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As another year winds down, and the
holiday season is upon us, the natural
intention is to take a look back at what was
accomplished in the past twelve months.
Each year seems to go by faster, and the
intensity of life continues on a fast pace!
Farm Bureau has been there for you on
a number of issues that will potentially
have wide-ranging impacts on farming
in the Salinas Valley area. Whether it is
groundwater or surface water, land use,
labor, or crop protection, the number of
challenges continues to mount with each
passing month.
And we are moving forward in many
positive ways also. With the Forbes Ag
Tech Summit coming to Salinas this past
July, the interest in Ag tech investment has
never been greater. There will be many
benefits to farming of the future when
new technologies and services become
mainstream and financially sustainable.
The Ag Tech Summit focused the entire
world’s eyes on the Salinas Valley and
the crop production that we do here;
opportunities will be forthcoming!

As we move into implementation of the
Sustainable Groundwater Management
Act (SGMA), the formation of our
Groundwater Sustainability Agency will
be the critical first step. Early in 2016 we
expect to start stakeholder meetings that
will help identify the concerns and issues
of all residents, farmers and businesses, as
well as those organizations that interact on
water supply issues. The room will be full,
and Farm Bureau will be there helping to
guide the best possible solution for Salinas
Valley Agriculture.
The drought has focused water use
intensity on Agriculture all around
California, and here in Monterey County
we have had our share of concerns.
Working with the Monterey County
Resource Management Agency and
Water Resources Agency, Farm Bureau is

continues on pg 2
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Involved and Engaged (continued from pg 1)
helping to shape the groundwater
assessment that will provide a
more accurate characterization
of our resources. The technical
advisory committee working with
the agencies on the modeling
foundation includes a hydrologist
paid for by Farm Bureau, to ensure
that agricultural land and water use
is properly included. The hope is this
assessment through modeling will
help to generate the groundwater
management plan that is required in
SGMA by the 2020 deadline.
Land use continues to be a topic of
interest, particularly as our County
considers settlements to lawsuits
still outstanding about the General
Plan update of 2010. The Winery
Corridor policies as set out in the
General Plan support development

of not only wine tasting rooms but
other ancillary services needed to
sustain a vibrant wine trail. Farm
Bureau continues to support the
current Winery Corridor policies to
ensure that our viticulture sector
can expand and support increased
tourism by providing a vineyardstyle wine tasting experience for
visitors to enjoy in Monterey County.
Water supplies on the Peninsula
continue to be discussed and
hashed out in the public forums
and with state agencies. Approval
was given to the environmental
report for the groundwater recharge
project now called Pure Water
Monterey; this will provide water for
groundwater storage and ensure
that Ag water continues to be

provided in the coastal zone (CSIP
area). While there is a long ways to
go in developing and constructing
this project, and all the interagency
agreements, it is a real step forward
in reusing existing water supplies
that otherwise might be wasted.
Farm Bureau continues to support
a water supply solution for the
Peninsula, and right now that looks
like it might be a desalination plant,
one of three current proposals.
As an intervener in the California
American Water desalination facility
project proposed for the Marina
coastal area, Farm Bureau works
with other organizations to ensure
that the Salinas River Groundwater
Basin remains whole during the
source water extraction process.
This involves water rights, hydrology

models, test well data, and, of course,
lots of negotiations. The hydrologic
working group continues to review
data and provide input into possible
impacts that a series of slant source
water wells may have on the basin.
The battles over the implementation
of the Waters of the United States
(WOTUS) rule have been drawn
and a court decision is expected in
2016 that will support continuation
of the temporary injunction; Farm
Bureau has been instrumental in
participating in the court case,
along with numerous other Ag and
business associations and state
governments. Projections of the
impacts of this rule scope out at 95%
of all California lands, so Agriculture
has a big stake in the outcome of
this legal proceeding.

Immigration reform continues
to vex our Federal legislators and
Farm Bureau continues to push
for comprehensive reforms to
ensure that adequate and legal
labor supplies are available for all
commodities, when they are needed.
There’s a lot going on here in
Monterey County … and next year
we expect to deal with more issues
like cannabis production, impacts
of either continued drought or
heavy rainfall totals, and use of
crop protection tools. At any rate,
Farm Bureau members can expect
that Farm Bureau will continue to
advocate for a strong agricultural
sector within our local economy.
Your membership is greatly
appreciated and has substantial value
in protecting the farming way of life.
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Top 10 Things to Know About How Congress Spends Our Money
Written by Melissa George Kessler

It’s time once again for Congress to
decide how the government is going
to spend its – meaning your – money.
Wondering what that really means for
farming and agriculture? Below are
the top 10 things you should know.

