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It’s Time to Retire 
the Myth of the 
Uncaring Farmer

Taxing Our Farm Economy
As we’ve all been hearing for the past six months, the financial impacts of 
COVID-19 have hit all levels of government hard. From local cities to our 
County and the State itself, budget shortfalls are the discussion of nearly 
every public governmental meeting. Budget cuts will continue to have an 
impact long after we pass the COVID-19 pandemic off to the history books.

And recently, add in the impacts of the wildfires that ravaged our local environment 
since mid-August. Crops were exposed to ash, smoke and heat, and farmworkers needed 
extra protections with N-95 masks provided by our Ag Commissioner’s office. Together, 
pandemic and wildfire challenge all levels of governmental agencies with their ability to 
respond. Thankfully, CalFire was one of those agencies to respond to our community’s 
needs quickly and successfully!

With so many economic sectors now fully challenged to maintain their existence, 
including local hospitality and service sectors deemed non-essential, the financial 
challenge that our municipal and state governments are experiencing cannot be placed 
on the backs of our businesses and farms. The old paradigm of tax-and-spend just won’t 
work anymore in an economy recoiling from a near shutdown earlier this year.

No more is this true than with the proposed property tax increase known as the 
“split-roll” tax initiative, or Proposition 15, on the November general election ballot. 
All commercial real property will see a dramatic increase in their annual tax bills, 
violating the very tenants of Proposition 13 passed in the late 1970s. Back then, the 
overwhelming approval of Prop 13 served as a wake-up call to state legislators that 
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Californians no longer wanted out-of-control property taxes on their homes 
and businesses.

Don’t be misled by Prop 15 this fall… it is not exempting farming and ranching, 
as it claims; see the articles in this issue of Farm Focus® that describe this 
falsehood. The title of the proposition itself is misleading as it states nothing 
about a property tax increase on commercial properties.

Examining the local roster of who pays the most in property taxes to Monterey 
County, it’s our economic powerhouses that are already assessed the most each 
year. From energy to agriculture to retail to hospitality, the top 40 property taxpayers 
in Monterey County include 11 agricultural properties, most of which are larger 
processing facilities. These are the exact targets that Prop 15 seeks to reassess at 
higher values, where most of the real property assets are not within the land itself.

With the pandemic already putting pressures on farming operations to maintain 
financial stability, and increased pricing at the consumer level due to supply 
constraints, does it really make sense to increase property taxes on our largest 
economic sectors, especially our food supply? Surely everyone can understand 
that this is simple math; the cost of doing business goes up yet again in 
California, so the consumers will be the ones ultimately paying the price, either 
in higher costs of goods and food items, or by importing more from lower cost 
production areas as California businesses and farms fail.

California is already one of the most expensive places to live, work, and operate 
a business. Taxes and regulations far exceed those of neighboring states, so why 
give them another advantage over California food production? 

Monterey County Farm Bureau’s 
Board of Directors urges you to vote 
NO on Prop 15 when your ballot 
arrives in the mail this fall. Don’t be 
fooled by all the propaganda and 
support local farms and ranches by 
keeping our property taxes in line 
with the Prop 13 promise! 
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California Split-Roll Ballot Measure 
Destroys Prop 13 Protections for California 
Farmers, Threatens Rural Communities
WRITTEN BY: KATY GRIMES FOR CALIFORNIAGLOBE.COM

Most food items will face higher property taxes several times, as they travel from the farm to processing, packaging, 
distribution, and grocery store.

Agriculture was always considered sacred 
in the eyes of California’s property taxing 
agencies, and especially under Prop 13. 
But that could change with the split-roll 
property tax ballot initiative in November 
2020.

Prop 13 was a 1978 ballot initiative to cap 
property tax increases for residential and 
business properties and provide certainty, 
so property owners would not be taxed 
out of their homes and businesses. 
Passed by 65% of California voters in 
1978, Prop 13 put a Constitutional cap 
on annual property tax increases. Prior 
to passage of Prop 13, many seniors and 
those living on fixed incomes were forced 

from their homes because of skyrocketing 
property tax increases. According to the 
Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association, 
author of Prop 13, some properties were 
reassessed 50 - 100% in just one year.

The 2020 ballot initiative {Prop 15} 
misleadingly called the “California 
Schools and Local Communities Funding 
Act of 2020,” known more commonly 
as the “split-roll” tax initiative, would 
reassess properties and hike taxes on all 
commercial and industrial properties, 
including manufacturing plants, retail 
stores and malls.

The split-roll property tax measure will 

also remove Prop 13’s protections for 
California farmers, triggering annual 
reassessments at market value for 
all agriculture-related facilities and 
improvements.

This amounts to a $12.5 billion-a-year 
split-roll property tax measure, and 
is backed by the state’s major labor 
unions, the SEIU, and California Teachers 
Association chief among them with its $6 
million in contributions toward the effort.

