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policy & politics

Advisory Councils are groups of friends and neigh-
bors that are part of Farm Bureau grassroots by speaking 
up for agriculture and suggesting policies and ideas that 
influence Farm Bureau policy at the local, state and 
national levels.  What county, Ohio and/or American 
Farm Bureau policy ideas or recommendations does 
your council suggest? Your ideas will be shared with your 
county policy development committee. If you are not 
responding online and need more room to share your 
ideas, feel free to add additional pages using standard 
notebook or printer paper and attach it to your minutes.

List your responses as follows:
1. County Farm Bureau policies
2. Ohio Farm Bureau policies
3. American Farm Bureau policies
Reach out idea: This special topic is a key opportunity 

to invite someone new to experience an Advisory Coun-
cil meeting and Farm Bureau at its grassroots best. 

Who could you ask?

Results of Advisory Council survey
In spring 2010, Advisory Council members were 

surveyed about a wide variety of topics. The goal of the 
survey was to offer council members to tell OFBF:
•	 Who they are (demographics, age and occupation)
•	 About their Farm Bureau membership and personal 

involvement in Farm Bureau
•	 About their council involvement (the reason councils 

are important to them, the purpose of councils, how 
councils are involved in Farm Bureau activities, indi-
vidual council goals, etc.)

•	 How council members use technology
•	 Ideas about growing and strengthening the Advisory 

Council program
The responses were important in helping OFBF 

better know and serve council members as well as hear 
grassroots ideas directly.  Here’s what the survey revealed:

The typical advisory council member is an active Farm 
Bureau member, 66 or older and a longtime participant 
in the council program.

By far, the primary reason members indicated why 
they were involved in their council related to the social 
aspects of getting together on a regular basis for a good 
meal, fellowship and some discussion. In fact, the top 
three reasons listed were social, to connect with farmers 
and speak out on agriculture.  Farm Bureau policy and 
personal/professional development were ranked 4 and 5, 
respectively.

In a recent edition of Buckeye Farm News, councils 
were also asked to share what they want to do.  Many 
councils indicated in their goals and in the “What 
should councils of 2020 look like” question that they 
wanted some specific things such as:
•	 Younger members involved
•	  Inviting speakers to your meetings
•	 Supporting your local Farm Bureau activity or com-

munity service project
Based on council feedback, OFBF has made some 

changes to the program including bringing back the Fun 
Sheets, simplifying discussion topics and creating addi-
tional opportunities for policy suggestions.

Earlier this month, the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture an-
nounced it would fully deregulate 
Round-Up Ready alfalfa, calling for 
“coexistence” between growers who 
use genetically modified crops and 
those who don’t.

Groups such as American Farm 
Bureau Federation (AFBF) and the 
National Corn Growers Association 
(NCGA) welcomed the agency’s 
decision.

“Farmers need access to tech-
nology so that they can choose the 
option that is best for their farm,” 
said NCGA Chairman Darrin Ih-
nen. “Biotechnology can improve 
a farm’s efficiency and decrease the 
amount of chemical needed for that 
crop. We need choice to raise more 
food, feed, fiber and fuel for the 
world’s growing needs.”

Likewise, AFBF President Bob 
Stallman said farmers should have 
the choice to utilize the technology.

“The action is consistent with 
the department’s statutory authority 
and the United States’ commitment 
to a science and risk-based regu-
latory system for agricultural 
biotechnology. Decisions based on 
sound science are the underpinning 
of U.S. domestic and international 
biotech policy,” he said.

However, there was strong push-
back from some organic groups 
who were either concerned about 
cross pollination of organic crops 
by genetically modified organisms 
(GMOs) or were simply opposed to 
any use of GMO technology.

Supporters of the GMO alfalfa 
argued that because the vast majority 
of alfalfa is harvested before it goes 
to seed, the risk of cross pollination 

would be unlikely. In addition, farm-
ers planting the GMO alfalfa could 
utilize best practices to minimize 
pollination of neighboring crops.

Recognizing that GMO crops 
would likely continue to be ap-
proved by USDA, leading organic 
food businesses Organic Valley, 
Stonyfield Farm and Whole Foods 
came to the table to advocate for 
protections for their industry.

The fact that these groups would 
even consider “coexistence” with 
non-organic farmers drew accusa-
tions of betrayal from the Organic 
Consumers Association. The asso-
ciation’s president called the groups 
“a self-appointed cabal” that had 
decided to surrender.

Organic dairy farmer and Min-
nesota Farm Bureau member Emily 
Zweber took a different approach 
on her blog.