10

Congress’s power to allocate
funds is written into the
Constitution. Legislators can decide
to give agencies like the Agriculture
Department some leeway, but good
and bad money decisions ultimately
rest with the 535 voting members on
Capitol Hill.

9

Members of Congress give
direction to government
agencies in two ways, through
authorizations and appropriations.
Authorizations are laws that establish
specific policy, while appropriations
are laws that actually fund these
activities. Both are necessary for any
action to be taken. This is just like
ordering at a restaurant: you can
tell the waitress what you want, but
without paying at some point, you
won’t get anything.

federal money for things like schools
and roads contingent upon following
a raft of standards and mandates.

appropriations laws, similar to passing
other bills. All of this happened before
the end of the fiscal year on Sept. 30.

6

4

The appropriations process
is as much about policy as
it is about money. Policy-specific
pieces of appropriations bills, known
as “riders,” direct the actions of
agencies through withholding or
redirecting money. No money, no
implementation.

5

In the past, the appropriations
process was relatively defined
and orderly. Congress wrote and
passed budgets to outline spending
and then 12 subject-specific

8

There are two types of
government spending,
mandatory and discretionary.
Funds are expended for “mandatory
spending” items when the program
kicks into gear, for instance
when someone qualifies for the
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance
Program. Discretionary spending
is subject to annual debate and
allocation by Congress, but really
only makes up one-third of all
government outlays.

7

The “power of the purse” is
real. Federal leaders can often
get their way not through direct
regulation, but by making benefits of

4
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This formal process has
happened so rarely in recent
years, it now seems positively quaint.
Because (next) year is an election year,
it’s a solid bet that Congress will pass a
last-minute and short-term bill rolling
most appropriations into one big law,
known as an omnibus. The worst-case
scenario happened (in 2013), when
the government shut down because
legislators couldn’t compromise
before the end of the fiscal year.

3

The agriculture
appropriations bill
provides for Ag and nutrition
programs and funding
for the Food and Drug
Administration. The farm
community typically also
follows those for interior and
environment programs and
for transportation programs.
Always on the table are
spending levels for agriculture
research and trade promotion
programs. This year’s debate
is also likely to include
discussion of policy riders
related to environmental and
energy programs.

2

Despite the focus on
federal budgeting and
appropriations, about 70
percent of all government
outlays are to just four things:
Social Security, Medicare
and Medicaid, defense
and paying interest on our
nation’s debt.

And, at long last –
The most important
thing for farmers and
the agriculture community
to know and share is that
despite much blustering
from Ag policy critics, the
entire budget of USDA
made up just 4 percent of
government spending in
fiscal year 2014. Fully 70
percent of that total goes to
domestic nutrition spending,
non-farm programs,
conservation programs or
Ag research.

1

Melissa George Kessler is a
writer, editor and organization
development consultant
working in agriculture.
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Uprooting some Farming Myths
Written by Tim Buzby, Special to the Sacramento Bee
As California descends further into
its worst drought in recorded history,
residents of the Golden State are
looking for someone to blame. Many
city dwellers have pointed fingers at
the state’s farmers and ranchers.
But they’re blaming the victims. As
Gov. Jerry Brown put it, “agricultural
water users … have borne much
of the brunt of the drought to
date, with … significantly reduced
water allocations and thousands of
farmworkers laid off.”
This misconception is only the latest
in a long history of myths about
American agriculture. It’s time to

plow under these myths and plant
some seeds of truth about our
nation’s farmers.
Myth: Big corporations have taken
over the industry
The idea that most farms are run
by big business is a head-scratcher.
Data from the U.S. Census Bureau
show that 97 percent of the 2.1
million farms in operation in the
United States are family-owned. Fully
88 percent are small, family farms. In
Southern states, the share of small
family farms is above 90 percent.
In Tennessee and West Virginia, it’s
more than 95 percent.

