to my lecter to Parks of June 5, 1996, I have gokten some
moxe facts that I bellave ava highly significamc, ALl T had
focused upon earlier was the potemtial payment limitation issua
(which we both agreed is mot a problem), and I had not fbcused on
the "at risk" issue which as you peint out must be addressed.

B

I have besn told that all of ths inputs axe separately
invoiced to the lamdowner, including seed, fertiliger, and
herbicides, and the landowner ig liabls for all of.thesa.sxpenses.
In additios, the landowner is liable for all expenses of the custom
farmer, including fuel, oil, zepaixs, ete., if the agreed maccimum
payment of 50% of the gross procaeds £rem the farm {s insufficient
to cover them. Therefore, the landownsr ig "at xigk” f9r all of
the expenses I have. dascribed.

In addition, the paxties tell me that while the anmual paywent
in most years does excesd the amount for which such sezrviges could
ba cbtained, that it has always been within the range (3lbeil omn
the high end of the range uswally) described by the ension

' gexrvice in the stace whexe this operation takes placs.

Please rewiew this additional information and give m& a call.
I should have gotten all of the facts before I wrote Parks, but I
failed to see this issue until you pointed 1t out to me.
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RAAMSAY BRIDGFORTE Law

June 20, 1986
Page 2

on the payment limitation issue, the total amount of payments
the producer would bave received from all sources if all of ths
trust lands bad been share rented to him (rather than custom farmed
by him) in each of the years £rem 1983 through 1595 would have
been, in each year, less than: .’
1989 - $39,750; 1830 - §31,500; 1991 - $28,000; 1992 -
1593 - §16,000; 1994 - $32,500; 1995 - §13,750. Clearly
limivatien issue. '

$45,000;
1o payment

Very truly yours,'

RAMSAY, BRIDGFORTH, HARRELSON
STARLING ;

,lgaq , ';{ug/["

william €. Bridgfe

—_—
R
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USDA

DATE: September 19, 2001
TO: Gregory S. Seybold
Assistant Inspector General
for Investigations )
FROM: James R. Liule /Q . M
Acting Administraror,

SUBJECT: TomDor, Marcus, IA - - Payment Limiration Concerns (PS-301-0616)
Your Memorandum dared Septemiber 5

Based on your memorandurn, | disparched an independent review team t¢ lowa the week of
Septernber 10, After meeting with members of your staff and examining|the available
documentation, the review team has reported their findings and recommendations. Enclosedisa
copy of team's report of findings and recommendarions. Accordingly, [ have instructed the State
Executive Director in Jowa to ke the actions recommended by the team

Given the time requirements associated with these types of reviews, [ am lunable to provide an
spproximate date when the results of these reviews can be provided.

Attachment
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USDA
=]
Date: Septernber 19, 2001

To: Jammes Little, Acting Administrator

Through:  Thomus M, McCaun, | 0?74)(

Director. Operutions Review and Analysis Staff

Fronu: [

Background

Based on the OIG memorandum znd diseussions with OIG personnel, ap §

A

Subject: Tom Dorr. Marcus. [A - « Pavment Limitation Concerns (PS-301-0616)
Office ot [aspector General (OIG) Memorandum duted Seprember 3, 2001

ndependent review tearn

was dispatched to the lowa Stare FSA otfice on Seprember 10, 2001, o \l:view the informatien

obtained by OIG, address O1G concerns. sad to recommend whar actions,
by FSA on this mater. The team consisted of]”

o

Upon arrival at the Iowa State FSA Otfice we mert with the two OIG lnves
farniliar with the case. They shared their concerns with us and provided uj
they had obrained. Because of the pending OIG investigation, we were ad
statements caken from FSA 2inployees., but were allowed 9 read those sty

The Cherokee County farm records associated with Tom Dorr previously
the possession of the fowa State FSA Office. After a complete review of
the Cherokee County Office to review addidonal records.

if ony, should be taken

rigatars who were most
with all documnentation
¢ provided copies of any
REIDETLS,

tequested by OIG were in
hose records we visited

OIG Concerng

The limited inquiry by OIG iu this matter generated severa] concerns. The
each of OIG’s concerns and our tindings related to those concsrns.

following table outlines
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Administracor, FSA

OIG 1
Concern | .77 - w Rt

I & copy of the initial COC determinu:‘gon lecter sent !0[ 3 evocable Farnily Trust
which resulted from End-of-Year review of the trust conducted in 1996 was not availuble.

Qur We were unable 10 obtain any sdditional information concerning the whereabours
Findings | of acopy of the determination lsuer.

2 The End-of-Year review team recommendations. ncluding exhibits and lotber worksheets,
associated with the 1996 End-of- Year review of the trust were pot availnble.

Our We were unable o obtain any sdditional informution couceming the End-of-Year
Findings | review team’s workpapers. The tiles contained docurentation provided by the
trust, buc the team’s worksherts weare not found,

3 No evidence that an End-of-Yeur review was ever completed for Dore’s [Pine Grove Farm Co.
There was evidence an End-of-Year review was initiated based on a copy of a natifieation letter
dated May 8, 1996, but no Pine Grove Furms documents were available. )

Our A leter dated June |, 1996, from Pine Grove Farms requesting 2 30-day extension

Findings | to provide requested documents contirms an End-of-Year rgview bad been
iniciated. COC reviewed the request for extension at the Juge 6, 1996, COC
meeting and epproved the request. A letter addressed to Tomn Do, dated June 7,
1996, informed Tom Dorr of the approved extension. Thers was no evidence that
the requested documentation wos provided nor wag there evidence 1o show why
the review took place,

4 Com sold by[: TJirrevocable Family Trust was being macketed through Dorr
Corporations. .

Our ‘We were got able to shed any light on this concern. It appened to us that all
Findings | opermions associated with Tom Dorr were operated and ed by Tom Dorr or
those entites conwol by Tom Dorr.

5 ‘Whether all farming expeases paid to Dorr’s Pine vae Farms Co. frorm ather Dorr re}ated
entities were legitirnate rejrabursements,

Our ‘We were got able to shed any light on this concern. The sam# records available to
Findings | OIG were availsble to us and no additional records were obt

6 *Rumored” that Dorr talked to someane i the State Office. J
Our We were not able to confirm this rumor. \

Findings
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Adininistrator, FSA

OIG
Concemn

7 Tt was “thought” that OIG was called o this mawer in 1996,

Our T 7 lowa Stace FSA Oftice. drafted a feteer 1
Findings |
inikl reaction to certain evidence required OIG notificary
was not wartanted. ’

does not remember exactly why it was not seft]

IG. but it was never sent.
Tpetioves thae( ]
n, but fater decided it

The Harold E. Dorr frrevocable Family Trust was set up theexact s
Irrevocable Fumily Trust was in 1996 and no End-of-Year was cg

s way as the[ J
nducted.

Our

Based on the information availuble for our review, it appe|
Findings

review of Don’s Pine Grove Furms Co. was initiated to d

bred that the End-of-Yeur
etermine whether

problems found during the End-ot-Yeur review o the o
other entities assoctated withTom Dorr's farming interes

rur were also reloted

there may be g problem

There are an estimaced 18 participacing entities or individuals associ:teii w Tom Do in which

Our

Findings | with Tom Dorr,

We only idemified 12 different encities or individuals currg

ntly active associated

The need for a further, in-depth review of Mr, Dorr's program parsicip
review team

tion by an independent

OQur

Findings

With Mr. Dor’s possible installation as Under Secretary &
USDA, and the associated confirmution hearings schedule
25,2001, there is no possible way an in-depth review coul
September 23, 2001,

br Rural Development,
H t0 begin on September
4 be completed by

elated ce:

Based on the review of the docurnents relating to payment limitation determinationsifor the entities and
individuals associated with Tom Derr, it is our opinion that the Iformation provide
individuals was inadequats for the COC to make an informed determination and the detarminadons already
made by the COC cannot be supported with the documentation on file.

Based on our concerns with the documentation on file at the State Office, we visited| the County Office to
review additional documentation, including docimmentation for reconstirutions telad%

with Tom Dorr. We found the documentation inadequate to suppor the determina

reconstitutions, We also reviewed the powers-of-attorney on file appointing Tom D

several of the entities amd individuals associated with Tom Dorr. Some of these pow

sere not completed in accordance with FSA procedure.

by these entities and

2 to farms associated
ions made on such

rr sutorney-in-face for
rs-of-attorney forms

f’

2!
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Administracor. FSA
Recomimendations

Bused un the our review of the Yocuinznts available o us, we could not nude any de)
doing by Tom Dorr or any of the other encities or individuals associuted with him, H
following actions to ensure this mater is properly closed.

i, An Egd-of-Year review be conducted on Dorr’s Pine Grove Farms Co, for th
Based on the tindings of the review wam. additional End-of- Yeuar reviews may
entities or individualy sssocinted to Tom Dorr for those yeurs, We believe an
Towa FSA employees is adequare to conduct the End-of-Yeur review, providd
Administrator for Furm Programs review the team’s recommendations before)
recommendations to the COC for final determination,

2 An Endeof-Yeur review te conducted on all entities and individuals nssociated
2000.

s

<rinination of wrong
pwever, we suggest the

e year 1995 and 1994,
v be required for other
eview team made up of
4d the Depury

issuing the

# with Tom Dorr for veur

A County Operations Review be conducted in Cherokee Couaty, Iowa. diat qovers payment fmitation

and reconstitution operations. Based on the tindings, a determinatios o expy
and Price Support operations may be aeeded,

nd the review 0 AMTA
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UNITED 9TATES DEPARTHMENT OF ACRICULTURE
farm Sarvice Agency .
Charokee County FSA Office
Cherokee, IA 510112

County Committee Masting

Time: 9:00 &.%.
Date: June 20} 1996
Place: Cherokag County Farw Service Agency

Personrs presenf:

¥ickR Theisen, Chairman

Chuck Lundquist,; Vice~Chailrman
Rictdrd Tol2in, Membher

Michael W. Hausvoen, CED

1. AUMINISTRATION

A. Chalrma; &;ck Theisen called COC meeting ta arder,

B. COC read and apprnvgd‘minutes QE June &, 18946,

C. ©OC reviewed ana approved T & A’é and SF-71's fer COC & CED.
D. COC disdussed County Office Avards,

E. COC disdussed E.G.Y.R progress for M.G. Norr Trust.
CONSERVATION

‘A. COC revjiewed and spproved the follawing reports and toak The
- appropyiate gction:

1. . "AQPh 245" with E!leatius Date EXceedsd” 2 ACP (rav 2)
peragraphs 141 thru 142,

2. "ACPr245's« Neither Appraoved Noxr Disapproved” 1 ACP (rev 3)
parpggraphs 419 thru 422,

3. “"Appilications Pardipg Appraval'.

4. "Naqu Determination Nat Yet Made'.
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B. CRP

1. eoc aJpruVed Kelth Walkser Cantrsct #z2 Farma ¥ $91 for 1 yasr
exteandlon. o .

2. COC rdviewed and spprovad revision Kendall Grausr Cantract
# 14C|'638B & BOA Farm ¥ 170 dug to death of Owner.

3. COC rdviewsd and approved haying and grazing for the
folloavying farms: -

a. Feldall Grauer- Comtract #14C, 3B, 80A, Farm # 120
b, Grsg Foresman Est.Contract & B8A, 108A, Farm ¥ 1174

¢. Ridbard Knapp- Contract #11S, Fara ¥ 2472

4. Mayvipn Brawan- Contracet # @A, Farwm # 1451

e. Tow Earl Flamigan Contract # S¢, Farm # 1240

£. Ratin Frank Contract # 85BE, Farm & 1249
C. agQp

1, €OC téntatively approved Trapp Farms Ine. SLe4 for $3500
Farp & 2889,

2. COC reéduced Irvin Woltman excess cost/share allocation 88 per
instryction Jume 7, 1996 from Stats OFfffce, Farm & 1126

SL-9.

3., PRODUCTION FLEXIBILITY

A. COC reviéwed and asgigned the Ffallowing yields with 3
gimilar farmg:’

. Assigned
Farn # Crogp ginilay Farms . Yield
338 Wheat 3105,955,3146 36
377 Wheat © 3105,855,3146 ET
1448 Barley 1244 60
2885 - Wheat 3105,955,3146 36
2598 Wheat 3105,955,3146 3a
2893 Wheat 3105,855,3146 36
2952 | | ' Wneat 3105,955,3148 3¢
2978 ~ oats 210,702,958 a1
3287 [© . ' wWheat 1 3105,955,3146 © 38

3453 Wheat - 3105,885.314¢6 38
4. CONPLIANCE

A, £OC revieved. and sppraved late filled cevtifications for,
Farm # 403, ¥Farm # 3165, and Farm & 541,
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5. A. Ngxt meegtpng date is July 11, 13%96.

B. No fuvther business.

€. ¢0C adjaulrned st 12:00 p.m.

, . e
County Committee
Chalrpersdn

ceunty Executive Director
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UNYTED STATES NEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Farw Service Agency
. Cherakee Cousty FSA Qffice ™
Cherolkee, IR 51012

County Committee Meetlng

a.m.
t .29, 1998
dkee County Farm Service Agency

gente
Mick Theisen, Chaleman
Chuek Lumdguist, Vice-Chairman

Richard Tolzin, Menber .
Michaael W. Haustoa, CED

RATION

man Mick Theisen galled COC mesting ia order.

edd amd appraved minutes of August 12, 1996.

eviewad and approved T & A's gnd S5F~71’'g fer COC & CED.

ev{ewed and completed Land Vilue Survey FSA-328 accordin
IDA~14. See Exhihit 1. ’

eviewad LD-3 and LD-10 Sheap Refarvrandua.

eviewad PF-33% Establishing Receivehlea fer 1985
fency Overpaymeats- Cheroltee BAas no whoagt or o6at
ieucy averpayments.

aviaved pussihle huyvut procedurs and latest FAX on
tion in Forca.

‘coC veviewed FI-36.

coc revieved PRolitical Acvivity under the Hatch-lect.



2.

3.

4.

S
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CONSERVATIC

A. COC reviawed and approved the foellaowing reporvs snd Toak the

apprapripte action:

’

1. "ACP-245'3 with Expiration Date Exceesded™ 2 ACP (rav 2)
paragraphs 141 thruy 143,

Z. "ACP-245'5: Neithar Approved Nor Disupproved" 1 ACE (rev 3)
parggraphs 419 thru ¢22.

3. "Applicat&ais Pending Approval”.

4. "Neads Determimation Not Yat Made”.

B. ANA- €04 reviawed and sppraved request for asxteansian on
WP3, Ed (gmith Farm ¢ 3232 to Dacember 81, 1336. Preducer is
walting (for aluminum drop design from NRCS.

C. CRP

1. coc
Eor

a.
|-18

2. coc

raviaeved and approved ravision for early cut tequésts
the fallowing:

ya:vin Brown Farm & 1451 Centract ® 6A B88.3 ancres
kowell Allen Farm € 607 Contract & 51cC

reviewed and appreved 3 request 4o pot prorate from

Stawprt Custafson, Farm # 895 Cantract % 108,

3. coc

reviewed B0il rental rates and determined No change and

negative report xhould ha submitted.

=]

COC appraved ¢ reguest for cEgmcellatinn of WES Farm ¥ 3451,

previously approved by NRCS.

E. ACP-EAN (Fund' Cade 60)
1. €OC|revievwsd and appraved the fallowing ACP~EAN:
a. Donglias Epel’ Farm # 3481 | SLY ¢ 763.00
"b. Wayne Prunty Farm # 3217 s631 § 3948.00
c. Bary K Williems Farm ¥ 1317 L4 8 ags.00
PRODUCTION FLEXIAILITY
A. COC rektevad and Bpproved County Committee reporie on
recongtitutions CED had previouely appreved.
BEOYR

‘A, €COC discumsed progress.an Epd af Year Revievw an N.G. Darr

Ire.

amily Truss. - —
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8. A, Next meéting dute is Septesber 12, 1996.
8, No further business.
€. CoC adjiourned st 11:30 a.m.

nd Dl A

County Bxecutive Director

Chalirpersan
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT QF AGRICULTURE
* Farm Serviee Agency
Cherckee County FSA Office-
Cherokee, IA 51012 . ..

County Committee Mesting
REGULAR SESSION
Time: 9:00.a

.18, .
Dare: Novembed 14, 1996 )
Place: Cherokee County Farm Service Agency

Persons presenf:

Mick Theisen, Chairman .
Chuck Lundquist, Vice- Chairmen
Richard Tolzin, Member
Michael W. Houston, CED

A. Chairman Mick Theisen called meeting to order.

B. GOC read and approved mimutes of October 31, 1936,

€. COC reviewed and approved T & A's and SF-71's for COC & CED.
D

. COC reviewed election and slate of Nomineez. Ballots will be in
the maill on N’avember 15, 1986,

E. CoC ad;curned ta Executive Session.

iewed gnd approved the following reports and 'took the
ia.te aetion;

-243's with Expira‘cmn Date Exceeded" 2 ACP (rav 2)
agraphs 141 thru 143,

2., "ACP-243'm- Neither Azgroved Nor Disapproved" 1 ACF (rev 3)
agraphs 419 thru 422

: lications Panding Approval®.
4, *Needs Determination Not Yst Made®.
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B. COC reviewdd and approvad ths following ECP:

1. Farm # 1360 EC4 $640
2, Farm # 3278 EC4 galso.
3. Farm # 3752 EC4 3434
C. ANA
1. COC approved a reguest to change from broadbase terrace to

ack slope for Farm # 2889.

3. RISK MANAG

ere informed that after the hay survey was compiled;

A. NAP- COC
Cheraokee ham less than e 35% logs; and therefore is ineligiblae.
%4, EOYR ;
A, dings on M.G. Igorr Irz. Famw

concurzed; M.G. Dorr Irr. Famlly Trust is in :
of -shares for the years 1983, 1894 and 1995. Tom;
stee will be invited to meet with COC on Dgcembar 5

¢
i
i

5. PRICE SUPPO o , ,
A, COC revigwed Temporary Field allowance of 24 daye.

6. COMPLIANCE

A, Temporary Field ‘Emploiee. Brent Lawrey meaauréd the farwa pilcked
for spot|check that the aerial slides ware missing.

7. OTHER BUSI.N#SS

A, COC discpssed Ag Show- Scott Bléggi; TAS hag agraed to gpeak on
March 12| 1997.. : '

B. Next meeting date is December 5, 1996

C. No furthpr business,

D. COC adjourned -ar 12:00 p.m. .

County cutive Director County Committee

Chairperson
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Farm Service A ency
Cherokes Count¥ Office
Cherokee. IA 51012

County Committae Hééting

REGULAR SESSION

Time: 9:00 g.m.
Date: DecemEer-S, 1996 .
Elacg: Cherokee County Farm Service Agency

i

Persons prespnt:

Mick Thedgen, Chairman

Chuck Lundquist, Viee- Chairman
Richard Tolzin, Member

Michael W. Houston, CED

TION

n Mick Theisen called meeting to order.

d and approved minutes of Novsmber 14, 1996,

iewsd and approved T & A's and SF-71's for COC & CED.

ned and counted Ballots. Richard Telzin refrained from

Eftin gince he was up for reeleation. CED and P.A.
ascgen asgisted in the election.

he elaction was completved COC determined Richard Tolzin

lected to CQC

ON

A. CoC re_iewed and approved the follnwing rsports and took tha
' appropriate action:

1. “ACP-245's with Expiratlon Date Bxceedad® 2 ACP (rev 2)
pa agraphs 141 thru 143.

2., "AC -245‘sr Neither Azproved Nor Disapproved® 1 ACP (rev 3)
patagraphs 419 thru

3. “Applications Pending Approval®.

