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Farmers and ranchers 
are ready for a common-
sense, bipartisan ap-
proach when it comes to 
federal regulations and 
rulemaking. It’s time for 
agencies to work with 
farmers and ranchers 
and to consider how their 
regulations impact busi-

nesses and communities every day. And it’s 
time for Congress to hold those agencies ac-

countable.

We know that regulatory reform can’t be 
achieved with just the stroke of a pen, which is 
why your Farm Bureau delegates passed sev-
eral resolutions to place reason and impartiality 
back into the federal rulemaking process. Fed-
eral agencies were created to serve the people. 
It’s shameful when agencies try to manipulate 
and intimidate through social media and other 
marketing tactics, like we saw with EPA’s Wa-
ters of the U.S. campaign.

Policy development is a 
long, sometimes tedious, 
process that when done 
correctly sets the proper 
direction for this organi-
zation.

In the following pages 
you will see the Idaho 
Farm Bureau’s approved 
policies for the coming 

year. They take up 15 pages of this magazine 
and are among the most important pages we 
publish every year. Within those pages you will 

find statements that have been debated and thor-
oughly vetted at the county, district and state 
levels, and then voted on and approved by a ma-
jority of the voting delegates of the Idaho Farm 
Bureau Federation. This IFBF Policy Book de-
fines our grassroots heritage and is where we 
hang our hat, so to speak.

As Idaho Farm Bureau’s State President, I’ve 
now had the privilege to participate in policy 
development during two American Farm Bu-
reau conventions. This was a much different ex-
perience than what I was used to at the state lev-

Growing up I would 
hear my grandmother 
quote weather parables 
that were often precise.  
Quotes like: “Red sky 
at night, sailor’s delight; 
red sky in morning, sail-
or’s warning.” “When 
dew is on the grass, rain 
will never come to pass.” 
“A ring around the sun 

or moon, means that rain will come real soon.” 
And, “When your joints all start to ache, rainy 
weather is at stake.”

Farming, by its very nature, is cognizant of the 
weather.  Even predating biblical times, farmers 
sought changes in weather patterns by watching 
cloud formations in the morning skies. In 1792, 
the Old Farmer’s Almanac was first published 
and Editor Robert Thomas’ observed a com-
plex series of natural cycles to devise a secret 
weather forecasting formula, which brought 
uncannily accurate results. 

Environmental organizations and some scien-
tists contend that greenhouse gas (GHG) emis-
sions from human activities are the principal 
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By Jake Putnam

Former Idaho Supreme Court Justice Jim 
Jones retired at the end of 2016. Now that 
he has the freedom to speak his mind that 
being released from the bench offers, he 
isn’t wasting any time.
He’s been vocal about global politics un-
der a new presidency and recently pub-
lished a new book about one of the biggest 
water right threats in Idaho history. It’s an 
old joke that in the board room of the Ida-
ho Power Company they say Idaho is the 
only state named after a power company.
In 1982, had Jones and others not had the 
courage to step into Idaho Power’s wheel-
house, this state would likely be a much 
different place today – especially from an 
agricultural perspective.
In November 1982, when a Supreme Court 
ruling nearly handed control of water in 
the Snake River over to the utility, Jones, 
who was serving as Idaho’s attorney gen-
eral at the time, knew something had to 
be done. His new book, “A Little Dam 
Problem: How Idaho almost lost control 
of the Snake River,” from Caxton Press in 
Caldwell, shows how a bitter water fight 
led to new water laws that continue to pro-
tect the Snake River today.
We caught up with Jones in Boise recently 
and he fielded the following questions:
Question: This book opens up explaining 
two very important dates in Idaho water 
right history. What are they? 
Answer: In 1952 there was a big fight over 
whether there should be federal power or 
public power. The Feds wanted to build a 
high dam in Hells Canyon and Idaho Pow-
er Company wanted to build three small 
Dams. It was important because if Idaho 
Power was going to move forward as a 
company they had to have state approval. 
So they worked a deal with Governor Len 

Jordan that they would subordinate to 
support consumptive uses all the way up 
the Snake River in exchange for the state 
approving the three dam complex. That 
was the deal Idaho Power testified to a 

number of times in Congress. They also 
made public statements telling the public 
that they were never going to impede ag-
riculture. The deal was done.
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Former Chief Justice Writes 
About Swan Falls Agreement

retiring Idaho Supreme Court Justice Jim Jones recently penned a new book about the 
Swan Falls agreement.



Idaho Farm Bureau Quarterly / WInter 2017

Thirty years later you’re Idaho’s Attor-
ney General and something unusual in 
the realm of water rights happened. What 
was it?
In 1982 the Idaho Supreme Court came 
out with a decision that indicated that 
water right subordination only applied to 
Hells Canyon and Swan Falls Dam was 
not subordinated. This didn’t make sense 
to me. You can’t manage the Snake River 
based on one flow at one dam from anoth-
er. If the water right subordination didn’t 
go all the way up the river then Jordan got 
nothing in that deal, nothing whatsoever. 
It became important for the state to get 
that Supreme Court decision undone by 
litigation or legislation and that’s what we 
set about to do.
Question: Was there a fear among farmers 
that they could lose control of the Snake?
Answer: I don’t think a lot of people un-
derstood that it could affect their water 
rights. If you look at priorities at Swan 
Falls, Idaho Power got almost all of the 
summer flows covered and they essen-
tially were entitled to the full flow of the 
Snake. Their water rights dated back to 
the early 1900’s. Anyone that drilled a 
well out in Minidoka or any part of the 
aquifer were bound by that. They could’ve 
made a water call cutting out groundwa-
ter pumping because pumpers would have 
impeded their water right.  At that time, 
farmers would either have made a deal 
with the power company or shut down 
pumping. It didn’t just affect farmers but 
anyone with junior upstream water rights. 
It was a troublesome Supreme Court deci-
sion and would’ve had tremendous impact 
if we hadn’t stopped it.
Question: How did Idaho Power sell it to 
the public?
Answer: At the time the power company 
said that it didn’t want to pursue that law-
suit that lead to that disastrous decision 
in ’82. Idaho Power claimed they were 
forced to file because Senator John Peavey 
and Matt Malaney and several others had 
filed a proceeding at the Public Utilities 
Commission. They claimed that Idaho 
Power had not protected their water rights. 

