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The Truth About Grazing
There’s a lot of public policy discussion taking place about the grazing  
lands in California, and indeed the entire western states of the U.S.  
The focus on wildfires and the route causes of intensification of the fuel  
load has caused many to re-evaluate our grazing policies, as well as  
forestry management practices.

Mostly this is happening from a good perspective. Grazing of public lands, as well as 
private ranches, reduces the fuel load significantly and helps to minimize the total 
acreage that might be consumed in a wildfire event. Whether it is cattle, goats, sheep, 
or other rangeland animals, the general consensus is that grazing is becoming a 
positive component of managing our environment.

Of course, not all agree. Many see animal grazing as harmful to the pristine 
environment that was endowed to humans many centuries ago. Early settlers in our 
area used grazing lands to raise beef for their own consumption, long before there 
was a commercial market for meat. Over the centuries, we’ve seen grazing evolve to 
significantly reduce many environmental impacts, including to water resources and 
endangered species.

The greater discussion of grazing also impacts how some are viewing the greenhouse 
gas (GHG) emissions that contribute to climate change. Claims made by numerous 
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on public and private lands. This is an 
important part of the equation that is 
misconstrued in many discussions of our 
public policy on grazing lands.

A recent study from the University of 
California, Davis, puts this debate in  
very clear perspective. Professor  
Frank Mitloehner, Air Quality Specialist 
at the Department of Animal Science at 
Davis, has provided some real numbers 
on how much livestock contribute to  
GHG emissions; by his account, livestock 
are contributing about 4.2% of total  
GHG emissions while transportation 
emissions (at 27%) and energy 
production (at 31%) dwarf that small 
percentage from livestock.

When more closely examined, the 
breakdown of the 4.2% contribution of 
GHG by livestock indicates that 2.2% is 
from beef cattle and 1.37% is from dairy 
cattle, 0.47% from pigs, 0.08% from 
poultry, 0.03% from sheep, and all other 
sources are about 0.05%. Thus, taking 
these percentages and applying them 
to the so-called ‘Meatless Mondays’ 
movement, the actual reduction of  
U.S. GHG emissions would be about  
0.6% if we all stopped eating meat one 
day a week.

A recent poll found that the public is not 
that concerned with reducing their meat 
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conservation and environmental 
organizations about livestock GHG 
contributions has led to a greater debate 
about the consumption of red meat and 
how grazing these animals impacts our 
environment.

“Cattle and conservation don’t really  
go together,” wrote Claire Schlotterbeck, 
co-founder of Hills for Everyone, 
referring to the Tres Hermanos Ranch 
in Southern California. Back in the early 
20th century, the land was owned by 
newspaper magnates and oil men; 
the original three owners — the Tres 
Hermanos — were Harry Chandler,  
former publisher of the Los Angeles 
Times; William Rowland, son of John 
Rowland, who led pioneers over the 
Santa Fe Trail to California and the  
San Gabriel Valley in the 1840s; and oil 
man Tom Scott. Together, this became 
a large working cattle ranch for many 
decades; now conservationists wish to 
return this ranch to its pristine state, 
further restricting any use for public 
benefit, including grazing.

So where do the working lands and 
conservation ideologies intersect? 
Control of wildfire fuel loads would  
seem to be a good starting point. 
But let’s also consider the sources 
surrounding GHG emissions when 
understanding the benefits of grazing 

Moving away from grazing of livestock will have 
unintended consequences, including increasing 
the costs of food and other goods.



intake. Consumers in ten countries, 
including the United States, France, 
Germany, the UK, New Zealand and 
Singapore, don’t see it as a priority 
to make major changes to agriculture 
or their diets to address climate 
change, according to the survey by 
Kantar Public. Only 18% of those polled 
rated reducing meat consumption as 
very important. “Radically changing 
our agricultural model” was rated as 
very important by only 24% of those 
polled. On the other hand, 57% of those 
surveyed said that reducing waste and 
increasing recycling was very important.

That’s hardly a public policy argument 
worth discussing when other GHG 
sources are showing much larger 
percentages. With this public sentiment 
towards meat consumption there should 
be more collaboration on utilizing our 
working lands for grazing and, thereby, 
fuel load reductions.

Public policies should focus our 
attention on the bigger picture. The race 
to electrification of all things in our lives 
is moving forward at blistering pace, 
and there is a lot more to be done to 
achieve the overall GHG reductions that 
the state is currently mandating. One 
consideration here is that our current 
electrical grid network cannot support 
the energy supplies our state currently 
needs (nor will support as this need 
greatly increases in the coming decade). 
Our public policies need to dictate 
infrastructure improvements to make 
the mandates even possible.

Let’s focus our public policy and climate 
action scenarios that achieve greater 

GHG reductions in the areas that matter 
most, not just pointing the finger at 
livestock and rangeland grazing policies 
because of unsupported perceptions, 
thus becoming an easy target. 
Investments and incentives in working 
land practices will advance the goals that 
the state has laid out and provide greater 
benefit in the long term.

