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amount purchased by the next five
largest export partners combined, ac-
cording to USDA data.

But this year, China stopped pur-
chasing U.S. soybeans during tariff ne-
gotiations with the Trump
administration, instead falling back on
its relationships with Brazil and other
South American countries to meet its
soybean needs. For U.S. soybean
farmers, this growing season ends with
low prices, unsold harvests, big finan-
cial losses and uncertainty going into
the next season despite a tentative new
deal with China.

“We learned firsthand that being
heavily reliant on China for export
sales is only good when things are
good,” University of Tennessee Pro-
fessor of Agricultural and Resource
Economics Andrew Muhammad said.

How did we get here?
Soybeans brought by traders and

missionaries from Asia first took root
in North America in small quantities in
the 1700s, but the USDA did not begin
tracking soybeans as a crop until the
early 1920s.

Around that time, the USDA, land
grant university extension agents and
farm groups started to promote the
soybean to farmers as a soil-fertilizing
crop that yielded high-protein meal for
animal feed, oil, and even meat re-
placements for human consumption.
The Mississippi River Basin’s flat
plains and intermittent rain proved to
be ideal conditions for the crop.

Soybeans gained a foothold on U.S.
farms in “fits and starts” over several
decades, author Matthew Roth writes
in his book, “Magic Bean: The Rise of
Soy in America,” but really took off  as
a cash crop after World War I. Its suc-
cess was later buoyed by the Agricul-
tural Adjustment Act that allowed soy
plantings while restricting other com-
modities as a way to stabilize crop
prices during the Great Depression,
policies limiting foreign oils, and the
growing need for animal feed and oil
during World War II, according to
Roth.

The crop helped diversify farming
in the South and Midwest. By the
1960s, Roth writes, “the soybean had
insinuated itself thoroughly into the
American diet,” but indirectly – as
feed for the country’s livestock, oils for
salads and derivatives in processed
foods.

Tyler Stafslien shows off his soy-
beans at his Ryder, North Dakota farm
on Nov. 14, 2025. A bushel of these
beans were selling for $8.65 when he
sold them to grain elevators this fall,
which he said is far below his profit
margin. (Photo: Gabrielle Nelson/Buf-
falo’s Fire)

At the same time, soybeans proved
to be a desirable product for interna-
tional trade partners. In 1989, U.S.
soybean exports totaled around $4 bil-
lion, about a fifth of which went to
Japan. The Freedom to Farm Act in
1996 allowed farmers to plant single-
crop fields, and with rising export de-
mand from China starting in the early
1990s, many farmers chose to plant
soybeans, Roth wrote.

In 2001, China joined the World
Trade Organization and gained better
access to globalized trade with the or-
ganization’s members, including the
U.S., according to Muhammad and the
Council on Foreign Relations. From
there, growth in China’s tourism econ-
omy and middle class spurred in-
creased demand for meat protein,
Muhammad said, heightening the
country’s need for animal feed in the
form of U.S. soybeans.

By 2000, the crop was planted on

more than 74 million U.S. acres, ac-
cording to the National Agricultural
Statistics Service.

“Over time, China has grown, and
it seems to be the case that our total ex-
port sales have grown with our exports
to China,” Muhammad explained.
“They’ve sort of driven that rise over
the last two decades.”

Brazil’s soybean industry has com-
peted with American exports since the
1970s, but since 2017 has consistently
exported more than the U.S.

When Trump first upped tariffs on
Chinese goods in 2018, China retali-
ated, Muhammad said, and began in-
vesting more heavily in purchases and
transportation infrastructure in Brazil.
Their turn toward Brazil as a primary
provider during trade negotiations in
2025 “represents a return on that in-
vestment (for China),” he said.

Farming pains and changing
plans

Justin Sherlock farms 2,400 acres
of corn and soybeans in eastern North
Dakota. His dad started farming in the
early 2000s and he took over the farm
in 2012.

“The last, you know, 13 years that
I’ve been going, the last decade, has
been pretty tough to really try and get
established,” he said.

For Sherlock, China coming to
market very late in the 2025 harvest
season was a blow to profits. Nearly
one-quarter of the state’s agricultural
exports hinge on soybeans, with China
serving as the largest market for U.S.
grain.