Myth: All farmers are rich
Data from the U.S. Department
of Agriculture show that farm
households make roughly the same
income as the median American
household. But that money mostly
comes from off-farm sources, such
as a second job, Social Security,
investment income and the like. The
USDA reports that 70 percent of farm
families have a second job. Clearly,
these farmers are farming because
they like the work, not because it’s
fattening their bank accounts.
Myth: Farmers don’t care about the
environment

No other industry on the planet
depends more on a clean, sustainable
environment than farming. Farmers
are producing more with less.

Furthermore, farm productivity
has nearly doubled since 1980.
This increased productivity has
helped close the trade deficit, as

“Agricultural water users … have borne much
of the brunt of the drought to date, with …
significantly reduced water allocations and
thousands of farmworkers laid off.”
According to the American Farm
Bureau Federation, farmers produce
262 percent more food with 2 percent
fewer inputs – such as energy, seeds,
fertilizer and feed – compared with
1950. That means less energy use, less
pollution and less waste.
Farmers also have cut back
drastically on their use of chemicals.
Between 1980 and 2007, the use
of pesticides on farms dropped
20 percent as the science of pest
management improved.

the United States’ $115 billion worth
of agricultural exports outstrip its
agricultural imports.
This economic strength is particularly
important in America’s rural
communities, where poverty levels
are at their highest since 1986. There,
farming has been a crucial job creator,
providing steady employment during
the recession and creating new jobs
in the years since.

U.S. agriculture is only going to
grow. By 2023, agriculture exports
are projected to be $172 billion, a
roughly 25 percent increase from
last year’s numbers.
That’s a future we can all benefit
from. But to get there, farmers and
ranchers need a little support in
their home states and in Congress.
And that support starts with a
better understanding of who these
Americans really are.
Today’s farmers are producing
more with less, making food more
affordable, helping to protect the
environment and providing crucial
jobs for rural communities. And
they’re doing it out of a love of
farming.
That’s a good story to tell. And it’s
one that happens to be true.

Myth: Food costs too much
By any measure, food is less expensive
in America than ever before, thanks
largely to the incredible increase in
farm productivity over the years. As
a result, American families spend
a smaller share of their income on
food – just 6.7 percent – than families
in any other country in the world.
In Canada, families devote less than
10 percent of their income to food.
In France and Japan, it’s about 14
percent. And in India, it’s a staggering
36 percent.
Myth: Farming is in decline
Even though farming represents a
small share of the job market, the
farming industry remains a significant
share of the economy. Agriculture
and agriculture-related industries
accounted for $776 billion in GDP
in 2012, according to the USDA.

6
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A Contrarian View of the Local Food Movement
Written by Todd Myers and Steven Sexton
The effort to re-localize agricultural
production in the U.S. is becoming a
real food fight.
While localvores – people who try to
eat and shop locally – rarely cause
actual street fights, science suggest
the local-foods movement could
actually threaten the environmental
and human health objectives that
inspired it.
Prevailing wisdom among localvores
holds that shortening the distance
food travels from “farm to fork”
diminishes environmental impact by
reducing fuel used for shipping. But
transportation accounts for 10% or
less of the energy used to bring food
to market.
Farm operations account for a far
greater share of total energy use.
Food should be grown on lands
that have the right soil and climate
and face minimal threats from pests.

California produces more than 90%
of all strawberries grown in the U.S.,
and so it should be. It is more than
five times more efficient than the
next best state.
It would take Michigan 14 acres to
grow the strawberries California
produces on a single acre.
Fortunately, Michiganders only plant
about 1% of total strawberry acreage
in the U.S. They grow a plurality
of squash, however, boasting the
highest output per acre of any state,
20% higher than California.
Local food production would
sacrifice the advantages California,
Michigan and other states have in
producing particular crops. Lower
yields require more fuel, fertilizer,
pesticides, and herbicides to
compensate for suboptimal growing
conditions. Further, high yields
from modern farming have allowed
cropland to return to natural habitat.