4. *Neéda Determination Not Yet Made'.
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B. COC met Wit

C. COC revipewe nedt £rom Farm # 3387.
COC appriove '
D, EQUIP meeti lon office on Dec. 10th
‘ at 1:30 p.m.
3. EOYR

A. COC mev with Tom Dorr at 10:00 a.m. concsrning M.G. Derr Irr,
Family {Trust. COC had review E.C,Y.R. committees recommends:
.earlisr. COC were concerned sbout relaying enother committe:
declsion without having the kneowledge of how they based theij
dacigidn. COC explained to Mr. Dorr that they were requesti:
;iag i:he EQYR committee explain to the CQC and Mr. Dozr their

bal =1 : ) :

4. COMMON EPROGRAMS i .
A. COC reviewed and spproved Reconstitutions A70001 thru A70009.
-B. COC reviewed and appxo\}ed the followlng Transfers:
1. FParm | 53507 Plymouth County to Cherokee Co. 160 acres
2, Farm §# 3489 Cherokee County to Plymouth Co. 320 acres
5. PROGRAM FLEXIBILITY CONTRACTS )
A. COC reviewsd and approved chaﬁge of shares batween Kenpeth
Stelligh and Demnisg Stelligh. Shares were 50/50 and now
are 100% to Kenneth. Dennls has baen on a long vacation
and no one hag geen him for montha. Aceording to knovledge of
COC, Dennie does take extaended vacations, sometimes up to
two yeaxs., COC approved change in shares. : )

6. WOOL

A. ggCAwe:izinfomed the lasi Sheep referendum is being sudited .

'7. OTHER BUSTNESS
A. Next megting date is December 19. 1996
B. No further business. v
C. COC adjpurned &t 1:00 p.m.

iCmmty »Exacutéve ;:.: rector . éounry gam“t%ee

Chairpersen
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Farm Service Agency
Cherckee County FSA Office
Cherakeea; IA 51012 -

County Committee Maeting
REGULAR SESSION

Time: 9:00 a .
Date: Dac.embe 19 15996
Ple.ce' Cherokag County Farm Service Agency

Persona present: _ .
Mick Theisen; Chalrman
Chuck lundquist, Vice-Chairman
Richard Tolzin, Member

Michael W. Houston., CED
Gary Venneman, District Director

1. ADMINISTRATION
A, Chairmer Mick Theisen called mesting to order.

"‘B. COC read and appraved minutes of December 5, 1996.

C. COC reviewed and approved T & A's and SE-71's for COC & CED,

'D. COC weldomed District Director Gary Vennemsn. Gary introduced

. ‘himzelf (and gave the COC some of his background.

E. COC disgussed the,reduction in force briefly.
2. AG CREDIT |
A. COC adjburned to exacutive sesaion,

3., CONSERVATION

A, COO rewiewed and approved the following reparts and tock the

appropriate action:

1. YACH-245's with Expiration Date Exceedad® 2 ACP (:ev 2)

pagagraphs 141 thru 143,

2, "ACH-245's- Naither Egravsd Nor Disapproved' 1 ACP (rev 3)

payagraphs 419 thru
3. "Applications Pending Approval’.
4. "Needs Determination Not Yet Madg".
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B, COC raviewsd an approved the following. ECP,-ACP.an EQIP
extensgion requests. . )

1. Bred Coburn, Ferm # 2752 EC4, tarrace. repair

2. D. Japes DeWitt, Farm #2395, EC4, terrace repair

. Harry Bellman, Farm # 541, EC4. terraca repair
Macy K. Williams, Farm # 1317, EC4, terrace repair

. Kavin| Pareel, Farm # 3213 SL4, terrace

Chuck| Wiemold, Farwm # 3081, WP3, waterway

. Mary K. Williams, Farm # 1317. SL4, terrace

. Larry Trapp, Farm # 2889, SL4. terrace

. Hazaiﬁxg ger, Farm # 1127, WP3, waterway

8 Artz

MO~ tndW

10. Tyro . Farm § 3451, SlL4&, terrace
1l. Donalld Johanngen, Farm ¢ 1518, terrace
12. Irv Woltman, Farm # 1126, SL4, tervacé

C. COC reviewed and discugsed Decembsr 10, 1996 EQIP meeting.
January (21, 1987. Bublic EQIP meeting at Cherokee Comun%‘ty
Center. .

n. co¢ revlewed' and approved additiomal extent for Farm # 2555,

E. CRP

1. coc P Signups for the following
far .
a. ) 8 acres
2, goc e until January or
_ Feh
4, BOR

A. COC reviewed and diseussed M.G. Dorrs Irr. Family Trust with
Distrigt Director, Gary Vennemen. COC then met with Xevin Tayloer
-ag uweumber of the EOYR committes. : .

COC revieved the recommendaTtions of the EOYR committee and
deta ed to accept their recomwmendations apd M.G, Dorr Irzr
Family Trust was in vielation of ghares. CED is to inform .
Trustee, Tom Dorr; that the EOYR would not meet with him to
explaih their fiadings. Therefore the COC wanted to meke their
decisipn and give Mr. Dorr his appeal rights so all perties
could proceed

5. COMMON PRDGRANMS

A. i?gog ewed and approvad Reconstitutions A70019 thru

B, COC rdviewed in Transfer from Woodbury County Farm § 5Q95 to
Cherolfes Co. Farm # 3575 110 acres.
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6. OTHER BUSINESS
4. Next mee ing date is January 9, 1997,
C. No furthgr buginess. 4
D. COC adjoyrned at 12:40 p.m,

County Committes )

County Exacutive Direlgvtcr,
N Chairperson
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FARMLANG AND MARKE

1. Irrigated Cropl
2, Nenirrigqated Cr
3. Pasture or Graz
4. VWoodlang on Far
‘5. 1afluense of No

6. Comments}
ECENT LAND SALES OR

5H CASH GRAIN PRICES

7. Percent of srop
B, OFf the above ra

9. Parcent of graz
‘1. OFf tha abeve r

TYPICAL CASH RENT

11, Irrigated Cropl
12, Nonirrigated Cr
13. Pasture or Graz

14. Comments:

REPORT PREPARATION

15, Sources consult
Personal K
 County OFf
Local real
Lazt yearg

16, Comments!

17" Time spent in d
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USDA-ASLS freparad!  B.29.9g
. ANNUAL  JRVEY QOF COUNTY FARMLAND V UES AS OF! - §-29.9p
- PAGE I
ity Code! 035 Fempruary L, 1986 =5
T VALUES (Per Acre) LOW . AVERABE HIGH FCT.
nd . g g - a us
pland 2,un0 2,650 9,380 100%
ng Lang 200 400 S04 100%
ns RED] 800 3B 100%

nagricultural Value! NONE

LACK OF LAND FUR SALE HAS DRIVEN CASH RENT EXTREMELY HIGH
HAS EFFECTED THE ABOVE SITUATION

pand ranved 80%
hted cropland 80% is cash rentad,
: 20% is share rented,
. U% i3 rented thru o¥ner arrangements.

£%

98% is cash repted,

5% ie AUM rented,

U% is rented thru othuar arrangemants.

ing land rented
bnted qrazipyg land

(per acre). AVERAGE ’
. CASH RENT ‘EQUIVALENT CASH RENT
and Q o
opland 128 2
ing Land an 5]

ed in the preparation of this report were!
nowladge of local land market

ice Committee

egrtate proefesgsional

report

8a

omplaetion of;the survey, Ln minutes:



Time:
Date:
Flace:

262

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Parm Service Agency
Cherokee County FSA Office
Chereokee, IA S10112

County Committee Meetlng

3:00 8.4,
June 20} 1896
‘Cherokeg County Firm Servies Agency

Persons presenfc

Mick Theisen, Chairman

Chuck Lundquiat, ¢{ce~Chalruman
Richard Tel2in, Member

Michasel . Houseton, CED

1. ADMINISTRATNION

a.

B.

Chalrmag Mick Theisen celled COC mesting to arder,

COC read and appruvqﬁ'minutea 62 Jure B, 1996.

COC reviewed and sppraved T & A‘é and SF-71'g far COQC & CED.
coc Jdisqussed County OFff{ge Awavds. .

C0C disdussed E.0.Y.R progregss for M.G6, Dore Trugt.f

CONSERVATION

.

COC reviewed and spproved thg écllnuLng repattsiand took the
appropriate ac;iun:

1. "ACP-245's Vith Eszratiai Date Exceaded” 2 ACP {(rav 2}
perpgraphs 141 thru 143,

2. "ACP-245'e- Neltner Approved Nor Disapproved™ 1 ACP (rev 3)
ParTAgraphs 419 thru 422,

3f “"Applications Papdipg Appravel™.

4. "Needs Determimation Natr Yet Made”,
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B. CRP

1. COC appraved Keith Walker Contrsct #z? Farm # 991 for 1 yaar
extendlon. . .

2. COC reviewed and spprovad revision Ksndall‘ﬁrauez Cantract
# 14C[-638B & BOA Farm # 170 duye to death of Quwner.

¥, QO0C raviewed and approved haying &nd grazing for the
following farms: .

&. Reddall Gramer- Contract #14C, 635, 80A, Farm # 170
b, Greg Forasman Est.Contract & B8A, 108A, Farm ¥ L174

¢. Richard Knapp- Contract #11S, Farm ¥ 2472
q4, Mayrvia Breoewn- Contract # BA, Farm # 1451
8. Tow Earl Flanigan Contract # S§4, Farm & L2140

£. Rebin Frank Contract # BSE, Farm & 1248

C. ACP

1. COC téntastively approved Trapp Farms Inp. SLe4 for $2500
Farm & 2889,

1. CUC reduced Irvis WolTtman excess cost/share sljlocation 88 per
isstrpction Junme 7, 1996 from State Uffice, Farn # 1126
SL~4.
3. PRODUCTION FLEXIRILITY
A. COC revigwed and assigned the fallowing yields with 3
giatlar farme:

. Assigned

Farm ¥ Crop Similar Farus , Yield
338 Wheat 3105,955,3148 36
377 Wheat 3105,855,3146 36

1448 Barley 1244 60

2565 - wheat 3105,955,314¢6 38

2595 Whaat 3108,955,3146 38

2893 Wheat 3108,855,3146 36

29532 ' Wheat 3105,9585,3145 36

2975 . gats 210,702,588¢ 81

3287 - Wheat © 310§,955,31458 © 38

3453 Whest . 3105,855,3146 36

4. CONPLIANCE

A. COC revilaved. and spproved late filled cevtifications faf,
Farm # 403, Farm # 3166, epd Farm # 941.
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S. A. Ngxt meetfing .qate is July 11, 1996.

B. No fuvther husminess.

C. COC adjayuraed 23 12:00 p.m.

County Committee
Chalrpersdn

county Executive Directar
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Farm Service Agancy .
. Qherakee County FSA Qffice
Cherokee, IR 51012

County Committes Mestliang

Dete: August 23, 1996

Time: ~9100a.m.
PLace:.cne:ikee County Farm Service Agency

Pargons pta?entr
Mick Theigen, Chatrman
Couck Lundquist, Vice-Chairman

Riehard Tolzlin, Menmber
¥labael W. Haustoan, CED

1. ADMINISTRATION
A. Chairpan Mick Theisew called COC nmeeting to ordsr.

B. €O0C rjaad snd appraved minutes of August 12, 1996.

€. COC rleviewad and approved T & A's gnd SF-71's far COC & CED.

0. COC revi{ewad and completed Land Value Survey FBA-31¢ sccording
to REIDA-14. See Exhihit 1. ‘

E. €OC deviewsd LD-9 gnd LD-10 Sheep Refarandusm.

F. COC reviewed PF-33 Establishing Receivshles €or 1995
Befidiency Overpayments- Cherokes Nas no whaagt oz ocat

iency averpdyments.

eviewvad pussihle buyout procedure and lstest FAX on
tion in Fovce.

G. CoC

H. '60C teviewed FI-36.

I. COC fevieved PFolitical Activity under the Hatch-Aaot.
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2. CONSERVATIQ

A

CoC reviawed and approved the fallowimg ceparts ang toak the
spprapripste zction:

1. "ACP-245's with Expiration Date Excesdsd™ 2 ACP (rev 2)
parsgraphs 141 thry 143,

45'5< Neithar Approved Nor Disupprovad” 1 ACE (rev 3)
povegranhs 418 thru 422,

3. "Appllcatlcis Pending Approval"”.
4. “"Ngads Determinaticn Net Yat Made™.
revigwed and sppraved request for axtensian on

mith Fard ¥ 2232 to Dacembder 31, 14%396. Preducer (s
far sluminun drap design from NRCS,

ANA- €O
wp3, Ed
waltling

CRP
1. dpc svigwed and approved revisiogn fop sarly qut tequésta
for the fallowing:
2. Magvin Brown Farn % 14531 Cortract & A 89.3 actras
b, Lowell Allez Farm & 607 Contract # 51icC
2. €0¢ poviewed and appreved 3 raguast to ppt prarste from
Stawart Gustafscn, Farm # 895 Cantrgct # 10B.
3. €OC peviewed 50ll rental rates and determingd No =hanqa and
negative resport zhonid da subnxtted.

(Fund Cods 60)

1. €OC|revieved gna appraoved tha folloving ACP-EAN:
a. Douglas Epel Farm # 3481  SLY § 763.00
"b. Wsyne Prunty Fars ® 3217 1% § 396.00
¢C. Mary K Williems Farm & 1317 SL4 8§ a66.00
3. PRODUGTION FLEXIBILITY
A. COG reviewed and approved Cousnty CommitTies reports of
recoagtitutions CED had previously appraved.
4. BOYR
'R+ COC discugsed progress.aon Bpd of Year Review aon K.6. Dorr
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S. A. Next mesgting date La September 12, 1994.
B. No further business.
€., COC adjourned st 11:30 a.m.
Wﬁ% , 3

County Syecutfive Director County Committisgsg
Chalrpersen
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. Exhible 1
JA USDA~ASCS Prepared! B.z9-gg
IROKEE . ANNUAL  JRVEY OF GOUNTY PARMLAND V UES  A$ OF! - Hu.z9.qg
sort I0: OBA4U2-ROU PAGE} L
yte Code! 19 éouuty Cude! 035 Repruery L, 1888 T e
FARMLAND AND MARKE' VALUES (Per Acrae) LOW | AVERAGE HIGH PCT.
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TEL NO: 5482B46254

INTHE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF IOWA

CENTRAL DIVISION
(0179 JENS FOR COMMUNITY )
IMPROVEMENT, )
)
Plaintiff, } CIVIL NO. 4-02.CV-10114
)
Vs, ) .. ORDER
)
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENTOF )
AGRICULTURE, )
)
Defendant. )

In compliance with this Court's Order of August 13, 2002, defendant has

subimitted the unredacted sudio tape and letter which are being sought by plaintiff'in their FOIA

request, The|Court has now conducted an in camers i

spection and finds that both the audio tape

and the letter{should be produced to plaintiff. The letter should be produced in an unredacted

form. The Court approves the redaction of the brief reference in the audio tape that refers to

Daorr's in:ra-ﬁrmilial relationships.

IT IS SO ORDERED,
Dated this 6™ day of September, 2002.
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Statement of Senator Thad Cochran

Senate Committee on Agriculture,
Nutrition, and Forestry

April 27, 2005

Mr. Chairman, thank you for holding this hearing. [ am
pleased to welcome Mr. Tom Dorr to the Committee today and
congratulate him on his nomination to serve as Under Secretary of

Agriculture for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven to be a dependable and resourceful
leader at the Department and his expertise in agriculture has
proven to be a valuable asset during his service over the past four

years at the Department of Agriculture.

The Rural Development Agency plays an important role in
helping rural communities improve economic opportunities for

their residents.
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The Rural Development Agency also assists rural
communities in gaining access to communication and broadband
technologies that provide valuable educational and economic
benefits. Ilook forward to working with Mr. Dorr on the programs

that are administered by the Rural Development Agency.
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Opening Statement of Senator Talent
Thomas Dorr

Under Secretary for Rural Development
April 27, 2005

Mr. Chairman, Thank you for holding this hearing and thank you to our
witness. Rural Development at USDA provides essential services to

communities in Missouri.

I support your nomination to be Under Secretary for Rural Development and

I look forward to working with you in your new capacity.

I have one question for our witness today: Just a few weeks ago, the Wall
Street Journal ran an article that clearly demonstrated the impact of ethanol
and biodiesel on rural America. Mr. Dorr, you know this. It has been a
tremendous economic boon to small communities in Missouri and across the

country.

The Bioenergy Program was established in the 2002 farm bill. This program
had a tremendous impact on the growth and expansion of renewable fuels by
providing hundreds of millions of dollars to producers for increasing ethanol

and biodiesel production.

The FY 2005 appropriations bill approved Program funding of $100 million.
The President’s 2006 budget proposes to continue to limit the CCC

bioenergy incentive program, to $60 million instead of $150 million
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provided by the Farm Bill. I'm sure it was an effort to reduce the overall

cost of the farm bill, but funding for biocenergy in FY07 was not authorized.

Once confirmed, I would like to work with you on efforts to extend and
continue to fund this important program. While the program is not
administered through your mission area, renewable fuels are vastly

important to rural America.
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illing Up
§. ethanol production, in millions
gakons -
o :
. feast— . Home Grown
ol in Midwest Investment Boom,
) Corn-to-Fuel Plants Multiply
: Betting on Ethanol, Farm Towns
] Gain Jobs and New Hope,

: i -+ But They Risk Overdeing It
jﬁuﬂlﬂ jiiiid i Road Show in the Loeal Gym
LI ;
ey 155, Erusgy ormiavon Admiviseaiion, + By SCOTT KILMAN )
esabte Fiow Aebatiatien Staff Reporter of THE WALL STREET JOURNAL

S . March 9, 2005; Page AT

NEVADA, lowa — Truck driver Dean Rogers made the biggest investment of his
life last year. He scraped together $25,000 for a stake in a plant to turn corn into
a gasoline substitute called ethanol.

"It's a big chunk of change,” said the 61-year-old Mr. Rogers, who has spent a
quarter-century driving from farm to farm delivering fuel. Tapping a bandaged
finger on his stenciled work shirt, he added, "I'm hoping it will be a big part of my
nest egg.”

Mr. Rogers is among thousands of farmers, teachers, storeowners, retirees and
others who have raided their savings and borrowed money to join the biggest
investment movement in rural America in decades. Driven in part by hopes of
reviving weak local economies, the investors, together with rural lenders, are
pouring billions of dollars into ethanol plants.

Ethanol -- which is distilied from corn essentially the way moonshine is - is
blended into gasoline, both stretching the fuel's supply and making it bum
cleaner. 8o far, the business is booming. With the price of gasoline up, so is
ethanol's, 40% in two years. The Chicago Board of Trade is about to launch a
futures contract in ethanol. Midwestern plants built by farmers' co-ops and private
companies, at a cost of $50 million to $125 million each, now are showering their
hometown investors with benefits.

In Oakley, Kan., population 2,173, a plant called Western Plains Energy has
created 30 jobs. Open just over a year, it has already paid its investors $2 million
in dividends. The town's lumberyard has reopened, a new bank has come in, the
truck stop is remodeling and people are fixing up homes.

Rushing to get aboard, other communities are offering tax deferrals, building
roads to plant sites and floating bond issues for construction. Banks eager to
support their communities are offering loans to buy stock, sometimes not
requiring the investors to put up any money of their own. The result is that 25
new ethanol plants are under construction, adding to an existing 83, a third of
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which are themselves less than three years old. In Minnesota, a single builder
has 42 more new plants on the drawing board.