Sherlock was able to sell most of
his soybean crop early to North Dakota
soybean elevators — facilities that
store the beans — which then found
domestic processors in Nebraska and
Kansas to sell to. But those domestic
markets were also absorbing the sup-
ply that would typically be exported to
China, so prices — around $8.65 per
bushel — dropped significantly below
Sherlock’s cost of production. He said
he will lose “several hundred thou-
sands of dollars” this year, on top of
similar losses last year.

“We just have to find a way to
hopefully make it to next year,” he
said. “That’s the struggle right now for
a lot of producers.”

Especially for young or beginning
producers, said Sherlock, farmers will
likely be having “tough financial dis-
cussions with their bankers and
lenders.” Or, worst case scenario, these
losses could mean losing their farms.

“You cannot have a successful agri-
culture industry in North Dakota with-
out trade,” he said. “It’s so important
that we fix these trade relationships
and get back to doing business with
other countries.”

Trade uncertainty was keenly felt
by soybean farmers in several Missis-
sippi River Basin states, many of
which lead the nation in soybean pro-
duction and exports.

Illinois accounts for 16% of the
country’s total soybean exports, fol-
lowed by Iowa with 13%, according to
the most recent data from the U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture’s Economic
Research Service. North Dakota com-
prises 5% of national exports.

Even in states that aren’t among the
country’s top producers, soybeans can
make up a significant portion of the
state farm economy. Tennessee ranks
16th in the nation for soybean exports,
for example, but soybeans were the
highest-ranked agricultural commod-
ity produced in the state in 2023,
bringing in more than $990 million in
cash receipts. In 2025, soybeans cov-
ered nearly 1.5 million acres of Ten-
nessee farmland – the most of any crop
in the state – according to the Univer-
sity of Tennessee Institute of Agricul-

ture.
The USDA’s Economic Research

Service reported in July that more soy-
beans are being processed domesti-
cally. Most of the soybeans that stay in
the U.S. are crushed into oil and meal,
and a majority of that meal goes to-
ward feeding livestock. The oil is used
in biofuels, for industrial uses, and in
food. New crush facilities that separate
the beans into oil and meal are under
construction in North Dakota, Ne-
braska, Wisconsin, Iowa, Kansas and
Ohio — states that previously shipped
soybeans to other countries to be
processed. Biofuel has increased do-
mestic demand for soybeans — and
crush facilities — since around 2010,
providing an alternative for farmers
facing lower demand from traditional
export partners.

April Hemmes, a fourth-generation
farmer in north-central Iowa, said in
September that she is fortunate to have
nearby options for her beans: there is
an ethanol plant and a crush facility
that makes soybean meal, biodiesel
and food-grade oil, about 10 miles
away from her farm. Farmers who
don’t have those options will have a
harder time adapting to changing ex-
port markets, she wrote in an email.

The lack of money in farmers’
pockets is trickling down to other sec-
tors in farming communities, too, said
John Bartman, a regenerative farmer
working about 850 acres in northern
Illinois. He pointed to farm equipment
dealers and factories in Illinois and
Iowa that are shuttering well-paying
jobs because business has been so
slow.

“So it’s more than just farmers who
have been affected by this,” Bartman

said.
What comes next?
In October, China and the U.S.

hammered out a trade agreement.
China agreed to purchase at least 12
million metric tons of U.S. soybeans
by the end of the year, according to the
White House, and will purchase at
least 25 million metric tons each year
through 2028. USDA export sales data
from Oct. 2 through Dec. 8 shows
China made soybean purchases from
the U.S. totaling about 2.8 million met-
ric tons.

For comparison, China purchased
an annual average of 29 million metric
tons of soybeans from the United
States between 2020 and 2024, ac-
cording to The Center for Strategic and
International Studies, an international
public policy think tank.

The deal “really isn’t much of a
trade deal at all,” Bartman said.

“We’ve just gone through this tariff
war, which we’re still going through
right now, and what did we get out of
it? China agreed to buy less soybeans
than what we had last year, and we as
farmers have suffered the collateral
damage from this,” Bartman said.