Moving away from grazing of livestock 
will have unintended consequences, 
including increasing the costs of food 
and other goods. In an era of more 
intense wildfires and resulting damage 
to our communities, reducing wildfire 
fuel loads and managing our working 

lands and forests properly will help to 
ease the burden of these disasters, and 
result in a better environment for all  
to enjoy. 

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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Perspective: Silent Earth is Simply 
Alarmism from an Anti-Pesticide Trustee 
WRITTEN BY: AMANDA ZALUCKYJ FOR AGDAILY

Crop farmers are well acquainted with pests. They come in a variety of forms — insects, weeds, fungus, bacteria, and 
viruses. And left unchecked, these nuisances can decimate plants, fields, and entire farms. Luckily, we live in a time 
when science and technology have developed numerous effective and safe ways to combat them.

But not everyone appreciates our pest-
solution innovations, especially pesticides. 
And those voices had something to 
celebrate this past [summer]: Dave 
Goulson’s book, Silent Earth, was released.

Goulson touts his theory that the global 
population of insects is dwindling 
so dramatically that we’re facing an 
armageddon. To Goulson, modern life is 
to blame, and eliminating pesticides is the 
only logical answer.

The insect apocalypse isn’t a new idea. 
It’s been around for a couple of decades, 
though it’s captured more interest over the 
past three or four years. And Goulson is 
often quoted talking about the impending 

doom and the evils of conventional 
agriculture practices.

For his part, Goulson presents like a 
legitimate and trustworthy scientist. He’s a 
professor in biology at England’s University 
of Sussex, and he’s written several books 
about bees.

But it won’t come as any surprise that 
Goulson isn’t an unbiased and impartial 
researcher. He’s a trustee for the 
Pesticide Action Network UK, an activist 
organization that strives to reduce the use 
of “hazardous” and “chemical” pest control. 
Worse, some circles consider Goulson 
a “scientist for hire.” In other words, his 
studies elicit the results his clients want.

The good news is that Goulson is wrong. 
The surveys and studies he’s conducted 
and relies upon are flawed and incomplete, 
to say the least. Fortunately, scientist 
Matthew Moran and his hand-selected 
team published a comprehensive study 
in 2020 that challenged Goulson’s 
conclusions. Moran’s approach took raw 
data spanning decades for various insects 
in North America. Guess what? They found 
no significant change in population.

Unfortunately, “all fine here” doesn’t garner 
as many clicks as “the world is ending.”

Maybe I’m being too hard on Goulson. 
After all, he’s from the UK, so maybe he 
doesn’t know that U.S. farmers’ use of 
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eliminating food waste. That’s optimistic. 
But it would still cause our food supply to 
shrink and our food prices to skyrocket. 
I’m not sure those already struggling from 
hunger and malnourishment will find his 
ideas comforting.

And all of this to prevent a problem that 
doesn’t exist, at least not in North America. 
Silent Earth is nothing more than an 
alarmist piece of propaganda filled with 

pesticides has changed significantly  
since the 1960s. In fact, we’ve reduced  
the amount applied per acre by almost  
60 percent. We’ve slashed pesticide 
toxicity by 98 percent. And we’ve curtailed 
pesticide persistence in the environment 
by half. Pesticide use peaked in 1972,  
and it decreased most years afterward 
through 2008.

And here’s the more important thing:  
We have really, really good reasons for 
using those pesticides. For example, the 
Weed Science Society of America worked 
with Kansas State University to determine 
what would happen if weeds were left 
uncontrolled in North America’s corn  
and soybean fields. They determined it 
would slash yields by 50 percent and result 
in annual economic losses of $43 billion. 
Food security nationwide would  
be devastated.

Pesticides also help promote soil-friendly 
production practices. The development 
of herbicide-resistant crops has made 
no-till and cover crops available to more 
farms across the country. These methods 
promote soil health and reduce erosion. Yet 
Goulson is opposed to genetically modified 
crops solely because he doesn’t like the 
corporations that have created them.

Goulson and his friends don’t care about 
nuanced conversation. Instead they 
promote a blind agenda to eliminate 
the use of all pesticides, and redirect 
agriculture to organic production. The irony 
is that Goulson admits organic farming 
has significantly lower yields and also uses 
pesticides at levels toxic to insects.

Goulson suggests we can overcome 
those problems by simply reducing or 

half-truths and disinformation. The insect 
apocalypse isn’t imminent.

Our insects are fine. Our farms are fine. It’s 
all fine. 