So the company said it was forced to file. 
Of course they said they felt bad because 
they’d encouraged ground water pump-
ers to drill and use their cheap electricity. 
Idaho Power fostered a friendly relation-
ship with farmers for decades and because 
they’d been so welcoming, rates were 
kept low and everything was hunky-dory. 
Then all the sudden the Supreme Court 
changed the game. Of course Idaho Power 
was apologetic and said everything was 
all right. They said in essence that they’d 
keep the power rates low, just keep them 
in charge forever and they’d do a good job. 
They weren’t going to cut anyone off.
Question: And all the while Idaho Power 
rates were the lowest in the nation? Please 
explain:
Answer: People started seeing through 
Idaho Power. They realized that if a pri-
vate utility was in charge of the river in-
stead of the State, there was no way they 
could get recourse if things went south. If 
the State’s in control you can go over to 
the legislature and say they’re not being 
fair. But with Idaho Power in charge of 
the river, they’d never have recourse. Fur-

thermore, Idaho Power could have used all 
the excess water to create excess power to 
create excess profit.  That’s the point we 
made. The power company said that if 
they didn’t win, then power rates were go-
ing up. We argued that water rights were 
always subordinated and somehow rates 
didn’t go up. We argued we can’t hand out 
water rights to every Tom, Dick and Harry 
and not look at the impact on power.
Question: You were a young Republican 
Attorney General, working with a Demo-
cratic Governor (John Evans) for a water 
right issue against an extremely popular 
utility. Was that a daunting task?
Answer: I don’t know if times were differ-
ent back then but it was a matter of both 
Governor Evans and I seeing the problem. 
This clearly was a long term liability for 
the state and we still had our differences 
but this water right issue was a concern 
and so we went to work on the most criti-
cal issue facing the state at the time. We 
consulted on every step and we worked 
in tandem. There were things he could 
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  See JIM JONES p. 31

retiring Idaho Supreme Court Justice Jim Jones.
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By John Thompson

The Idaho Land Board is in the process of 
liquidating commercial holdings and rein-
vesting millions of dollars in timber and 
farm land.
Public pressure pointed at elected mem-
bers of the Idaho Land Board with regard 
to state government competing in the pub-
lic sector brought about the creation of a 
Strategic Reinvestment Plan in 2015. Un-
der that plan over the past two years the 
Idaho Land Board has approved the sale 
of several commercial properties including 
parking lots and office buildings in Boise, 
Heyburn and Idaho Falls, as well as cabin 
sites at Payette Lake and Priest Lake. They 
expect to collect in the neighborhood of 
$160 million for the properties.

However, the reinvestment of that money 
into farm and timber land is cause for con-
cern among Idaho residents in the business 
of agriculture for the same reasons as were 
voiced with regard to the commercial prop-
erty ownership.
Idaho Farm Bureau policy 58 states “We 
support no net loss of private property. We 
urge enactment of legislation to require 
prior legislative approval for any state land 
acquisition on a parcel by parcel basis.”
However, the Land Board and Idaho De-
partment of Lands (IDL) are between a 
rock and a hard place because large par-
cels of land were divested from the federal 
government to the state at the time of state-
hood. The Idaho Constitution outlines that 
those lands must be managed to maximize 

long term financial return for many state 
agencies but mainly public schools.
The Strategic Reinvestment Plan outlines 
three areas where the Land Board will 
reinvest its money to include financial in-
vestments, timber land and farm land. IDL 
Deputy Director David Groeschl said as 
the State’s commercial real estate and cabin 
sites are sold the money will be deposited 
in the State Land Bank Fund. Since 2010, 
about half of the cabin sites have been sold 
at auction. The money can stay there for up 
to five years while they shop for replace-
ment land assets or transferred to the Per-
manent Fund.  
IDL currently owns and manages leases 
for 21,000 acres of endowment land that 
is used for farming. Groeschl said they are 

Land Board Restructures Portfolio

the Idaho department of lands is restructuring its land holdings, selling off commercial properties in cities around the state and buying up timber and 
farm land with the proceeds.
Idaho Farm Bureau file photo
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not negotiating to purchase any additional 
farm land at this time. However, purchase 
of a 2,378 acre parcel near Kamiah (Mag-
gie Butte) in Idaho County was approved 
by the Land Board last November. The 
property was purchased for $2.5 million 
from Potlatch Forest Holdings. The Idaho 
Department of Lands currently owns and 
manages one million acres of forest land 
and 1.4 million acres of range land is leased 
by the State of Idaho for grazing. 
A press release states the Maggie Butte 
purchase helps block up endowment land 
to make management work more efficient. 
“It would likely be harvestable in as early 
as five years on existing mature stands 
and within approximately 20-40 years on 
established plantations and naturally re-
generated stands,” the press release states. 
“The return on investment exceeds the 
minimum return of 3.5 percent required by 
the Land Board’s Strategic Reinvestment 
Plan.”
“This is the first substantial timber acquisi-
tion since the Land Bank Fund was estab-
lished by Constitution in 2001,” said IDL 
Director Tom Schultz. “It not only blocks 

up endowment lands making management 
easier, it also provides a rate return for the 
beneficiary that easily exceeds our mini-
mum return requirement and strengthens 
our overall timber portfolio. This purchase 
is indicative of the type of acquisitions 
we will be making under strategic invest-
ment.”
The Idaho Department of Fish and Game is 
another state agency with large land hold-
ings. The agency currently manages about 
370,000 acres mainly made up of Wildlife 
Management Areas (WMA) and over 330 
fishing and hunting access sites.
The WMA’s range in size from 89,000 
acres to 275 acres. Fish and Game Wild-
life Program Coordinator Gregg Servheen 
said the Idaho Fish and Game Commission 
oversees all land transactions and has a 
policy in place that regards property acqui-
sition as an appropriate strategy to protect 
critical wildlife habitat.
“We have an acquisition policy directed by 
the Commission to identify projects and 
categorize and rank them,” Servheen said. 
“We bring them to the Commission in ex-
ecutive session and we then proceed with 

whatever the project may be. Acquisition is 
recognized as an effective strategy, where 
appropriate, to meet our goals.”
In the last year Fish and Game has made a 
few small land transactions. They joined in 
a conservation easement with IDL in Bon-
ner County on a Stimson Timber Company 
parcel, traded a 40-acre parcel on Craig 
Mountain near Lewiston, and purchased 
about 290 acres of wetland along the Coeur 
D’ Alene River in Kootenai County. F & 
G also picked up about seven acres in Pay-
ette County, 27 acres in Bear Lake County, 
traded 29 acres for a fishing access point 
on Silver Creek in Blaine County and sold 
an 18.5 acre hatchery property in Fremont 
County.
F & G Spokesman Mike Keckler said the 
agency pays about $200,000 per year to 
county governments around the state as 
payment in lieu of taxes. The Idaho De-
partment of Lands does not make similar 
payments as their lands belong to endow-
ment beneficiaries, primarily public educa-
tion, and the money earned from the lands 
goes to those beneficiaries.
 

 is happy to inform you that they have partnered with local dentists 
throughout   to offer a unique Dental Benefit Program. These dentists have 
contractually agreed to substantial discounts on all dental procedures, including speciality care.  This 
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view all participating general and specialty dentists and 
discounted fees.  Within a few days  ard will 
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dental fee schedule

The dental benefit
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Policy 2017

BASIC PRINCIPLES

Purpose of Farm Bureau
Farm Bureau is a free, independent, non-govern-
mental, voluntary organization governed by and repre-
senting farm and ranch families united for the purpose 
of analyzing their problems and formulating action to 
achieve educational improvement, economic oppor-
tunity, environmental awareness and social advance-
ment, and thereby, to promote the national well being. 
Farm Bureau is local, statewide, national, and interna-
tional in its scope and influence and is non-partisan, 
non-sectarian, and non-secretive in character.

Farm Bureau Beliefs and Philosophy
America’s unparalleled progress is based on freedom 
and dignity of the individual, sustained by basic moral 
and religious concepts. Freedom to the individual ver-
sus concentration of power, which would destroy free-
dom, is the central issue in all societies.

We believe the definition of marriage is a union be-
tween one man and one woman.