Oddly, Attorney General Xavier Becerra’s 
Title and Summary makes a blanket 
statement that agriculture is exempted in 
the split-roll initiative. But that is not true.
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But it’s for the children…

This is particularly self-serving and 
devious for counties, which are in 
desperate need of new sources of 
revenue for unfunded public employee 
pension obligations. And it is potentially 
damaging to the state economy, 
because under the 1978 Prop 13 ballot 
initiative, agriculture properties were not 
considered commercial or industrial.

Under the split-roll ballot initiative to split 
residential and commercial/industrial 
properties, tax increase proponents 
recently admitted that they will redefine 
commercial and industrial structures to 
include barns, food processing structures 
for eggs, broccoli, citrus, lettuce, wineries, 
almonds, and just about anything that 
grows in the ground and that Californians 
and the rest of the country eats.

Milking barns, packing houses, 
processing facilities, and wineries would 
all be reassessed annually at current 
market value. But what these tax increase 
proponents miss is that almonds, fresh 
eggs, lemons and oranges and broccoli 
don’t just get picked in the field and end 
up on your plate – it takes many processes 
to make the food ready to sell in a grocery 
or neighborhood market.

To get an idea of the magnitude of 
agriculture in California, the California 
Department of Food and Agriculture 
reports on the 2018 California Agriculture 
Production Statistics: 2018 Crop Year 
– Top 10 Commodities for California 
Agriculture

In 2018, California’s farms and ranches 
received almost $50 billion in cash 

receipts for their output. This represents a 
slight increase over adjusted cash receipts 
for 2017.

California’s agricultural abundance 
includes more than 400 commodities. 
Over a third of the country’s vegetables 
and two-thirds of the country’s fruits and 
nuts are grown in California. California is 
the leading US state for cash farm receipts 
accounting for over 13 percent of the 
nation’s total agricultural value. The top 
producing commodities for 2018 include: 

• Dairy Products, Milk - $6.37 billion
• Grapes - $6.25 billion
• Almonds - $5.47 billion
• Cattle and Calves - $3.19 billion
• Pistachios - $2.62 billion
• Strawberries - $2.34 billion
• Lettuce - $1.81 billion
• Floriculture - $1.22 billion
• Tomatoes - $1.20 billion
• Oranges - $1.12 billion

Prop 13

Under Prop 13 in 1978, the specificity of 
the property tax initiative defined real 
property as:

• Land
• Fixtures
• Improvements

The new initiative is defining these three 
steadfast definitions of real property, and 
what is taxable.

It’s always been clear that agricultural 
land is exempt from property 
tax reclassifications. However, 
state agricultural businesses are 
now concerned that any property 
improvements to their agricultural 
lands including dairy barns, wine grape 
irrigation, citrus fruit cleaning processes, 
or almond processing will no longer be 
considered exempt under agriculture 
considerations, and that and property 
reassessments will increase property 
taxes on ranchers and farmers by millions.

This was exposed by proponents 
Schools and Communities First on their 
Agricultural Land Fact Sheet:

“Commercial or industrial structures on 
agricultural land would be taxed at fair 
market values, unless the property is 
owned by small, independent owner. For 
example, a dairy barn, food processing 
facilities, and wineries would be 
reassessed as they are commercial and 
industrial.”

The initiative would not reassess row 
crops because those are exempt under 
the Constitution. However, when 
these crops go to packing facilities and 

 CONTINUES ON PAGE 06

Prop 13 was a 1978 ballot initiative to cap property 
tax increases for residential and business properties 
and provide certainty, so property owners would not 
be taxed out of their homes and businesses. 
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producing areas, they would face higher 
property taxes.

And, under the Constitution, vineyards are 
not permanently exempt, as they are only 
exempt for the first three years after the 
season in which they were planted. Orchards 
are only exempt for the first four years after 
the season in which they were planted.

Where will the money actually go? 
Where the proponents say it will? 
Not so fast…

Here is how the new revenue stream is 
dispersed:

1.  About $1 billion comes right off the 
top and goes to counties to pay for 
administrative costs and paying back 
the state for loss of income tax revenue, 
according to the LAO analysis.

2.  About 60% goes to unspecified local 
government services. The legislature 
can divert the new local government 
revenues for other purposes, just like 
they did with the gas tax, the lottery 
and other revenue streams intended for 
local government.

3.  Lastly, 40% goes to schools with no 
guarantee that the money makes it to 
the classroom. There are no reforms 
and no requirements that the money 
be spent in the classroom. Take a 
moment and read the 16 pages of the 
measure – you won’t find it.