Low yields from local producing
would upset this positive trend.
By our estimates, at least 60 million
additional acres of farmland – an
area the size of Oregon – would
be required to locally produce 40
crops at current yields. Local corn
grain production, for example,
would require 27% more land, 35%
more fertilizer, 23% more chemicals
and fuel than current production.
This would also reduce forage for
honeybees, contributing further to
their decline.
This would raise the cost of food,
undermining efforts to improve
American diets. The cost to
overcome poor, local growing
conditions that cause low yields are
greatest for precisely the healthy
foods that our dietary goals demand
become cheaper.
Americans intuitively understand the

gains from specialization
and trade, which is why
most of us choose to
work in one job rather
than several. Perhaps
nowhere are these gains
greater than in agriculture,
where natural resource
endowments figure
centrally. Though feelgood notions of buying
local are tempting, we
shouldn’t abandon
modern farming for local
production when the
costs of less-efficient food
production are so great.
As an economist who as a
child worked on the family
farm, and a beekeeper
with close ties to the local
farming community, we
enjoy farmers’ markets and
the taste of fresh-picked
seasonal produce.
But science suggests the
local foods movement is
unlikely to improve the
sustainability or nutrition
of our diets while risking
solutions to the global
environment and human
health.
Todd Myers is
environmental director
at the Washington Policy
Center in Seattle and
author of “Eco-Fads:
How the Rise of Trendy
Environmentalism is
Harming the Environment.”
He also serves on the Puget
Sound Salmon Recovery
Council. Steven Sexton is an
assistant professor in the
Sanford School of Public
Policy at Duke University.
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WOTUS Rule Muddies the Water
Reprint of “Our View” from Capital Press
Let’s just cut to the chase. The
new rule on the Waters of the U.S.
needs to be rewritten. The sooner
the Environmental Protection
Agency and the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers do that, the better.

Such complaints and reservations
were voiced all through the public
comment period for the rule. If
EPA and Corps officials read the
comments, they sure didn’t do
enough about them.

The 73-page rule, which was
supposed to clarify certain aspects
of the Clean Water Act, doesn’t
do that. If anything, it raises more
questions than it clarifies. Most
troubling is the fact that any
interpretations of the WOTUS rule
are left to agency staff members.
Landowners have no means of
appealing those interpretations
without going to court.

Other agencies listen to the
public. When the Food and Drug
Administration overstepped its
authority in writing the regulation
for the Food Safety Modernization
Act on irrigation water for onions
and handling spent distillers grains,
its bigwigs at least went to farmers
and others who were impacted and
listened to them.

This is among the many
shortcomings pointed out in the 12
lawsuits filed so far against the EPA
and the Corps over the rule. Among
the plaintiffs are 28 states, ranchers,
farmers, environmentalists. …
Pretty soon you’ll see bumper
stickers reading, “Honk if you’ve
sued over WOTUS.”

10

Not the EPA and the Corps, which
apparently sought to establish an
air of infallibility for themselves. The
EPA and Corps are telling all farmers,
ranchers, and other landowners,
“Trust us.” That’s not good enough.
Trust is earned.
Considering the EPA’s track record
on such matters, blind trust would
require a leap of faith. After all,
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this is the agency whose bigwigs
maintained the off-the-record
email accounts that apparently
served as hotlines to their friends in
environmental groups. This was also
the agency that insisted on closeddoor meetings about rules on dust.
Yes, dust. Apparently, even the most
mundane issue is worthy of secrecy
and intrigue for the EPA.
We assume that not everyone at the
EPA is secretive and has a personal
agenda. But we also understand that
such an assumption does not derive
from some past activities.
Last spring, EPA Administrator Gina
McCarthy characterized the problem
with the WOTUS rule as being
primarily related to public relations.

proposing, to not talking to all of
you and others before we put out
the interpretive rule,” she told the
National Farmers Union.

Real Water Use: Did You Know?

But this battle is not about public
relations. It’s about good public
policy that is clearly stated in a way
that everyone can understand.
It’s also about providing a
means for citizens to appeal staff
interpretations of the rule.

for your computer or smart phone.

That’s what WOTUS – or the Clean
Water Rule – lacks.
The EPA and Corps can do the
right thing. They can go back and
consider the more than 1 million
public comments that flooded
into their offices suggesting
improvements to the WOTUS rule.
Or they can wait until a judge orders
them to fix it.

About 10 gallons of water are used

to make one processor chip
It takes 518 gallons of water to
make one tire for your car.

Speaking of cars, it takes
approximately 39,000 gallons
of water to make that car that

you drive.

