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By BRAD CARLSON
Capital Press

Cold, wet weather has slowed the 
planting of sugar beets, a long-season 
crop that is expected to benefit from 
this year’s increased supply of irrigation 
water.

Grower-owned Amalgamated Sugar, 
which operates three production plants 
in southern Idaho, aims 
to plant about 180,000 
acres in Idaho, Oregon 
and Washington.

Planted acres as of 
April 14 totaled 13,500 
in the Treasure Val-
ley of southwest Idaho 
and southeast Oregon, 
12,200 in the Twin 
Falls area of south-cen-
tral Idaho and 6,700 in the Mini-Cassia 
region to the east, said Brodie Griffin, 
the Boise-based company’s vice presi-
dent of agriculture.

“It’s been a slow start to the sugar 
beet planting season due to an extended 
winter with snow, rain and colder tem-
peratures,” he said.

Heavy planting was expected over 
the next 10 days, weather permitting.

Though planting has been delayed, 
the availability of water “has drasti-
cally improved for the entire grow-
ing region over the last month,” Griffin 
said. Recent mountain snow accumu-
lation “should equate to reservoirs fill-
ing over the next couple of months as 
runoff begins. This is great news for our 
growers.”

Many growers are weeks behind 
their usual planting schedules, Saman-
tha Parrott, executive director of the 
Snake River Sugarbeet Growers Asso-
ciation, said April 17. Growers in the 
Treasure and Magic valleys have begun 
planting, but eastern Idaho is still too 
wet.

Blackfoot farmer Doug Evans, asso-
ciation president, said April 18 that a 
neighbor started planting in lighter soil 
that day, but most eastern Idaho growers 
were probably about a week away from 
being able to plant.

“Our growers are always doing 
their best to mitigate risk, but some-
times things like weather are out of their 
control,” Parrott said. “While we are 
extremely grateful to have the spring 
moisture, it has made planting very 
difficult.”

Growers are optimistic about the 
crop, and despite the planting delay, 
“I’m confident our growers will deliver 
an excellent product for our consum-
ers,” she said.

Ben Jantz of southwest Nampa had 
finished planting by the end of April’s 

second full week. That’s about three 
weeks later than normal for his farm.

Crop quality will depend on condi-
tions the rest of the season, and some 
late-planted crops in the past have per-
formed around the long-term average, 
he said. Last year’s planting was mostly 
on-time, but a lack of moisture was a 
concern at the outset.

Galen Lee, who farms in the New 
Plymouth, Idaho, area near the Ore-
gon border, started planting April 13 
in an “early field,” he said. It is closer 
to the Snake, with sandier soil instead 
of a clay-heavy composition that holds 
water longer.

He was two to three weeks behind 
his usual schedule, partly because of 
how wet conditions affected fieldwork 
timing.

In south-central Idaho, Randy Grant 
of the Eden-Hazelton area said April 14 
that he was “probably 10 days behind 
what I would consider average here,” 
and around 35% to 40% completed.

A planting delay of that length is not 
out of the ordinary in the region, and 
“other than that, things look good going 
forward,” he said.

“The ground dries out quickly, so 
we’re rolling along,” Grant said.

Wet weather slows sugar beet planting
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Galen Lee adjusts the seed depth on a sugar beet planter near New Plym-
outh, Idaho, on April 14.
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Plymouth, Idaho.

Brad Carlson/Capital Press
Sugar beet seed.

Samantha 
Parrott

By MATEUSZ PERKOWSKI
Capital Press

SALEM — Oregon 
farm regulators are urg-
ing raw milk producers 
to register as confined 
animal feeding opera-
tions, responding to con-
cerns about uneven envi-
ronmental enforcement 
among conventional 
dairies.

The outreach effort 
has raised the hackles of 
raw milk advocates, who 
suspect it’s driven by 
antipathy toward unpas-
teurized dairy products, 
rather than legitimate 
worries about wastewater 
management.

CAFO permit require-
ments are commonly 
waived for small family 
dairies that produce milk 
for personal use, rais-
ing questions about the 
state Department of Agri-
culture’s motivations, 
according to raw milk 
producers at an April 
13 meeting with agency 
officials.

“If the purpose is 
to protect the environ-
ment, I don’t see how 
the environmental impact 
changes if one sells 
the milk,” said Chris-
tine Anderson, a raw 
milk dairy operator near 
McMinnville, Ore.

Raw milk is often sold 
directly to consumers by 
farms, exempt from state 
dairy licensing standards, 
that own no more than 
two producing cows or 
nine producing sheep or 
goats.

Their small size may 
not exempt these dairies 
from CAFO regulations, 
though many appear 
unaware of the require-
ment as they’re operat-
ing without permits, said 
Wym Matthews, ODA’s 
CAFO program manager.

Milking necessar-
ily means confining the 
animals and generat-
ing wastewater by clean-
ing the equipment, which 
ODA believes brings raw 
milk dairies under the 
CAFO definition, Mat-
thews said.