We believe in the sanctity of innocent human life from 
conception until natural death. We must protect the 
right to life to preserve the rights to liberty and property.

We oppose abortion. In the event that the mother’s life 
is in danger, we support all measures aimed directly at 
saving the life of the mother.

We oppose euthanasia (intentionally ending a life) and 
physician-assisted suicide.

We believe that since the beginning of time, man’s abil-
ity to provide food, fiber, and fuel for himself and his de-
pendents has determined his independence, freedom 
and security.

We believe that a strong and viable agricultural indus-
try is one of the most important cornerstones in the 
foundation of our national security, and the importance 
of that role in society must never be taken for granted. 
Economic progress, cultural advancement, ethical and 
religious principles flourish best where men are free, 
responsible individuals. The exercise of free will, rather 
than force, is consistent with the maintenance of lib-
erty. Individual freedom and opportunity must not be 
sacrificed in a quest for guaranteed “security”.

We believe that America’s system of private ownership 
of property and the means of production has been, and 
is, one of the major foundation stones of our republic. 
This element of our economic system and the personal 
rights attendant to private property, including grazing 
and water rights, must be maintained and protected.

Ownership of property and property rights are among 
the human rights essential to the preservation of in-
dividual freedom. The right to own property must be 
preserved at all costs.

We will take every opportunity to publicize, defend and 
promote our position, and we will stand firm on basic 
constitutional rights.

We believe in government by law, impartially adminis-
tered, and without special privilege.

We support agricultural programs and organizations 
that give equal opportunity for developing skills, knowl-
edge and leadership ability.

We believe in the representative form of government; 
a republic as provided in our Constitution; in limitations 
upon government power; in maintenance of equal op-
portunity; in the right of each individual to worship as 
he chooses; in separation of church and state as set 
forth in the First Amendment to the Constitution; and 
in freedom of speech, press, and peaceful assembly.

The U.S. Supreme Court imposed one man one vote 
rule should be overturned and return the United States 
to the republican form of government that was envi-
sioned by the framers of the Constitution. Individuals 
have a moral responsibility to help preserve freedom 
for future generations by participating in public affairs 
and by helping to elect candidates who share their fun-
damental beliefs and principles.

We oppose the use of public funds for financing politi-
cal campaigns. People have the right and the respon-
sibility to speak for themselves individually or through 
organizations of their choice without coercion or gov-
ernment intervention.

We believe in the right of every man to choose his own 
occupation; to be rewarded according to his contribu-
tion to society and to save, invest, spend, or convey his 
earnings to his heirs. These rights are accompanied 
by the responsibility that each man has to meet the 

financial obligations he has incurred.

We support a society free of drug abuse.
 
We support English as the official language of Idaho 
and the United States.

We support English as the language that students 
should learn and use in public schools.

We support that public schools start the day with
reciting the Pledge of Allegiance. 

The Constitution
Stable and honest government with prescribed and 
limited powers is essential to freedom and prog-
ress. The Constitution of the United States was well 
designed to secure individual liberty by a division of 
federal authority among the Legislative, Executive and 
Judicial branches. The Tenth Amendment assures 
that liberties are further secured for the states and the 
people through the retention of those powers not spe-
cifically delegated to the federal government. The con-
stitutional prerogatives of each branch of government 
should be preserved from encroachment.

We support the Constitution as the supreme law of the 
land. Changes should be made only through constitu-
tional amendments, not by federal policy or regulation. 
One of the greatest dangers threatening our republic 
and system of private, competitive enterprise is the 
socialization of America through the centralization of 
power and authority in the federal government. The 
centralization of power and responsibility in the federal 
government violates constitutional purposes. It has 
usurped state sovereignty and individual freedom and 
should be reversed.

In defense of our Constitution, and of the sovereignty 
of the U.S.A., we oppose the centralization of power 
worldwide into one world government. 

States’ Rights and Sovereignty
We support the protection and defense of states’ rights 
and state sovereignty over all powers not otherwise 
enumerated and granted to the federal government 
as specified in the 10th amendment to the constitu-
tion. The federal government must respect state laws 
and state agencies. All lands within the boundaries of 
Idaho, excluding those lands as allowed by Article 1, 
Section 8, Clause 17 of the U.S.

IFBF Policy for 2017
The following policy statements were developed over the past 77 years by Idaho Farm Bureau volunteer members. Every year Idaho 
Farm Bureau volunteers meet to discuss, amend, delete and create the policy statements that guide the organization. The process takes 
place in the county and district levels throughout the calendar year. Then in early December the entire organization meets to update the 
policy book. This year delegates from 36 county Farm Bureaus met in early December. The policy comes from our grassroots members 
and is then used to guide the organization’s lobbying, public relations and membership efforts throughout the year.  



Idaho Farm Bureau Quarterly / WInter 2017 9

Constitution and ceded to the federal government by 
the Idaho Legislature, shall be subject solely to the 
laws and jurisdiction of the state.
 
Religious Life
Our nation was founded on spiritual faith and belief in 
God. Whereas the Constitution of the United States 
was founded on moral and religious principles, moral, 
ethical and traditional family values should get equal 
support and consideration in the public schools as do 
the atheistic and humanistic views.

We support the right to have religious beliefs and sym-
bols of those beliefs presented in our communities.

We vigorously support retention of:
1.  “So Help Me God” in official oaths;
2.  The phrase “In God We Trust” on our coin;
3.  The fourth verse of the “Star Spangled Banner”;
4.  The phrase “Under God” in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Capitalism-Private Competitive Enterprise
We believe in the American capitalistic, private, com-
petitive enterprise system in which property is privately 
owned, privately managed, operated for profit, individ-
ual satisfaction and responsible stewardship.
We believe in a competitive business environment in 
which supply and demand are the primary determi-
nants of market prices, the use of productive resourc-
es, and the distribution of output.

We support the continuing freedom of the people of 
Idaho to manage, develop, harvest and market the 
useful products of our natural resources.

We believe in man’s right to search and research to 
select the best ways of maintaining quality production 
of food and fiber.

We believe every individual in Idaho should have the 
right to a job without being forced to join or pay dues to 
any organization.

Government operation of commercial business in com-
petition with private enterprise should be terminated.

We also believe that no element of society has more 
concern for, understanding of, or a greater stake in, 
the proper husbandry of poultry, livestock, fur-bearers, 
game animals and aquaculture than the producer.
 
Economy in Government
We consider the proliferation of government with its 
ever increasing cost to the taxpayer a major problem.

State expenditures and growth of personnel on the 
public payroll should not be allowed to expand faster 
than the population and should be compatible with the 
percentage of economic growth of the state.

We believe that Article 8, Section 1, “Limitation of Pub-
lic Indebtedness” of the state Constitution is the main 
reason for the healthy financial condition of Idaho’s 
government. We will oppose any attempt to amend this 
section of the Constitution.

Tax exemptions granted by the state Legislature that 
reduce county income should at the same time require 
appropriation of sufficient funds to replace county rev-
enue losses caused by such exemptions.

We support economy at all levels of government.

Education
We believe that agricultural education is critical in cre-
ating and maintaining a strong and viable agricultural 
industry.

We believe education starts with the parent or guard-
ian and is extended to the schools as a cooperative 
partnership in which parents and guardians have the 
right to review any and all methods and materials used 
in the educational processes of school systems.

