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Action Requests and Talking Points
State Leglslative Conference ' Aprll 2007
PFB Governmental Atfairs and Cornmunications Division

State Budaet

ACTION REOUEST FOR HOUSE AND SENATE LEGISLANVE OOMMITTEES:

CONTACT HOUSE AND SENATE I,IEMBERS, ESPECIALLY THOSE IN THE HOUSE AND
SENATE APPROPRIATIONS CO]IIMITTEES, AND AGRICULTURE AND FURAL AFFAIBS
COMMITTEES:

Urgc your legtclator to suwra the Incrases b the tollowlttg speifrc bttdgBt aPlrcprtadons
llne ftcms:

- A $2 mllllon Incrcasc In the proporcd approprlatlon for flnarcing_federal crop insurance
premtum p"y.enrr (rcrtortrig tundlng tb--$re FY 2o(F - ?0g7 bvrN wlth a total approprladon
of tN3 mllllon).

- A $1.S9 mllllon Increase In the proposed appropriatlon frcm the Departngnt of Agr{culture
to conservrilon dletrlcte (rcctoitnd $sgo,OO0 ano addlng $1 milllon mol€ fior a total llnc lbm
approprlatbn of S2.8 mllllon).

. A $1.72 mllilon lnctease In fundr trangfrnsd tr the Nutrient llanagement Fund (enabllng a

tolaltranctcr sl $5 mllllon).

- An Increase ol $3 mllllon erch ln propoced approprlatlons to Pcnn Stare Unlrnrelty for
agrlculturat research (total ag rpgbarch appr^otrladon $23.094 mllllon) and for Ertenslon
piograms (totat Extenslon approprlatlon ol 932.787 mllllon).

- A rsstoralon In funding for agrbultural rcsearch underthe llepartmcnt of Agr{cultur to $3
mllllon ($900,000 aOove ttre Govcmor's propoted approprh$on).

- A restorailon of $500,000 In tundlng for Ag Ercellence Programs such al tlre Center lor

Dalry Excellence.

- Fundlng tor crcstlon of the Farmcr'g llarkct Dcvelopment Program In thc amount ol

$250,000.

TALKTNG POINTS (Stde Budgct):

o We believe funding should be restored for several essential agricultural programs, including
COnservatiOn distdcts, CrOp ingurancE and agriculture researCh.

o Farmers support fundlng for conservation distists because they prwide technical assistance
and other iritbrmatirn rc-netp famers develop and implement nutrient managem€nt plans.

Conservation district workeis also help farmers address new environmental regulations.
Assistance programs should not be cut at a time when larms face incrsased regulatory
burdens tnrSug-h recent revisions of the state nutrient managgrnent, water qualrty rcgulations
and pennsylvania's effort to meet its requirem€nt to reducs nutri€nt and sediment loadings in
the ChesaPeake BaY.
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(State Budget Taking Points-. .continued)

.( FarmBureau is seeking additionalfunding for Pennsylvania's Nutrient Managernent Fund,

\Jh" ir* h;tdfarmEriimptement nutrient management plans through loans and grants.

. , Crop lneurancE programs' which help-farmen
critical part of risk managern€nt, but ifs ev^^en

i insurance costs. lf funding is cut by $e milliot
crops, putting them al a greater risk for loss s
i.pt a farming oPeration.

an help farmers increase productivity and-
rseO proOuctivity, because they pay less for their
t and control conditions that threaten the health

ficiently fund the programs identified above
rtions recornmended by the Governor' In reality,
4 million above the appropriations actually
modest and prudent inwstnent in the strate's

largest industry.

- Urge your leglslator to supportand ryork ior adoption of legirlatlon contlllr€d In House Blll
{rvr and rE!,anrtp Filt Rqo to omvlJe trensilerable R'ecource Enhanccment and Prclection

,-  -a
ln the developmelrt and lmplementatlon of
a3 Part ol thi approprla$ons actlons taken by
la aiklng the Governor and General Assembly
{8 for thc REAP Program'

TALKtl,lG POINTS (REAP)

. pennsylvania farmers support programs.such as the Resource Enhancernsnt and Prolection

Act of p"nnsvru"nia ineAh), wnid woutd help provide incentives for private sector dollars to

be invested in agricultural consemrtion practices'

o pA farmers are true stewards ol the land and work hard to undertake measures to reduce any

adverse environmental impact on land and water. Sorne of thosE measur9s or remedies are

extrernety 
";;tlt 

;J irnpo'ssiote for farmers to pay for by ihemselves. Programs like REAP

help fanners invest in conservation practices'

e More pollutinn reduction projects on fanns, such as forested stream butfers, fencing prolects'

barnyard irptou"r"nG anO otrer practicss will become a reality if REAP is enaqled'

r The llexibility ot he REAP program malces 1t yery prgctiFl, b.T.us€ many farmers would not

bene{it from using the slate t"irt"oits for their qrn buslness. The program allorls farmers to

sell the tax credifs to other businesses, creating a win-win for everybody'
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Landowner Llabilltv
@to LandownersAllowing CIherstro Hunt on Private Property)

ACTION REOUEST FOR HOUSE AND SENATE LEGISLANVE COIIITITrEES:

Contact Housc and Senate mcmberc, erpaclally fhose In the Houre and Senab Game and
Flsherles Commlttees:

- Express tothem the lmpact thatthe Lehlgh Gounty ca.c har had among landowprc ln your
area not to atlow huntlng on thelr prcparty.