"I've never seen people so excited,” says LaVon Schiliz, director of the
economic-development council in the lowa town of Nevada. Jeff Broin, who
builds ethanol plants from Sioux Falls, S.D., calls it "a bit like a gold rush."

But will it last? Ethanol's price is closely tied to that of gasoline and thus to the
price of crude oil -- currently high, but volatile and hard to predict. Ethanol plants
have little pricing power in case the cost of their raw material, corn, goes up.
Because ethanol usually costs more to make than gasoline, its usage depends
heavily on federal incentives and clean-air legistation -- which could change. An
earlier ethanol boom, in the 1980s, largely fizzled when oil prices fell.

Above all, the frenzy of plant building could outstrip demand, creating a glut that
would leave some farmers and townspeople with too little income to pay
investment debts. At the current rate of construction, by year-end the U.S. will
have the capacity to turn out four billion gallons of ethanol annually. Energy
Department economists don't see the need for that much ethanol for another five
years.

"Production is growing faster than demand," says Martin Andreas, a senior
adviser at Archer-Daniels-Midland Co. Tellingly, the commodity giant, which is
the biggest ethanol producer of all, has no plans to add capacity. Credit-rating
agency Standard & Poor's calls the industry "highly speculative.”

The idea of running cars partly on corn-derived alcohol has been a dream in the
rural Midwest for three decades. The advantages include new markets for corn,
reduced dependence on foreign oil and even environmental gains, since it's a
renewable fuel (although raising corn burns energy, too). it's a tempting concept
to fading farm communities long squeezed by flat grain prices and ever-tising
costs, particularly since new technology makes small ethanol plants affordable.
At a time when few Americans want a new oil refinery in their backyards, these
rural ethanol plants get an eager welcome.

The plants mix corn and water into a mash, add enzymes that turn starch to
sugar, cook the batch and then ferment it with yeast. They leave behind liquid
ethanol plus solids called distillers' grains. The operators sell the solids for
livestock feed and ship the ethanol off o fuel distributors to be mixed with
gasoline.

The resulting blend is higher in oxygen and burns more completely, thus polluting
the air less. The U.S. Clean Air Act requires areas with the worst pollution to use
clean-burning blends. Some once used fuel with an additive called MTBE that did
the same thing, but several states banned it because of groundwater-poliution
concerns -- a boost to ethanol. The U.8. also gives gasoline distributors a partial
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1o Thare alst aen tvo Racilities 1 California and ot

K Under comstuetion

k tax exemption for adding ethanol, and a law in one state,
. Minnesota, requires its use. In all, ethanol makes up nearly
3% of U.S. motor fuel.

: | Wall Street has littie to do with this decidedly grass-roots
“# | investment boom. Residents crowd into firehouses and

| gymnasiums for presentations, often by farmers, about

. plants with names like Tall Corn Ethanol and Amaizing

= Energy. Some listeners never bought stock before.
Prospectuses list how long directors have been married,

\ church affiliations and hobbies. "Enjoys singing in a

. barbershop quartet,” says one.

| When a group of farmers here in Nevada (pronounced na-
VAY-da) held a meeting about building a plant, the
community center filled with a crowd that included Terry

Souece: Revewavia Faely
Assouaton, Janasy 2005

Branstad, lowa's governor from 1983 to 1999. All $38 milfion
of shares in the business, Lincolnway Energy LLC, sold in 53 days. Buyers
inciuded a tractor mechanic, a school-bus driver and the ex-governor, who says
he invested $25,000.

The businesses aren't publicly traded, but their shares change hands through
services that keep track of who wants to sell and who wants to buy. Prices of
some shares roughly doubled last year. Some offerings, organized by farmers'
co-ops, are open only to active farmers.

Those who invested in the Midwest Grain Processors plant in Lakota, lowa,
population 255, reaped $5 million in dividends last year. That was a 25% return
on their two-year-old investment.

"By raising a bulk commodity like corn, this town had been at the lowest end of
the value chain. Now we're in the energy business," says banker Jim Bollig at
Farmers & Traders Savings Bank in nearby Bancroft, lowa. He says the bank
made loans to about 30 farmers, of up to $40,000 each, to buy ethanol-plant
stock.

A little of the new wealth trickled down to Spa Dee Dah in Bancroft, which
charges $55 for a men's facial and $45 for ear candling, a wax-removal
technique. "Ethanol is great for us," says owner Deb Goche, who launched her
spa after the plant opened.

Successes like these are tempting farmers who've just about given up on raising
grain in the face of rising export competition from low-cost places like Brazil. The
crop subsidies that in some years provide most of farmers' profit also appear
threatened. The Bush administration wants to cut some for budget reasons and
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has also signaled a willingness to curb subsidies to win a World Trade
Organization accord on other matters.

"Buying shares in an ethanol plant has to make more sense than trying to make a
living on $1.80 [per bushel] corn," said farmer Brian Wrage as he sipped coffee at
a truck stop in Lincoln, Hll. He and a group of other farmers are crisscrossing
lilinois seeking investors in a plant to be called lllini Bio-Energy. They hope to sell
$33 million of stock in it and borrow $50 million more.

Mr. Wrage, 51, who spends spare time giving out Gideon Bibles outside schools,
says he is putting $100,000 in the shares. Of that, $80,000 will come from a loan.
He knows he could lose it, and that "would be devastating.” But he says farming
has accustomed him to taking risks; it costs him $500,000 a year to farm his
1,375 acres, and many things beyond his control can waste his best efforts.

At one of his presentations, 50 farmers filled a golf-course banquet room at
Auburn, {Il., on a recent icy night. A banker stood up to say he'd brought forms for
people to apply for loans of up to $100,000 to become investors.

The room fell silent as Mr. Wrage laid out the forecast: a 19% return on
stockholders' investment in the second year of plant operation, rising to 24% by
the fourth year. "This is not a fairy tale," he said. Nobody challenged him.

The forecast came from Christianson & Associates, an accounting firm in
Willmar, Minn., that has advised more than 35 investor drives for ethanol plants.
It compiled the outlook from data the plant organizers supplied, such as 10-year
averages of corn and ethanol prices.

its forecasts don't account for how the plant-building boom might drive prices and
profits down by increasing supply. "We take their price data and put it into our
model," says John Christianson, 44, principal of the firm. A one-page disclaimer
in the 108-page stock offering says the firm didn't evaluate underlying
assumptions. "We aren't going to the level of examining or giving an opinion on
the forecast," Mr. Christianson says.

Mr. Wrage says organizers use the forecast "to show farmers why we think it is a
good investment.... | honestly, truly believe in the forecast. | see itas a
minimum.”

Also guiding the lllinois farmers was Jack Porter, a professional ethanol-stock
pitchman who books meeting rooms, places ads and prints handouts. A former
seed-corn executive, the solidly built 64-year-old from Omaha, Neb., knows his
audiences. He tells them homegrown ethanol is good both for their bank
accounts and for America, whose oil thirst entangles it with unfriendly nations.
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Mr. Porter is on retainer for a builder deeply involved in the ethanol boom:
Minnesotan Ron Fagen, who sits atop a network of ventures that do everything
from building and running plants to working on financing and marketing. A bear
of a man with a droopy mustache, Mr. Fagen, 56, operates from an office next
¢ to the only stoplight in Yellow Medicine County in southwest Minnesota. At

: opening ceremonies for new ethanol plants, he often buzzes the scene in his
World War ll-era P-51 Mustang fighter plane.

Mr. Fagen says he's currently building 12 ethanol plants and planning 42 more,
and his business's annual revenue has grown fivefold in four years to $300
million. He admits there's a chance all the expansion could create a glut. But he
says he's been hearing that warning "ever since | built my second plant,” and it
hasn't come true.

Scouts help Mr. Fagen find new places to build. Albert City, lowa, population 709,
has long been shrinking. Despite an upbeat sign on the road into town - "Visit
Albert City: How Swede it is" - the town's farm-equipment dealer went out of
business last year and the high school closed. Crops grow in an industrial park
that didn't attract a single tenant.

But to a Fagen scout, Albert City had the essential elements for an ethanol plant:
productive corn farms all around, a tall grain elevator, a railroad line and a
natural-gas line for energy. Now Mr. Fagen is about to start building a $125
million investor-owned plant that will bring in 45 jobs paying an average of
$40,000 a year, higher than the town average. Officials hope young families will
move in and build what would be the first new houses in town in decades.

Says Mr. Fagen: "We're changing the economy of the Corn Belt."

It's true in more than one way. Ethano! plants will consume about 12% of the
corn harvested by U.S. farmers last fall. An ethanol plant can draw in most of the
corn grown for tens of miles around. That means farmers don't haul it to the local
grain elevator for marketing, and a grain elevator that doesn't get grain is in
trouble. Fighting back, the farmer-owned elevator in Nevada decided it would be
the one that built an ethanol plant here, before somebody else did.

The country's largest farmer-owned cooperative, however, sees mostly risk when
it comes to ethanol. At the co-op, CHS Inc., Chief Executive John Johnson says,
"} think it is very likely the Midwest will be overbuilt soon."

A bill that nearly cleared Congress in 2003 would have required the oil industry,
by the year 2012, to use five billion gallons of ethanol annually. But that level of
production may be reached in as soon as two years. Now, some ethanol-industry
lobbyists are floating the idea of a federal mandate to use eight billion gallons a
year. Oil-industry officials are leery, and it isn't clear whether lawmakers can
resolve differences that sunk the previous legisiation.
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David Nelson, a farmer who's chairman of the two-year-old Midwest Grain
Processors ethanol plant in Lakota, lowa, is well aware of the overexpansion
threat. "it's starting to get crowded around here,” says Mr. Nelson, 52, sipping a
Corona in the smoky bar of Cattleman's Steak & Provisions near his Belmond,
lowa, farm. "In the back of our minds, we know there is to be a day of reckoning.”

But his solution isn't to cut back. It's {o grow big enough to survive a shakeout.
Midwest Grain Processors sold about $17 million more stock in January to
double the size of its plant. That means this plant alone will be able to make 100
million gallons a year. And its farmer owners are already thinking about where to
build a second plant.



282

QUESTIONNAIRE FOR UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE NOMINEES

BIOGRAPHICAL INFORMATION (PUBLIC)

Full name, (include any former names used),and City and State where
you currently reside.

Thomas C. Dorr
Alexandria, VA

Date and place of birth.

Cherokee, Iowa
27 June 46

Marital Status (include maiden name of wife or husband's name).
List spouse's occupation, employer's name and business
address (es) .

Ann Louise Allison-Dorr (Ann L. Dorr)

Education: List each college and graduate or professional school
you have attended, including dates of attendance, degrees
received, and dates degrees were granted.

Morningside College
Sioux City, Iowa
1964 - 1969

B.S.

June 1969

. Employment Record: ©List (by year) all business or professional

corporations, companies, firms, or other enterprises,
partnerships, institutions and organizations, nonprofit or
otherwise, including farms, with which you were connected as an
officer, director, partner, proprietor, or employee since
graduation from college; include a title and brief job
description.

December 12, 2003 - Present Senior Advisor to the Secretary of
Agriculture. Appointed by President George W. Bush.
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August 9, 2002 ~ December 11, 2003 Under Secretary of
Agriculture for Rural Development USDA. Appointed by President
George W. Bush

May 2001 - August 8, 2002 Consultant to USDA Rural
Development
2000 Chairman, Administrative Council, Grace United

Methodist Church - Marcus, Iowa

October 2000 ~ February 2001 Director, Donlar/Biomune Systenms
Inc., Bedford Park, Il1. The firm specializes in the development
and manufacture of bio-degradable polymers with applications in
the energy and agricultural production sectors.

1976 -~ 2001 President, Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm Company, Marcus,
Iowa. A farm operating company involved in the rental,
management, and custom farming of family and non-family owned
farm properties.

1980 -~ 2001 President, PGF Seeds Incorporated, Marcus, Iowa.
A personally held corporation whose primary business is the
contract production of soybean seed and operating an Iowa state
licensed grain elevator and warehouse. The company also retails
soybean seed.

1972 -~ 1976 Employee, H & M Dorr Farms, Marcus, Iowa.
Returned as employee of my Father and Uncle’s family farming
operation. Responsible for day to day crop and livestock
operations.

1969 ~ 1972 District Manager for the Measurement Research
Center, Iowa City, Iowa. Responsible for sample selection and
site administration of the testing programs for the National
Assessment of Educational Progress effort (NAEP) in select
regions of the country. This program continues today and is
being administered by the Education Commission of the States.

1993 - 2002 General Manager and Partner of Dorr Swine, LLC.
This is a family owned limited liability company which owns a
3600 head swine contract finishing facility.

19885 -~ 2002; General Manager and Partner of Dorrs’ North Pork
LLC. This is a family owned limited liability company which owns
a 4000 head swine finishing facility. Since 2002 I have been a
partner.
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1950 - 2002 Officer and Director Dorr Incorporated. A family
owned farm corporation which owns and operates farm land in the
Marcus, lowa area. Since 2002 I have been a stockholder of the
company.

1998 -~ 2002 President of Dorr Incorporated. A family owned
farm corporation which owns and operates farm land in the Marcus,
Iowa area.

1992 —~ 1998 Director - Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago.
Committee assignments included a term as Chairman of the
Personnel Committee and serving on the Executive Committee. As
board members, our primary responsibilities included bank
governance and the establishment of bi-weekly monetary policy
recommendations to the Board of Governors and the Federal Open
Market Committee.

1991 -~ 1997 Member - Iowa Board of Regents. Appointed by the
Governor of Iowa. The board is responsible for establishing
policy and the administration of the five Regents institutions of
Iowa, which included administering an annual budget in excess of
$ 2.0 billion. T held a variety of committee assignments, which
included a term as Chairman of the Banking Committee.

1990 - 1891 Director - Wallace Technology Transfer Foundation.
Appointed by the Governor of Iowa to a foundation established by
the Iowa State Legislature to formulate and implement plans and
programs for develcpment and transfer of technology to facilitate
commercialization by the private sector.

1990 - 1992 President & Director, Founding Member & Organizer,
Heartland Care Center, Marcus, Iowa. Organizer, founding member
and first elected President of the Board of Directors of
Heartland Care Center, a $2.8 million privately funded long term
care facility in Marcus. Facility was completed and opened in
July 1995.

1988 -~ 1991 Director, Founding Member & Organizer, Cherokee
County Area Economic Development Corporation -~ Cherokee, Iowa. A
non-profit corporation whose mission is to combine community and
rural resources into one focused economic development effort for
the county.

1987 President & Director, Founding Member & Organizer,
Chicago Central and Pacific Shippers Association, Aurelia, IA.

An association organized with the expressed purpose of providing
support and improving communications to the management of a
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struggling railroad while retaining the use and viability of a
major regional rail line. The effort was successful and the

organization disbanded.

1986 - 1988 Director, Marcus Economic Development Corporation
-~ Marcus, Iowa. A local non-profit volunteer organization whose
mission is to facilitate local economic growth. It is privately
funded.

1983 —~ 1986 Member, Cherokee County Board of Review -
Cherokee, Iowa. Appointed by the Cherokee County Board of
Supervisors. I served as one of a three member appointed panel
for a three year term, as provided by Iowa law, to adjudicate
taxpayer property tax assessment appeals.

1978 ~ 1986 Director and Officer, Natiocnal Corn Growers
Association - St. Louis, Mo. A farmer commodity organization
concerned with the development of farm economic and political
policies at national and international levels. Elected to board
by peers from Iowa.

1976 ~ 1985 Director and Officer, Iowa Corn Growers
Association - Des Mecines, IA. A farmer commodity organization
concerned with the development of farm economic and political
policies at national and international levels. A member and key
architect of the implementation of the first statewide corn check
off that was passed into law and instituted within the United

States.

Military Service: Have you had any military service? If so,
give particulars, including the dates, branch of service, rank or
rate, serial number and type of discharge received.

Yes. July 1966 - May 1968, Iowa Air National Guard, 185%™ Sioux
City, Iowa. Airman, forget specific rank. Honorable Discharqge,
May 1968.

Government Service: State (chronologically) your government
service or public offices you have held, including the terms of
service grade levels and whether such positions were elected or
appointed.

December 10, 2003 to present. Senior Advisor to the Secretary of
Agriculture. Appointed by President George W. Bush.
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Rugust 9, 2002 to December 10, 2003. Under Secretary of
Agriculture for Rural Development. Appointed by President George
W. Bush.

May 2001 to August 8, 2002. Consultant to USDA’'s Office of Rural
Development. Appointed by President George W. Bush.

Honors and Awards: List any scholarships, fellowships, honorary
degrees, and honorary society memberships that you received and
believe would be of interest to the Committee.

None

Other Memberships: List all organizations to which you belong,
excluding religious organizations.

National Corn Growers Association, Iowa Corn Growers Association,
Iowa Soybean Association, Iowa Farm Bureau Federation, Agi-
Business Association of Iowa, Marcus, Iowa Chamber of Commerce,
Republican Party of Iowa, Cherokee County Rural Water District,
Iowa Lakes Electric Cooperative, First Farmers Coop Association,
Cherokee, Iowa, Farmers Cooperative Society, Sioux Center, Iowa,

Published Writings: List the titles, publishers, and dates of
boocks, articles, reports, or other published materials (including
published speeches) you have written. Please include on this
list published materials on which you are listed as the principal
editor. It would be helpful to the Committee if you could
provide one copy of all published material that may not be
readily available. Also, to the maximum extent practicable,
please supply a copy of all unpublished speeches you made during
the past five years on issues involving agriculture, nutrition,
forestry or commodity futures policy or related matters.

None.

Speeches made while serving as Under Secretary of Rural
Development may be viewed at the following website address.
2002 - www.rurdev. usda.gov/scrty/2002speeches.html

2003 ~ www.rurdev.usda.gov/scrty/2003speeches.html

11. Health: What is the present state of your health?

Excellent
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FINANCIAL DATA AND CONFLICT OF INTEREST {(PUBLIC)

Have you severed all connections with your immediate past private
sector employers, business firms, associations, and/or
organizations?

Dorr’s North Pork operating business and real estate has been
sold. The company is in the process of filing final tax return.
I have no management office or responsibility for the company.

Dorr Inc. is a family corporation, in which I have a 10%
interest. Because Dorr Inc. carries out no farming other
business operations, and receives no farm-related income except
for cash rentals received from the lease of its land, my
continued ownership interest, and my receipt of my share of any
dividends, if issued, will result in no conflict of interest with
the duties I will perform if confirmed to serve in the positions
for which I have been nominated.

Dorxr’s Pine Grove Farm Co. ceased all farming operations in 2002,
it has no farm land holdings. Some of its buildings, including
the granary, are being rented to the tenants cash renting my and
other family farm ground. My wife Ann serves as the President
and sole board member. DPGFC owns a scale house and bin site,
which is located on land owned by me. I have liquidated most of
the equipment of DPGFC. My only remaining sources of income from
this company would be: the sale of remaining equipment, the cash
lease payments and any investments of the company, as listed on
my SF278 and submitted financial statements. Unless I have
recelved an authorization pursuant to §2635.502(d), I will
disqualify myself from participating in any particular matter in
which the lessee of DPGFC is or represents a party.

Melvin G Dorr Irrev. Family Trust of which I have a 1/6%
beneficial interest. This Trust owns 288 acres of farmland in
Towa, which is currently leased on a fixed payment cash lease.
Subsequent to my appointment as Under Secretary for Rural
Development, neither I nor my spouse or minor children will have
any ownership interest or management role, or be actively engaged
in the farming operations conducted on such lands.

Thomas C. Dorr - I own 291 acres of farmland in Cherokee County,
Iowa, which is currently leased on a fixed payment cash lease.
Subsequent to my appointment as Under Secretary for Rural
Development, neither I, nor my spouse or minor children will have
any ownership interest or management role, or be actively engaged
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in any farming operations conducted on such lands.