AMANDA ZALUCKYJ BLOGS UNDER THE NAME 

THE FARMER’S DAUGHTER USA. HER GOAL 

IS TO PROMOTE FARMERS AND TACKLE THE 

MISINFORMATION SWIRLING AROUND THE  

U.S. FOOD INDUSTRY.
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Finland ranks first in the global food 
security index, followed by Ireland in 
second place. The United States is 11th, 
immediately followed by Canada, and 
then Germany. The lowest ranking 
countries are Malawi, Zambia, Sudan 
and Yemen, according to the Global 
Food Security Index (GFSI), an annual 
assessment measuring food security. In 
that same assessment, North America 
scores highest in food safety, while China 
scores best in food availability. Europe 
leads in affordability.

But nearly all regions are lacking in 
resilience, which is the ability to prepare 
for, withstand and recover from a crisis 
or disruption – a bleak future for food 
protection. What does this rank mean 
for U.S. food producers, and what is their 
role? Easy — it puts them in charge.

Food security rankings form a dynamic 
quantitative benchmarking model for 
food affordability, availability, quality, 
safety, natural resources and resilience 
in 113 countries. This index is calculated 

based on 59 indicators, many of which  
are under close control of the food 
industry, such as prices, yield and 
quality. The GFSI models position various 
countries and regions on a spectrum of 
food security, where the highest-ranking 
countries’ producers are typically enjoying 
the most stringent regulations and  
on-point obligations.

Despite the COVID-19 pandemic, 
the World Trade Organization (WTO) 
complimented the resilience of the 
sector as a whole because food remained 
essential. (Of course, it did!) This extends 
to the entire system, beyond the farm-
to-fork notion. A whopping 331 million 
people need to be fed safely in the U.S., 
alone. The U.S. food sector, with exports 
tripling in recent years, contributes about 
$1.1 trillion to the U.S. gross domestic 
product, providing employment for 
22.2 million people according to the 
Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) 
Economic Research Service (ERS). Big Food 
is Big Money and Big Politics in the U.S.

Food has always been and remains 
essential. Food is crucially important 
to the well-being, health, safety and 
productivity of societies. Crises ranging 
from the Irish Potato Famine to the Great 
Chinese famines teach us that civilizations 
need to be fed well in order to thrive. 
Consequences of food insecurity are 

Global Food Protection  
is Essential
WRITTEN BY: GABRIELA STEIER FOR QUALITY ASSURANCE & FOOD SAFETY 
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rampant in history and full of unlearned 
lessons for the sector. Thus, warning  
signs from food security indices, such 
as the GFSI and the World Health 
Organization (WHO), should alarm all 
those whose livelihoods are link to food, 
which means producers, retailers and 
consumers. The WHO estimates that 
600 million people globally — almost 1 
in 10 — fall ill after eating contaminated 
food each year, resulting in 420,000 
deaths. These deaths wreck an estimated 
33 million healthy life years, productive 
time lost that could have fueled the 
economy, trade, tourism and sustainable 
development. The WHO speaks of public 
health threats resulting from unsafe 
food, rooted in globalized food trade, 
population increases, climate change and 
rapidly changing food systems.

The harmful bacteria, viruses, parasites 
or chemical substances that can 
cause foodborne diseases are entirely 
preventable, most often at the hands of 
producers and retailers.

The International Association for Food 
Protection (IAFP), which hosts annual 
meetings for thousands of members, 
including top industry, academic and 
governmental food safety professionals 
worldwide, addresses exactly this insight: 
Preventing food-related public health 
threats is in these professionals’ power. 
Simply put, food safety professionals are 
the stewards of food safety. Their mission 

lies in protecting global food safety and 
what comes with it — nutrition, resilience, 
livelihoods and more.

The resulting essentiality of food safety 
feeds into every aspect of society. Think 
about sick workers causing deficits in 
the workforce, or consider the starving 
and ill populations hindering growth in 
developing countries.

What is going to cause the most concern 
globally in the near future are pandemics, 
climate disasters and fragmented policies 
that will fail to address the very issues 
that feed the GFSI and WHO food safety 
index calculations. These warning signs 

are fueled by conflicted, corrupted and 
foolish strategies that leave producers in 
charge and overlook precautionary tales.

As concomitant protectors of food safety, 
all those in charge cannot be conflicted 
by their drive for profit, growth or market 
competition. What is needed to get to the 
right path toward improved protection 
is an understanding of the gravity of 
the warnings through penetration of 
education of all food producers.

Without truly global food protection,  
the entire sector is doomed. The role of 
those bringing food to the citizens of the 
world is an essential privilege, and it is  
up for grabs. 

GABRIELA STEIER IS FOUNDER OF 

FOODLAWINTERNATIONAL.COM AND A 

PROFESSOR AT NORTHEASTERN UNIVERSITY  

IN BOSTON, MA.