This is particularly alarming because as 
the State Auditor Elaine Howell revealed 
in her November 2019 audit of K-12 Local 
Control funding, California can’t account 
for billions of education dollars. As a San 
Jose Mercury News editorial correctly 
noted, “Rather than specifically helping 
needy kids, the money has simply been 
used to boost general spending.”

While public education would receive 
more funding from higher property taxes, 
the real outcome is that commercial and 
industrial property owners, and farmers 
and ranchers would be forced to pass 
the increased costs to tenants and on 
the cost of the food. And since most of 
the businesses in California are small 
businesses, whether they rent or own, they 
will be hit with this tax increase – as will 
anyone and everyone buying fruits, dairy 
products, meat, eggs, grapes and wine.

This is somewhat ironic given that Gov. 
Gavin Newsom’s wife, First Partner 
Jennifer Siebel Newsom, has been 
active in supporting Farm to School food 
programs for the purpose of boosting 
student nutrition.

Many government employees, 
organizations and labor unions could also 
be hit in the retirement pocketbook, as 
public employee retirement managers 
like CalPERS ad CalSTRS, and labor union 
pension accounts, invest in California 
commercial and real estate properties.

Counties’ disincentive to be 
supportive of agriculture

The Williamson Act of 1965 allows local 
governments to enter into contracts 
with private landowners for the purpose 
of restricting specific parcels of land 
to agricultural or related open space 
use, in exchange for lower property 
tax assessments. However, there is a 
disincentive to support agricultural land. 
Cities and counties throughout the state 
with massive unfunded pension and 
retiree healthcare obligations, are already 
incentivized to take out agricultural 
land, rezone, and allow commercial and 
industrial projects to be built which yield 
a much higher rate of tax revenue.

According to Californians to Save Prop 13, 
A Split-Roll Property Tax Will…Eliminate 
Prop 13 Property Tax Certainty for 
Farmers.

•  Farming is a risky business, and 
California farmers have seen rising 
costs on nearly every aspect of their 
businesses – from labor and water to 
regulatory compliance. At the same 

California Split-Roll Ballot Measure Destroys Prop 13 Protections 
for California Farmers, Threatens Rural Communities

 CONTINUED FROM PAGE 05 
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time, they face volatile commodity 
prices, concerns over access to 
international markets and are subject to 
unpredictable acts of nature.

•  Prop 13 protects California farmers 
by giving them certainty over what 
their property taxes will be so they can 
focus on growing the food that feeds 
the country instead of worrying about 
losing their farm due to skyrocketing 
property tax bills.

•  According to the 2017 USDA Census to 
Agriculture, the 65,129 ranch and farm 
operations in California paid $1.126 
billion in property taxes, an average of 
$17,299 per farm – the most of any state. 
A split-roll property tax will only increase 
the burden on California farmers.

•  We should reject the split-roll measures 
and maintain Prop 13 protections that 
have kept property taxes affordable and 
provided every taxpayer who buys a 
home, farm or business property with 
certainty that they will be able to afford 
their property tax bills in the future.

California ranks relatively high in property 
tax rankings, 17th out of 50 states, even 
with Prop 13. California also ranks right 
up at the top of the 50 states in nearly all 
taxing categories; income taxes, corporate 
taxes, gas taxes, sales taxes, wealth taxes, 
utility taxes…and lawmakers are looking at 
imposing estate taxes and even exit taxes 
for people trying to move out of California.

Warning that an initiative on property 
taxes threatens harm to rural 
communities, the California Farm Bureau 
Federation {Board of Directors} voted 
to oppose it. CFBF President Jamie 

Johansson said measures that increase 
costs for family farmers and ranchers 
undermine their ability to supply jobs, 
especially in rural California, and their 
ability to supply food and farm products 
for customers in California and worldwide.

Rob Lapsley, president of the California 
Business Roundtable and co-chair of 
Californians to Stop Higher Property 
Taxes said, “Whether on a tree or a vine, 
at a dairy or at a processing facility, every 
fresh fruit, vegetable and gallon of milk 
we buy at the grocery store will cost more 
under this property tax initiative. At a 
time when families are already struggling 
to make ends meet and provide healthy, 
farm-to-fork options for their families, we 

simply cannot afford the largest property 
tax increase in California history.”

Backers of the property tax split-roll 
include labor unions, social justice groups, 
teachers unions, environmental groups, 
housing advocates, Democratic Mayors of 
California cities, Democratic Presidential 
candidates, and Silicon Valley and San 
Francisco philanthropic organizations: 
The Chan-Zuckerberg Foundation, East 
Bay Community Foundation, Liberty 
Hill Foundation, Northern California 
Grantmakers Association, The San 
Francisco Foundation and Silicon Valley 
Community Foundation. 

EXPERTS IN AG.
EXPERTS IN FINANCING.

Buying, building, or making improvements,  

American AgCredit is your agricultural 

 real estate expert.