The conventional 
dairy industry contends 
raw milk dairies are 
growing in number but 
not sharing in the cost 
of ODA’s environmental 
oversight, giving them a 
competitive advantage, 
Matthews said.

To level the playing 
field and ensure pollut-
ants aren’t discharged 
into waterways, the 
agency is advising raw 
milk dairies to obtain 
CAFO permits without 
enforcing the require-
ment through 2023, Mat-
thews said.

The application for 
a CAFO permit costs 
$125 and applicants are 
expected to devise nutri-
ent management plans to 
prevent wastewater run-
off, Matthews said.

In reality, all dairy 
operators already have 
plans for dealing with 
waste, but CAFO rules 
confirm they don’t cause 
unlawful discharge, he 
said.

The agency doesn’t 
dictate how to achieve 
that objective and each 
farmer has a different 

approach, which may 
require nothing more 
than a bucket and pitch-
fork, Matthews said.

Obtaining a CAFO 
permit may offer advan-
tages, serving as a legal 
shield if neighbors com-
plain about ordinary 
farm practices, he said. 
“Right-to-farm protects 
you if you’re a legal 
facility.”

Despite these assur-
ances, raw milk produc-
ers and advocates at the 
meeting appeared skep-
tical of ODA’s outreach 
effort.

The agency has 
repurposed the defini-
tion of “confinement” 
to include animals shel-
tered for about five min-
utes during milking, said 
Anderson, the McMinn-
ville raw dairy producer.

Expecting a farm with 
two cows to comply with 
CAFO record-keeping 
requirements isn’t realis-
tic or likely to benefit the 
environment, she said.

The ODA’s approach 
suffers from “constitu-
tional infirmities,” such 
as regulating farms with 
two cows more rigor-
ously than properties 
with hundreds of horses, 
said Ari Bargil, an attor-
ney with the Institute for 
Justice, a nonprofit law 
firm that opposes gov-
ernment overreach.

The agency’s claim 
that raw milk dairies 
qualify as CAFOs is also 
problematic, particularly 
since ODA acknowl-
edges acting at the behest 
of much larger and more 
profitable operations, he 
said.

“The department’s 
definition is openly pro-
tectionist,” Bargil said.

Targeting only those 
dairies that sell their 
products isn’t a fair 
way of applying per-
mit requirements or pre-
venting environmental 
damage, said Alice Mor-
rison, co-executive direc-
tor of the Friends of Fam-
ily Farmers, a nonprofit 
that supports raw milk 
producers.

Raw milk producers 
aren’t actually in compe-
tition with conventional 
dairies, since they must 
expend labor on market-
ing directly to consum-
ers instead of relying on 
a distribution system, she 
said.

“You’re not able to 
take advantage of any of 
the infrastructure for the 
industry,” Morrison said.

By scrutinizing small 
raw milk producers, 
ODA risks the percep-
tion it’s taking action 
amid the broader fight 
over CAFO regulations, 
said Bryan Schmidt, 
a Yamhill County  
farmer.

Friends of Family 
Farmers and other groups 
sympathetic to raw milk 
producers are calling for 
Oregon lawmakers to 
impose a moratorium on 
the largest tier of CAFOs.

The agency’s push 
for CAFO permits could 
be seen as retaliation, 
in a roundabout way, 
on behalf of large dairy 
operations, Schmidt said. 
“It looks as if I’m being 
punished for that.”

Raw milk dairies 
wary of Oregon’s 
CAFO permit push
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Christine Anderson handles a cow at her small farm 
near McMinnville, Ore. Anderson is dubious of an ef-
fort by Oregon farm regulators to register more raw 
milk dairies as confined animal feeding operations.
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SALEM — Supporters of 
a permanent 500-acre limit 
on canola in Oregon’s Willa-
mette Valley have won half the 
legislative battle with the pro-
posal’s recent approval in the 
Senate.

However, opponents still 
have about two months to try 
defeating the bill in the House, 
where it must likely clear a 
policy committee and a couple 
legislative deadlines on its way 
to a floor vote.

Restrictions on canola 
planting have repeatedly pre-
vailed in the Legislature over 
the past decade, but Senate 
Bill 789 would impose the 
500-acre cap in perpetuity for 
the first time.

Earlier sunset provisions 
prompted lawmakers to peri-
odically revisit the issue, giv-
ing canola farmers a chance 
to argue the maximum acre-
age should be increased or 
dropped altogether.

Proponents of making 
the 500-acre limit permanent 
claim any additional canola 
acreage would imperil the 

region’s specialty seed indus-
try by endangering the genetic 
purity of related crops.

“The extraordinary pre-
mium value of the crops at 
risk here depends entirely on 
the market’s trust they’re fully 
organic and GMO-free,” said 
Sen. Jeff Golden, D-Ashland. 
“With expanded canola acre-
age nearby, our seed farmers 
have absolutely no way to earn 
and maintain that trust.”

Though the Senate passed 
the bill 16-12 along party 
lines, Golden was the main 
voice advocating for the pro-
posal and defending it from 
attacks during the April 10 
floor session.