We believe parents have the right to choose how best 
to direct the upbringing and education of their children.

We believe local school boards must be elected by the 
people to maintain control of public school systems 
and must have authority to establish policy for dress 
standards, personal conduct standards, testing stan-
dards, fiscal controls and curriculum.

We believe all school systems must be accountable 
to provide opportunities for all students to obtain profi-
ciency in the basics of reading, writing and mathemat-
ics. Parents and guardians must be kept informed by 
the school system of the educational progress of their 
children.

We believe parents and guardians have an inherent 
right and obligation to discipline their own children.
 
Political Parties
Strong, responsive political parties are essential to the 
United States system of elective government.

We recommend that Farm Bureau members support 
the political party of their choice.

We believe that government should in no way be in-
volved directly in the political process but should lay 
down certain rules to assure fair and proper elections.

We strongly favor retaining the county central political 
committees composed of county precinct committee 
people and their existing functions within the party 
structure.

We are opposed to shifting the functions of county 
committee to a district committee. 

COMMODITIES

(1) Agrichemicals/Pesticides
We oppose establishment of zones of agricultural land 
in which any kind of legal application or storage of ag-
ricultural chemicals is curtailed without sound, scientifi-
cally validated evidence to warrant curtailment.

We support increased research and labeling for minor-
use pesticide registrations.

We recommend that compliance with federally ap-
proved label instructions should absolve farmers or 
commercial applicators from liability claims of environ-
mental pollution.

We support the continued use of approved pesticides 
and/or related products until conclusive scientific evi-
dence proves there is an unacceptable risk.

We oppose fumigant buffer zone limitations proposed 
by the EPA without research giving substantial evi-
dence that current practices are negatively affecting 
bystanders. 38

(2) Commodity Commissioners
We support commodity commissions that collect more 
than $5,000,000 annually have a board elected by the 
growers.
(3) Commodity Diseases
We urge the Idaho State Department of Agriculture to 
do all within its power to prohibit the importation of An-
thracnose virus into Idaho.

We support the quarantine of all sources of the potato 
wart virus.

We support active research and the dissemination of 
information to all interested parties related to rhizoma-
nia and urge that any imposed restrictions be based on 
scientific data.

We support any phytosanitary action taken by the 
Idaho Department of Agriculture to protect the Idaho 
potato industry from the threat of the “Pratylenchus 
Neglectus” nematode.

We support the re-write of the Idaho Plant Pest Act to 
include language to protect growers from being subject 
to unnecessary search and seizure without probable 
cause and advanced warning to enter a premises.

We support a federal and state PCN (Pale Cyst Nema-
tode) program that is based on good science, stake-
holder participation, and minimal impact to grower 
operations. 19

(4) Commodity Promotion
We support the organization of commodity commis-
sions for promotion and research purposes of any 
commodity.

We support compulsory deduction of funds if produc-
ers can establish the commodity commission through 
referendum, with assessments being established or 
increased by a majority vote of the producers, or if pro-
ducers can easily obtain refunds of their assessments.

We support a periodic referendum if assessment is 
made mandatory.

We support the exclusion of crops and livestock from 
compulsory deductions to commodity commissions 
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when producers or growers come under regulation 
from quarantinable pests or diseases.

(5) Commodity Sales
We support expansion of Idaho agricultural markets, 
domestic and foreign. We also support trade missions 
abroad to better inform our producers and the hosting 
of foreign delegations to our state in efforts to increase 
our market share. 

We support changes to crop insurance that truly reflect 
a safety net.

We oppose double discounts by grain dealers.

We support licensing and bonding of all commodity 
brokers by the State of Idaho.

We support amending the Idaho Pure Seed Law to fully 
disclose the contents of all seed lots by requiring the 
tag or label to list each plant species therein by name 
and rate of occurrence. 

(6) Commodity Testing Equipment
Commodity buyers’ moisture meters and other com-
modity testing equipment for the purpose of grading 
should be certified for accuracy by the ISDA Bureau of 
Weights and Measures.

(7) Environmental Studies
We recommend that any individual or group doing en-
vironmental studies be held accountable for claims or 
assertions of damage by agricultural practices to the 
environment. Claims or assertions should be treated 
with skepticism until they have been subjected to criti-
cal peer review and tested by practical application. 

(8) Fair Trade
We support strict adherence to bilateral and multilat-
eral trade agreements to which the United States is 
a party to prevent unfair practices by competing na-
tions and to assure unrestricted access to domestic 
and world markets. All trade agreements should be 
continuously monitored and enforced to ensure they 
result in fair trade. 

(9 Field Testing Biotechnology Products
We support effective field testing of new biotechnology 
products to promote commercial use of products that 
will benefit agriculture and the general public.

We oppose any law or regulation requiring registration 
of agriculture producers who use or sell biotech-based 
products or commodities.

We oppose any law or regulation requiring registration 
or labeling of agricultural products containing GMOs 
(Genetically Modified Organisms).

We oppose attempts to restrict or prohibit planting of 
biotechnology crops on either a statewide or county by 
county basis.

We support scientifically accurate consumer education 
about the safety and benefits of genetically engineered 
crops. 

(10) Food Safety/Government Accountability
We strongly believe a government agency making pub-
lic health decisions that result in product recalls, prod-
uct seizures or destruction of perishable goods must 
be held accountable when such decisions prove false. 
Such agencies must be required to compensate or in-
demnify individuals and companies for the monetary 
losses that occur because of poor or false regulatory 
decisions. 

(11) Forage/Soil Sample Testing
We recommend that action be taken to set uniform 
guidelines for all testing labs in the analysis of forage 
and soil samples, with the Idaho Department of Agri-
culture to administer them. 

(12) Hay Certification
We support a uniform state noxious weed free hay cer-
tification program.

(13) Industrial Grade Hemp
We support legalizing the production of industrial grade 
hemp with 0.3% THC (Tetrahydrocannabinol), or less 
in Idaho, and to authorize the University of
Idaho and the Idaho Department of Agriculture to con-
duct research and pilot programs to determine suitable 
varieties to meet market demand.

We support the requirement that growers of industrial 
grade hemp register their fields with the appropriate 
regulatory or enforcement agency. 

(14) Lien Law
We oppose any attempt to alter the system of central-
ized filing or first-in-time, first-in-right system of lien 
priorities, either in revised UCC Article 9, or any other 
legislation.

Delivered feed shall not be encumbered by a blanket 
lien from a financial institution until the grower/supplier 
is paid in full. 

(15) Potato Seed Management
We support a potato seed management program that 
encourages the use of certified seed potatoes in seed 
and commercial production for the control of diseases 
and pests. 

LIVESTOCK

(16) Animal Care
We support the rights of owners and producers to raise 
their animals in accordance with commonly accepted 
animal husbandry practices.

We oppose any legislation, regulatory action or fund-
ing, whether private or public, that interferes with com-
monly accepted animal husbandry practices.

We oppose legislation that would give animal rights 
organizations the right to establish standards for the 
raising, marketing, handling, feeding, housing or trans-
portation of livestock and production animals and any 
legislation that would pay bounties to complainants.

We oppose any livestock and production animal care 
legislation that would impose a stricter penalty than the 

2016 law.