“The fact of the matter is the 
USDA has made their decision and is 
asking for coexistence between organ-
ic, GMO and non-GMO farmers,” 

she wrote. “The organic community 
is still actively demanding more pro-
tection for organic farmers. I respect 
those farmers that feel they need 
(GMO) technology to be profitable. 
I also worry that our future may be in 
flux, but that is why it is so important 
for us to keep having our voices heard 
and continue speaking out.”

Rejecting coexistence among 
farmers would be foolish, she wrote.

The USDA said it would take 
steps “intended to bolster the spirit 
of constructive coexistence among 
diverse segments of U.S. agriculture.”

“It is vital for USDA to strength-
en the varied segments of agriculture 
through cooperation and coordina-
tion,” the agency said.

Those steps included implement-
ing safeguards for the long term 
quality of alfalfa seed stored in 
USDA germplasm banks and ex-
panding research such as a project to 
identify genetics that would make 
plants non-receptive to pollen from 
GMO crops.

    Advisory    
       Councils: Speak Out

Deregulation of genetically modified 
alfalfa stirs debate about 'coexistence'

Advisory Council questions: Policy development

Some alfalfa growers worry about unwanted pollination of their crops from 
GMO plants. Supporters of the technology say the risks can be managed. 
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Rules recently adopted by the 
Ohio Department of Natural Re-
sources (ODNR) allow the agency 
to take additional action to address 
water quality issues, such as those 
that have occurred at Grand Lake 
St. Marys.

The rules establish criteria that 
the agency can use to designate a 
“watershed in distress.”

“The main reason why a water-
shed would be listed as a watershed 
in distress is because 
of excessive nutrients 
leading to health 
issues,” said Larry 
Antosch, OFBF 
senior director of 
program innovation 
and environmental 
policy.

Grand Lake St. 
Marys in western 
Ohio received the 
designation in Janu-
ary in response to 
blooms of toxic 
blue-green algae that have created 
health risks at the popular tourist 
destination.

As a result, more farmers in the 
watershed will be required to fol-
low nutrient management plans 
and there will also be a restriction 
on winter application of manure, 
Antosch said.

All livestock operations and ma-
nure applicators handling greater 
than 350 tons and/or 100,000 
gallons of manure per year must 
immediately begin following U.S. 
Natural Resource Conservation 

Service standards for land applica-
tion, according to ODNR.

“Farm Bureau was actively en-
gaged in the whole rule development 
process. We’ve provided several 
comments to the department as the 
rules were being developed. Some of 
those comments were incorporated 
into the final rules, which we’re very 
happy about,” Antosch said.

At the same time, he said Ohio 
Farm Bureau is being watchful as 

rules get imple-
mented to ensure 
the process is fol-
lowing the correct 
procedure.

Ohio Farm 
Bureau members 
strengthened the or-
ganization’s policy 
on water quality at 
the organization’s 
annual meeting 
to encourage the 
implementation of 
nutrient manage-

ment plans by farmers who apply 
manure and commercial fertilizers.

Additionally, Farm Bureau 
members in the Grand Lake St. 
Marys watershed have established  
local policy to address water quality 
issues.

The watershed encompasses 
59,160 acres across Mercer and 
Auglaize counties and over the years 
has become increasingly enriched 
by phosphates and nitrates from a 
number of man-made and natural 
sources, according to ODNR.

The Grand Lake St. Marys watershed was designated as a "watershed in 
distress" in January. 
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New state rules 
establish ‘watersheds 

in distress’

Veal’s impact on Ohio
In 2009, Ohio farmers raised more than 46,500 veal calves with a market 

value of $28.8 million, according to a preliminary study conducted last fall by 
the firm Driscoll and Fleeter.

While Ohio has long been thought to be a leading veal producing state, 
numbers on the industry had been hard to come by. The analysis, conducted 
on behalf of OFBF, estimated an additional indirect economic impact from 
veal production of $44.5 million.

Ohio veal production also contributed $11.8 million in earnings and was 
responsible for the creation of 716 jobs across the state. Analysis of veal in-
dustry production data showed that Ohio veal producers purchased more 
than $18.6 million in inputs from Ohio suppliers.

In addition, the veal processing industry also contributed a total of $9.7 
million in earnings and was responsible for the creation of 412 jobs across the 
state, according to the analysis.

Add to the effort: 
 OFBF is helping 
farmers navigate 

new water quality 
regulations. Share 
this news and ask 

others to join 
Farm Bureau.  
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