Call 831.424.1756 today or visit AgLoan.com

A part of the Farm Credit System. Equal Opportunity Lender.
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Among the pressures facing California 
farms, ranches and agricultural 
businesses—economic upheaval from 
the pandemic, water shortages, trade 
uncertainty and more—you can add 
another: a measure headed for the 
November ballot that would raise 
taxes on California farmers.

Proponents call the measure the “Schools 
and Communities First” initiative, and it 
officially qualified for the ballot {in late 
May as Prop 15}. If approved by voters, 
it would raise taxes up to $12.5 billion 
annually on commercial and industrial 
property—including California farms, 
ranches and dairies.

The initiative would create a “split-roll” 
tax, essentially splitting the property tax 
roll between business and residential 
properties. Commercial and industrial 
properties would be reassessed at current 
market value at least every three years, 
while residential properties would retain the 
full benefit of the 1978 Prop 13 property tax 
measure, being reassessed only when sold 
or when improvements are made.

Proponents of the initiative include 
California teacher and public-employee 
unions. They say it’s needed to help fund 
schools and local government. Proponents 
also claim the initiative explicitly exempts 
California farms and ranches, meaning 
that the same constitutional protections 
afforded to farmers by Prop 13 would 
remain unchanged.

The proponents believed farmers 
and ranchers would read about an 
“exemption” of agricultural lands and 
would be confident they’d remain 
unharmed by the initiative. Fortunately, 
California farmers and ranchers have 
a better understanding of our tax 
protections and liabilities than the 
proponents have given us credit for. Now, 
the proponents are tirelessly attempting 
to discredit this state’s farming and 
ranching families, saying we’ve 
misinterpreted the initiative even though 
they never reached out to understand 
how agricultural taxation works.

But, read the initiative. As defined, 
“real property used for commercial 
agricultural production means land 
that is used for producing commercial 
agricultural commodities.” The 
language is cleverly deceptive because 
“real property,” as currently defined 
elsewhere, consists of three elements: 
land, improvements and fixtures.

This initiative, however, only exempts 
land—not any improvements or fixtures 
attached to that land. Improvements 
include all buildings, structures, fences 
and all fruit- and nut-bearing trees and 
vines not naturally growing. According 
to the proponents’ own agricultural land 
fact sheet, agricultural properties such 
as dairy barns, food processing facilities 
and wineries would be reassessed at fair-
market value, as they would be classified 
commercial and industrial. Since when is 
a farmer’s barn or a dairy not considered 
an agricultural property?

To the farming community, the impacts of 
the initiative would be severe.

Under Prop 13, property taxes for 
residential, business and agricultural 
property is based on 1% of the purchase 
price, with annual increases capped at 
2% a year. That limits drastic increases in 
property taxes and helps assure farmers 
and ranchers won’t be priced out of their 

Don’t Be Fooled by Ballot Measure 
on ‘Split-Roll’ Tax 
WRITTEN BY: ROBERT SPIEGEL FOR AGALERT®
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land. Removing that protection for barns, 
dairies, wineries, orchards and vineyards 
raises costs and reduces profit margins for 
farms and ranches that are already low-
margin enterprises.

Tax increases for agricultural 
businesses would ripple through the 
rural economy, as businesses try to 
reduce their costs in order to pay their 
higher tax bills. That likely means 
fewer jobs in already-struggling rural 
communities. Local businesses that sell 
farm equipment, supplies and services 
would also be undermined.

Adding to the financial costs, there 
would be environmental implications 
as well. The initiative would give local 
governments a great financial incentive 
to rezone farmland for commercial or 
industrial development—specifically 
farmland left idled when the full 

impacts of the Sustainable Groundwater 
Management Act are realized—and would 
encourage counties to end participation in 
the Williamson Act, since doing so would 
yield them more tax dollars.

Farm Bureau has been monitoring this 
threat to California farmers and ranchers 
for more than a year. In fact, the California 
Farm Bureau Federation was the first 
agricultural organization in the state to 
identify the proponents’ deception and 
announced its opposition to the split-
roll property tax measure in February. 
Following our announcement, other 
statewide agricultural organizations have 
also opposed the measure.

We opposed the measure before the 
COVID-19 pandemic and stay-at-home 
protocols threw the agricultural economy 
and the general economy into turmoil. 
Now, our opposition has become even 

more urgent. With so many farms, 
ranches, agricultural businesses and 
other businesses struggling mightily 
to stay afloat, this seems a particularly 
inappropriate time to add to the tax 
burden facing California businesses.

We take this so seriously that the CFBF 
Board of Directors determined Farm 
Bureau would establish its own campaign 
committee to fight the split-roll initiative 
on behalf of California farmers and 
ranchers. As the fall campaign season 
progresses, watch for information from 
CFBF and your county Farm Bureau on 
how you can contribute to defeat this 
destructive measure.  