Most Democratic law-
makers who voted for SB 789 
remained silent as their Repub-
lican colleagues argued it’s an 
unjustified intervention in the 
agricultural economy.

“We don’t have to have a 

government solution all the 
time. A lot of the time, it’s 
neighbors working with neigh-
bors,” said Sen. Kim Thatcher, 
R-Keizer.

Democrats hold majorities 
in both chambers, which may 
also bode well for SB 789’s 
chances in a House floor vote, 
but the bill isn’t guaranteed to 
reach that point.

Negotiations over spending 
often reach a crescendo late in 
the legislative session, which 
must end June 25 this year.

As lawmakers rush to wrap 
up, a bill that handily passes 
one chamber may still fall by 
the wayside and end up dying 
in committee.

Past canola legislation has 
tended to avoid this fate, how-
ever, as the 500-acre limit has 
been renewed twice since it 
was created in 2013.

Lawmakers initially 
allowed canola to be grown on 

500 acres to facilitate an Ore-
gon State University study, 
which eventually concluded 
the crop poses no greater agro-
nomic threat than other bras-
sica plants.

Restricting canola to this 
“thumbprint limit” amid the 
valley’s 3.7 million acres is 
now groundless, particularly 
because radish and turnip 
crops can also pollinate spe-
cialty seeds but don’t face sim-
ilar caps, according to oppo-
nents of SB 789.

“There’s nothing unique 
to canola. This is a bunch of 
fear-mongering that doesn’t 
deserve this much attention,” 
said Sen. Dennis Linthicum, 
R-Klamath Falls.

Varieties of canola com-
monly grown in the region 
aren’t “genetically modified 
organisms,” or GMOs, and 
the 3-mile “isolation distance” 
that prevents crossing between 
seed crops would allow for far 
more than 500 canola acres to 
be planted, opponents said.

“I am not a farmer and 
I believe a lot of decisions 
should be left to farmers,” 
said Sen. Fred Girod, R-Stay-
ton. “Why are we sticking our 
noses into this?”

Golden said the restric-
tion represents a compromise 
that remains necessary to pro-
tect the high revenues gener-
ated by specialty seeds, which 
allow farmers to thrive even 
on small acreages.

“We’re talking about one 
of our state’s most potent eco-
nomic sectors,” he said.

While the OSU study 
found canola doesn’t pose 
an inordinate risk, it focused 
more on weed, pest and dis-
ease issues than the core prob-
lem of genetic contamination, 
Golden said.

The 500-acre limit is spe-
cific to the Willamette Valley 
but it’s not unprecedented, as 
the state has three other con-
trol areas where canola is reg-
ulated, he said.

Oregon canola debate shifts to House 
after acreage limit approved by Senate
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A bill permanently limiting canola to 500 acres in Ore-
gon’s Willamette Valley has passed the Senate but still 
faces challenges in the House.
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As required by ORS 578.151, the 
Oregon Wheat Commission will 
accept public comments on its fiscal 
year 2023-24 budget at the above 
date and time. Access the meeting 
at the Fairfield Inn, 2014 W. 7th 
Street, The Dalles, Oregon or via 
videoconference at http://www.
zoom.us/join or phone at 1- 253-215-
8782 with Meeting ID: 817 3393 5675 
and Passcode: 221947.

Copies of the Commission’s Proposed 
2023-24 budget are available 
online at https://www.owgl.org/
owcbudget. Public comment related 
to the proposed budget may also be 
submitted via email to tsimpson@
oregonwheat.org by May 10, 2023.

Accommodations for persons with 
disabilities, can be requested at 
least 48 hours (Monday-Friday) 
before the meeting by contacting the 
Commission at (503) 467-2161.

PUBLIC NOTICE
OREGON WHEAT COMMISSION

BUDGET HEARING
MAY 15, 2023, 10:15 AM

NOTICE OF RYEGRASS GROWERS SEED COMMISSION 
BUDGET HEARING

TO:   ALL OREGON RYEGRASS GROWERS
Notice is hereby given that a public hearing will be held pursuant 
to ORS 576.416 (5), on Tuesday, May 16, 2023, at 6:00 p.m., at the 
Cascade Grill Restaurant, 110 Opal St. NE, Albany, Oregon, upon 
a proposed budget for operation of the Ryegrass Growers Seed 
Commission during the fiscal year July 1, 2023 through June 30, 
2024. At this hearing any producer of Oregon-grown Ryegrass 
seed has a right to be heard with respect to the proposed budget, 
a copy of which is available for public inspection, under reason-
able circumstances, in the office of each County Extension Agent 
in Oregon. For further information, contact the Oregon Ryegrass 
Growers Seed Commission business office, P.O. Box 3366, Salem, 
Oregon  97302, telephone 503-364-2944. The meeting location is 
accessible to persons with disabilities.  Please make any request 
for an interpreter for the hearing impaired or for other accom-
modations for persons with disabilities at least 48 hours before 
the meeting by contacting the Commission office at 503-364-2944.
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