We support fines and/or reimbursement for animal re-
search lost and all costs and damage incurred, when 
farms or research facilities are willfully damaged. 
Responsible persons or organizations should pay all 
costs.

We further support the role of a licensed veterinarian in 
the care of animals and support current licensing stan-
dards for veterinarians.

We support the Idaho Veterinary Practice Act and 
oppose any efforts to weaken it or the licensing stan-
dards.

We oppose the creation of an Idaho livestock care 
standards board.

We oppose requiring a licensed veterinarian for dock-
ing, dehorning and castration. 

(17) Animal ID
We support procedures and or equipment for an ani-
mal ID program that makes it possible to trace an ani-
mal back to its original location.

We support the right of the owner to choose among 
the acceptable methods of identification and to leave 
their animals unidentified prior to movement from the 
premises of origin.

We support having the Idaho State Department of Agri-
culture determine acceptable methods of identification, 
including hot or cold brands, for the state.

(18) Bovine Tuberculosis
We support an ISDA surveillance testing program for 
Bovine Tuberculosis and its continued funding.
 
(19) Brucellosis
We oppose all efforts to eliminate the mandatory vac-
cination law and require its complete enforcement.

We insist that the National Park Service eradicate bru-
cellosis in Yellowstone and Grand Teton Parks.

We support regulations requiring the appropriate state 
and federal agencies to control and eradicate this dis-
ease in wildlife.

We oppose separating the state into zones for defini-
tion of brucellosis-free status.

We oppose the establishment of any herds of free 
roaming buffalo outside of Yellowstone National Park. 

(20) CAFO Regulations
We support efforts by all livestock associations to cre-
ate MOUs with the appropriate state and federal agen-
cies.

Matters pertaining to CAFO regulation other than siting 
should be under the jurisdiction of the state. 

(21) Cattle Liens
Liens should not be attached to livestock until owner-
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ship can be proven and verified.

(22) Data Confidentiality
We support the confidentiality of data collected on 
farms and feedlots. Only final reports or conclusions 
should be made a matter of public record. No data 
collected from individual operations should be made 
public.

(23) Domestic Cervidae
We support the right of domestic cervidae owners to 
use private trophy ranches as a means to ethically har-
vest their animals.

We support the right of domestic cervidae owners to 
breed, raise, harvest, and market all members of the 
cervidae family indigenous to Idaho that can be legally 
acquired.

(24) Equine
We oppose any attempt to eliminate the right of the 
equine owner or BLM to the minimal stress slaughter 
of their equine for consumption or any other purpose.

We support construction of new slaughtering facilities 
and/or use of existing processing facilities in Idaho to 
slaughter equines without duress.
 
We support the right of individuals and non- govern-
mental organizations to save horses from slaughter as 
long as they take possession of the horses and are 
responsible for their care and feeding.

We support the continued classification of equines as 
marketable livestock and oppose any efforts to classify 
them as pets or companion animals.

When an equine is in the custody of a government 
agency and an adoption has not been able to take 
place within 6 months, that equine should be harvested 
or euthanized with minimal stress and without delay.

We support funding for USDA food service inspectors 
in facilities that harvest horses. 

(25) Federal Inspectors of Small Meat Processing
Plants
We support federal meat inspectors being made avail-
able to small meat processors. 

(26) Foot and Mouth/BSE Disease
We support stringent controls to protect Idaho’s live-
stock industry from foot and mouth disease and bovine 
spongiform encephalopathy (BSE). In addition, the 
United States must impose restrictions on importation 
of animals and animal products that could carry other 
contagious infectious diseases.

We oppose importation of live cattle over 30 months of 
age until sound science proves this does not threaten 
to spread BSE to the United States.

We oppose any announcement to the media of BSE 
suspects in the United State until the final scientific 
determination is made whether they are positive or 
negative.

We support allowing entities to voluntarily test all 
slaughtered animals for bovine spongiform encepha-
lopathy (BSE) in order to ship products to countries 
that require individual tests.

(27) Foot Rot in Sheep
We support a continued stringent foot rot control pro-
gram for sheep in Idaho. 

(28) Law Enforcement Training
We support law enforcement officers being trained in 
proper livestock herding techniques and how to prop-
erly euthanize livestock as part of the Idaho Peace Of-
ficers Standardized Training.
 
(29) Livestock Brands
We support the concept that livestock may be left un-
branded at the discretion of the owner except for those 
livestock grazing on federal/state managed lands.

We support research into alternative methods of per-
manent livestock identification and ask that the Brand 
Department be authorized to recognize these methods.

(30) Livestock Theft
We support a mandatory prison term, fine, and resti-
tution as a minimum sentence for a felony live- stock 
theft conviction. 

(31) Manure Management
We believe that manure and manure/compost are 
nutrient-rich residue resources.

We oppose manure being classified as industrial, solid, 
or hazardous waste or as raw sewage.

We encourage research on manure management in-
cluding such areas as odor reduction and waste and 
nutrient management.

We encourage programs that educate livestock opera-
tors on techniques regarding properly managed organ-
ic nutrient systems, especially if implemented with con-
sistent Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed 
by extension, university and the livestock industry.

We support the Idaho State Department of Agriculture 
allowing certification of third-party soil sampling for nu-
trient management plan compliance purposes.

We support changes to the Dairy Environmental Con-
trol Act so it applies only to dairy livestock and not other 
livestock. 

(32) State Veterinarian
We believe the Animal Health Division of the Idaho 
Department of Agriculture should be administered by 
a licensed veterinarian. 

WATER

(33) Aquifer Recharge
We support the beneficial use of managed basin-wide 
aquifer recharge with the state being involved with both 
financial support and implementation.

 
(34) Artesian Wells
We support the current law regarding artesian wells, 
if adequate funding for the cost-sharing of well repairs 
is provided.

We oppose the designation of the heat value from a 
geothermal source as being the only beneficial use.

(35) Bureau of Reclamation Reservoirs
Release of water in power head space in Bureau of 
Reclamation reservoirs shall be controlled solely by 
state water law. 
(36) Cloud Seeding
We support the application of cloud seeding and we 
encourage continued investment in the application and 
research of cloud seeding.

We encourage the Idaho Legislature and the Idaho 
Department of Water Resources to study and allocate 
funding for cloud seeding efforts that are proving ben-
eficial to increasing precipitation.

(37) Comprehensive State Water Plan
We urge the Governor to appoint Water Resource 
Board members who will be protective of the waters of 
the State of Idaho.

We oppose all minimum stream flows unless sufficient 
storage is built to supply priority needs first.

We support requiring legislative approval before estab-
lishing minimum stream flow, instream flow, reconnect 
permits, river basin plans and state water plans.

We support amending the Idaho Constitution, Article 
XV Water Rights Section 7, State Water Resource 
Agency to read “That any change shall become effec-
tive only by approval of the legislature.”

We support a mandatory requirement for legislative 
approval of agreements made by state agencies with 
federal agencies when dealing with commitments on 
water.

We support the Swan Falls Agreement as originally 
written in October of 1984.

(38) Dams
We support legislation that would focus the attention 
of the Northwest Power Planning Council’s authority 
on planning, to provide for present and future power 
needs of northwest power states and away from other 
secondary issues.