ROBERT SPIEGEL IS A POLICY ADVOCATE FOR 

THE CALIFORNIA FARM BUREAU FEDERATION. 

HE MAY BE CONTACTED AT RSPIEGEL@CFBF.

COM. CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE NO ON PROP 15 

CAMPAIGN CAN BE MADE AT NOONPROP15.ORG.
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I toyed for a bit with the idea of writing 
an Agweek cover package on the possible 
ways that the coronavirus pandemic 
might strengthen agriculture. Though 
the pandemic has caused stress, pain 
and death worldwide, there’s been talk in 
some circles of silver linings — of ways that 
it ultimately might benefit ag.

It’s too early for a cover, I decided. Too 
much uncertainty, too many unknowns. 
But I figure the topic might work in a 
column; it expresses personal opinions, 
not the facts of a news article. Here’s a 
quick look at some of the ways that ag 
might be helped. I leave out double-sided 
benefits/downsides such as potentially 
greater home sales and consumption of 
organic food and a corresponding drop in 
restaurant sales.

A stronger supply chain 

Yes, the phrase “supply chain” can sound 
boring and trite. In reality, it’s vitally 
important. The processes of getting food 
from fields to home tables and restaurants 
is an essential part of our modern society. 
It’s safe to say, I think, that our food supply 
chain eventually will become stronger and 
more resilient. How that happens will be 
something to watch going forward.

Greater appreciation for  
meat plants

Let’s be honest... Meat plants aren’t 
exactly public or media darlings. Too 
often they’ve been treated as a necessary 
evil or simply ignored. The pandemic has 
reminded us of how crucial they are.

Can COVID-19  
Strengthen Ag?
A look at five possibilities for things that the pandemic  
might improve in and about agriculture.

WRITTEN BY: JONATHAN KNUTSON FOR AGWEEK

Greater appreciation for meat  
plant employees

My knowledge of processing meat is 
limited to decades of helping family 
members at home cut up venison that 
we shot during North Dakota deer gun 
season. It’s hard, physical work. I don’t 
know the details of meat plant employees’ 
jobs, but I’m sure it’s difficult — and year-
round, not six or eight hours once a year. 
So, spare a few kind thoughts for the folks 
who labor at meat plants.

More backyard gardens

There’s speculation that the pandemic will 
encourage Americans to grow more of 
their own food. There will be some of that, 
I think, although it’s too early to predict 
its extent, And how will some Americans 
raising green beans and tomatoes in 
their backyard strengthen ag? Simple. 
The more first-hand, personal experience 
that people have with growing food, the 
better. They’ll learn at least a little about 
crop disease, insects, weeds and the 
frequently unpleasant vagaries of weather; 
they’ll have a little better understanding of 
what full-time farmers go through. That’s 
definitely a good thing for ag.
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Less complacency

Too many Americans have taken their 
food supply for granted. They go to the 
restaurant, and food is there. They go 
to the grocery store, and food is there. 
Now, in some cases for the first time, 
consumers realize there’s no guarantee. 
To be fair, complacency isn’t limited to 
consumers. A veteran farmer once told me 
that some younger farmers are reluctant 
to invest in ag research. I expressed 
surprise; surely these are mostly bright, 
educated people who understand its 
value. Well, he said, they’ve grown 
complacent. 

No doubt there may be other silver linings 
to the pandemic: drop me a line if you 
have thoughts on the subject. And maybe 
in a year or so I’ll write an Agweek cover 
story on how ag has benefited from 
the pandemic. In the meantime, keep 
doing what you’ve always done: evaluate 
changing conditions and make the best 
decisions possible for your ag business.  

JONATHAN KNUTSON COVERS AGRICULTURE FOR 

AGWEEK. A NORTH DAKOTA FARM KID AND A PAST 

PRESIDENT OF NORTH AMERICAN AGRICULTURAL 

JOURNALISTS, THE PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION 

FOR U.S. AND CANADIAN AG JOURNALISTS, HE 

REMAINS FASCINATED BY ALWAYS-EVOLVING U.S 

AGRICULTURE. HE’S BEEN WITH AGWEEK/FORUM 

COMMUNICATIONS CO. SINCE 1989. HE CAN BE 

REACHED AT JKNUTSON@AGWEEK.COM.

...they’ll have a little 
better understanding of 
what full-time farmers go 
through. That’s definitely 
a good thing for ag. 
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McShane Ready to 
Shape the County

WRITTEN BY: STEVE MCSHANE

County government has a 
significant impact on our daily 
lives. COVID-19 is proof of that. 
I’m running for County Supervisor 
because I’m certain residents can do 
better with new leadership on the 
Board. I am alarmed there is not one 
person on the Board of Supervisors 
that is a small business owner.