With low trade prices and higher
input costs, he warned, “we have not
improved our economic situation for
next year.”

Bartman is among farmers who are
promoting investment in domestic
uses for soybeans, including biofuels
and plastics, though he acknowledges
that a market the size of China’s will
be “very difficult” to replace.

Muhammad said the turbulence in
the soybean exports market shows that
disruption of stable trade policy has
consequences, which can hurt some
sectors more than others.

The U.S. agriculture sector is often
a political target in trade disputes, he
said, because other countries under-
stand the agricultural community’s sig-
nificance in U.S. politics.

“It’s not a major export in the con-
text of all exports, but it’s a politically
viable community, and it carries a lot
of heft in the context of trade agree-
ments and trade policy because of the
national security nature of food,”
Muhammad said.

Farmers who are eligible for the
Trump administration’s $12 billion
Farmer Bridge Assistance program
should expect the USDA to announce
payment rates for crops the week of
Dec. 22, according to the department.
Payments are limited to up to
$155,000 per person or legal entity.

The program appears similar to
a $10 billion aid package offered to
farmers impacted by trade retaliation
in 2018. Those subsidies did not cover
all of farmers’ losses.

Tyler Stafslien’s family has grown
crops on this Ryder, North Dakota
farm since 1912, starting with his great
grandfather. Stafslien hopes to pass
down the farm to one of his kids, he
said on Nov. 14, 2025. (Photo:
Gabrielle Nelson/Buffalo’s Fire)

For many farmers like Sherlock,
these subsidies are a necessity for
short-term survival. He said any farm-
ing subsidies he receives go straight to
paying his bills and paying off loans.

“There will be a lot of producers,
especially young, beginning produc-
ers, who won’t be able to make it and
farm next year if we don’t do some-
thing to help them pay their bills from
this year,” he said.

Even established producers are
worried. Stafslien works land that’s
been in his family since 1912, but the
tough years are piling up.

“This is my future. This is my re-
tirement. I don’t have a 401k plan. I
have a farm,” said Stafslien, who lives
on the farm with his wife, Shannon,
and their two kids. “If I have to keep
burning through this equity, that’s very,
very scary for my future and my fam-
ily’s future.

Charitable ND
(Continued from Front)

budget a certain percentage of in-
come, as well as the high number of
people that only give up to $1,000
annually, is concerning to some.

Bishop Craig Schweitzer of the
Western North Dakota Synod-
ELCA, said giving has been “pretty
flat” over the past decade, but he
was surprised that over half of peo-
ple gave so little each year. 

“That’s shocking to me a little bit
because that’s obviously less than
1% of average income in North
Dakota,” Schweitzer said. 

“I mean, I look at it as a person
of faith, the entry level to be a fol-
lower of Jesus is 10%, and then my
offering is above and beyond that
10%,” he said. “If we’re spending
money on things that aren’t a reflec-
tion of our faith, how does that re-
flect who we are as people of
faith?” 

Schweitzer brought up how im-
portant local organizations like
churches are in times of need and
stress, giving the example of the
wildfires in northwest North Dakota
in the fall of 2024. 

“The church was huge,” he said.
“It stepped up and made sure people
were cared for and probably gave
beyond anything they imagined
they would give to something like
that before, financially and physi-
cally.” 

The North Dakota Poll was con-
ducted by Mason-Dixon Polling &
Strategy Inc. of Jacksonville,
Florida, from Dec. 10-13, 2025. A
total of 625 North Dakota adult res-
idents were interviewed statewide
by telephone. The poll has an error
margin of + or – 4%. 

The North Dakota Poll, spon-
sored by the  North Dakota News
Cooperative, is the only regular,
nonpartisan statewide survey of el-
igible North Dakota voters and con-
sumers.