Thomas and Ann Dorr Roth, LLC.- My wife and I own together the
Thomas and Ann Dorr Reth LLC {TADR). The Security National Bank
of Sioux City, Iowa, acts as trustee. This company owns 86 acres
of farmland in Cherokee County, IA. The land was rented on a
cash lease basis. Because TADR carries out no farming or other
business operations and received no farm-related income, except
for cash rentals received from the lease of its land, my
continued ownership interest and my receipt of my share of the
rental income received will result in no conflict of interest
with the duties I will perform if confirmed to serve in the
positions for which I have been nominated.

List sources, amounts and dates of all anticipated receipts from
deferred income arrangements, stock options, incomplete contracts
and other future benefits which you expect to derive from
previous business relationships, professional services, firm
memberships, former employers, clients, or customers.

Dorr’s North Pork, LLC. - Limited partnership equity distribution
as a result of dissolution of company. Estimated in the amount
of $85,000 in the next 180 days.

Do you, or does any partnership or closely held corporation in
which you have an interest, own or operate a farm or ranch? (If
yes, please give a brief description including location, size and
type of operation.)

Yes, the following.

Thomas C. Dorr 291 acres of land in Cherokee, County, Iowa
Thomas C. & Ann L Dorr Roth IRA LLC 86 acres of land in
Cherokee County, Iowa

Dorr Incorporated 265 acres of land in Cherokee, County, Iowa

Thomas C. Dorr’s; Thomas C. Dorr & Ann L. Dorr Roth IRA LLC's;
and Dorr Incorporated’s property is farmland on which we produce
corn and soybeans. Dorr Inc. is a family farm corporation
founded in the late 1%40’s. I own 12% of the stock.

Dorrs’” North Pork is a shell company, formerly in the business of
contract swine feeding, and now in the process of being
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dissolved. It is owned in Limited Liability (partnership)
arrangement with several Brothers, my Mother, and one cousin.
The only asset presently owned by the company is cash. The
facilities have been sold and the company is being dissolved.

. Have you, or any partnership or closely held corporation in which

you have an interest, ever participated in Federal commodity
price support programs? ({(If yes, provide all details including
amounts of direct government payments and loans received or
forfeited by crop and farm, etc. during the past five years.)

Yes
See attached Item “Addendum 4a’”

Have you, or any partnership or closely held corporation in
which you have an interest, ever received a direct or
guaranteed loan from or cosigned a note to the Rural
Business-Cooperative Service, Rural Housing Service, the
Rural Utilities Service or their predecessor agencies, the
Farmers Home Administration, the Rural Development
Administration, the Rural Housing and Cooperative
Development Service or the Rural Electrification
Administration? (If yes, give details of any such loan
activity during the past 5 years.)

Yes, but not in the last five years.

Have you, or any partnership or closely held corporation in which
you have an interest, ever received payments for crop losses from
the Federal Crop Insurance program? (If yes, give details.)

Yes

1993 - Due to excess rain crop production was impeded and Dorr’s
Pine Grove Farm Co. and I, personally, received indemnity
payments

from crop insurance coverage provided by our Multi-Peril Crop
Insurance policies

2000 - Due to drought crop production was impeded and Dorr’s Pine
Grove Farm Company, Dorr Inc., and I, personally, received
indemnity payments from crop insurance coverage provided by our
CRC 80 insurance policies.

If confirmed, do you have any plans, commitments, or agreements
to pursue outside employment or engage in any business or
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vocation, with or without compensation, during your service with
the government? (If so, explain.)

No

Do you have any plans to resume employment, affiliation, or
practice with your previous employers, business firms,
associations, or organizations after completing government
service? (If yes, give details.)

Yes, return to my farming and grain business operations.

Has anyone made a commitment to employ you or retain your
services in any capacity after you leave government service? (If
yes, please specify.)

No

Identify all investments, obligations, liabilities, or other
relationships which involve potential conflicts of interest in
the position to which you have been nominated.

As to my nomination for Under Secretary for Rural Development, I
have modest equity interests in a number of publicly traded
entities, which could conceivably be a party to, or be directly
and substantially affected by, a particular matter which could
arise within USDA and within in the purview of the Under
Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development. Those entities
are: (1) McLeod USA; (2) Citigroup Inc.; (3) Farmers Co-op
Society, Sioux Center, Iowa:; (4) General Electric; (5) First
Farmers Coop Association, Cherokee, IA: (6) Farmers Cooperative,
Hinton, IA

In anticipation of receiving the traditional companion
nomination, that of board member of the Commodity Credit
Corporation, I own Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm Company. This company
was formerly an operating company and now owns a few pieces of
equipment.

I also have minority interests in Dorr Inc., a family farming
corporation, a family trust established by my deceased Father,
potential enjoyment of three additional family trusts established
by my deceased Father, and Dorr’s North Pork LLC, which is a
family owned Limited Liability Company, that had been involved in
contract swine feeding operations and is now being dissolved.

I have outstanding loan arrangements with the following lending
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institutions: Northwestern State Bank, Orange City, Iowa; and
National City Mortgage of Dayton, Ohio.

Have you ever received a government guaranteed student lean? If
20, has it been repaid?

Yes, it has been fully repaid.

If confirmed, explain how you will resolve any potential conflict
of interest, including any that may be disclosed by your responses
to the above items.

Please see attached Ethics Agreement dated April 25, 2005
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USDA

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE
Office of the
Assistant Secretary
for Administration Bob Sturm
. Chief Clerk
Office of Eibics Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry
1400 Independence United States Senate
Avene SW ~Washington, D.C. 20250
Washington, DC
20250-0122 Dear Mr. Sturm:

Enclosed is a copy of an ethics agreement, dated April 25, 2005, executed by
Thomas C. Dorr, who was nominated to serve as Undersecretary for Rural
Development. This ethics agreement supercedes the ethics agreement executed
by Mr. Dorr on March 17, 2005.

The enclosed ethics agreement amends the March 17, 2005, agreement by adding
‘the following interest to the list of assets found on pages 1 and 2 of the previous
agreement:

McLeod USA, Inc.
First Cooperative Association of Cherokee, Jowa
Farmers Cooperative of Hinton, Jowa

Based upon the information contained in his Financial Disclosure Report and the
aforementioned ethics agreement, I can see nothing that would give rise to a
conflict of interest or appearance thereof with respect to the position for which he
has been nominated.

Director
Office of Ethics

Enclosures
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USDA
|

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE
Officc of the
Assistant Secretary March 17, 2005
for Administration
f Ethi .
Offce of Eihics Honorable Marilyn L. Glynn
1400 Independence Acting Director
Avenue SW U.S. Office of Government Ethics
Washington, DC 1201 New York Avenue, N.W. — suite 500
20250-0122 Washington, D.C. 20005

Dear Ms. Glynn:

Enclosed is a copy of the SF 278, Public Financial Disclosure Report submitted
by Thomas C. Dorr, who was nominated on March 10, 2005, to serve as
Undersecretary for Rural Development and as traditional, also as a board member
of the Commodity Credit Corporation (CCC). I have reviewed and signed Mr.
Dorr’s SF 278 as this Department’s designated agency ethics official.

This letter also covers an ethics agreement in the form of a letter from Mr. Dorr,
dated March 17, 2005, in which he agrees to:

» Disqualify himself from personal and substantial participation in particular
matters that directly and predictably affect his personal farming interests in:
Melvin G. Dorr Tirevocable Family Trust; Thomas and Ann Dorr Roth LLC;
Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm Co.; Dorr’s North Pork LLC; and Dorr, Inc.;

* Disqualify himself from personal and substantial participation in particular
matters that directly and predictably affect his investment interests in
Citigroup, Inc., General Electric, and Farmers Co-op Society; and

* Disqualify himself from participating in particular matters in which
Northwestern State Bank is, or represents, a party.

Based upon the information contained in his Financial Disclosure Report and the

aforementioned ethics agreement, I can see nothing that would give rise to a conflict of

interest or appearance thereof with the position for which he has been nominated.
Sincerely,

Raymond J. Sheehan

Alternate Agency Ethics Official

Enclosures
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20250

April 25,2005

Mr. John C. Surina

Designated Agency Ethics Official
U.S. Department of Agriculture
Washington, DC 20250-0122

Dear Mr. Surina:

The purpose of this letter is to describe the steps that I intend to take to avoid any actual
or apparent conflict of interest in the event that I am confirmed for the position of Under
Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development, and as is traditional, also as a board member
of the Commodity Credit Corporation (CCC). The position of Under Secretary of
Agriculture for Rural Development plays no role in the supervision or implementation of
Federal farm programs; however, in the event I am confirmed to serve as well as a member
of the Board of Directors of the CCC, I will share responsibility for oversight and
implementation of such programs. The steps detailed below take into account any potential
conflicts or appearances thereof associated with both of these positions.

Overall, I understand that, as required by 18 U.S.C. § 208(a), I may not participate
personally and substantially in any particular matter that has a direct and predictable effect on
my financial interests or those of any other person whose interests are imputed to me, unless
1 first obtain a written waiver, pursnant to section 208(b)(1), or qualify for a regulatory
exemption, pursuant to section 208(b)(2). [ further understand that the interests of the
following persons are imputed to me: my spouse, minor children, or any general partner; any
organization in which I serve as officer, director, trustee, general partner, or employee; and
any person or organization with which I am negotiating or have an arrangement concerning
prospective employment.

1. Matters Pertinent to the Position of Under Secretary
of Agriculture for Rural Development

Ihave modest financial interests in five entities, each of which could conceivably be a
party to, or be directly and substantially affected by, a particular matter that could arise
within USDA and within the purview of the Under Secretary for Rural Development. For the
reasons noted with respect to cach, these entities are:

e Citigroup, Inc. (a banking institution, some of whose subsidiaries participate in Rural
Development guaranteed loans)

FNCTOW AR RIIETI TV e n S
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¢  General Electric Co. (which manufactures electrical generating turbines which may
be used by rural electrical utilities)

e Farmers Co-op Society, Sioux Center, lowa; First Coop. Association of Cherokee,
Iowa; and Farmers Coop Company of Hinton, lowa (entities which could apply to
participate in programs and activities conducted by USDA's Rural Business-
Cooperative Service). i

e  MocLeod USA, Inc. (one of the largest independent telecommunications service
providers and which may participate in Rural Development's rural utility programs—
listed in an abundance of caution as the company 1s engaged in restructuring
negotiations, and the company has advised that its preferred and common
shareholders are unlikely to receive any recovery).

In the event I am confirmed, I will not participate personally and substantially in any
particular matter that will have a direct and predictable effect on the financial interests of
these entities, unless I first obtain a written waiver or qualify for a regulatory exemption. 1
also agree to notify you should I acquire any financial interest in any electric or telephone
utility companies, or companies that provide Internet service.

2. Matters Pertinent to the Position of Board Member
of the Commodity Credit Corporation

I own farming interests in Towa. Additionally, I have ownership interests in entities
known as (1) Dorr's Pine Grove Farm Co., (2) Thomas and Ann Dorr Roth LLC, (3) Dorr's
North Pork LLC, Dorr, Inc, and (4) Dorr, Inc. Finally, I have a loan with Northwestern State
Bank of Orange City, Iowa.

s Personal Farming Interests

Town 280 acres of farmland in Cherokee County, Iowa, which is currently leased on a
fixed payment cash lease. Subsequent to my appointment as Under Secretary for Rural
Development, neither 1, nor my spouse or minor children will have any ownership interest or
management role, or be actively engaged in any farming operations conducted on such lands.
Further, the returns that other family members and I receive will be based solely upon the
value of the rental lands and will bear no relationship to the profitability of the farming
operations conducted on such lands. Under 5 C.F.R. § 2635.502, I will disqualify myself
from participating in any particular matter in which the lessee of this land--or any other
lessee of mine--is, or represents a party unless I have received an authorization pursuant to
§ 2635.502(d). As a result, no conflict of interest will exist between my continued ownership
of this land and the duties I will perform if confirmed.

I own a 1/6™ interest in the Melvin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust (MGDIFT). This
trust owns 288 acres of farmland in fowa, which is currently leased on a fixed payment cash
lease. Subsequent to my appointment as Under Secretary for Rural Development, neither I,
nor my spouse or minor children will have any ownership interest or management role, or be
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actively engaged in the farming operations conducted on such lands. Further, the returns that
other family members and I receive will be based solely upon the value of the rental lands
and will bear no relationship to the profitability of the farming operations conducted on such
lands. Under 5 C.F.R. § 2635.502, I will disqualify myself from participating in any
particular matter in which the lessee of the MGDIFT is, or represents a party unless I have
received an authorization pursuant to § 2635.502(d). As a result, no conflict of interest will
exist between my continued ownership of the MGDIFT and the duties I will perform if
confirmed. Although I cannot currently envision a situation where this trust could lead to a
conflict of interest with my proposed duties, in an abundance of caution, I will also disqualify
myself from participating personally and substantially in any particular matter that will have
a direct and predictable effect on the MGDIFT.

Additionally, there are certain family-owned lands-—consisting of approximately 300
acres——that under the Internal Revenue Code must be separately addressed. Upon the death
of my father in 1998, and in connection with the probate of his estate, a Qualified Family-
Owned Business Exclusion was utilized with respect to this property. As a result, title to
these lands is held jointly by the Melvin G. Dorr Residual Trust (MGDR Trust), and the
Margaret L. Dorr Qualified Terminable Interest Property Marital Deduction Trust (MLD
QTIP Trust). As a condition to the use of the described exclusion, the two named trusts and
the "family business" on which the exclusion is based must maintain a material interest in the
operation, and the farming activities on the lands must continue to be operated by family
members for the balance of the 10-year period that commenced in 1999. Thave resigned as a
trustee, and my mother and brother serve and will continue to serve as Managing Trustees of
these trusts. The acreage in question is and will continue to be custom farmed by an
operating entity, and the trusts will receive income from the crops produced thereof. 1 will
disqualify myself from participating personally and substantially in any particular matter that
will have a direct and predictable effect on the aforementioned trusts.

e Thomas and Ann Dorr Reth, LLC

My wife and 1 own together the Thomas and Ann Dorr Roth LLC (TADR). The Security
Bank of Sioux City Iowa acts as trustee. This company owns 86 acres of farmland in
Cherokee County, fowa. The land was recently rented on a cash lease basis. Because TADR
carries out no farming or other business operations and receives no farm-related income
except for cash rentals received from the lease of its land, my continued ownership interest
and my receipt of my share of the rental income received will result in no conflict of interest
with the duties I will perform if confirmed to serve in the positions for which I have been
nominated. To assure that no conflict of interest will exist, in the event I am confirmed, I
will, as required by 18 U.S.C. § 208(a), disqualify myself from participating personally and
substantially in any particular matter that will have a direct and predictable effect on TADR.
Additionally, under 5 CF.R. § 2635.502, I will disqualify myself from participating in any
particular matter in which the lessee of the land owned by Dorr, Inc. or the Security Bank of
Sioux City is or represents a party, unless I have received an authorization pursuant to
§2635.502(d).
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» Dorr's Pine Grove Farm Co

Dorr's Pine Grove Farm Company (DPGFC) is a farm operating company which I own
in its entirety, and which is established under the laws of Iowa and qualified under chapter 1,
subchapter C, of the Internal Revenue Code. DPGFC currently conducts no farming
operations. DPGFC owns a scale house and bin site, which is located on land owned by me.
The scale house and bins are cash leased to a farmer, who uses the property for his own
storage. I have no management office or responsibility for the company and will not assume
any such office or responsibility during my tenure at USDA. I have liquidated most of the
equipment of DPGFC. My only remaining sources of income from this company would be:
the sale of the remaining equipment, the cash lease payments and any investments of the
company. [ will disqualify myself from participating personally and substantially in any
particular matter that will have a direct and predictable effect on DPGFC. Under 5 C.F.R. §
2635.502, I will disqualify myself from participating in any particular matter in which the
lessee of DPGFC is, or represents a party unless I have received an authorization pursuant to
§ 2635.502(d).

s Dorrs' North Pork LLC

Dorrs’ North Pork LLC is a limited liability corporation situated in Cherokee county,
lowa, in which I have a 21% equity interest and a 35% income interest. The company has
been engaged in contract swine feeding operations. I have no management office or
responsibility for the company and will not assume any such office or responsibility during
my tenure at USDA. The assets and business of the company have been sold leaving only
cash. While employed at USDA, my only income from my ownership interest in Dorrs'
North Pork will be a receipt of my share of the proceeds of the sale of corporate assets and
any undistributed profits. The corporation will engage in no business activities during my
tenure with USDA. Further, the corporation will file a final return and be dissolved within
120 days.

s Dorr, Inc.

Dorr, Inc. is a family corporation, in which I have a 10% ownership interest. The
corporation owns approximately 280 acres of land, as well as cash and securities. Because
Dorr, Inc. carries out no farming or other business operations, and receives no farm-related
income except for cash rentals received from the lease of its land, my continued ownership
interest, and my receipt of my share of the rental income received, will result in no conflict of
interest with the duties I will perform if confirmed to serve in the positions for which I have
been nominated. To assure that no conflict of interest will exist, in the event I am confirmed,
Twill, as required by 18 U.S.C. § 208(a) disqualify myself from participating personally and
substantially in any particular matter that will have a direct an predictable effect on Dorr, Inc.
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Additionally, under 5 C.F.R. § 2635.502, I will disqualify myself from participating in any
particular matter in which the lessee of Dorr, Inc. is, or represents a party unless T have
received an authorization pursuant to § 2635.502(d).

¢ Outstanding Loans

I have an outstanding loan with Northwestern State Bank, Orange City, Jowa. 1have
previously disqualified myself from participating in any particular matters in which this
lending institution is, or represents, a party until such time as my debt to it has been
extinguished, unless I receive an authorization pursuant to § 2635.502(d). This
disqualification will continue so long as I am employed by USDA.

I believe that the steps I have agreed to take, as outlined above, will assure that no
conflict of interest or appearance thereof will exist between my personal financial interests
on the one hand, and the duties I will perform as Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural
Development and as a member of the Board of Directors of the CCC on the other.

Sincerely,

G,

Thomas C. Dorr
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April 22, 2005

Honorable Saxby Chambliss

Chairman

Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry
United States Senate

Washington, D.C. 20510-6000

Dear Mr. Chairman:

On March 15, 2004, a copy of my SF-278, Executive Branch Public Financial Disclosure Report,
required in connection with my nomination to serve as Under Secretary for Rural Development at
the Department of Agriculture was submitted to the U.S. Office of Government Ethics. That
report contained all required financial information for calendar year 2004 and for the current
calendar year through March 17, 2005.

The Ethics in Government Act of 1978, as amended, also requires that [ update certain of the
information reported on the SF-278, i.e., that required by section 102¢a)(1)(A) of the Act,
respecting income (other than my Federal salary and dividends, interest, rents, and capital gains)
and honoraria, to a date which occurs not more than five days before the date of the hearing to be
held by your Committee to consider my nomination. The hearing to be held on my nomination is
scheduled for April 27, 2005. The purpose of this leiter is to report that since 1 filed my Financial
Disclosure Report, I have the following additional information, not normally reported pursuant to
the Ethics in Government Act.

i. CY 2004 Federal Earned Income - $126,103.00

2. CY 2005 through Pay Period 06, Federal Earned Income - $39,735.00

[ trust that this letter satisfies the additional applicable reporting requirements contained in the
Ethics in Government Act.