Food is crucially important to the well-being, 
health, safety and productivity of societies.
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Vetoing of Bad Farm Worker Bill a Win 
WRITTEN BY: JESSE ROJAS FOR CALIFORNIA AG TODAY - OPINION 

California is home to the most industrious, plentiful, and fresh food supply thanks to hardworking men and women 
who serve as farmworkers, ranch hands, and workers in our food supply chain. These workers, like many employees, 
have the right to unionize or not unionize. In recent years, a union has been out for revenge on workers who chose  
not to join.

The United Farm Workers (UFW) was once 
a mighty force, but it’s largely become 
a greedy organization pushing a liberal 
agenda. Workers part of the union saw 
little to no results for their dues for decades 
and UFW paid the price.

In 2013, workers at a Fresno-based farm 
voted on whether or not to belong to the 
UFW. Afraid of the results of the election, 
the UFW brought the issue to court and 
forced taxpayers to spend millions before 
the votes would finally be counted in 2018, 
five years later. The UFW was rightfully 
afraid. After settling the issue, the results 
overwhelmingly showed that workers 
did not want to join the UFW. The state 

even formalized a decision ensuring that 
the election protocol used to opt-out of 
the UFW, a secret ballot election, would 
be the exclusive means for recognizing a 
union. In fact, the Court of Appeal called 
the attempted suppression of the workers’ 
votes a civil rights violation by the state 
agency and the UFW.

This secret ballot election process reflects 
workers’ fundamental right to choose their 
representation free from intimidation or 
coercion. The UFW’s attack on this right 
this year, via Assembly Bill 616 (Stone), 
would’ve prohibited the secret ballot and 
enacted a process called a “card check.” 
Under this new process, union organizers 

could have approached a worker and asked 
them in person to sign a card representing 
their vote for the union. Since the union 
would know how the workers vote, they 
could then intimidate or coerce those who 
chose they do not want to unionize. It is 
common for 75% or more workers to sign 
such cards in advance of a union election, 
only for a majority to reject the union at the 
ballot box.

Oddly enough, in a statement in support 
of the bill, the UFW said that farmworker 
representation elections should be allowed 
to be conducted the way political elections 
are. If they truly believed this, why did they 
sponsor a bill to eliminate a secret ballot? 
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Could you imagine what that would look 
like in a presidential election?

When AB 616 faced a final legislative 
hurdle, all Senate Republicans voted 
against the measure while only two Senate 
Democrats joined them in opposition. 
That split, while not surprising given the 
makeup of the legislature, is indicative 
of a massive failure from Central Valley 
Democrats.

The California Legislature consists of 
individuals from across the political 
spectrum, including what has been 
dubbed the “Mod-Dem Caucus.” This 
caucus has previously played a role 
in killing bad bills on the wishlist of 
progressive Democrats in the Capitol, 
including some that disproportionately 
harm the Valley. So what happened  
this time?

The so-called “Mod-Dems” failed to 
whip the votes of their fellow moderate 
Democrats. While they may have 
messaged on the bill on social media, or 
debated against it on camera, they failed 
to get the job done behind the scenes 
and allowed it to reach the governor. 
Thankfully, Gov. Gavin Newsom heard 
pleas elsewhere. Senate Republicans 
and farm advocates loudly expressed 
opposition to the measure.

In a veto letter request to the governor, 
Senate Republican Leader Scott Wilk 
(Santa Clarita) made an argument that 
the governor actually used when he 
rejected the measure on his desk and 
Senator Andreas Borgeas (R-Fresno) put 
out a statement arguing that this measure 
“contradicts the principles of our American 
system of Representative Government.”

Borgeas is right. Farmworkers, farmers, 
Republicans, and now two governors have 
also agreed. Intimidation is no way to 
play fair in any election – including union 
elections.

Time to give it up, UFW. This is a fight you 
should not win. No se puede! 

JESSE ROJAS IS A FARMWORKER RIGHTS ACTIVIST, 

SPOKESPERSON FOR PICK JUSTICE, FOUNDER OF 

CALIFORNIA FARM WORKERS & FAMILIES, AND A 

CENTRAL VALLEY TAXPAYERS ASSOCIATION BOARD 

MEMBER. ROJAS, AN IMMIGRANT, ALSO LAUNCHED 

MI AMERICA EN LA RADIO, THE FIRST CONSERVATIVE 

SPANISH-LANGUAGE RADIO SHOW IN THE CENTRAL 

VALLEY. AS CEO OF THE REDD GROUP, LLC, HIS 

ORGANIZATION OFFERS LABOR RELATIONS, HUMAN 

RESOURCES CONSULTING, PUBLIC RELATIONS, AND 

POLITICAL CONSULTING.
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On Thursday, October 14th, 
Monterey County Farm Bureau  
held their Annual Bill Barker 
Memorial Golf Tournament at the 
Bayonet & Black Horse courses 
in Seaside. Perfect weather does 
not begin to describe the sunny 
afternoon all 264 golfers enjoyed 
out on the links! 