To make one ton of steel for
that car, it takes 62,000 gallons
of water.
Cement uses 1,360 gallons of
water and one gallon of paint
needs 13 gallons of water to

brew a single barrel.
It takes 29 gallons to produce
8 ounces of coffee for your daily
brew; make that a latte to-go and
it’s up to 53 gallons (cup and all
included).
And best yet … to manufacture
the plastic bottle used for
the average single-serve water
consumes 1.85 gallons.
So, yes, it does take about 400
gallons of water to grow and make
that cotton shirt you are wearing.

make.

And in your house, growing enough
wood for one board foot of
lumber uses 5.4 gallons of water.

And that beer that you enjoy each
day takes about 1,500 gallons to

Let’s keep our water use for food
production in perspective, please!

“…I want to tell you up front that I
wish we had done a better job of
rolling out our Clean Water Rule –
from calling it WOTUS instead of
the Clean Water Rule, to not being
more crystal clear out of the gate
about what we were and were not
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Mythbusting GMOs

Written by Jessica Wharton, Communications Assistant at the American Farm Bureau Federation
The population is growing and
many ask how it will be possible to
feed 9 billion to 10 billion people
by 2050. Owen Paterson, member
of the British Parliament and former
Secretary of State of Environment,
Food and Rural Affairs in the U.K., is
posing a different question, however:
“How do we feed them well?”
Addressing the Annual South African
Agricultural Biotechnology Industry
ISAA Media Conference last February,
Paterson advocated for the use of
biotechnology in Africa prior to
dispelling four popular GMO myths.
He began by saying, “South Africa
is the leader on this continent, with
2.7 million biotech hectares planted.
But other nations are catching up. In
Burkina Faso, 70 percent of all cotton
in the country is now insect-resistant
Bt cotton, a GMO … and field trials
are underway in Cameroon, Egypt,
Chana, Kenya, Malawi, Nigeria and
Uganda on a broad range of new
crops, from biotech bananas to
maize to cowpeas.”

refutes this idea saying that all
of modern agriculture, including
GMOs, nitrogen fertilizer and
modern pesticides, has “probably
done more to save natural habitats,
support biodiversity and save
endangered species than all the
other environmental, NGO (nongovernmental organization) and U.N.
conservation activities put together.”
He continued dispelling the myth
by referencing glyphosate, which
NGOs “so love to criticize.” While
glyphosates are indeed bad for
weeds, the toxicity to animals is
less than vinegar to humans –

“something to think about next time
you dress your salad.”
Continuing along those lines, the
third myth questions how safe
it really is for humans to eat GM
products. Unfortunately, anti-GMO
campaigners continue to question
the safety of eating genetically
modified foods despite “the universal
opinion of every independent
scientific institution globally that
GMOs are as safe as any other food.”
Everyone values safe food –
farmers and consumers alike. But
many believe that biotech crops

only benefit farmers and offer
no consumer benefits. Paterson
corrected this fourth myth by
looking at the environmental,
economic and nutritional benefits
GM crops offer. Biotechnology
increases protection of wild land
by focusing on sustainability and
offers less expensive foods to
consumers, but also plays a large
role in finding cures and preventing
many ailments that developing
nations still encounter. Paterson also
outlined the public health benefits
of developing more affordable,
nutrient-rich foods like golden rice.

developing countries to benefit
the poor worldwide. “Vitamin A
deficiency is the principal cause
of childhood blindness globally,
affecting 500,000 children annually
of which half die within a year or
two,” Paterson noted.

So “how do we feed the growing
population well?” Thanks to the
tools like biotechnology, farmers
and ranchers are leading the way
in not just answering that
question but in stepping up to get
the job done.

Golden rice is enhanced with
vitamin A producing beta-carotene
and was created for the purpose of
fighting vitamin A deficiency. The
inventors donated the technology
for use in the public sector in

Paterson then tackled the first of
four myths head on, correcting the
idea that farmers are tricked by big,
profit-hungry, biotech companies
into needlessly paying more for GM
seeds over traditional, non-biotech
seeds. Instead, findings show that
biotech crops have “increased crop
yield overall by 22 percent, increased
farmers profits by 68 percent and
reduced chemical pesticide use by
37 percent.”
The second myth asserts that
the only way to actually help the
environment is to abandon modern
agriculture technology and embrace
purely organic farming. Paterson