LBy

Thomas C. Dorr
Nominee for Under Secretary for Rural Development of
the Department of Agriculture

Sincerely,

cc:  Hon. Marilyn Glynn, Acting Director, US Office of Government Ethics
John Surina, USDA Designated Agency Ethics Official
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L% United States .
2 Office of Government Ethics

% 1201 New York Avenue, NW,, Suite 500
% Washington, DC 20005-3917

April 26, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss

Chairman

Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition,
and Forestry

United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510-6000

Dear Mr. Chairman:

on March 23, 2005, we transmitted to the Committee the
financial disclosure report filed by Thomas C. Dorr, who was
nominated by President Bush for the position of Under Secretary
for Rural Development and for the position of Menber, Board of
Dixectors of the Commodity Credit Corporation, Department of
Agriculture. Also enclomged was a letter dated March 17, 2005,
from Mr. Dorr to the Department’'s ethics official, discussing his
ethics commitments and outlining the steps that he would take to
avoid conflicts of interest, and our opinion with respect
thereto.

Mr. Dorr has revised his financial disgclosure form to add
financial interests in two additional cooperative societies, and
also to correct the value of his Exxon Mobil Corporation stock.
In addition, he has amended his ethics agreement to state that he
will not participate personally and substantially in any
particular matter that will directly and predictably affect the
financial interests of the cooperative societies. He alsgo has
added a commitment not to participate personally and
substantially in any particular matter that will have a direct
and predictable effect on the financial interests of McLeod USA,
Inc., in which he holds a de minimis financial interest. I
understand that you have received coples of these amended
documents.

QGE - 106
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The Honorable Saxby Chambliss
Page 2

We have reviewad the amended ethics agreement and financial
disclosure form provided by Mr. Dorr. Accordingly, we continue
to believe that Mr. Dorr is in compliance with applicable laws
and regulations governing conflicts of interest.

Sincerely,

Maiky 744

Marilyn L. Glynn
General Counsel
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United States .
Office of Government Ethics

1201 New York Avenue, NW., Suite 500
Washington, DC 20005-3917

March 23, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss

Chairman

Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition,
and Forestry

United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510-6000

Dear Mr. Chairman:

In accordance with the Ethics in Government Act of 1978, I
enclose a copy of the financial disclosure report filed by
Thomas C. Dorr, who has been nominated by President Bush for the
position of Under Secretary for Rural Development and for the
position of Member, Board of Directors of the Commodity Credit
Corporation, Department of Agriculture.

We have reviewed the report and have also obtained advice
from the Department of Agriculture concerning any possible
conflict in light of its functions and the nominee's proposed
duties. Also enclosed is a letter dated March 17, 2005, from
Mr. Dorr to the Department’s ethics official, outlining the
steps which Mr. Dorr will take to avoid conflicts of interest.
Unless a specific date has been agreed to, the nominee must
fully comply within three months of his confirmation date with
the actions he agreed to take in his ethics agreement.

Based thereon, we believe that Mr. Dorr is in compliance
with applicable laws and regulations governing conflicts of

interest.

Sincerely,

My 7 7

Marilyn L. Glynn
Acting Director

Enclosures

OGE - 106
Avgust 1992



304

(Rev. 03/2000)
SCFRPart 2634

1.8, Office of Govemnment Ethics.

Executive Branch Personnel PUBLIC FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE REPORT
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Roth IRA: «u_EOO Total xm urn Fund
Sold 11/30/04 - Purchased 4/22/02

N

Roth IRA: Cendant Corp
Sold 11/30/04 - Purchased 12/8/03

o

Roth IRA:Chicago Mercantile Exchange
Soid 6/2/04 & 7/6/04
Purchased 4/7/03, 10/9/03, 6/8/04

IS

Roth [RA! Intet Corporation
Sold 11/30/04 - Purchased 11/27/02

@

Roth (RA: Oakmark Fund
Part Sold 11/30/04
Purchased 3/16/02, 4/22102, 10/21/02

£

Roth IRA: Pfizer inc.
Sold 11/3/0/04 - Purchased 10/21/02
No nmu;m. @m,:m

The spouse or dependent
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$278 {Rev. O
S CFR Pant 3634

U.S. Office of Government Ethics
TEehorung Indrvid:

Roth IRA, Gualoomm
Purchased 11/27/02

~

Roth IRA: Wal-Mart Stores Inc.
Saotd 11/30/04, Purchased 10/22/02
& 10/8/03, Mo capital gains

©

Roth IRA: Exxon Mobit Corp
Purchased 12/30/03

IS

Roth IRA! Isis Pharmaceuticals
$oid 5/6/04 - Purchased 6/2/03

e

Roth IRA: Merriit Lynch & Co
Sold 5/6/04 - Purchased 12/10/03
No capital gains

e

Roth [RA: Target Corporal
Sold 11/30/04 - Purchased 10/8/03

~

Roth IRAT Washington Mutual ing.
Sold 11/30/04 - Purchased §/8/03

o

Roth IRAT Schwab Money Market Fund

@

itk the o her categ

Cannot be

solely that of the filer’s spouse or dependent

%
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SE27% (Rev. 03/2000)

Pave Momber

2 1John Hancock Fiexibie V:
Insurance Policy--Invested in Jahint

ancock Large Cap Equity Fund

3 {Simple {RAD American Intt Group Inc
Purchased 11/27/02

4 |Simple IRA: Schwab Money Market
Fund

5 |Simple IRAL Chi
Exchange - Sold 8/2/04 & 7/6/04

€
Purchased 1/20/04

7 {Schwab Access Account - Sch Govt

J |[Cash Reserves (Money Market)

Tennessee Farmers Assurance Co.

ssevincome is either that of the file

e or jointly held by the filer with the spowuse or dependent children,

ons Cannot be Used,
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21410 \RgY. varewuy,
5 CF.R Pan 2634
U.S. Office of Government Ethics.

Reporng Individuars

OORR, Thomas C

Spouse - IRAs

(23

Rath IRA: Schwab Money Market
Fund

X3

Roth IRA: Sysco Corporation
Sold 11/30/04 - Purchased 10/21/02

» s

Roth IRA PIMCO Taotal Return Fund
Seld 11/30/04 - Purchased 4/22/02

(R

Rath IRA Vanguard Heaith Care Fund
Part Soid 12/1/04 - Purchased 10/22/02

o

Roth IRA; Citigroup Inc.
Soid 11/20/04 - Purchased 13/27/02

@w -~

Reth IRAT Johnson & Johnson
Sold 1/20/04 - Purchased 10/22/02

0 e

Raoth IRA: Microseft Corporation
Sola 12/6/04 - Purchased 11/27/02
No capitat gains

w e

Roth IRA: Oakmark Fund
Part Sold 11/30/04
Purchased 3/15/02 & 4/22/02

This category applies only it the asset/income is solel

mark the other higher categ

Cannot be Used,

ty that of the tiler's spouse ot dependent chi

i

dren. 1 the assevincome 15 either that of the

Honoratia

Treld by the

(Her with the spuuse or dependent ¢
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SF278 (Rev, 03/2000)
5 CFRPan 2634
.S, Office of Goverament Ethics

duals Name

DORR, Thomas C.

Date
(Mo, Das

Sold 11/30/04 - Purchased 9/9/03
Na capitat gains

orcast Corp New CL A
Sold 5/6/04 - Purchased 10/27/03
No capital gains

[N

Sold 5/6/04 - Purchased 10/16/03
No capital gains

Rofh IRA Emerson Eiectric

Sold 5/6/04 - Purchased 12/30/03
No capital gaing

Roth IRA: Practer & Gambie Co
Sold 11/30/04 - Purchased 12/8/03

0 »

[

S

Roth 1RA: Qualcomm inc.
Purchased 1/20/04

@

Roth IRA:Chicago Mercantile Exchange
Sold 7/6/04 - Purchased &/6/04

w -~

Roth IRA! Exxon Mobit Corporation
Purchased 5/6/04
R

mﬂl)m

his category applies only if the asset/income is solely that of the filer's spouse or ) 5] id by the filer with the spouse
iark the other higher categ
Prior Editions Cannot be Used.

oF dependent Chilgren,
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Dor's Pine Grove Farm Co.
Marciss, 1A - 100% interest
-Includes Scale House & Bin Site
Dorr's Pine Grove Farm Co.

~

Other

£ Incorie’]

((Specify
Type &
Actual
Amount)

Non-Starfink farmers' class action
iitigation over defective corn seed.
Dorr's Pine Grove Farm Co.

Class action
Setiiement
$3358

Cendant Corporation
Sold 12/23/04 - Purchased 12/30/03
Dort’s Pine Grove Farm Co.

»

Electronic Data Systems Corp
Sold 11/26/04 - Purchased 11/25/02
Darr's Pine Grove Farm Co.

»

Broadwing Corp (formerly Corvis)
Purchased 9/9/03, 1/16/04, 11/28/04
Dorr's Pine Grove Farm Co.

B

Exxon Mobil Corporation
Purchased 12/30/03
Darr's Pine Grove Farm Co.

Chicago Mercantile Exchange
Sold 7/6/04 - Purchased 8/8/04
Dosr's Fine Grove Farm Co.

»

Lanoptics Ltd
Purchased 12/23/04

his category applics only if the assevincome is solely that of 4

mark the other higher categ

chaldren.

ns Caneot be Used.
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Metvin G Daorr Irrevocable Family Trust
{1/8th bene the trust)

»

Melvin G Dorv irrevocable Family Trust
288 acres lowa farmland
Alt acreage previously in the trust,

Date

:{Mo., Day,

¥y
7 Only i

i1 Honoraria

K-1 Income
$4.507 16 TCD

Melvin G Dorr Irrevocabie Farmity Trust
Citigroup Inc - Sold 12/6/04
Purchased 1/4/02 - No capital gains

Melvin G Dorr trrevocable Family Trust
General Electric Co - Sold 12/5/04
Purchased 1/4/02 - No capital gains

>

Melvin G Dorr rrevocable Family Trust
Home Depot Inc - Sold 12/6/04
Purchased 1/4/02 - No capilal gains

@

Melvin G Dorr Irrevocabie Family Trust
Intel Corp - Sold 12/6/04
Purchased 1/26/99 - No capital gains

-

Melvin G Dorr Ircevecable Family Trust
Medtronic inc - Soid 12/6/104
Purchased 1/4/02 - No capital gains

@

Melvin G Dorr Irrevocabie F
Merrilf Lynch & Co - Soid 12/
Purchased 1/4/02

©

Melvin G Dorr frrevocable Family Trust
Millennium Pharmaceuticals Inc
Soid 12/6/04 - Purchased 1/4/02

is category applics only it the asse

mark the other higher categ

Prior Editions Cannot be Used
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G Dorr Irrevocable Famity Trust
Wal-Mart Stores inc - Sold 12/6/04
Purchased 1/4/02 - No capital gaing.
Melvin G Dorr lerevocable Family Trust
Artisan trdf Fund

Purchased 12/7/04

Melvin G Dorr irrevocable Family Trust
Laudus US Discovery

Purchased 12/7/04

tieivint G Dory frrevocable Family Trust
Loomis Sayles Bond Fund

Purchased 12/8/04

Meivin G Dorr irrevocable Famity Trust
Loomis Sayles Global Bond Fund
Purchased 12/8/04

Meivin G Dorr Ireevocable Family Trust
Gakmark Fund

Purchased 12/7/04

Meivin G Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust
OCakmark Global Fund

X
Purchased 12/7/04
Melvin G Dorr irrevocable Family Trust X i 7
PIMCC Total Return Fund . ;
Purchased 12/7/04 . 5 :
Melvie G Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust -_- -_---

312

N

@

E

@

~

®

©

Selected American Shares
Purchased 12/7/04

T

mark the other higher categ

s Catepory AppTes omly 1T (e ATScUTneome 5 Solcly that Of The Fiers Spouse o7 Gependent chiilan,

Tage ™

Other
-“Income’;
(Specify
Type &
Actual
Amounty

. Date
Mo.. Dav,
¥r)

Only if
Honoraria

nEnnnn
I

1TThe assevincome 1s cither that of the Tiler or jomtily Feld by The filer with the spouse oF depen

dren,

Yrior Editi

Cannot be Lised.
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SF278 (Rev. 03/2000)
$CERPurt 2634
LS. Office of Govement Ethics

epoTimg Jadividuals Name

DORR, Thomas C.

Other

Income

50,001 £'5100,000”
;000.000*
er 35,000,000

Ovi

s
£ Over St

G
elvin G Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust

TCW Galileo Select Equity Fund

Purchased 12/8/04

Meivin G Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust

Cash & Schwab Money Market Funds

3 {Patronage Receivable

Wu First Coop Assoc of Cherokee, lowa
Farmers Coop Co of Hinton, lowa
Machine 8hop

Cherokee County, lowa

Owned since 1980s

Hog Continement Building
Cherokes County, lowa

»

e

280 acres farmiand
Cherokee County, lowa

@

Thomas & Ann Roth LLC

88 acres farmiand, Cherokee Co. 1A
Land on a cash lease. First pmi. Mar 08
Thomas & Ann Dorr Roth LLC

Security National Bank

Money Merket Funds

Patronage Receivable

.wy Farmers Coop Society

Sioux Center, lowa

w

o o

Tis categary applies only 11 the B3SeUmCOME 5 Solely that OF (e f116r's SPOUSE OF Children. 1T the as S either that of the fiter or joirtly The filer with the Spouse o Jepe
mark the other higher categ

Prior Editions Cannot be Used,
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SE278 (Rev. 0312000
5 CER Pan 2634

DORR, Thomas C

Darrs North Pork LLC,

Hog Confinement - (35% ]
3115 Ceased active business, cash only.
Dorrs Notth Pork LLC, Cherokee Col TA

Dorr inc - 277 acres farmland

N

Dorr Inc. -- mvestment in Brazil fowa

Farms, LLC - An lowa corporation that
has cotton & soybean farmiand in Brazii
Dore Inc
Farmers
Marcus, 1A

ate Bank Savings Account

o

®

©

ategory apphes only if the assetiincome is solel
mark the other higher categ

e X
Family Farm Corp - Cherokee Co lowa = i
{9.5% interest) o

Dorr iInc

Microsoft Corp

Purchased 6/21/99 .

Dorrinc i
American Intl Group - Sold 5/12/04

Purchased 5/21/01 - No capital gains

Dorr Iric

Citigroup Inc

Purchased 6/25/99

Dorr inc :
General Electric Co i -

Purchased 6/21/89 & 8/25/00 - = i - :

1

Partner K-1
Income
$15,860 to TCD

$29.581
Equity Dist

y that o?rn filer's spouse or ] held by the filer with the spouse or deps:

ek

ont ¢

Prior Ediions Cannot be Used
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borr inc
intel Corporation
Purchased 8/22/00

Other

Incoine ;

(Specity
Type &
Actugl

Amount)

Honoraria

Do
Oakmark Fund
Purchased 6/4/03

w

Dorrinc
Crevron Texaco Corp
Purchased 6/2/04

»

Dorr
Qualcomm inc
Purchased 4/20/04

-

Dorr ing - Vanguard Short Term Corp
Fund - Purchased 4

®

ased 4/25/04 & 6/8/04
Sold 8/2/04 & 7/6/04

~

Dorrine
Commodity Futures Account
(Corn, soybean, and ireasury futures )
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4 (Rev. 0320003

5 CFR Purt 2634

N

Melvin G Darr Residual Trust
225 acres farmiand
Cherokee County, lowa

w

Melvin G Dorr Residual Trust
Farmers State Bank Checking Account

Meivin G Dorr Residual Trust
Adams Express Co - Sold 3/10/04
Shrs held since 11/9/98 - No cap gains

Melvin G Dorr Residual Trust
Exxon Mobil Corporation
Purchased 1/4/02

I

6 iMeivin G Dorr Residuat Trust
nois Tool Works
Shares held since 11/9/98

~

Melvin G Dorr Residual Trust
Johnson & Johnson
Purchased 12/24/01

®

Metvin G Dorr Residual Trust
Merck & Co - Sold 4/5/04
Shrs held since 11/9/98 - No cap gaing

9 iM. G Dort Residual Trus
Medco Health Soiutions - Soid 3/10/04
Shrs held since 8/19/03 - No cap gains

E :

nferest

L

Date
Mo., Day,
Y}

Ondy if
Henoraria

CCC 88848
Grain Sales:
$142.831

---X

e spovse o depend

ldren.
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1.5, Office of Governmy hics
Report g

DORR. Thomas C
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Pfizer inc
Purchased 1/4/02

~

Melvin G Dorr Residual Trust
Home Depat inc
Purchased 8/16/02 & 12/2/02

@

Melvin G Dorr Resicual Trust
Northeast lnvestors Trust
Purchased 12/2/02

Meivin G Dorr Residual Trust
Oakmark Equity & Income Fund
Purchased 7/31/02

->< ---x

o

Melvin G Dorr Residual Trust
Oakmark Fund
Puyrchased 7/31/02 & 6/4/03

=

Melvin G Dorr Residual Trust
Procter & Gamble Co.
Purchased 12/12/03

-

tWelvin G Dorr Residual Trust
Texas Instruments
Porchased 12/2/02

®

Melvin G Dorr Residual Trust
Vanguard GNMA Fund
Purchased 2/4/03

®

Metvin G Dorr Residual Trus!
Vanguard Health Care Fur
Purchased 12/9/03

mack the other hi;

£ categ

B

:

 Over'$5,000,800:

; Ambunt)

Othér Date
*Tncorme (Mo.. Day,
*(Specify ¥r)

Type &

Actual " Onlyif.