We support the construction, improvement and in-
creased size of storage facilities that provide ben-
eficial multiple uses of Idaho’s water, and encourage 
municipalities, federal agencies and tribal agencies to 
advocate and fund additional storage to help meet their 
increasing demands for water, thus avoiding the need 
to take irrigation water from agriculture.

We support the continued existence and current usage 
of all dams on the Columbia and Snake Rivers. 
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We oppose any efforts to destroy or decrease produc-
tion of those dams.

We support construction of the Galloway Dam on the 
Weiser River. 

(39) Effluent Trading
We support the concept of effluent trading.

(40) Flood Control
We recommend that steps, including additional stor-
age facilities, increased recharge and land transfers 
from federal to state ownership, be taken to control 
future flooding within the state of Idaho.

We support Idaho water law that denies flood control 
releases as being considered a beneficial use.

(41) Moratorium
We support the current Idaho Department of Water 
Resources moratoriums on critical groundwater de-
velopment. 

(42) Outstanding Resource Waters
We support the Basin Advisory Groups (BAGs) and 
Watershed Advisory Groups (WAGs) process, recog-
nizing that Outstanding Resource Waters (ORWs) are 
part of this process.

We oppose nominations of ORWs by parties other 
than BAGs and WAGs. 

(43) State Purchase of Water Rights for Mitigation
We support having the State of Idaho purchase water 
rights for mitigation purposes to be held by the State 
Water Board, so water trade may benefit recharge and 
pump conversions. 

(44) Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLS)
We support mandating Idaho’s Department of Envi-
ronmental Quality to conduct an Economic Impact 
Analysis of an area’s businesses (including the agri-
business and agricultural operations of that area) 
before initiating a TMDL process for that geographic 
area. The analysis shall be provided to the Watershed 
Advisory Group before consideration is given to de-
velop and implement a TMDL. A copy of the analysis 
shall also be provided to the germane committees of 
the Idaho Legislature. 

(45) Transfer of Water Rights
We oppose the transfer of water rights to the Bureau of 
Reclamation (BOR).

We oppose the taking of water for fish flushing. 
Water held by the Idaho Water Resources Board will 
be held and used for purposes intended and in accor-
dance with state law.

We believe all water in Idaho should be used benefi-
cially. In the event the BOR or IDWR desires use of 
water they would have to negotiate on a yearly basis 
for rental-pool water in accordance with state water 
law.

We oppose out-of-basin transfers of irrigation water 

from lands enrolled in the federal cropland set-aside 
program for use on lands that have not historically 
been used for agricultural development.

We oppose the continued use of the 427,000 acre feet 
of water for flow augmentation.

(46) Waste Management
We oppose mandatory facility construction without sci-
entific proof of environmental pollution on an individual 
basis. 
(47) Water Development on New Non-Ag
Development
We support legislation that would require developers 
to supply water and water-delivery systems using ex-
isting water rights or gray water to new developments. 

(48) Water Quality
We support the continued management of water qual-
ity, both underground and surface, by utilizing “Best 
Management Practices” (BMPs) as contained in US-
DA’s “Natural Resource Conservation Services Field 
Office Technical Guide” and Idaho’s “Forest Practices 
Act”. Changes in these BMPs should be based only on 
scientifically monitored data rather than “best profes-
sional judgment”.

We support the development of BMPs for recreational 
uses.

We oppose the Forest Practices Act Streamside Re-
tention Rule (Shade Rule) unless accompanied by fair 
market appraised value compensation to landowners 
for loss of property rights.

We support the efforts of canal and irrigation districts 
to halt unwanted drainage into their water systems.

The EPA should not have the authority to arbitrarily im-
pose penalties on landowners without first identifying 
the problem and giving the landowner an opportunity 
to correct the problem. If there is a difference of opin-
ion concerning the extent of the problem, a reasonable 
and cost-effective appeal process of the EPA decision 
should be available to the landowner.

We oppose the deletion of the word “navigable” from 
the Clean Water Act.

We oppose levying fees associated with State NPDES 
program implementation, operation and permit issu-
ance on agriculture and aquaculture producers. 

(49) Water Quality Standards
Water quality standards must be site specific and 
realistically achievable for each water body. These 
standards must at least partially support designated 
beneficial uses.

(50) Water Rights
We support state ownership and control of Idaho water 
held in trust for the residents of the State of Idaho, and 
will oppose any policy, program, or regulation, includ-
ing Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) 
relicensing, which would infringe on this right.

We support defining local public interest, under water 
right law, to give priority to beneficial uses and agri-
cultural viability, with local vested interest and use, a 
priority.

We support sanctions upon any party making frivolous 
claims against water right applications.

Frivolous claims are not reasonably grounded in fact 
or law causing unnecessary delay, increased cost, or 
harassment.

We are opposed to the Water Resources Board ac-
cepting any further applications for water rights on 
surface stream water of the state that has been over 
decreed and adjudicated. Adequate water for domes-
tic and agricultural purposes should have priority over 
other uses when the waters of any natural stream are 
insufficient, as per Article 15, Section 3 of the Idaho 
Constitution.

Permittees on federal land must be recognized and 
acknowledged as the owners of stock water rights in 
their allotments as their livestock provide beneficial 
use under state law. We therefore support codifying 
the Idaho Supreme Court Joyce / LU decision.

Minimum stream flows should not jeopardize water 
rights and should be financed by the benefit recipients.

We favor the continued wise development of all Ida-
ho’s rivers and their tributaries as working rivers.

We support first in time, first in right, and state con-
trol of water issues within appropriate Idaho agencies 
without federal regulatory or legislative intervention.

We support the privatization of Idaho irrigation canal 
systems.

We support the protection of canal and drain ditch 
easements from arbitrarily being taken over by cit-
ies, counties, states, federal or private developers or 
private landowners and developed into green belts or 
bike paths.

We support the concept of conjunctive-use manage-
ment when scientific evidence is available to support 
such management.

We support efforts by local groundwater districts to 
provide supplemental or water bank water to senior 
surface water users to prevent curtailment of junior 
water rights.  Irrigation districts shall have no net loss 
of irrigated acres due to growth and development.

We oppose changing the historical beneficial use of 
water rights when that change will have a negative 
impact on other water right holders.

We oppose the federal government changing the his-
toric priorities and uses of water storage reservoirs.

We oppose any diminishment of storage fill rights due 
to flood control or other discharge prior to season use 
including efforts by any entity that would count flood 
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control releases against the storage rights of water 
right holders.

We oppose any federal agencies’ use of priority dates, 
in regard to water rights, that are not in accordance 
with Idaho Water Law.

We oppose the adoption of source water protection 
plans/ordinances by local government that create land 
use policies prohibiting generally accepted farming and 
animal agriculture practices/ activities.

We oppose Indian tribes requiring/requesting water 
right encroachment permits on state waters. 

(51) Water Spreading
We support voluntary conservation of water use by up-
dating irrigation systems. Increases in irrigated acres 
(water spread acres) due to redesigning or remodel-
ing irrigation systems or development of areas within 
a recorded water right, should not be excluded from 
irrigation. Conservation should not adversely affect the 
full use of an irrigation water right.

(52) Water Use - International Water Agreements
We support renewal of the Columbia River Treaty with 
Canada in such a manner as to maintain its original 
focus upon flood control and power generation. 