Notice to Creditors
Probate No. 52-2025-PR-00029
Galen J. Mack SBAND #04398
Mack Law Offices, P.C.
Attorney at Law
PO Box 196
Rugby ND 58368
701-776-5246
Attorney for Personal Representative
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF WELLS

COUNTY, STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA
IN THE MATTER OF THE ESTATE OF

VERNA BOWERS A/K/A CAROLINE VERNA
BOWERS, DECEASED

NOTICE TO CREDITORS
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the un-

dersigned has been appointed personal repre-
sentative of the above estate. All persons
having claims against the above named dece-
dent are required to present their claims within
three months after the date of the first publica-
tion or mailing of this notice or said claims will
be forever barred. Claims must be presented to
either Laura J. Musca, 2260 39th Avenue NE,
Harvey, ND 58341, or filed with the clerk of the
district court.

Dated December 17, 2025.
Laura J. Muscha
Personal Representative
Attorney for Personal Representative
Date of first publication on December 27,

2025.
(December 27, 2025, January 3 & 10, 2026)

NOTICE OF
HEARING

Please take notice that a Public Hearing will
be held by the Wells County Planning Commis-
sion on the 5th day of January, 2026 at 7:00 pm
in the meeting room of the KTL Building in Fes-

senden ND, for the purpose of discussing im-
plementing a Data Center ordinance. The Wells
County Planning Commission consists of Stan
Buxa, Danny Maxwell, Daniel Stutlien, Chad
Ziegler, Faye Schimelfenig, Robert Martin, War-
ren Strand, and Jon Polries.

All parties and concerned citizens are in-
vited to said hearing at which time they shall
have the opportunity to be heard. Please take
further notice that the proposed Data Center
Ordinance of Wells County, ND shall be avail-
able for inspection and copying at the Wells
County Tax Director’s Office, 700 Railway ST N
Fessenden, ND, on Monday through Friday of
each week between the hours of 8:00 am and
4:00 pm. Township officials also have copies of
said changes, and all proposed documents can
be viewed on the home page of
www.wellscountynd.com. A link to the Proposed
documents can also be found on the Wells
County Government Facebook page.

Dated this 9th day of June, 2025.
Jana Mogren, Secretary

(December 13, 20 & 27, 2025)

Notice to Creditors
Probate No. 52-2025-PR-00026
Anthony Cooper (ID #09252)
Bopper Law Firm, PLLC
2151 36th Ave SW, Suite B
Minot, ND 58701
Telephone No. (701)852-5224
Fax No. (701)852-5229
acooper@bopprelawfirm.com
Attorney for David Langford & Tom Hodne-

field
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF WELLS

COUNTY, STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA
In the Matter of the Estate of Annette Marie

Jansonius Langford, Deceased. 
NOTICE TO CREDITORS
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the un-

dersigned has been appointed Personal Rep-

resentative of the above estate. All persons
having claims against the deceased are re-
quired to present their claims within three
months, 90 days, after the date of the first pub-
lication or mailing of this notice or the claims will
be forever barred. Claims must either be pre-
sented to David Langford and Tom Hodnefield,
co-Personal Representatives of the Estate of
Annette Marie Jansonius Langford, in care of
Anthony Cooper of Bopper Law Firm, PLLC,

2151 36th Ave SW, Suite B, Minot, North
Dakota 58701, or filed with the court.

Dated this 1st day of December, 2025.
David Langford,
Personal Representative
Tom Hodnefield,
Personal Representative
First publication on the 20th day of Decem-

ber, 2025.
(December 20 & 27, 2025, January 3, 2026)

Public Notices

School & 
Senior Lunch

Menus
Anamoose-Drake School
CHRISTMAS BREAK – NO

SCHOOL
Fessenden-Bowdon School

CHRISTMAS BREAK – NO
SCHOOL

BM Hanson 
Elementary School

CHRISTMAS BREAK – NO
SCHOOL

Harvey High School
CHRISTMAS BREAK – NO

SCHOOL
Maddock School
CHRISTMAS BREAK – NO

SCHOOL

Harvey Senior Center
Mon. Dec. 29: Tater Tot Casse-

role, Mixed Vegetables, Fruit
Cocktail, Bread

T: Lasagna, Green Beans, Diced
Peaches, Garlic Toast

W: Roast Turkey, Mashed Pota-
toes w/Gravy, Stuffing, Carrots,
WW Dinner Roll, Pumpkin Pie
w/Topping

Th: CLOSED – Happy New
Year

F: CLOSED – Happy New Year

Soybeans
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