Much of our local economy has been 
paralyzed by the pandemic and if the 
right leadership does not insert itself, 
things could get worse. The Chamber 
of Commerce’s of Monterey County 
formed a Monterey County business 
alliance due to COVID-19. I will prioritize 
the efforts of this alliance and partner 
with them through the County to help 
in the economic recovery. These types of 
partnerships, business working groups, 
can aide in addressing economic impacts, 
speed the recovery of COVID-19 and 
need to be embraced. Additionally, I 
would propose providing access to public 
emergency assistance for our small 
businesses to help in the short term.

COVID is not the only topic we need 
leadership on. As a City Councilman, I’ve 
helped create affordable housing, work 
force housing and farm worker housing. 

I’m ready to prioritize the same at the 
County level to expand the impact. This 
includes massive reform of the County 
planning and building departments. 
When I joined the Salinas City Council 
ten years ago, I committed to rebuilding 
our planning and building department. 
We got to work and have reduced 
backchecks, instituted more over the 
counter permitting and taken services 
online. The County of Monterey needs 
to follow the same streamlining. I am 
leading, and as County Supervisor, I will 
do more. 

I want to thank the Farm Bureau for 
endorsing my campaign for Monterey 
County Supervisor. I’m doing this 

because our County needs leadership 
and someone that can build bridges 
between the County, Agriculture and 
residents.  

YOU HAVE A CHANCE TO SUPPORT A 

CANDIDATE READY TO PROBLEM SOLVE AND 

GET TO WORK. JOIN ME. AS WE SPRINT TO 

THE FINISH LINE, PLEASE GET INVOLVED BY 

DONATING FINANCIALLY, VOLUNTEERING TIME 

OR SIMPLY SPREADING THE WORD, MONTEREY 

COUNTY IS WORTH IT. PLEASE CONTACT ME AT 

(831) 970-4141 OR  

STEVE@MCSHANESLANDSCAPE.COM.

 STEVE MCSHANE IS A CANDIDATE FOR 

MONTEREY COUNTY SUPERVISOR, DISTRICT 4. 

HIS WEBSITE IS WWW.ELECTMCSHANE.COM.
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Thursday, October 22nd

2020  
Bill Barker Memorial  
Golf Tournament

Details for player precautions have been worked out with course management; we expect to field a full complement of players for both 
courses. Note that the Awards Banquet will be subject to restrictions in place at the time of the event; we will monitor for all possible 
situations to ensure everyone’s health and safety!

Sign-up online for both players and sponsors at: www.montereycfb.com

Bayonet & Black Horse Courses, Seaside  |  11:00am shotgun start
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On July 21, 2020, Monterey County 
Agricultural Commissioner Henry Gonzales 
presented a new “Economic Contributions 
of Monterey County Agriculture” report to 
the Board of Supervisors. The report, the 
third of a Crop Report Plus series, focused 
on the multiplier effect on the local 
economy attributed to Monterey County’s 
agricultural industry. The report is based on 
the Agricultural Commissioner’s 2018 Crop 
Report and the use of advanced economic 
modeling. The $11.7 billion grand total 
reflects the direct, indirect, and induced 
effect of Monterey County agriculture on 
the local economy and greatly exceeds the 
$8.1 billion grand total reported in 2014. 

Statewide, county agricultural 
commissioners are mandated by 
California’s Food and Agricultural Code 
Section 2279 to compile and report to the 
Secretary of the California Department of 

Food and Agriculture the annual value of 
agriculture in their respective counties. 

The annual crop report provides value 
to many. For growers and ranchers, 
it provides a comparison with other 
producers for planning future production. 
For local suppliers, it provides information 
for locating dealerships, allocating and 
distributing seed, fertilizer, machinery, 
fuel, etc. Ag credit suppliers use the 
data to prepare production budgets, 
estimating returns and market feasibility. 
Others that find value in the crop 
report are agricultural researchers and 
educational agencies, farm labor offices, 
transportation agencies, and agriculture 
regulatory agencies, among the many. 

The Economic Contributions of Monterey 
County Agriculture or Crop Report Plus goes 
beyond the annual crop report and captures 

indirect impacts of agriculture. Business-
to-business transactions, such as when a 
grower buys from an agriculture supplier, 
are considered indirect effects of agriculture. 
The report also captures the induced effects 
of local agriculture which happens when 
growers, their employees, the employees 
of agricultural businesses, and those 
agriculture suppliers purchase groceries, 
housing, healthcare, and other items. 

The report also exceeds the annual 
crop report by including value-added 
processing, but only when that processing 
is mostly of locally grown produce, and 
when that processing would not occur 
here without the robust farming that is 
Monterey County Agriculture. 