This year’s tournament was a resounding 
success with the most sponsors and 
players ever! After limitations enforced 
during the 2020 pandemic year, it was 
great to see so many farmers and their 
supplies come out to support Farm 
Bureau and our educational funding of 
local Farm Day events and scholarships for 
college students majoring in agricultural 
curriculums. 

No one won a hole-in-one vehicle, 
although one golfer on Black Horse was 
within six inches of winning the beautiful 
Ford F-150 provided by Salinas Valley Ford 
Lincoln. Our thanks also to MY Chevrolet 
for providing a well-equipped Silverado 
on Bayonet, and to Pacific Ag Rentals for 
providing a gator side-by-side as hole-in-
one prizes on each of the courses. Maybe 
next year…

Golfers enjoyed food and beverage 
stations out on the courses, keeping 
everyone well fed and hydrated. Raffle 
prizes were available for pick-up as golfers 
returned to the club house after their  
18th hole. 

Look for the date of our 2022 
Annual Bill Barker Memorial Golf 
Tournament soon!
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Alliant Insurance Services
American Ag Credit
Braga Fresh Family Farms
Cal Coast Machinery
California American Water
Church Brothers Farms
Coastal Tractor
Cushman & Wakefield
Driscoll’s
Duda Farm Fresh Foods
Enterprise Fleet Management
FarmWise Labs
Foothill Packing
General Farm Investment
Growers Ice Company

Our sincere appreciation to this year’s Gold Sponsors of our event:

Our thanks also to Monterey County Agricultural Education for hosting 
the putting contest prior to the shotgun start.

Hastie Financial Group
Henry Hibino Farms
Holaday Seed Company
Irrigation Design & Construction
JSC Agricultural Supply
King City Nursery
L.A. Hearne Company
Martinez Orchards
McSherry & Hudson Insurance Services
Mechanics Bank
Monterey County Convention &  
Visitors Bureau
Orradre Farming
Pacific Ag Rentals
RDO Equipment (3 Gold Sponsorships)

Salinas Valley Tire
Seteco
Sonsray Machinery
Steinbeck Country Produce
Sturdy Oil Company
Tanimura & Antle
Toro Petroleum
Tri-Cal, Inc.
Union Bank
Valley Farm Management
Vilmorin Nikado USA
Wilbur-Ellis Company
Zenith Insurance
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One of the hallmarks of any successful 
farmer or rancher is resilience. The fact is 
there are so many forces outside of your 
control. At the most difficult times, it is 
only faith, patience and determination 
that enable one to persevere through 
the season—but persevere we do. Here in 
Sacramento, we have legislative seasons 
and, recently, it seems that each season is 
stranger and more difficult than the next.

We faced a continuing pandemic, 
worsening wildfires, crumbling 
infrastructure, tightening markets,  
supply chain disruptions, drought and  
a government further and further 
detached from the reality of farming.

How does one persevere in the face of 
such obstacles? I often think of my dad 
and what he would say in these times. I 
know he would turn to me and say, “Son, 
what choice do you have but to rely on 
your family, work hard and have faith.”

We are a family here at Farm Bureau 
and have been for over 100 years. At 
the county, regional, state and national 
level, we have been through it all and we 
are still standing strong. Even though 
each year presents new and unforeseen 
obstacles, we find a way to stick together, 
work hard and have faith that we will be 
successful.

This year was no different and I am 
so proud of our whole team—state 
and county—for being so diligent and 
determined to achieve success in the 
face of daunting circumstances. It was 
ultimately a very successful session for 
Farm Bureau. At the beginning of the 
year, we faced drought and conditions 
worsened by mismanagement at the 
state and federal levels. We had an 
uncertain economic future, with proposed 
workplace standards that would have 
been simply untenable.

One bill sought to declare all surface 
water in the state drinkable by 2050. 
Another set out to reduce greenhouse  
gas emissions 90% by 2045 and have  
net negative emissions thereafter. There  
were bills to phase out single-use 
packages and impose $90 million in 
increased taxes on pesticides. There was 
also an attempt to institute a mail-in  
card check election for unions, robbing 
our employees of their rights to secret 
ballot elections.

However, thanks to your membership, 
California Farm Bureau’s Government 
Affairs Division was able to keep all those 
measures at bay.

We even managed to create a market for 
wildfire insurance where there previously 
was none. Senate Bill 11, by state Sen. 
Susan Rubio, D-Baldwin Park, was 
introduced by Farm Bureau in response 
to member complaints that California’s 
insurer of last resort—the FAIR Plan—was 
not offering farm coverage. We offered a 
solution and worked with the insurer, Sen. 
Rubio, Gov. Gavin Newsom and Insurance 
Commissioner Ricardo Lara to bring the 
bill to fruition. Farmers and ranchers will 

Amid Challenging Times, 
Farm Bureau Prevailed
WRITTEN BY: JIM HOUSTON. CALIFORNIA FARM BUREAU, FOR AGALERT®
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soon be able to turn to the FAIR Plan to 
get coverage.