Honotaria

chil

&

ren. If the T

ot or jomntly held

by the filer with the s

e or dependent chdren,

ots Cannot be Lised.
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Over $5:000,000

Date
{Mo., Day,
¥r)

Only if,
Honoraria

Schwab Cash & Money Market Funds

318

2 Metvin G Dorr Residual
Chevron Texaco Corporation
Purchased 6/2/04

©

Melvin G Dorr Residual Trust
First Data Corporation
Purchased 3/10/04

N

Melvin G Dorr Residual Trust
Chicagn Mercantite Exch - Sold 6/2/04
& 7/8/04 - Purchased 3/10/04 & 6/8/04

o

Margaret L Dorr QTIP Trust
(1/6th of 80% beneficial interest}

I

TAargarel L Dor GTIP Trust
77 acres farmland
Cherokee Co

CCCH 88,305
Grain Sates

$21.394

‘argaret L Dorr QTP Trus!
Farmers State Bank Chec

1 Account

-

Margaret L Dorr QTIP Trust
Adams Express Co - Soid 3/10/04
Shrs held since 11/9/98 - No cap gains

Margaret L Doy QTIP Trust
Schwab Cash & Money Market Funds

His category applies only 1T e asseUimcome 15 solel
mark the other higher categ

Ly that of the {iler's spouse or &

children. If the

i

Cantiot be
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(Rev. D12006)

¥

e m|
Margaret L Dorr O
Chevron Texaco Corp
Purchased 3/10/04

Trust

w

Margaret L Dorr QTP Trust
Medtronic Inc
Purchased 3/10/04

ttargaret L Dorr QTIP Trust
Microsoft Corp
Purchased 7/1/04

ret L Dorr QTIP Trust

=

Other
Inconié
(Spesify
< dpe &

; Actual
< Amount)

Date
Mo., Day,
Yr)

Only if
Honoraria

1
L]

NINENENENE
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S 278 {Rev. 03/2000)
5 P F.R Part 2634
1.8, Office of Government Ethics

Ou_non of Amount or Value (x)
Sobiiloal i alesls glg gl
z.8lz sls & 8|88 2 zlggl
8818818 & moooomo H
g8zl 8|e838s alna|k:
- - salggeslonlaggdliigls:
Fis DisctBank, Washirglon, DG.3 7 Mo o gy Delavare i T B
Y ,\Avm..nita. ; - \!..IJMIAAII sl el Sdeuiunsl whaunl Samn
1 |Oorr's Pine Grove Farm ao, . R
Creditor: Farmers State Bank, Marcus, lowa Operating note - paid 9/04 2003 | 5.50% 1yr %
2 {Dorr's Ping Grove Farm Co. -
Creditor. Farmers State Bank. Marcus, lowa Operating note_paid 3/16/2005 2004 | 5.75% 1yr X
5 {B5is Norh Pork, LLG =
Creditor. Northwestern State Bank, Orange City, 1A Maortgage on hog buildings 1995 1 5.75% 10 yrs X
& [Thomas C. Dorr —
Creditor: Farmers State Bank, Marcus, lowa Mortgage on farrmiand paid 3/10/2005 2002 1 6.00% 3yrs %
5 |Thomas C. Dor
Creditor: Northwestern State Bank, Orange Cily, 1A Mortgage on farmiand 2004 | 5.25% 2yrs «
~ This category applies on  liability 1s selely that of the filer's spouse or dependent children. 1 the hability s that of the filer o 8 joint Habtlity of the fifer
with the spouse or dependent ¢ en. mark the other higher oﬁomo:am as uvns riafe.
“of wvmgom. m:a Qv ?ER oSEou\EaE See instructions regarding the reporting
of :mno:p:c:m for any'of these mqmsnmamam or-benefits
- ; None l
B Ll Parties Date.
1) 382@ Ean En &aai T ioes & i ” 85
e&ncﬂﬁm i service berforined throteh 100,57 5 4 \v%w Uoo,uesmmmmm\azr clovw, Siste : :
1
2
3
4
5
3

Prior Editions Canmot Be Used
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SF 278 (Rev. 9372000)
TCFR Pant 2634

DORR, Thomas C
Part u :»&:ES
f Amount or Value (x)
Fodl alielislggl g
clz 8l S|EEIR 23 ©
sl slagle-g 3
SRR S
AR R I R
o JFirst mwmmumﬂlm«a:!‘m Washington, DC ;Delaware (i PR FRd Ko KRS BN
Premples: e Tonee, 1231 Si, Washimgion: DO ST :
1 iThomas C. Dorr
Credgitor: Dorr's Pine Grove Farm Co., Marcus, 1A Mortgage on farmland - paid
2 {Thomas C. Dorr
Creditor: Dorr's Pine Grove Farm Co., Marcu Mortgage on b 1992 | 8.00% | Demand | x
3 |Thomas C. Dorr On
Creditor: Dorr's Pine Grove Farm Co., Marcus, 1A Various Operating Notes - paid 1695 | 6.00% | Demand X
4 {Thomas C. Dorr On
Creditor: Dorr's Pine Grove Farm Co., Marcus, 1A Mortgage on farmiand - paid 1605 | 5.00% | Demand X
s {Thomas C. Darr On
Creditor: Dorr's Pine Grove Farm Co., Marcus, 1A Mortgage on farmiand - paid 1997 1 6.00% | Demand
* This category applies only 1 the liability is solely that of the filer's spouse or dependent children, If the Lability is that of {he filer of & joint lability of the filer
with the spouse or dej mz&r:?r:a@: mark the o%ﬂ higher categories, as appropriate.
cmployee benefit plan’ 3
payment by a former empl
\ Parties v Date
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DoeJones

BT

rior Editions Cannot Be Used,



322

{Rev. 03:2000)
3 CFR Part 2634
LS. Office of Govemment Ethics

Name B Nashes
DORR, Thomas C
Part ~ r_w?_.:@m
cn mco Category.of Amound or Velue (x)
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; ~ole 8IS 8! &
281z 8183 ©
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g Sel8 . wle o8 e
& 8l88l8a|68
57 [fohn Jonés, 123 7 St, Washington, DC - o e
T TThomas C, Dot
Creditor: Dorr's Pine Grove Farm Co., Marcus, 1A
2
3
4
5
* This catepory applies only if the hability is solely that of the filer's spouse or annna%:— children. if the Jiability 15 that of the filer of a ot hability of the filer
with the Amocmm or a@n:ama children, mark %n other :_ :Q categories, as &
garding the reporting
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?EEESEE_ ship agreemeéntwill teces
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ourte (Nanie dgnd Address
Dot Jones & Smith, Hometows,

Metro University (client 6£Doe Jones
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United States Departmant of Agriculture

Office of the Sacretary
Washingten, D.C. 20250

The Honorable Tom Harkin

Chairman

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry
328-A Russell Senate Office Building

‘Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

This is in response to your letter of June 6, 2002, regarding the nomination of Tom Dorr as
Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development. The letter expresses the Committee on
Agriculture’s interest in having the Department of Agriculture’s Farm Service Agency (FSA)
conduct a year-end review of the Harold and Melvin Dorr Trusts for each of the years 1988
through 1993. The letter also asks whether the Melvin Dorr Trust and the Harold Dorr Trust
have repaid the funds required by the year end reviews for 1994 and 1595,

T asked FSA to conduct the requested review and a copy of the June 25, 2002, report 1s enclosed.
The report also provides the information that you bave requested regarding the status of the
refund payments. Inote that the last sentence of the first full paragraph on the second page of the
report contains a typographical error regarding the dates of the requested farm records. While the
sentence reads “from the years 1998 through 1993,” it should read “from the years 1988 through
1993

T hope and trust that this informatien will enable you and the Committee to finally move forward
on Mr. Dorr’s nomination, as promised in your June 6 letter.

Sincerely,

Ann M. Veneman
Secretary

Enclosure

An Equal Opporiunity Empioyer
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June 35, 2002

Reply to: Produciion Adjustment
TO: Ji ames Little, Administrator FSA

FROM:  Steve Phﬂhps, Jowe State FSA % Mﬂ“’”

SUBJECT: Review af Do Twsts Records

‘This memorandumn is to sumimarize recent reviews of the payrment eligibilify for 2 Dorr trusts for
the years 1988 through 1993,

1 had the Cherokee County CED, Michael Houston, review and copy availeble records for the
Melvin G Dorr Family Irevocable Trust (MG Dorr Trust) and the Harold E Dorr Family
Grevocable Trust (HE Do Trust) for the years 1982 through 1993, I reviewed those records with
the following conclusions:

» In each of those years, each trust had one farm that was participating in the Price Support /
Production Adjustment Program. The records available generally include the CCC-477
Coniract, The ASCS-578 Report of Acreage, The ASCS-156 Farn Record, The ASCS-476
Notice of Bases and Yields, and some record of payments made, in most cases a copy of the
actual payment statement. The notable exception is the 1988 and 1989 records for the HE Derr
Trost fann. In those 2 years the only available record is the Report of Acreage.

1 have suminarized the payments and shares in an attached excel wark sheet.

» The FSA records for those years show the Trusts were conductisig the respective farming
operstions as owner operator with the Trusts having 100% interest in the crops snd farm
payments, the same as they were reported to FSA in 1994 and 1995, The end-of-year revicws
for 1994 end 1995 revealed that the income and expenses from the Trusts farms were actually
shared 50/50 with Dorrs Pine Grove Farms, Inc. FSA determined that the trusts had viclated
the shares provisions or the CCC-477 Contracts for those years. The Melvin Dorr Trust
refunded that money afier a review in 1997.

1894 and 1995 end-of-year reviews were conducted on the Harold Dorr Trust in late 2001 at
the direction of your Office. This trust was also detcrmined o have violated the shares
provision of the CCC.477 for those years. The Harald Darr Trust has stated in s letter, dated
June 25, 2002, it's intent is to refund those payments by July §, 2002,

« FSA files containnd actal records from the Derr farming operations for us o determine how
these operations were actually conductsd in 1588 through 1993. It is unlikely thet many of the
actnal farm records are still available, 2« this S to 14 years in the past. FSA has no reguirement
that fexmers rotain these records far this length of ime.

* TheH. E. Dorr Trust slso received a shave of Payments in 1990 through 1993 on & larger farm

USLIATS BN £x3UA1 URparmsnity Smployer and Lensr
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on which Dorrs Pige Grove Farm was the operator, The farm number changed from year to
year due to farm recopstitutions, but generally it contained 1300 to 1400 acres of cropland
ownped by varions Dorr family members and entities, Althongh we have reports of acreage end
CCC477 Contracts for those farms, I am unable to determine if there is a potential problem
with the payments on that larger farm, The Report of Acteage shows, that all crops on all
actes, ragardless of who owned the land, were shared in the same manner as program payments
were shared on the farm, I believe the County affice took a short cut in recording all shares
this way, rather than requiring the operstor to specify how crops in each field were shared.
Since the report of acreage did not show how producers on individual tracts' of land shared in
the crops, 1 am uneble to determine if there is a potential problem with the peyments op this

. land. . .

You informed this Office that Tom Harkin, Chairmen of the Senate Agricnltura] Committee,
requested FSA conduct payment limitation/sligibility End-of Year reviews for the years 1988 .
through 1593, The Cherokee County Office initiated those reviews with letters to Thomas Derr,
representetive of the Melvin Daorr Iirevocable Famnily Trust, and Donald Dorr, representative for
the Harold Dotr Iirevocable Family Trust These letters were sent by regular mail and vie FAX on
Jume 24, 2002. The letiers requested that the Trusts provide actual farm records from the years
1998 through 1993 including, but not limited to, records of crop and machinery expenses, farm
1eases, crop income, crop insurance tecords, ete.. :

Both Thomas Dorr and Donald Dorr responded via FAX to the Cherokee County FSA Office on
June 25, 2002 stating that farm records for those years are no longer available. Donasld Dorr stated
that in 1999 all records for the Harold Dorr Trust, over 5 years old, were desttoyed. Thomas Dorr
stated be is uneble to comply with this request. He states “We would camply, if sufficient
information were gvailable to fairly and accurately show how our operations were canducted, but
we are inable to do se. -

In the absence of actual farm records from the Trusiz, this Office believes it is not possibla for FSA
to come to any valid conclusion regarding the eligibility of the Trusts for deficiency payments that
were paid in the years 1998 thraugh 1993, Producers are not required to maiatain records for this
length of time and we suggest that this review be concluded. Please advise this Office how to
proceed. :
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June 5, 2002

Harold E. Darr Irrsvéeable Family Trust
% Dopgld 1. Darr :

1109 Candlewsod Dive

Lespue City, TX 77{573.3 104

Dear Mr, Dorr: i

This responds to your lener of April 19, 2002, Farm Seyvice Agency’s autharity to
compromise debt is Based on Regulations at 7-CFR. Part 1403.15 aad Farm Service
Agency pracedure i Handbook S3-FL Those regulations giva Farm Seryics Agency
auchority to comprodjise debt wither decause a debior is financially unable o pay the debt
or Farm Service Agehcy has no reasonable prospret to enforee collection of the debt.

1
I you believe thex thb Harold E. Dorr Errzvocable Famity Trust qualifies for dabr
compromise under these regulatinns, you must provide 2 years of finaneial mconds and
tax refurns per for considerarlan by Farm Service Agency. We haye enclosed Fam
Seyvice Agency Handbook procedurs, which eonrains information on tequieed meords,
and guidefines Farm Service Agency will use 1o consider any somproraises offer,

] 4 B
By leter dated 01-3152002, we notificd you that thie County Committes hid datermined
that ynu owe $17,15{.87 plus interest as applicable. Ses aliached Statement of
Outstanding Debt. The debt is past due. Late ni interest will ccrue on your debt
at the rate of 5.500% ! per agnum from the date of this fetter upti] the debt is paid or
atherwise fesolved. FSA& will waive late payment interest an yaur debt (or any part of
your debt) that is paid in the next 30 days. .

e i
Please pay your debrinow. Make your ehieck payable to “Comincdity Credit Corporation”
and eapd it to this office at the abave address, 1f you ars unabl> 1o pay the dobe in Al
flow, you sy Arange o establish 2 mutually accepiable repayment agrecmens and pay in

instaliments, If payrgent in fulf or airangements o pay the debt in full are not made
within SO days from the date of this letter, the debl will be saat to the Kansas City
Mapagement Office for referral 10 the Depariment of Treasury, The Department of

Trmasury will colleatithe debt by offset of qualified disbursements and refunds, includiog
ity federal income t?x refund o which you may be entitled.

Berause thiy debt mq‘ybcuollactedby offsct of your federa] § wx refunds, You may
present, within 60 daya Fom the date of this jetesr, evidence that all or pare of the debt is
nat past due or Ig, enforczable, To do so, submit tq this offics a writtcn explagation

OF your positicn that the debt or pare of the debt is not pawt duc ar legally esfors=able, and
inclpde doouns ';m",your‘ ition.

USDa i an Exqul Opporunty Employar
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Under Federal law ang vegularions, the follawing additioal actions may be tken by ﬂSDA
and the Department oj'l'rcasury 1o collect delinquent debts:

* e 6w

-

Asseszmnent of inigrest. administrative costs, and penalges

Administrative gamishment of wages

Offzct of COC and FSA payments

Reporting the debi 1o consumer and commercial credit bureans

Reierral of dhe debit to private callection agencies and Trcusurydcsngnmd callession
eenters

Refermal of the debit to ageury counsel or the Departmant of Justee for lidgation «
Repentiog the debilto the [nternal Revenue Service if the dabt, ot any portion of the
deby, is discharg . -

Ouc.reconds do not indicate that you have filed for bankruprsy proteciion under Titls 11 of
the Uniled States Codg. IF you bave filed for bankeuptey, please nsdify your lecal JSDA:
Service Centes ag sood as posaibla so that we may update our records to reflect the :
bankauptey, and procebd w resolve this debt in accordance with bankruptey procedures.

Please contact this office at #712-225-577 if you have any questions. We want 1o work
with yau to resolve thik debr and o discuss repayments options, if neceasary. If this debt'is -
not resolved within 60/days from the date of this lsrer, the Kansas City Manapsmeot Ofﬁc:
will take additional eojlection action.

Please disregand this lgeter if you have almeady paid this debe.

Sincecely

3 2‘ ('w %_;gﬁ

Michael W. Houston

County Execut{ve Dtn}:mr

USDA s en Egual Gpparunly Employst
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Nuywber Including gaver iing!
TO: (herokue County F54 Offfcs FROM: Don Dorr
Attn: Michaal W. Mewston 1108 Candlewaad Dot
PC Box 435 Loagtue City. TX 7757}

Cherokes, 14 31013

Fhone (?12) 228-5717 Phgas {281) 334-8389
Fag Phore (713) 225-6090 Pax Peone 413) 8328522
jee

REMARES: [ Uigent R Foryowrrvin [ RoplyASd# T Plogse Comment
Dear Michnel:

The Rillowing ledier is our rmisponse to your request fiv dosuments nd information to parfiorm payment limitarion and
paymert siigihility snd-of-year reviews for the years 1988 through 1953 for The Harqld §. Dorr frrevocable Family
Trust's farming operations As it ingcatss, the doournemts you requested 1o lorger exixy, hevir been destroyed
whan we cleansd out Belva Dorr's house in 1955

Also, annteminu your raquest for paymenis a8 8 revult of the 1994 exd-afeysar review; it ia our present intert 1o
submit thogs payments by the July 5, 2002 dues duto along with a cover leter disclaiming any wrongsling or
misreprescntation to the PSA, (The Trust just san’ afford {o litigste agpicat & government with a1 unﬂm{t-d
chakbogk and we aeed o put thix matesr to reel.)

Sincorely yours, ) ) .
v RECEIVED
Donald J, Derr, Trusiee JUN 25 200

The Harold B, Donv Trrgvocabls Famlly Trast ¢
HEHOKEE CO. FGA
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June 25, 2002

VIA FACSIMILE AND REGULAR MAIL
712-225-6090

Mr. Houston and Members of the Committee,
Cherokee County FSA Office

Attn: Michael W. Houston, CED-

P.O. Box 455

Cherokee, 1A 51012

Dear Mr. Houston and Members of the Commitiee,

We acknowledge receipt of your letter of June 24, 2002, advising us that Senator Tom Harkin has
requested that you perforin end-of-year reviews of our operations for the years 1988 through
1993. While we have no fixed time period beyond five years that we rnaintain records of our
annual operations, it is our practice to discard such information that will not be required for IRS
or normal FSA reviews after seven or cight vears.

This letter from your office requests materials going back from ten to fificen years, We are
unable to comply with your request. We would comply, if sufficient information were available
to us to fairly and accurately show how our operations were conducted, but we are unable to do
0.

Knowing that your office is only required to keep records for no more than five years, we hope
you understand our practices in this regard.

Sincorely,

S T~

LA St
Thomas C. Dorr
Trustee
M.G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust
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AMERICAN FEDERATION OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES, AFL-CIO

John Gage Jim Davis Andrea E. Brooks
National President National Secretary-Treasurer National Vice President for
‘Women and Fair Practices

8d/204136
April 26, 2005
The Honorable Saxby Chambliss
Chairman
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry
U.S. Senate

SR-328A Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Chairman Chambliss:

On behalf of the American Federation of Government Employees, AFL-CIO, | am
writing to express our strong opposition to President Bush's nomination of
Thomas Dorr to be Undersecretary for Rural Development at the U.S.
Department of Agriculture (USDA).

Since June 2001, AFGE has questioned Mr. Dorr's views regarding the
desirability of éxtremely large corporate farms. His 225,000-acre farm vision
causes us o seriously question his suitability for a USDA position in which he
would become responsible for economic development programs that are
intended to improve the financial viability of small- and medium-sized family
farms. Rather-than advocating a supra-corporate farm. vision that accepts the
demise of small-and medium-sized farms, the new USDA Undersecretary for
Rural Development sholld be someone who seeks new and creative ways to
ensure that farms of all sizes can flourish and prosper.

AFGE also has questioned the remarks made by Mr. Dorr in which he suggested
a link between the economic success of three lowa farm counties and their lack
of ethnic and religious diversity. Given USDA's historic bias against minority
farmers, it is stunning that the proposed nominee would express the belief that
ethnic diversity and religious diversity are impediments to rural economic
development. Indeed, Mr. Dorr’s beliefs on diversity and development cause us
to seriously question whether he has the requisite sensitivity to handle a USDA
position in which he would be responsible for economic development programs in
some of the nation’s most ethnically diverse rural areas.

This is the third time President Bush has nominated Mr. Dorr to be
Undersecretary for Rural Development at the U.S. Department of Agriculture.
After the previous two nominations failed due to widespread grassroots and
Senate opposition, President Bush named Mr. Dorr a special USDA advisor

80 F Street, N.W, Washington, DC 20001 = (202) 737-8700 « FAX (202) 639-6490 www.afge.org

e g
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receiving a salary of $141,000. Unfortunately, Mr. Dorr has done nothing during
his tenure at the USDA that changes our opposition to his becoming USDA
Undersecretary for Rural Development. In fact, President Bush’s FY 2006 budget
proposes a dismantling of the USDA Rural Development discretionary programs
- slashing them by over 356% and transferring these functions to the Department
of Commerce.

We fear that President Bush's third nomination of Mr. Dorr demonstrates his
Administration's short-sighted vision for rural development, and signals to hard-
working family farmers that only huge corporate farms will be supported by
USDA policies and programs.

In conclusion, we at AFGE urge you to strongly oppose Mr. Dorr's nomination as
USDA Undersecretary for Rural Development. He simply does not have the
requisite suitability and sensitivity to address the broad range of economic
development issues facing rural America, particularly those issues relating to (1)
small-and medium-sized farms and (2) ethnic and religious diversity.