12
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Pesticides Are Used Safely On California Farms

Nationwide® stands up for farmers

Written by Paul Wenger, President of the California Farm Bureau Federation
As a farmer who works directly
with pesticides, it’s maddening to
hear folks who have no first-hand
knowledge make unsubstantiated
claims about their use and safety.
The latest is the comment from
the Center for Biological Diversity,
claiming that glyphosate is “probably”
a human carcinogen, citing a World
Health Organization report.
There seems to be a misconception
that pesticides are always bad.
Shampoo, soap, every disinfectant
you apply in your house and rub
on your hands are all pesticides.
Technology, including pesticides
we use on our farms and ranches,
has positioned the United States in
general and California in particular
to be recognized as producing the

safest food in the world with the
least environmental impact.
Glyphosate, known by its brand name
Roundup, has contributed to a safer
work environment for me, my sons
and employees who use it to control
weeds, and only when we need it.
Before glyphosate, we had to apply
preventive herbicides, many of which
were more difficult and dangerous
to handle and had greater potential
to damage the environmental.
Glyphosate use has increased
because it is effective and safer to use.
As a farmer, I must go through training
before I can purchase pesticides for
my farm, then must report when,
where and how much I use. My
employees must also be trained.
Ironically, any consumer can purchase

pesticides, including glyphosate, at a
local hardware store and use it without
any training or reporting.
The Center for Biological Diversity
said the eight poorest counties
in California have used a lot of
glyphosate. That’s not surprising,
since those same counties produce
an abundance of the state’s food.
Some of those crops find their way
to countries like China, where people
are afraid to eat their own food.
The center should be more
concerned about other countries
that produce food with pesticides
that do not meet the same
standards as California’s. If
Californians ate only imported food,
it might lead to an appreciation for
our rigorous guidelines.

Through Nationwide’s We Stand
For You® advocacy efforts, we show
farmers and agribusinesses that we
support them — and do what’s right
for the members we serve.
That’s why we helped create the
Stand Up award program to honor
farmers making a difference in their
communities — farmers like Matt
DeMatteo.
In collaboration with the
Nationwide-sponsored “Small
Town Big Deal” — a weekly RFD-TV
program that celebrates the stories
of rural American life — the award
was created to highlight the great
work being done by farmers across
the nation.
Promoted on Small Town Big Deal
throughout 2014, community
members could nominate Stand Up
award recipients online. Of the more
than 300 nominations received,
DeMatteo’s story struck a chord.
For the 23-year-old resident of New
Philadelphia, OH, farming was a
lifelong dream. After graduating
from Ohio State, he returned to the
family farm where he works with
his brother and volunteers with the
local fire department.
After his farming mentor tragically
lost his life in a tractor roll-over just
weeks before harvest, DeMatteo
rallied his community in support.
He led a tractor tribute and, with
the help of other local farmers,
harvested the farmer’s crops.
“This young man is always doing
good things,” says his Nationwide
Agent Lynette Dauch. “He has
become someone that people look
up to. The impact of this on the
community will never be measured;

14
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website (www.smalltownbigdeal.com/
where-to-watch) for details about
where to watch.

bringing together family, friends
and acquaintances to mourn and
share grief is a big task. Matt made
it happen. We need more young
adults like Matt in this world.”
DeMatteo was featured on “Small
Town Big Deal” on Nov. 12, where
he shared his story and received the
Stand Up award. Check the show’s

“Partnering with the most-watched
show on a network that targets
rural audiences and those involved
in agriculture allows us to tap
into the creativity, innovation and
resourcefulness of rural Americans,”
says Brad Liggett, agribusiness
president for Nationwide. “And
highlighting the work of individuals
like Matt DeMatteo is just one of
the ways we continue to stand for
our members and for the entire
agricultural community.”
Nationwide and the Nationwide N and
Eagle are service marks of Nationwide
Mutual Insurance Company. We Stand
For You is a service mark of Nationwide
Agribusiness Insurance Company.
©2015 Nationwide.

SAVE THE DATE!
Central Coast Young Farmers & Ranchers

CRAB FEED
6pm |

Saturday, February 20th
Salinas Sports Complex

Plenty of food, drink, and
Country Rock dancing to

Fred McCarty &
Company

$55 per person; call the
Farm Bureau office for tickets

(831-751-3100)
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