Direct, indirect, and induced employment 
credited to Monterey County Agriculture 
is also captured in the report. The report 
shows that 57,503 jobs or one in every 
five jobs in Monterey County is directly 
attributable to agriculture. The indirect 
and induced employment figures add an 
additional 6,417 jobs.

 Like the 2011 and 2014 versions of the 
“Economic Contributions of Monterey 
County Agriculture” reports, this updated 
version speaks to the strength and 
resilience of the diversity of crops grown in 
Monterey County. Growers and ranchers 
know you “don’t put all your eggs in one 
basket” to lower economic risk and protect 
one’s portfolio. This report illustrates how 
diverse Monterey County agriculture is 
and how that diversity has increased while 
creating economic strength and stability.

Economic Contributions of  
Monterey County Agriculture - 2020
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New in this year’s report is the Ecosystem 
Services section. That section quantifies 
the benefits of agricultural lands to society. 
Growers and ranchers not only produce 
a bounty of healthful fruits, vegetables, 
and animal protein, but also provide the 
aesthetic value of open space, wildlife 
habitat, carbon storage, and many other 
benefits to society from agricultural lands. 

In the end, the report also looks toward 
the future by asking additional questions 
that may be of interest. Questions such 
as “Commercial cannabis and industrial 
hemp production continue to gain traction 
across California, including Monterey 
County. What economic opportunities 
and risks do they pose for the agricultural 
industry?” and “How has the COVID-19 

pandemic affected agriculture’s economic 
contributions?” 

Like the previous reports, this year’s 
Economic Contributions of Monterey 
County Agriculture was produced for the 
Agricultural Commissioner’s Office by Drs. 
Jeff Langholz and Fernando DePaolis of 
the Middlebury Institute of International 
Studies at Monterey. Using IMPLAN, a 
U.S. Department of Agriculture economic 
modeling program, Drs. Langholz and 
DePaolis looked at the direct effects 
of Monterey County agriculture and 
quantified the economic ripples of indirect 
and induced effects on the local economy. 

The IMPLAN model uses different 
grouping to capture the direct value of 

Monterey County farm production than 
is used by agricultural commissioners 
for annual crop reports. This is why the 
2018 Crop Report total value of $4.3 
billion is different than the $7.4 billion in 
the Economic Contributions of Monterey 
County Agriculture report. 

As always, it is important to note the 
figures in this report, like those in the 
annual crop reports, are estimations of 
gross numbers representing Monterey 
County agriculture and do not account for 
what growers and ranchers must pay for 
fertilizer, seed, electricity and fuels, land 
leases, taxes, insurance, labor, and all 
other production cost.  
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No farmer I know considers his or her employees expendable. Yet that 
charge has been made, explicitly or implicitly, in media reports about 
the effect of the COVID-19 pandemic on California agriculture.

As farmers, ranchers and their 
employees have worked to maintain 
the essential business of agriculture 
while maintaining the health and safety 
of the people who make it happen, 
they have also faced a steady stream 
of criticism from activists, academics 
and others who are quick to judge but 
slow to offer constructive solutions. 
Reporters have quoted those activists 
and academics frequently, and their 
influence has shown in themes that 
recur in stories about the pandemic.

Theme No. 1: Farmers care more 
about profits than people, 
and consider their employees 
expendable.

No.

Farmers and ranchers are saddened 
by illnesses among farm employees, 
and we are doing all we can to prevent 
further illnesses from occurring.

California farmers and ranchers rely on 
skilled, experienced people who they 
trust to bring their crops and livestock 
to market. Many farmers have longtime 
relationships with their employees, 
and their employees’ families.

All of us who work on the farm 
want to stay healthy and safe.

Individual farmers, farm organizations 
and local agencies have distributed 
millions of masks to employees. 
Farms and ranches have changed 
operations to assure social distancing 
and enhance hygiene and sanitation. 
Packinghouses and processing plants 
have installed Plexiglas and vinyl 
curtains as safety barriers. Farm groups 
have advocated with government 
agencies for additional, faster, affordable 
COVID-19 testing for farm employees.

Some activists have charged that 
farmers don’t care if their employees 
become ill because employees are easily 

replaced. We know that’s not true.

For years, farmers and ranchers have 
coped with shortages of experienced 
agricultural employees, and have 
increased wages and benefits and taken 
other steps to attract and keep good 
people. Farm employees are not easy 
to replace. They are not expendable.

Theme No. 2: Farm employees are 
more vulnerable to exploitation, 
and less willing to seek medical 
help, because so many lack proper 
documentation.

Farm Bureau and other organizations 
have worked for years to reform federal 
immigration laws to allow farm employees 
from other countries to work legally in the 
U.S. and to assist those already here.