For several years, we have been working 
with local counties and their members 
on efforts to secure funding for the 
University of California Cooperative 
Extension and 4-H. And this year, we 
found a champion in state Sen. John 
Laird, D-Santa Cruz. Working together, 
we were able to secure not just the 
restoration of the funding gap but 
additional money, as well, for a total 
$33.2 million in ongoing funding.

In total, Farm Bureau helped deliver 
$2 billion for our members and their 
communities.

Programs to increase forest health, 
resiliency and private land ownership, 
help conservancies prevent wildfire 
and assist Cal-Fire received about $1 
billion. We secured $855 million to 
assist with Sustainable Groundwater 
Management implementation, $3 
million to compensate for livestock lost 
to wolves, $10 million for the California 
Nutrition Incentive Program, which pays 
for purchases of our products, and $25 
million for the Healthy Soils Program.

Beyond that, we brought in $32 million 
for livestock methane reduction,  

$15 million for pollinator habitat, $30 
million for the Fresno-Merced Food 
Innovation Initiative and $213 million for 
the FARMER program to help replace out-
of-compliance tractors.

Farm Bureau worked with Assembly 
member Marc Levine and the California 
Department of Agriculture to expand 
opportunities for ranchers to utilize 
mobile slaughter operations. This idea 
came from a Farm Bureau member, who 
reached out to her county, which reached 
out to us. Together, we turned that idea 
into law.

Finally, the 2021 legislative session 
culminated in the veto of Assembly Bill 
616, the union card-check measure.  

When it was introduced, it seemed like a 
done deal. After all, this was the United 
Farm Workers union’s No. 1 priority. Given 
California’s political dynamics, nobody 
gave us a chance.

But Farm Bureau was undaunted. We 
coalesced around a sound strategy and 
message and charged up the hill, always 
knowing our chance of success was slim. 
When the bill landed on the governor’s 
desk, it was gut-check time, and what did 
we do? We rallied. In the midst of harvest, 
with everything going on, we rallied.

We stood on the steps of the Capitol, 
where Farm Bureau members, their 
employees, county staff and state staff 
called on the governor—in English and 
Spanish—to veto AB 616. Thirteen days 
later, he did. Despite all the challenges, 
we stuck together. We worked hard, had 
faith and, at the end of the day, we won.

That is the power of Farm Bureau. 

JIM HOUSTON IS THE ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE 

CALIFORNIA FARM BUREAU. HE MAY BE CONTACTED 

AT JHOUSTON@CFBF.COM.

Even though each year presents new and 
unforeseen obstacles, we find a way to stick 
together, work hard and have faith that we 
will be successful.
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Like Many People, Honeybees Like a  
Shot of Caffeine
REPRINTED FROM AMERICAN FRUIT GROWER, FROM A STUDY PUBLISHED IN THE JOURNAL OF APPLIED MICROBIOLOGY

For the first time, four nutritional 
compounds found in different flowers  
have been directly proven to enhance  
the gut health of honeybees, boosting  
their immune system and increasing 
lifespan, based on a study by USDA  
ARS scientists. 

“We found that feeding caffeine, 
kaempferol, p-courmaric acid or gallic 
acid — all nutritional compounds found in 
the nectar and pollen of various flowers 
— improves the abundance and diversity 
of bacteria in the honeybee’s gut,” ARS 
Entomologist Arathi Seshadri stays.  
She is with the ARS Invasive Species  
and Pollinator Health Research Unit in 
Davis, CA.

Seshadri chose these four nutrients to 
test because they are naturally present in 
flowers favored by honeybees, and they 
have already been shown to improve honey 
bee lifespan and tolerance to a common 
pathogen, Nosema ceranae. Caffeine, 
for instance, also has been shown by 
researchers to make bees better learners 
and improve their memory of rewarding 
floral scent and nectar quality.

The study is the next step in more 
specifically defining how some nutrients in 
flower pollen can help bees by improving 
the gut microbiome. The gut microbiome 
is the total amount and species of all the 
microorganisms and all of their collective 
genetic material present in the gut.

“The beneficial impact of these nutrients, 
found in a wide variety of flowers,  
has implications for healthier hive 
management through designing better 
dietary supplements,” Seshadri says.  
“It also reemphasizes the need for  
flowering habitats that can provide bees 
with access to a rich diversity of pollen  
and nectar sources.”

While the mechanism is not known for how 
these four nutrients enhance honeybees’ 
gut microbiome, p-courmaric acid has been 
suggested by other researchers to alter 
gut microbiome diversity by increasing the 
activity of honeybees’ immunity genes. This 
perturbs the growth of pathogens acquired 
while foraging.