- lmpress upon your leglslator the lmportmco otprutccdng you lrom llablllty whon you allow
othcrs to hunt 

-or 
perlorm othcr reorcatlonal aodvltles on youl propcrty.

- Urge your leglslator to aupport and work lor prompt passage of emendmentr to Sectlon 924
of fhoGameind Wlldllfc Cide to melo lt clear that landownars who allow othsrr to hunt on
thelr propefi cannot bc legally ruponslble under thlc r*llon for any vloletlon of the Gode
that authorlzed huntcrs may commlt'

- Ask your leglelatorto engagp Housc end Senate lederchlp in promptly parlng the
leglsiation cbntained In House Blll 13 and Houre Blll74.

TALKING POINTS (l.andowner Liablllty)

o Farmers and other private property owners should not be held legally responsible_t9r unlawful
or negligent actions ol huniers lusi Oecause lhe landowner allowed the hunter on his land
during hunting season.

o Fanners should not fear being held liable for accidents that are beyond their control and
caused by the ac'tions of someone else on their property'

. Without adequate landowner liability protection, farmers could literally'lose the farm" if they
are found liable for actions of hunters on their proper$'

e The questionable nature ol landor.vner liability is jeopardizing long-terrn relationships between
farmers and hunters. During the 2006 deer-iruniing season, some fanners signilicantly limited
or reduced the number of hunters they allotyed on iheir land due to liability conoems. Some
fiarmers even posted their land for the firsl time.

ACTION REOUEST FOR HOUSE AND SENATE LEGISLATIVE COilIIIITTEES:

Contact House and Senate membcrrs, partlcularlythose In Houss and Senate leaderahip and
thocc on the House and Senatc Flnance Commlttecs:

- Exprees to your bglslator In dotail how school proper{ taxer bulden you and your farm.

. Attempt to get your leglslator to commlt In maldng rcal cchool plopcrty tar rcform the

numbcr one prlorltyfor thll lcgiclaturc.

3
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(Reat Property Tax Relorm,...contln ud)

- stsess that tax rcllef to be ptovldcd un&r property tax t€fom legblatlon must Include
agrlcultural land.

- Inform your leglclator that you suppoft mcEyl€? to achleve rellef from echool property

taxes ttirougnincruases In state dd'ter tax. (Tha Gowrnor ls proposlng a one percont sales

tax Increase tor ths Stab Budget, but only a small portlon of lt would go for real property

tax rcform.)

TALKING POINTS (Prcp*ty Tax Rrlorm)

r Farmeng are looking for meaningful reform legislatlon to provide farmers and other prop€rty

owners in pennsylv-ania with tru-e reliEf from currenl and future tax burdens, while also
providing school-districts with a reliable souroe of revenue to meet reasonable costs of

oPeration.

o pennsylvania farmsrs support the elimination of property traxes. Farmers support legislation

that would expano the stiie Eales tax and create other r€venue soulcss to fund schools.

o High property tar<es impose serious financial burdens on farm iamilies, becauss farmers pay a

lot more jn taxes due to the amount of land that they oiln. The amount of money a famer
pays tor focai property ta(es is ury high relative toine amount of income generated from the

farm.

. The nature of farming itselt does not permit farmers lo reduce tax burdens, because larming is

a land-intenlv" enbbrise. ownersnip arrd use of large amounts of land are necessary

componants to the viability of a farm opgration'

r pennsylvania farmers pay more than twice the arnount of school taxes than manufacturing and

other sirnnliinoustriEs. Agdcurtrrre pays more than 10 percelt of the prop-erty tax.in a school

district tnroughout iennsyivanla, while'manufacturing pays 4.6 percent. (Research by Penn

state universM

r The arnount that pennsylvania farmers pay tor prop€rty tax as a ponion of their totalexpenses

is twice the national average.

. Farm Bureau believes elimination of property ta(es could help presenre farmland and save

family farms, because high property iaxis aie one of the top reasons farrners selltheir land to

develoPers.
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AGTION FEOUEST FOR HOUSE A}ID SENATE LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEES:

Contact Houge ard Senatc memberc, partlcularfy tlrcse In Housc Insurancc Cornmltra and

Senate Banklng & Insurancc Commltbr:
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