The California Farm Bureau was a 
leading supporter of the Farm Workforce 

It’s Time to Retire 
the Myth of the 
Uncaring Farmer 
WRITTEN BY: JAMIE JOHANSSON, PRESIDENT, CALIFORNIA FARM BUREAU FEDERATION,  

FOR AGALERT®
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Modernization Act, which would 
improve agricultural visa programs 
and accommodate immigrant farm 
employees already in the United States, 
while enhancing border security. 
The bill passed the U.S. House of 
Representatives last December. We 
will continue to advocate for laws that 
recognize the contribution immigrant 
farm employees make to our nation.

Theme No. 3: Farm employees 
are more vulnerable because of 
cramped living conditions.

There’s no question: Regulations in 
California communities make building 
any new housing difficult—especially 

employee housing. Farm Bureau 
policy supports laws and regulations 
to encourage construction of adequate 
employee housing. Housing that has 
been built is closely monitored by 
federal, state and local regulators.

When the state Legislature did act on farm 
employee housing last year, it took the 
form of a bill called Assembly Bill 1783 
that was aimed more at derailing the H-2A 
temporary agricultural visa program in 
California than at building new housing. 
AB 1783 actually added roadblocks to 
the creation of farm employee housing 
in an effort to score political points.

California farmers and ranchers rely on skilled, experienced people who 
they trust to bring their crops and livestock to market. Many farmers have 
longtime relationships with their employees, and their employees’ families. 

 CONTINUES ON PAGE 18
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The Housing for the Harvest program 
announced by Gov. Newsom last month 
will help farm employees who need 
to isolate due to COVID-19, fulfilling a 
request CFBF and other organizations 
made several weeks earlier. In 
the meantime, farmers have been 
renting hotel rooms to address this 
potential need for their employees.

The long-term inability of public 
institutions to improve immigration 
and housing policies has contributed 

to the illnesses among California farm 
employees. Public officials must accept 
responsibility for laws and regulations 
that have left farm employees unable 
to obtain legal status and unable to 
find adequate, affordable housing.

One recent media story contained a quote 
from a local public-health official who said 
the majority of COVID-19 illnesses among 
farm employees came from exposure 
at home or in social situations—not at 
work. That’s one reason Farm Bureau 

launched a second campaign of Spanish-
language public-service announcements, 
encouraging safe behavior away 
from work as well as on the job.

All spring and summer, family farmers 
and ranchers, and their employees, 
have been accomplishing something 
remarkable: keeping food supplies safe 
and plentiful during a global pandemic. 
It hasn’t been easy or without problems. 
Jobs and markets have been lost. Some 
people have become ill or died.

As we mourn for them, we resolve 
to continue to do our best, every 
day, to assure the health and safety 
of our employees, our families 
and our communities.  

It’s Time to Retire the Myth of the Uncaring Farmer

 CONTINUED FROM PAGE 17 

Farm Bureau policy supports laws and regulations 
to encourage construction of adequate employee 
housing. Housing that has been built is closely 
monitored by federal, state and local regulators. 
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FIND YOUR HARDWORKING HERO
At Cal-Coast, we see you stepping up to the challenges of your land. Day in and day out.  

So, our team is right there beside you, helping you raise the bar with equipment made to  
dominate your workday.

5045E UTILITY TRACTOR
 

$300 OFF 
 

1

WITH FARM BUREAU DISCOUNT

 

CalCoastMachinery.com
Santa Maria ...........617 S. Blosser Road ................(805) 925-0931
Paso Robles ...........3920 Ramada Drive ................(805) 434-5566
Oxnard ...................2450 Eastman Avenue ...........(805) 981-2866

Today’s equipment, yesterday’s values. Your Central Coast tractor experts for over 50 years.

(1) Offer ends 30 Sep 2020 Subject to approved installment credit with John Deere Financial. Down payment may be required. 0% APR is for 48 months only.  Available only on New John Deere 5M Series Specialty Tractors only 
at participating United States dealers. Offer valid at participating U.S. dealers only. Some restrictions apply. Other offers available. See your local John Deere dealer for complete details and other financing options. Prices and 
models may vary by dealer. Must be a valid member of Farm Bureau for 30 days and have a valid email address to be eligible for John Deere Rewards benefits



Monterey County Farm Bureau
P.O. Box 1449
Salinas, CA 93902

Phone: 831.751.3100
Email: administration@montereycfb.com
Office Hours: 7:00am - 4:00pm (M-F)

SERVING MONTEREY COUNTY AGRICULTURE SINCE 1917

RETURN SERVICE REQUESTED

nheh.com

Client Focused. Relationship Driven.
A Tradition of Excellence Since 1928.

Agriculture Law

Business & Taxation

Construction

Creditor’s Rights

Estate Planning

Labor & Employment

Litigation

Personal Injury

Public Agencies

Real Estate & Land Use

333 Salinas Street, Salinas, CA 93901  831.424.1414

470 Camino El Estero, Monterey, CA 93940  831.373.3622