Examples of flower sources for these 
nutrients include caffeine: citrus and coffee; 

gallic acid: mint, raspberry, sunflowers 
and apples; kaempferol: petunias, asters, 
canola, and poppies; and p-courmaric acid: 
buckwheat, roses, and clover.

While caffeine had the single greatest 
impact, all four nutrients resulted 
in the increase in abundance of 
Commensalibacter, Snodgrassella, and 
Bombella bacteria, all of which are 
considered important core bacteria for a 
healthy honeybee gut.

Changes in the honeybees’ microbiome 
were seen immediately, just three days 
after they received the supplements. 
The growth spurt in the gut microbiome 
reached a plateau by six days after 
supplementing the diet with each of 
the floral nutrients and the levels reset 
to the original baseline levels when the 
supplements were discontinued.

“This fast response shows how much of an 
impact manipulating honeybees’ diet may 
have on their microbiome and reiterates 
the need for diverse flowering plants that 
can provide bees with ready access to these 
nutrients,” Seshadri says. 
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Ag Electrification Program
Electrifying the Local Ag Industry

WHO IS ELIGIBLE?
CCCE customers who own commercial agriculture 
businesses or businesses directly supporting the  
Ag industry located within the counties of Monterey, San 
Benito, San Luis Obispo, Santa Barbara and Santa Cruz.

WHY ELECTRIFY?
• The Central Coast Ag community communicated an interest 

to invest in cleaner technology to improve air quality for 
surrounding communities and farmworkers

• Replacing fossil fuel powered equipment with new electric 
equipment will reduce regional greenhouse gas emissions

• Providing extra incentives for small and medium farming 
operations will tighten up gaps in equitable access to cleaner 
technologies

• Switching to new electric equipment provides cost

savings opportunities

WHEN ARE PROGRAM INCENTIVES 
AVAILABLE?

• The Ag Electrification program runs through October 2021 -
September 2022

• Incentives support up to 70-100% of total project cost, not 
to exceed $30,000 (depending on project type)

• Incentives are available on a first come, first served basis until 
funds are fully reserved

Apply and  
Learn More at:

3Cenergy.org

888.909.6227

info@3Ce.org
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Building Climate-Smart 
Agriculture with Compost 
COURTESY OF SALINAS VALLEY RECYCLES

Symptoms of climate change are increasingly visible. Increased temperatures, precipitation variability, wildfire 
intensity, storm anomalies, and seawater intrusion into groundwater aquifers all pose severe threats to the wellbeing 
of human and non-human communities in our area. The impacts of climate change on the agricultural industry 
and the ability of agricultural communities to adapt to climate change are of major concern for our economic and 
ecological wellbeing. Adapting and changing practices locally are no longer a good idea, it is now imperative to 
lessen the impact of climate change to our businesses. 

Increasing organic matter in agricultural 
soils is a key strategy to mitigate some 
impacts wrought by climate change – with 
both on- and off-farm benefits. Farmers, 
scientists, and agricultural professionals 
have long recognized the benefits of 
increasing Soil Organic Material (SOM). 

While SOM often constitutes less than 
5% of farmed soil by weight, it is the tiny 
superhero of the soil. SOM increases 
water infiltration and water holding 
capacity, improves nutrient cycling and 
crop nutrient availability, enhances 
quantity and diversity of soil biota, and 

more. SOM is particularly important 
to building farm resilience to climatic 
changes as it reduces irrigation demands 
and buffers against precipitation 
variability. By holding water, SOM 
reduces leaching of water pollutants that 
can harm downstream communities. 
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Overall, in these times of uncertain water 
availability, building SOM can support 
both operational economic viability and 
the ecological health of the region.

Laura Murphy, soil scientist on staff with 
the Resource Conservation District of 
Monterey County (RCDMC), suggests 
that one simple way to build SOM in 
agricultural fields is to add compost, 
a soil amendment that is primarily 
composed of organic materials. She 
says, “Implementing conservation 
practices in intensively managed 
vegetable production systems has always 
been difficult, but the application of 
compost can provide producers with 
very much needed flexibility to increase 
conservation goals and simultaneously 
develop farm resiliency to the symptoms 
of climate change.” While compost use in 
agricultural systems has been shown to 
be profitable for farmers, the California 
Department of Food and Agriculture 
(CDFA) offers additional incentives to 
farmers who are willing to apply compost 
to their fields. The state’s Healthy Soils 
Program offers small grants to farmers to 
offset the costs of applying compost with 
the understanding that building SOM is 
key to developing a resilient food system 
in the face of climate change. The RCDMC 
will offer technical assistance to farmers 

in the Salinas Valley who wish to apply for 
a Healthy Soils Program grant during the 
upcoming grant cycle. 