LAND USE

(53) Conservation Reserve Program – Grazing
We support managed grazing every three years or 
other mid-management tools of CRP acres to enhance 
the health of vegetation at the discretion of local com-
mittees.

We support the separation of haying and grazing on 
CRP acres and the use of both as separate manage-
ment tools. 

(54) Experimental Stewardship Program
We support and encourage the continuation and ex-
pansion of the Experimental Stewardship Program 
and Coordinated Resource Management Program, 
(CRMP) as long as producer control is maintained in 
all decisions concerning range management.
 
(55) Government Land Transactions
We support no net loss of private property.

We urge enactment of legislation to require prior leg-
islative approval for any state land acquisition on a 
parcel-by-parcel basis.

We support prohibiting the sale of state land to the 
federal government or agencies of the federal govern-
ment, except for the purpose of building federal facili-
ties or structures.

When federal land is sold, traded, or exchanged, all 
holders of grazing preference must be fairly compen-
sated. When land is to be sold, the current grazing per-
mit holder must have the first right of refusal. If there 
is no permit holder, the adjacent landowner should 
be given the first right of refusal based on appraised 

value.

We oppose any land exchanges involving publicly 
owned land unless there is strong local support.

When any entity acquires property from the federal 
government, that entity should be required to compen-
sate grazing preference holders on the former federally 
administered lands for the loss of their property rights 
if that entity does not continue to maintain and protect 
those rights.

We support the enactment of legislation to ensure that 
none of the valid existing private rights are lost in any 
land exchange between Idaho and the federsl govern-
ment or in the transfer of federal lands to Idaho.

(56) Government-Managed Lands
We support multiple-use management of federal and 
state lands with due regard for the traditional rights of 
use.

We urge county governments to have a land-use man-
agement plan with which both state and federal agen-
cies would coordinate in order to protect the land within 
their tax base.

We urge the legislature and the governor to assert their 
authority and take all necessary measures to protect 
the citizens and counties of the state of Idaho from fed-
eral agency overreach.

We support the equal-footing doctrine and insist on the 
passage of legislation to establish a deadline for com-
plete transfer of public land back to state jurisdiction 
and management.

We support the Idaho Legislature joining with other 
states of the West, in an interstate compact, with re-
spect to the transfer of public lands.

Holders of grazing permits or leases should not be 
penalized or removed from allotments because of ad-
ministrative errors or omissions of the land- managing 
agency.

On state and federal government grazing permits and/
or lease rules, the word “grazing” needs to be further 
defined as livestock consumption of forage and brush 
for livestock production with benefits of weed and fire 
control.

We support grazing contracts on non-grazed public 
lands to reduce excess fuel that contributes to range 
or forest fires.

We support the timely salvage of trees in burn areas 
within our state.

We support legislation that would promote harvest of 
trees and forage on federal and state land to help pre-
vent and control wildfire.

We encourage the release of federal, state and local 
government held lands for development or private use. 

(57) Grazing Fees
We support the current state grazing fee formula and 
the PRIA formula concept. 

(58) Grazing Permit Transfer
We oppose the U.S. Forest Service ruling that will pre-
vent transferring grazing permits for 25 head or less.

(59) Idaho Forest Practices Act
We support the Idaho Forest Practices Act except 
where it infringes on private property rights. 

(60) Idaho Grazing Land Conservation Initiative
(GLCI)
We support the Idaho Grazing Land Conservation Ini-
tiative.

(61) Landfills on BLM Lands
We encourage the development of new, as well as the 
continued use of, county landfills on BLM lands.

(62) Local, State or National Land Designation
We oppose any infringement upon private property 
rights through any designation of land by any gov-
ernment entity, including highway scenic byways/cor-
ridors, National Heritage Areas, National Monuments 
and National Parks. We oppose any change to federal 
or state land designation when there is the potential to 
harm agriculture.

(63) Mineral Rights
We support legislation that would transfer government-
retained mineral rights to current landowners (at no 
expense to the landowners), where there has been no 
meaningful mineral activity for 10 years.

We support requiring that property deeds state the 
name and address of the person or entity who owns 
the mineral rights for each property. If mineral rights 
are sold or transferred, the deed should be updated. 
The surface owner should be notified and offered first 
right of refusal.

(64) Mining
We support the continuation of mineral extraction in 
Idaho as long as the appropriate mine reclamation and 
environmental protections are in place and followed.

(65) Notification of Property Damage
We support notification to land owners when fences or 
property sustain damage due to accidents. 

(66) Open Range
We oppose any changes to Idaho open range and 
fence laws. 

(67) Pest Control
We support enforcement of current laws to give coun-
ties authority to spray and control insect infestations 
on private land, with the cost of the spraying to be as-
sessed to the current tax base of the present owner 
of the land.

We support any safe and effective methods of mos-
quito control and the ISDA grasshopper control pro-
gram, as long as private property rights are respected, 
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and the landowner whose property is to be treated is 
notified and allowed the opportunity to exclude any 
areas that will negatively affect the commodity being 
produced.
We support legislation that requires state and federal 
governments to manage their lands and control their 
noxious weeds and pests so that no harm is done to 
adjoining lands, crops and animals.

(68) Protecting Farm Land
We ask all units of government to give high prior-
ity to the protection of farm land and/or grazing land 
when considering other uses of such lands forpublic 
purposes. There should be no governmental taking of 
private property rights by restriction of use without just 
and due compensation.

We support the federal and state “takings” law in sup-
port of the U.S. Constitution, Article V.

We oppose any infringement of private property rights 
caused by regulation of rivers and dams for endan-
gered species.

We oppose infringement on private property rights 
caused by highway districts and transportation depart-
ments. 

(69) Range Management Plans
We believe that range management plans developed 
by the Idaho Department of Lands, BLM or U.S. Forest 
Service should be based on current factual informa-
tion. If any plan is proposed without current informa-
tion, we will join with others to persuade BLM and U.S. 
Forest Service or Idaho Department of Lands to revert 
to the pre-existing plan until current factual data is ob-
tained.

We support voluntary forage monitoring and oppose 
mandatory forage monitoring by livestock permittees 
on federal lands as proposed by the Federal Land 
Management Policy Act.

We support the development of a certification process 
recognized by the Idaho Department of Lands, BLM, 
and U.S. Forest Service which would allow grazing 
permit holders to submit monitoring data that must be 
recognized and considered in the development and 
creation of range management plans.

(70) Rangeland Resource Commission
We support the Rangeland Resource Commission and 
the fees assessed. 

(71) Regulation of Agricultural Practices
We recognize and support long-standing sound agri-
cultural practices such as field burning, including grass 
seed, straw, residue burning, timber slash burning and 
animal-waste disposal, cultivation and harvest prac-
tices.

We support farmer participation in voluntary airshed 
quality programs.

We oppose any legislation or regulations that would 
segregate any agricultural industry, agricultural crop, 

cropping practice or geographical area and would 
impose a higher air quality, water quality or environ-
mental standard than is required of any other person, 
entity, industry or geographical area within the state.

We oppose air quality standards that are more strict 
than the current standards under the CRB (Crop Resi-
due Burning) program.

We oppose regulations on agricultural practices that 
are not validated by sound peer reviewed scientific 
process and supported by scientific fact. 