Sincerely,

5ot Nator

Beth Moten
Legislative and Political Director



THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE
WASHINGTON, D.C.
20280000

April 12,2002

The Honorable Tom Harkin

Chairman ‘

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry
731 Senate Hart Building

‘Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Last month your Committee held a confirmation hearing on the nomination of Tom Dorr
for Under Secretary for Rural Development and Nancy Bryson for General Counsel at the
Departinent of Agriculture. We very much appreciate the prompt action you teok to
confirm Nancy Bryson as General Counsel. However, we are disappointed that a vote
was not taken on the confirmation of Mr. Dorr.

Tom Dorr withstood the rigors of the Agriculture Committee hearing with grace and
poise. He responded to the Committes questionnaire, met individually with Committee
members, responded to all questions posed during his five-hour hearing and fully
responded to written questions submitted after the hearing.

We appreciated your cooperation in allowing witnesses from Jowa, who have known
Tom the longest and worked with him in a variety of projects, testify on his behalf.

These witnesses eloquently described the man that President Bush and I want on our team
at USDA.

President Bush nominated Mr. Dorr nearly one year ago. As with all of USDA’s mission
areas, a key responsibility of the Rural Development Under Secretary is to guide
development and implementation of the President’s policies and programs that are vital to
rural citizens, communities and economies throughout America. The Under Secretary
for Rural Development is the lynchpin in enhancing federal-state-local partnerships to
develop new initiatives, such as those involving bio-energy and telecormnmunications, and
in making the long-term commitments necessary to ensure sustained success of these new
ventures. .
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Senator Tom Harkin -2- April 12,2002 -

I know how strongly you and other Committee members are committed to strengthening
America’s rural development programs. It is important that this position be filled so
strong leadership can be provided for initiatives that would spur growth and development
in rural communities throughout the nation. Tom Dorr should be given the opportunity to
provide that stewardship and I urge the Committee to act on his nomination.

We appreciate the cooperative relationship we have with the Committee and look forward
to continuing to work with you on issues of importance to our nation’s agricultural
producers, consumers and rural residents.

Sincerely,

Ann M. Veneman
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IMPACT SEVEN, INC.

A WISCONSIN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

147 Lake Almena Dr.» Almena, Wi54805- 715-357-3334+ FAX 715-357-6233+ e-mail. impact@impaciseven.org

“This institution is an equal opportunity provider.”
April 15, 2005

Senator Saxby Chambliss
United States Senate

Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

RE: Thomas C. Dorr
Dear Senator Chambliss:

Impact Seven, Inc. has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities for the
rural residents of Wisconsin, We work with small, rural communities and target
the very low and low income residents of Wisconsin. So that we can continue to
serve these communities and residents, it is imperative that we have strong and
creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under
Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skili and experience necessary o
lead USDA's Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate
for value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family
farmers and offered them an opportunity remain competitive. In addition, he has
pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in order
to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued
funding in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at
USDA Rural Development. We need Tom Dorr's leadership at USDA Rural
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States
Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.
N

Sincerely,

AN

A oleent "\';L/ :

William Bay, President

Recipient of Wisconsin's First New Markets Tax Credits
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SCDC —mili <'Sheldon
 really ice place

Sheldon Chamber & Development Corporation

P.O. Box 276

Sheidon, 1A 51201 Email Address: mgaul@sheldoniowa.com
Phone: 712-324-2813 Fax: 712-324- 4602 Website: www.sheldoniowa com
04/21/05

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss

Senate Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry Committee
Russell Senate Office Building

Room 328 A

‘Washington, DC 20510

Dear Mr. Chambliss;

The purpose of this letter is to express support for Thomas Dorr of Marcus, Iowa to be Under Secretary of
Agriculture and to be a member of the Board of Directors of the Commodity Credit Corporation.

Rural Development at the U.S.D.A. is a crucial partner for economic development efforts in lowa and in
Sheldon, Towa in particular. The tools provided by the U.S.D.A. give areas such as ours the opportunity to
thrive in a global economy. The community of Sheldon has a unique opportunity with a four lane
expressway being completed in the fall of 2006. This corridor will bring much needed additional traffic to
our area making Sheldon, Iowa a hub along the expressway.

Mr. Dorr has always been a leader in our area and has contributed to the entire region for many years. He
is and would make a great servant to the U.S.D.A. and really bring the rural point of view to the
department. [ encourage you to select Mr. Dorr for the position and thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

%ﬂ%

Mark Gaul

Executive Director

Sheldon Chamber and Development Corporation

cc. The Honorable Charles E. Grassley
The Honorable Tom Harkin
The Honorable Mike Johanns

SHELDON CHAMBER & DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
Partners promoting quality, vision, and opportunity.
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April 21, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss, Chair

Senate Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry Committee
Russell Senate Office Building

Room 328 A

Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Chambliss:

This letter is in support of the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr of Marcus, lowa to
be Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development and to be a member of the
Board of Directors of the Commodity Credit Corporation.

Mr. Dorr’s background as a farmer in Northwest lowa includes serving on the
Iowa Board of Regents, Director of the Corn Growers, and member of the Board of the
Federal Reserve of Chicago and this provides a solid base to serve as Under Secretary for
Rural Development.

During his leadership as Under Secretary for Rural Development in 2002 we had
tremendous progress in Rural Development in Northwest lowa. It is very important for
us in rural Jowa to have this progress continue, and strongly urge support for the
nomination.

Respectfully, C

) .
Charles Sand, President Darrell Downs, Mayor gren, Presi
Sands of lowa Marcus, fowa ers State Bank

Marcus, Jowa Marcus, Iowa

cc

The Honorable Charles E. Grassley
The Honorable Tom Harkin

The Honorable Mike Johanns
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NCEC

A NATIONAL COUNCIL OF FARMER COOPERATIVES

April 19, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss

Chairman

Committee on Agriculture, Nufrition & Forestry
United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510

Dear Mr, Chairman:

The National Council of Farmer Cooperatives (NCFC) strongly supports for the nomination of
Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary for Rural Development for the U.S. Department of Agriculture.

NCFC is the national trade association representing America’s farmer cooperatives. There are
nearly 3,000 farmer cooperatives across the U.S. whose members include a majority of our
nation’s more than 2 million farmers. They exist for the mutual benefit of their farmer members
and provide these members with increased opportunity to improve their income from the
marketplace and compete more effectively in the global marketplace. Farmer cooperatives are
also a major source of employment, accounting for nearly 300,000 full time and part time jobs.

NCFC believes that Mr. Dorr has a strong background in agriculture and has a firm grasp on the
issues facing farmers, their cooperatives, and rural America. His knowledge, leadership and
creativity will allow him to be effective in carrying out the programs and policies designed to
promote the economic well-being of rural America.

Therefore, NCFC urges the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry and the full
Senate to act to confirm Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Sincerely,

resident & CEO

50 F STREET, NW = SUITE 900 « WASHINGTON, DC « 20001 » 202-626-8700 » fax 202-626-8722 » Web site www.nefc.org

Serving America’s Farmer-Owned Cooperative Businesses Since 1929
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NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF COLORED PEOPLE
LOUISIANA STATE CONFERENCE

1755 Nicholson Drive Tel: (2256) 334-7490
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70802 Fax: {225) 334-7491

ERNEST L. JOHNSON, SR., ESQ.
Presidant

BY: FAX AND REGULAR MAIL
May 21, 2005

Honorable Mary L. Landrieu
United States Senator

724 Hart Senate Office Bidg.
Washington, D. C. 20510

RE:  Mrx. Thomas C. Do
Confirmation as Under Secretary of Rural Development

Dear Senator Landrieu:

As President of the NAACP Louisiana State Conference, [ have a direct stake in improving economic
opportunities in Louisi most of which is rural. Our organization work with farmers and small
communities throughout the State of Louisiana every day and understand their needs and challenges. It is
critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural
Development Mission Area which is why 1 am strongly supporting Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under
Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr, Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA’s Rural
Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value added and sustainable agriculture that
has benefited small family farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he
has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in order to insure their full
participation in USDA Rural Development programs. We understand that in all situations, we all can do
more, The minority and rural community suffer the most and thus, require the most. We believe that by
supporting Mr. Dorr for the office will do more to improve the rural development outreach effort than to
continue the objections to bis appointment.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help pive these vital programs the greatest
possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a very tight budget period. Rural America
needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Develop t, Our bers need Tom Dorr’s leadership at
USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate and we
strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,

1. Ernest L. Johnson
President
NAACP Louisiaua State Conference

THE LEGACY CONTINUES...
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NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF COLORED PEOPLE
LOUISIANA STATE CONFERENCE

1755 Nicholson Drive Tel: (225) 334-7490
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70802 Fax: {(225) 334-7491

ERANEST L. JOHNSON, SR, ESQ.
President

BY: FAX AND REGULAR MAIL

May 21, 2005

Honorable David Vitter
United States Senator

516 Hart Senate Office Bldg.
Washingion, D, C. 20510

RE: M. Thomas C. Dorr
Confirmation as Under Secretary of Rural Developient

Dear Senator Vitter:
As President of the NAACP Louistana State Conference, I have a direct stake in improving economic
opportunities in Louisi most of which is rural. Our organization work with farmers and small

communities throughout the State of Louisiana every day and understand their needs and challenges. 1t is
critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural
Development Mission Area which is why 1 am strongly supporting Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under
Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA’s Rural
Development effosts. Mr. Dosr has been a leading advocate for value added and sustainable agriculture that
has benefited small family farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain competitive, In addition, he
has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in order to insure their full
participation in USDA Rural Development programs. We understand that in all situations, we all can do
more. The minority and rural conununity suffer the most and thus, require the most. We believe that by
supporting Mr. Dorr for the office will do more to improve the rural development outreach effort than to
continue the objections to his appointment.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the greatest
possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a very tight budget period. Rural America
needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Develop Our bers need Tom Dorr’s leadership at
USDA Rural Development, Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate and we
strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,

Srroat™

Dr. Emest L. Johnson
President
NAACP Louisiana State Conference

THE LEGACY CONTINUES...
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Christmas Tree
Association

May 4, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss
217 Russel] Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20505

Dear Senator Chambliss,

The North Carolina Christmas Tree Association is made up of Christmas tree farmers
in the Western Counties of North Carolina. It is critical that wé have strong and creative
leadership at the Department of Agriculture and particularly in the Rural Development
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary
for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead
USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value
added and sustainable agnwlture that has benefited small family farmers and offered
them an opportunity to remain competitive.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued fupding ina
very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural -
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up and down vote in the Umted States Senate
and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,

Patricia B. Gaskin

Chairperson/Legislative and Regulatory Affairs
North Carolina Christmas Trec Association

PO Box 1937

Boone, North Carolina

Telephone: 336/372-4193

577-3 GEORGE WILSON ROAD ~ P.O. BOX 1937 « BOONE, NORTH CAFIOLINA 28607
{ADAY PRV-EADR o 1-ANNERF.A7AD « AV 1000\ Aac earen
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E. THURMAN GASKILL REPUBLICAN ASSISTANT LEADER

STATE SENATOR

Assistant Majority Leader COMMITTEES
Sixth District Agriculture
Cerro Gordo, Franklin, Hancock, Appropriations

Winnebago and Worth Counties Human Resources

Statehouse: (515) 281-3371 h NatL_xral Resources & Environment
thurman. gaskill@legis.state.ia.us m | 2 anm Agnculrur_c é_’cNatural Rcspurces _
State of Towa Appropriation Subcommitiee, Co-chair
- Eighty-first General Assembly .
HOME ADDRESS STATEHOUSE
1320 Birch Avenue Des Moines, Towa 50319
Corwith, fowa 50430 May 12, 2003

Ph: (515) 583-2449
Fax: (515) 583-2547
gaskilig@comm Inet.net

The Honorable Senator Saxby Chambliss
Chairman, Senate Agriculture Committee
416 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Chambliss,

It is my understanding that consideration of Tom Dorr for the position of Undersecretary
of Agriculture for Rural Development is to soon come before the Senate Agriculture
Committee. In your position as Chairman of that Committee, I would strongly urge you
to support Tom’s confirmation in a timely vote.

T have known Tom over a period of 30 years as an innovative leader in many different
arenas. He has a diverse background with experience as a family farmer, an agricultural
leader in the state, a member of the lowa Board of Regents, and as a board member of the
Federal Reserve Bank in Chicago. I have worked with Tom in leadership positions in
improving agriculture in both state and federal government projects. 1 have found him to
be an intellectual and a visionary in projecting toward the future. He has worked with
state and federal government on agricultural and trade policies for the United States, but
also has a strong understanding of world agriculture. Tom has demonstrated that he has
the knowledge, skills and ability to accomplish significant change, and move rural
America in the right direction.

1 feel that Tom Dorr would be a strong asset to the position, and I urge you to support his
confirmation.

Sincerely,
E E v L2d?

Senator E. Thurman Gaskill
Senate Republican Assistant Leader



Dirk KEMPTHORNE
GOVERNOR

May 5, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss
United States Senate

416 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Chambliss:

I would like to express my support for the nomination of Tom Dorr to the position of
Under Secretary for Rural Development, United States Department of Agriculture.

I first met Mr. Dorr several years ago when he presented a check to the Idaho Rural
Partnership. During that visit, Mr. Dorr spent the day meeting with many of our rural
Idahoans.

I understand that Mr. Dorr comes from a rural background, which gives him an enhanced
understanding of the challenges facing rural communities throughout this great nation.
As a rural state, we would be pleased to have someone with his level of expertise and
experience serve in this important capacity.

I appreciate the opportunity to recommend Mr. Dorr and I encourage you to give him

your full consideration,
*
£/

DIRK KEMPTHORNE
Governor’

DK:pn

StaTE CaPITOL * BOISE, IDAHO 83720 * (208) 334-2100
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HoMme BUILDERS ASSOCIATION OF ALABAMA

7515 HALCYON SUMMIT OR. - SUITE 200
RO, BOX 241305

TELEPHONE MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA 36124-1305 IN STATE 1-800.745.4222
FAX 334-834-5380

334-834-3006

May 10, 2005

Honorable Richard Shelby
United States Senate

110 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Shelby:

Please include the Home Builders Association of Alabama as one of many voices
supporting the nomination of Tom Dorr for USDA Under Secretary for Rural
Development. We are confident that his experience and dedication to rural America
make him an ideal candidate for that position.

Tom Dorr has demonstrated his unyielding commitment to rural housing through
programs and directives too numerous to lst here and do justice to his exemplary record.
The HBAA has watched as Tom Dorr has led rural housing in new and exeiting
directions. If is with great pleasure that the HBAA endorses Tom Dorr’s nomination.

We are keenly aware of the seemingly tumultuous confirmation process that a number of
nominees have gone through, including Tom Dorr. We believe that he deserves an up or
down vote in the United States Senate. We respectfully ask that you do all in your power
to sce that a vote takes place. We also urge you to support this proven leader to the post
of USDA Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Sincerely,

:”,/1! ] o
\‘; "‘;”Lc 'L}'\g

Russell Davis
Executive Vice-President

ce: v Chairman Saxby Chambliss
Secretary Mike Johanns
Steve Pelham
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Homre BUILDERS ASSOCIATION OF ALABAMA

7515 HALCYON SUMMIT DR. - SUITE 200
PO. BOX 241308

MONTGOMERY, ALaBaMa 36124-1305 N STATE 1-800-745-4222
FAX 334-834-5380

May 10, 2005

Honorable Jeff Sessions

United States Senate

335 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Sessions:

Please include the Home Builders Association of Alabama as one of many voices
supporting the nomination of Tom Dorr for USDA Under Secretary for Rural
Development. We are confident that his experience and dedication to rural America
make him an ideal candidate for that position.

Tom Dorr has demonstrated his unyielding commitment to rural housing through
programs and directives too numerous to list here and do justice to his exemplary record.
The HBAA has watched as Tom Dorr has led rural housing in new and exciting
directions. It is with great pleasure that the HBAA endorses Tom Dorr’s nomination.

We are keenly aware of the seemingly tumultuous confirmation process that a number of
norninees have gone through, including Tom Dorr. We believe that he deserves an up or
down vote in the United States Senate. We respectfully ask that you do all in your power
to sce that a vote takes place. We also urge you to support this proven leader to the post
of USDA Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Sincerely,

(it

3
Russell Davis
Executive Vice-President

cc: v+ Chairman Saxby Chambliss
Secretary Mike Johanns
Steve Pelham



nk As jati Post Office Box 230425 (334) 260-8197
Mnﬂ" ‘de Ba ers suclahn“ Montgomery AL 36123 Fax: (334) 396-8830
OF ALABAMA, INC. mba@shatenlaw.com Internet: www.mbaal.org

May-25, 2005

Senator Jeff Sessions
110 Hart Senate Office Building
‘Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Sessions:

We work with purchasers of homes and land in rural communities and understand
their needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the
Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We strongly support
Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to
lead USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value
added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered
them an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to
provide more creative outreach to minorities in order to insure their full participation in
USDA Rural Development programs.

Thé confitation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these
vital prografns the gréatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding
in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision 2t USDA Rural
Development. Our members nced Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate
and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincérely,
Kabare. Xorgen

Barbara Brown
. T President, MBAA

CC  Secretary Mike Johanns
Chairman Saxby Chambliss
Steve Pethiam



y “l‘ A (] 3 1 Post Office Box 230423 (334) 260-8197
Mnrt} ‘ﬂe Ba ers sucmhn‘é Montgomery AL 36123 Fax: (334) 396-8880
OF ALABAMA, INC. mba@slatenlaw.com Internet; www.mbaal.org

May 25. 2005

Senator Jeff Sessions
110 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Sessions:

We work with purchasers of homes and land in rural communities and understand
their needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the
Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We strongly support
Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to
lead USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value
added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered
them an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to
provide more creative outreach to minorities in order to insure their full participation in
USDA Rural Development programs.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these
vital prograiits the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding
in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural
Development. Our members need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural
Development., Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate
and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,
Kaedane. Xorden

Barbara Brown
President, MBAA

CC  Secretary Mike Johanns
Chairman Saxby Chambliss
Steve Petham



e “k n s 3o 3 Post Office Box 230425 (334) 260-8197
Mﬂl‘tg ] BB ers sociation. Montgomery AL 36123 Fax: (334) 396-3880
OF ALABAMA, INC. raba@slatenlaw.com Internet: www.mbaal.org

May 25, 2003

Senator Richard Shelby
110 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Shelby:

We work with purchasers of homes and land in rural communities and understand
their needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the
Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We strongly support
Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development.

M. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to
lead USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value
added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered
them an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to
provide more creative outreach to minorities in order to insure their full participation in
USDA Rural Development programs.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these
vital programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding
in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural
Development. Our members need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate
and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,

Barbara Brown
President, MBAA

CC  Secretary Mike Johanns
Chairman Saxby Chambliss
Steve Pelham
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From: Bonnie Holloman To: Senator Saxby Chambliss Date: 4/27/2005 Time: 6:37:20 PM Page 2of2

3906 Wake Forest Rd., Ste. 102, Raleigh, NC 27609
Phone: 919.790-7098 -- Fax: 919.877.0940

April 27, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss
Committee on Agriculture Chairman
United States Senate

C2 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Chambliss:

We work with farmers and small communities every day and understand
their needs and challenges. It 1is critical that we have strong and
creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural
Development Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the
position of Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience
necessary to lead USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Derr has been a
leading advocate for value added and sustainable agriculture that has
benefited small family farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain
competitive.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give
these vital programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure
their continued funding in a very tight budget period. Rural America
needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves an
up or down vote in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to
vote for his confirmation.

Sincerely,
&m%

Gloria Richardson
President



iPRODUCERS ASSOCIATION

SHVILEESINORTH CAROLINA 27856-0656

S . ks
NorRTH CAROLINA- - COTTON
103 TRIANGLE COURT i
TELEPHONE?