Use of compost in agricultural fields 
also diverts organic materials away from 
landfills, which itself is an opportunity 
to mitigate climate change. Food scraps, 
yard waste, landscape and pruning waste, 
and other kinds of organic waste materials 
decompose in landfills and contribute 
to global greenhouse gas emissions. 
Local recycling programs such as Salinas 
Valley Recycles use industrial composting 
facilities to turn these materials into safe 
and stable compost, which can be used as 
a soil amendment. 

Local availability of compost offers a 
promising opportunity to close the loop 
between wasted food and agricultural 
soil health, with the potential to create a 
food system that can adapt to, and even 
mitigate, the effects of climate change. 

INFORMATION ABOUT THE HEALTHY SOILS 

PROGRAM CAN BE FOUND AT HTTPS://WWW.CDFA.

CA.GOV/OEFI/HEALTHYSOILS/. FARMERS INTERESTED 

IN APPLYING FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE FOR 

USE OF COMPOST CAN CONTACT LAURA MURPHY 

AT LAURA.MURPHY@RCDMONTEREY.ORG FOR 

HELP WITH THEIR APPLICATIONS. INFORMATION 

ABOUT SALINAS VALLEY RECYCLES’ COMPOST 

& RECYCLING PROGRAMS CAN BE FOUND AT 

SALINASVALLEYRECYCLES.ORG. 

The state’s Healthy Soils Program 
offers small grants to farmers to offset 
the costs of applying compost with the 
understanding that building SOM is key to 
developing a resilient food system in the 
face of climate change.
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Is the Family Farm by Any Other Name 
Still the Family Farm?
WRITTEN BY: NORM GROOT, MONTEREY COUNTY FARM BUREAU

If you’re like me, you cringe when the term “corporate farm” is used to 
describe farming in our corner of the world. I always refer to our farms as 
family farms, even if the name of the farm includes a moniker of “Inc” or 
“LLC” when printed.

So, what is a family farm? For sure, it 
depends on who is defining that term, but 
it should not be based on the name used 
by the farm. Or better yet, the financial 
tax structure the farm chooses to utilize.

Legal protections and tax implications 
force most farms to use a corporate status 
for their business operations. Just because 
there is a corporate designation in the 

name doesn’t mean that the family isn’t 
the one growing the crops or managing 
the ranch operations. There is a great 
disconnect with the general public when 
it comes to labeling farms as corporate 
simply by looking at the name.

More misunderstood is the “LLC” moniker 
used increasingly by family farms. 
A Limited Liability Corporation (LLC) 

structured farm sets out the expectations 
and legal requirements for the family 
members, defining who can have 
ownership in the farm, and puts a process 
in place that allows for other owners to buy 
each other out. This makes more sense 
when considering how difficult inheritance 
transfers have now become in California.

The advantages of operating a farm or 
ranch as a corporation or LLC, beyond 
the tax benefits and liability protections, 
come in handy when dealing with Farm 
Service Agency programs or disaster relief 
declarations.
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NORM GROOT HAS BEEN  

THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR  

OF MONTEREY COUNTY  

FARM BUREAU SINCE 2010; 

HE CAN BE REACHED AT  

NORM@MONTEREYCFB.COM. 

Images matter in this day and age of 
instant everything. We must move past 
the farmer-in-his-overalls stereotype and 
convey a message that family farms are 
indeed the mainstay of our agricultural 
community and our food supply chain.

And don’t get me started in on the terms 
“factory farm” and “solar farm” as that 
could be a much longer article… 

www.getmoxxy.com

MONTEREY COUNTY
FARM BUREAU 
HAS MOXXY

GET CREATIVE

As a non-profit, our image is everything. Moxxy makes us 
look great with their creativity, attentiveness to trends, 
and dedication to keeping eye-popping executions.

–Norm Groot 

Since the majority of local farms are  
still operated by descendant generations 
of founding family members, this 
indicates that family members are active 
in our community, spend their dollars in 
our local stores, sit on school boards,  
and support their local non-profits, 
regardless of what the farm or ranch 
name may be.

The perception that we are alright dealing 
with corporate entities in our daily lives, 
such as supermarkets and gas stations, 
should not preclude the family farm from 
having the opportunity for the same 
legal and tax benefits … but somehow 
that doesn’t translate into the public 
impression of farming and ranching.
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Monterey County Farm Bureau
P.O. Box 1449
Salinas, CA 93902

Phone: 831.751.3100
Email: administration@montereycfb.com
Office Hours: 7:30am - 4:30pm (M-F)

RETURN SERVICE REQUESTED

SERVING MONTEREY COUNTY AGRICULTURE SINCE 1917

Agriculture Law

Business & Taxation

Construction

Creditor’s Rights

Estate Planning

Labor & Employment

Litigation

Personal Injury

Public Agencies

Real Estate & Land Use

nheh.com

333 Salinas Street

Salinas, CA 93901

831.424.1414

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

470 Camino El Estero, 

Monterey, CA 93940  

831.373.3622
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