April 27, 2005

Honorable Saxby Chambliss
United States Senate
‘Washington, DC 20510

Dear Sénatot Chainblis,

The NC Cotton Producers Association work with cotton farmers and small communities
every day and understand their needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong
and creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary
for Rural Development.

M. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead
USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value
added and sustainable agriew! £

them an opportunity to remain competitive.

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a
very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate
and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation.

- {?\Sinc%rg}ly,
< Uy
DAy
Billy Cafter
Executive Vice President

CC/ Taylor Slade
TAYLOR SLADE Davin DuNcow Jay Brinvn Rrck HOLDER Birry CarTER
PRESIDENT VicE-PRESIDENT SECRRTARY TREASURER EXBC. VICE-PRESIBENT
WiLLiamsron GasTon Brinaven Kinstow NAsHVILLE

04/28/2005 09:326M



THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE
WASHINGTON, D.C.
202600100

April 12, 2002

The Honorable Tom Harkin

Chairman ‘

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry
731 Senate Hart Building

Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Last month your Committee held a confirmation hearing on the nomination of Tom Dorr
for Under Secretary for Rural Development and Nancy Bryson for General Counsel at the
Departinent of Agriculture. We very much appreciate the prompt action you took to
confirm Nancy Bryson as General Counsel. However, we are disappointed that a vote
was not taken on the confirmation of Mr. Dorr.

Tom Dorr withstood the rigors of the Agriculture Committee hearing with grace and
poise. He responded to the Committee questionnaire, met individually with Committee
members, responded to all questions posed during his five-hour hearing and fully
responded to written questions submitted after the hearing.

We appreciated your cooperation in allowing witesses from Iowa, who have known
‘Tom the longest and worked with him in a variety of projects, testify on his behalf,

These witnesses eloquently described the man that President Bush and I want on our team
at USDA.

President Bush nominated Mr. Dorr nearly one year ago. As with all of USDA’s mission
areas, a key responsibility of the Rural Development Under Secretary is to guide
development and implementation of the President’s policies and programs that are vital to
rural citizens, communities and economies throughont America. The Under Secretary
for Rural Development is the lynchpin in enhancing federal-state-local partnerships to
develop new initiatives, such as those involving bio-energy and telecommunications, and
in making the long-term commitments necessary to ensure sustained success of these new
ventures. ’
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Senator Tom Harkin -2- April 12, 2002 -

1know how strongly you and other Committee members are committed to strengthening
America’s rural development programs. It is important that this position be filled so
strong leadership can be provided for inijtiatives that would spur growth and development
in rural communities throughout the nation. Tom Do should be given the opportunity to
provide that stewardship and I urge the Committee to act on his nomination.

We appreciate the cooperative relationship we have with the Committee and look forward
to continuing to work with you on issues of importance to our nation’s agricultural
producers, consumers and rural residents.

Sincerely,

Ann M. Veneman



354

m@r‘ National Family Farm Coalition

110 Maryland Avenue, NE, Suite 307 * Washington, DC 20002 * (202) 543-5675 * Fax: (202) 543-0978 * Email: nffc@nffc.net

recycled paper

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss
Chair

Senate Agriculture Committee
Washington, D.C. 20510

April 26, 2005
Dear Senator Chambliss:

On the eve of the Senate Agriculture Hearing on the nomination of Thomas Dorr to be
the Undersecretary for Rural Development at the U.S. Department of Agriculture
(USDA), the National Family Farm Coalition writes to strongly oppose his nomination.

Since June 2001, the National Family Farm Coalition has protested Thomas Dorr's
support of corporate agriculture, his insensitive remarks on ethnic and religious diversity,
and his violation of farm program payment limitations. Due to widespread grassroots and
Senate opposition, the Dorr nomination was stalled in 2002, and again in 2003.

After Mr. Dorr’s nomination attempts failed, President Bush disregarded the will of the
Senate and named him a special USDA advisor receiving a salary of $141,000. Mr. Dorr
has done nothing during his tenure at the USDA that changes our opposition. In fact, the
FY 2006 budget submitted to the Congress in February 2005 reflects a dismantling of the
USDA Rural Development discretionary programs proposing to slash them by over 35%
and transfer these functions to the Department of Commerce.

We fear that President Bush’s re-nomination of Thomas Dorr demonstrates his
Administration’s short-sighted vision for rural development. It signals to hard working
family farmers that only huge corporate farms will be supported by USDA policies and
programs.

Because recent farm programs have severely diminished farm income from marketing

receipts, we believe USDA should place much-needed resources in the development of
rural communities and support a family farm system of agriculture that promotes food
security, There is a critical shortage of resources for family farmers and rural
communities.

-
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The USDA Department of Rural Development should:

1. Increase support for value added grants for processing and packaging of agricultural
products to limited resource farmers and their cooperatives.

2. Increase the access to and the amount of funding for the affordable rural housing
program.

3. Appoint more minority farmers to various boards, committees and other positions
within the USDA.

4. Allocate more resources for community-based development.

5. Assist in developing marketing opportunities for small and limited resource farmers,
including farmers markets, WIC coupons, re-pack operations, brokerages and others.

6. Make rural loans and grants to small cooperatives, towns and rural communities for
programs, community facilities and development projects.

7. Demand full funding for renewable energy on-farm initiatives.

On behalf of family farmers, we feel it is not in our nation’s best interest to have an
Undersecretary for Rural Development who has admitted misuse of U.S. government
programs, antagonized those he would be charged to serve, and envisions a structure of
agriculture that would further depopulate our rural communities.

We urge the Senate Agriculture Committee to reject the nomination of Thomas Dorr to
this important position.

Sincerely,

’Gedrg aylor
President, National Family Farm Coalition

Cc: Senate Agriculture Committee
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BN

CORN
GROWERS

ASSOCIATION  R.O. Box 1623 Bloomington, I 61702-1623 Ph. {309) 557-3267 FAX (309} 827-0916

May 12, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss

Chairman, Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry
United States Senate

Washington, DC. 20510-1007

Dear Senator Chambliss:

I am writing you in support of Tom Dorr of Marcus, Towa as the Under Secretary for
Rural Development at the US Department of Agriculture. Mr. Dorr’s nomination is
currently before your committee and I implore an expedient confirmation process for the
sake of rural America.

Mr. Dore’s nomination has previously been before your committee; however, 2
confirmation vote on the Senate floor was later blocked. USDA’s Rural Development is
tasked with providing many services to the American people. Without Senate-confirmed
leadership in this area, opportunities to develop future and currently available services are
passing ruxal America by. Your commitment to rural America underscores the urgency
of this confirmation.

As a successful family farmer in Towa, Mr. Dorr brings a wealth of invaluable experience
and knowledge to the USDA. As a former member of the Chicago Federal Reserve
Bank’s Board of Directors, Mr. Dorr possesses the appropriate and needed banking
expertise to oversee the USDA’s $80 billion in outstanding loans to rural communities.
Mr. Dorr has demonstrated his leadership and vision during his time at USDA. Mr.
Dorr’s intelligence, character, and vision will be an untold asset to America’s rural
communities.

1 urge your immediate attention and support for this confirmation. Thank you for yout
attention and concern on thig critical matter.

Sincerely,

Roger Sy, President

cor Senator Richard Durbin
Senator Barack Obama

. PRINTED WiTH CORN-BASED INK ON RECYCLED PAPER

Con A i atavand mbasnss BAATA RS AV A AR n meA SR AT AT

05/12/2005 03:55PM
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NORTH CAROLINA

.SOYBEAN

PRODUCERS ASSOCIATION, INC.

April 25, 2005

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss
Committee on Agriculture Chairman
United States Senate

416 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Chambliss:

As an organization of family farmers, the North Carolina Soybean Producers
Association and its farmer supporters need the United States Senate to confirm Thomas
C. Dorr as USDA Under Secretary for Rural Development.

I have known Tom Dorr for nearly ten years through our connections as members of
Farm Foundation’s Bennett Agricultural Round Table. I know him to be a person of high
intellect, high ability and high integrity. Through his “hands-on” experience as a
working farmer, Tom Dorr has the background and know-how necessary to advance
programs so vital to farm and non-farm rural citizens of our nation. His life’s
experiences have prepared him with all the vital skills necessary to lead this most
important program at USDA.

As a leader of my state’s soybean commodity organization I recognize the importance
of Tom Dorr’s efforts to develop value-added cooperative marketing programs that will
help farmers retain more of the profitability of their farming enterprises, and help them
survive in the highly competitive world markets that we currently face.

We strongly urge you to use all your influence to see that Thomas C. Dorr is
expeditiously confirmed as USDA Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural
Development so he can move the many programs forward that are so vital to all rural

citizens.
Ve ) Sin@rely yours,
James F. Wilder
Executive Vice President
JFW:lgr

211 Six Forks Road, Suite 102, Raleigh, North Carclina 27609, Phone: 819-839-5700, Fax: 919-830-5775
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Farm payment scenario

Target Loan Max. def. Act. Def.

price rate payment payment
1989 $2.84 $2.06 $66,905 $49,750
1990 $2.75 $1.96 $48,795 $31,500
1991 $2.75 $1.89 $58,731 $28,000
1992 $2.75 $2.01 $49,671 $49,000
1993 $2.75 $1.99 $43,428 $16,000
1994  $2.75 $1.99 $43,333 $32,500
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QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR HARKIN
THOMAS C. DORR

Question: In a letter dated May 8, 1996, you were informed that your farming operation,
Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm, Co., had been selected for a 1995 farm program payment
limitation and payment eligibility end-of-year review. You were informed that the
farming operation would be reviewed to determine whether the farming operation was
carried out in 1995 as represented on the CCC-502, Farm Operating Plan for Payment
Eligibility Review. You were asked to provide documents and information and were
further informed that if you failed to provide the requested information within 30 days of
the date of the letter that you would be determined not “actively engaged in farming for
the 1995 crop year.” In a letter dated June 1, 1996, you requested a 30-day extension of
the initial deadline, citing weather and family concerns. In a letter dated June 7, 1996,
Michael W. Houston the County Executive Director informed you that the Cherokee
County Committee approved your request to July 8, 1996 to provide additional
information requested by the End of Year Review Committee. The only further
information available with regard to this end-of-year review is a handwritten notation in
the file that reads: “Rec’d phone call from T. Dorr on 8-3-96 at home. Dorr plans on
completing requested info., but needs more time. MWH” Please explain in detail what
information and documentation you provided the county committee in response to this
formal request, when you provided the requested information, and how this matter was
resolved. If it was not resolved, why did you not provide the requested information to the
Farm Service Agency?

RESPONSE: Minority Counsel raised this issue during a meeting with Senate
Agriculture Committee staff on April 19, 2005. Prior to that meeting, I had no
recollection of the FSA request or of the subsequent communication with the Cherokee
County FSA Office, which you referenced in your question. Ido not recall whether or
not I provided additional information to FSA in this matter. If the requested information
was not provided to FSA, it was an oversight on my part. 1 have no knowledge as to why
FSA did not follow up.
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QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR HARKIN
THOMAS C. DORR

Question: 1) Please list all entities and individuals for which you had signing authority
for documents at the Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation Service office for the
crop years 1988, 1989, 1990, 1991 and 1992. 2) For each entity or individual identified
in question 1, please indicate whether the entity or individual was listed on the Farm
Operating Plan for Payment Limitation Review (CCC-502C) for Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm
Co. 3) For each entity or individual identified in question 2 as not listed on the CCC-
502C, please indicate whether Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm Co. provided custom farming
services for the entity or individual. 4) For each custom farming arrangement identified
in question 3 above, state the custom farming services provided and the fees paid to
Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm Co. in total and on a per acre basis.

RESPONSE: The information and documents requested are from 13 to 17 years old.
The FSA did not require us to keep records for extended periods of time, and our office
had limited storage capacity. It was our standard practice to remove old information and
free up additional space. The records for 1988 through 1992 would have been removed
during that routine process.

Also, it is my understanding that you asked Secretary Veneman to conduct a review of
the records for 1988 throngh 1992. Based upon your request, Secretary Veneman
directed the lowa State FSA Office to conduct a thorough review of the available records
for the years in question. Secretary Veneman provided you with a copy of the FSA
report on June 27, 2002.
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QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR HARKIN

THOMAS C. DORR

Question: In item 3 of the Financial Data and Conflict of Interest (Public) that you
submitted to the Committee, you indicate that “Dorr Inc, is a family farm corporation
founded in the late 1940°s. I own 12% of the stock.” However, in your letter dated April
25, 2005, to Mr. John C. Surina, you state, “Dorr, Inc, is a family corporation, in which I
have a 10% ownership interest.” and on the Public Financial Disclosure Report (SF278)
dated March 17, 2005, page 11, item 3 you indicate a 9.5% interest in Dorr, Inc. No
person may receive farm program payments from more than three entities in which the
person holds substantial beneficial interest, generally 10 percent or more. For the years
that you received farm program benefits through Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm Co. and the
Melvin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust, did you also receive benefits through Dorr,
Inc.? If so, did you hold a substantial beneficial interest in Dorr, Inc. at that time? If you
did hold a substantial beneficial interest in Dorr, Inc. at the same time that you received
farm program benefits through Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm Co. and the Melvin G. Dorr
Irrevocable Family Trust, did you receive federal farm program benefits through any
other entity in which you held a substantial beneficial interest?

RESPONSE: During the years I received farm program benefits through Dorr’s Pine
Grove Farm Company and the Melvin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust, I did receive
benefits through Dorr Inc.

Until January 24, 2005, my equity position in Dorr Inc., did not exceed 9.53-percent. On
or about January 24, 2005, Dorr Inc., at the request of one shareholder, repurchased that
shareholder’s outstanding stock. The effect of this was to increase my equity position in
Dorr, Inc., to 10.12-percent in January 2005,

1 did not hold a “substantial beneficial interest” in Dorr Inc., during any time that I
received program benefits as a beneficiary or stockholder through the Melvin G. Dorr

Irrevocable Family Trust, Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm Company or personally.

I'received no benefits at any time through any other entity.
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QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR HARKIN

THOMAS C. DORR

Question: In your letter dated April 25, 2005, to Mr. John C. Surina, you state that the
Melvin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust owns 288 acres of farmland in Towa which is
currently leased on a fixed payment cash lease. What was the farming arrangement for
this land in 2002, 2003 and 20047 On the Public Financial Disclosure Report (SF278)
dated March 17, 2005, page 8, item 2, you indicate rental income of $15,000 to $50,000.
On the Public Financial Disclosure Report (SF278) dated April 1, 2004, page 8§, item 6,
you indicate rental income of $50,001 to $100,000. Please explain fully the reason for
the discrepancy between these two amounts.

RESPONSE: The agricultural land of the Melvin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust was
cash rented to a non-family member tenant for crop years 2002, 2003, and 2004.

The SF278 dated April 1, 2004, was marked in error. It should have been marked
“$15,001 - $50,000”. Ihave reported this mistake to the USDA Office of Ethics, and I
will take appropriate action to correct the SF278.
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QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR HARKIN

THOMAS C. DORR

Question: In your letter dated April 25, 2005, to Mr. John C. Surina, you state that the
family-owned lands held jointly by the Melvin G. Dorr Residual Trust and the Margaret
L. Dorr Qualified Terminable Interest Property Marital Deduction Trust is custom farmed
by an operating entity. Do these trusts participate in federal farm programs? Does any
person who has more than a 20-percent interest in the entity performing the custom
farming also have any interest directly or indirectly in the crop on the farm by taking any
risk in the production of the crop, sharing in the proceeds of the crop, or in the land as a
landowner, trustee, manager, tenant, sharecropper, or in any other similar capacity? Is
the compensation for the custom farming paid at a unit of work rate customary in the
area? Is the compensation in no way dependent upon the amount of the crop produced?

RESPONSE: The family-owned lands, held jointly by the Melvin G. Dorr Residual Trust
and the Margaret L. Dorr Qualified Terminable Interest Property Marital Deduction
Trust, do participate in farm programs.

No person who has more than a 20-percent interest in the entity performing the custom
farming has an interest, directly or indirectly, in the crop on the farm by taking any risk in
the production of the crop or sharing in the proceeds of the crop. No person who has
more than a 20-percent interest in the entity performing the custom farming has an
interest, directly or indirectly, in the land as a landowner, trustee, manager, tenant,
sharecropper, or in any other similar capacity.

The compensation for the custom farming is paid at a unit of work rate customary in the
area.

The compensation is not dependent upon the amount of the crop produced.
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QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR HARKIN

THOMAS C. DORR

Question: How many senior employees within Rural Development changed positions or
left the U.S. Department of Agriculture in each year from 1999 through 2004? Please
complete the following table for USDA Rural Development.

Year

Senior GS Employees
above Grade 15

SES Employees

Political Employees

Reassigned | Left USDA

Reassigned | Left USDA

Reassigned | Left USDA

1999

2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

RESPONSE: Ihave a great deal of admiration for the experience, attitude and leadership
skills of the workforce at USDA Rural Development. In my current capacity, I do not
handle personnel issues, and I am not aware of the information requested. If confirmed, I
should be able to provide the information, relative to the Rural Development Mission

Area.

Question: How many senior employees within the U.S. Department of Agriculture
changed positions or left the USDA in each year from 1999 through 2004? Please
complete the following table for USDA.

Year

Senior GS Employees
above Grade 15

SES Employees

Political Employees

Reassigned | Left USDA

Reassigned | Left USDA

Reassigned | Left USDA

1999

2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

RESPONSE: In my current capacity, I do not handle personnel issues, and [ am not
aware of the information requested. If confirmed, I should be able to provide the
information, relative to the Rural Development Mission Area.
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SENATOR COLEMAN’S QUESTIONS FOR MR. TOM DORR:

1. Mr. Dorr, I know from first hand experience that you are a strong friend of renewable
fuels. As you know there was a provision in the FY04 and FY05 Agriculture
Appropriations Bills directing the Secretary of Agriculture to use the resources of the
Department for education and infrastructure promotion to expand the availability of bio-
based fuels, including E-85 capable vehicle technologies, in Minnesota and other states. I
understand the National Ethanol Vehicle Coalition submitted a funding proposal to
provide infrastructure development projects in Minnesota, Ohio, and other states. Mr.
Dorr, would you work with me on implementing this provision of law to get this
worthwhile effort up and running?

RESPONSE: I appreciate the need to begin deploying unique infrastructure to develop
greater utilization of bio-based fuels. If confirmed, I intend to work with you to facilitate
the implementation of all aspects of the law pertaining to rural economic development
opportunities, including utilization of bio-based fuels,
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2. Mr. Dorr, we have a situation in rural America where critical infrastructure needs are
growing while federal budgets are getting tighter. A report by the American Society of
Civil Engineers released last month assessed the four year trend in the condition of 12
categories of infrastructure. Of all infrastructure graded, water and wastewater facilities
scored the lowest at a D-. The Environmental Protection Agency, municipal utilities, and
the Congressional Budget Office agree, estimating that communities will need anywhere
from $300 billion to $1 trillion over the next 20 years to repair, replace, or upgrade
drinking water and wastewater facilities. Clearly, rural communities cannot grow
economically and create good jobs that will keep people living, working, and raising their
families in a community unless it has basic infrastructure, like water and waste, hospitals,
police and fire, high speed internet access, affordable housing, and the like. Senators
Pryor, DeWine, and Graham and I have been working on a way to leverage a relatively
small amount of federal resources into a much larger fund to help build rural
infrastructure through bonding. As we try to bridge the gap between federal resources
and critical infrastructure needs, will you work with us on this effort?

RESPONSE: I agree with your observation that quality infrastructure, high-speed
telecommunications, affordable housing and quality jobs are essential to the economic
vitality of rural communities. Ilook forward to working with you, the Administration,
and other Members of Congress to address these challenges and improve the quality of
life in rural America.