The Idaho State Department of Agriculture should not 
have the authority to impose sanctions on livestock 
operators without first identifying specific problems 
and giving the operators an opportunity to correct said 
problems.

We oppose mandatory registration or licensing of 
farms and ranches.

We support the farmer’s right to farm by being able 
to carry on sound farming and forestry practices and 
to be free from environmental regulations that are not 
proportionately beneficial to the implementation cost.

We support access of agricultural implements of hus-
bandry and vehicles to any and all local, county and 
state roads/ highways in Idaho and oppose the imposi-
tion of any minimum speed requirements.

(72) Right to Farm
We support the right-to-farm law, and the concept be-
hind it, and encourage legislative changes to strength-
en the law so it can be enforced at the local govern-
mental levels through conditional use permits or other 
permitting processes.

We support local, state, and federal agriculture exemp-
tions from dust rules. 

(73) Riparian Management
Proper multiple-use management of riparian areas is 
essential.

We believe these highly productive areas can be prop-
erly harvested with modern forest or livestock Best 
Management Practices (BMPs) and still improve ripar-
ian habitat for all uses.

We believe these areas should be properly used but 
not abused. However, management of the entire allot-
ment should not be governed by forage utilization of 
riparian areas.

We support the concept that all existing roads along 
Class 2 streams be given grandfather rights approval.

(74) Sheep Grazing
We believe that sheep grazing is a valuable use of 
Idaho forage and resist attempts to terminate grazing 
permits and/or move domestic sheep because of their 
proximity to bighorn sheep.

We support the Best Management Practice concept for 

dealing with this issue. 

(75) State and County Noxious Weed Control
We support stronger enforcement of Idaho’s noxious 
weed law by the state and counties, together with ap-
propriate use of special management-zone provisions.

We urge that Idaho Transportation Department weed 
control policies, at both the state and district levels, be 
changed to require that the ITD be in compliance with 
the Idaho noxious weed law each year, by controlling 
all infestations each year in a timely and effective man-
ner and by controlling noxious weeds on the full width 
of all rights of way.

We urge the Idaho State Department of Agriculture to 
require timely and effective noxious weed control by all 
railroads on their rights of way within the state.

We urge that state and county authorities direct more 
emphasis to rights of way.

We request that the Idaho Department of Agriculture 
add dog rose (Rosa canina) and sweet briar (Rosa eg-
lanteria) to the Idaho noxious weed list.

(76) Timber Management
We support all efforts by the Department of Lands to 
optimize the timber yields and stumpage prices as 
mandated by the Idaho Constitution.

We oppose actions by the Land Board or Department 
of Lands that would inhibit or further restrict these pro-
cesses, including, but not limited to, habitat conserva-
tion plans and conservation easements. 

(77) Timber Trespass
We support legislation that would award delivered log 
values to landowners with no deduction for logging for 
incidental timber trespass. Additional penalties would 
be established for intentional trespass.

(78) Wilderness and Restrictive Zones
We oppose all dedication of land in Idaho for wilder-
ness and roadless areas and support the release of 
lands currently held in Wilderness Study Areas (WSA) 
back to multiple-use management. All lands designat-
ed as non-suitable for wilderness must be immediately 
released from WSA status. 

We support the traditional balanced multiple-use prac-
tices on all federal/state lands and that access to ex-
isting wilderness be free and accessible for everyone.

We oppose designation of lands in Idaho as biosphere 
reserves, corridors or buffer zones, using the Lands 
Legacy Initiative, the Antiquities Act and the National 
Monument Declarations by the executive branch of the 
government.

We support adding adequate fire breaks in existing 
wilderness areas.

We oppose any expansion of the boundaries of the 
Sawtooth National Recreation Area (SNRA).
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We oppose any reinterpretation of the mandates of the 
SNRA which would impose further use restrictions.

We oppose the reduction or curtailment of any graz-
ing or farming activity for the creation or recognition of 
wildlife corridors. 

(79) Wildfire Control
We recommend changing fire-control policy to put out 
any fire upon arrival or as soon as safely possible.
Local landowners must be allowed to protect private 
property. Local entities (such as counties, fire districts, 
and forest or rangeland protective associations) and 
private landowners and individuals need to be allowed 
to act as first responders. When the protection of the 
health, safety, and property of the citizens are in jeop-
ardy, the local protective associations must be allowed 
to act beyond the first response and initial attack phase 
of a fire.

We support changing state and federal wildfire policy 
to require that state and federal fire managers and inci-
dent commanders coordinate with county and local fire 
departments and landowners.

We support a provision that state and federal agencies 
will allow forest or rangeland protective associations in 
neighboring states, that meet the requirements of their 
home state, to enter into mutual aid agreements with 
forest and rangeland protective associations across 
state lines.

We support an increase in management activities, 
such as thinning and grazing, to achieve federal 
agency goals of reducing the potential for catastrophic 
wildfires.

We support a provision that state and federal agencies 
maintain a fire break strategically located to protect pri-
vate property and to control large wild fires.

We oppose landowners being held accountable for fire 
suppression costs except in cases of gross negligence.

In order to protect our water basins and watersheds, 
we support an aggressive initial attack and suppres-
sion on all forest and rangeland wildfires on public land 
and firefighting suppression activities in addition to fire 
management.

FISH AND WILDLIFE

(80) Animal Damage Control
We support animal damage control programs to con-
trol and manage predators, rodents and destructive 
wildlife. 

(81) Animal Threat and Public Safety
It shall be the responsibility of U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Services and any state agencies, that manage preda-
tory or proven problem animals, to notify all residences 
within a 5-mile radius using a 911 reverse calling sys-
tem of potential conflict in their area.

(82) Emergency Feeding of Wild Game

We oppose feeding big-game animals except in emer-
gency situations defined by criteria such as snow 
depth, temperature, wind chill, and available forage.
 
All money collected by Fish and Game for the emer-
gency feeding of wild game should be used only for 
feed and feeding, fencing for hay stack protection, and 
control of predators that are displacing big game ani-
mals and preying on them. 

(83) Endangered Species Act
We oppose any effort to create a State Endangered 
Species Act (ESA).

We believe that modern society cannot continue to 
operate on the premise that all species must be pre-
served at any cost.

We support a revision of the ESA to include a more 
thorough consideration of agricultural, mining, logging 
and tree farming in such a manner that these activities 
will be sustained and made part of any recovery plan. 
Recovery of threatened or endangered (T/E) species 
should not receive higher priority than human uses or 
rights.

We believe basic requirements of human life have 
priority over protection of other species, including T/E 
species. A thorough consideration of all potential ad-
verse impacts to human economic and social welfare 
should be an integral part of any consideration to list 
any T/E species.

A species cannot be listed before its critical habitat is 
identified within its scientifically established historical 
range. Habitat site specific assessments and recovery 
plans must include comprehensive appreciation and 
inclusion of the protection of private property rights.

No critical-habitat designation should be allowed until it 
has been established beyond scientific doubt that the 
species in question is actually present and that endan-
gered or threatened status is actually warranted. The 
data to satisfy the scientific criteria should meet the 
guidelines of the Data Quality Act under federal stat-
utes sections 3504(d)(1) and 3516 of title 44, United 
States Code. The agency, organization or individual 
requesting the critical- habitat designation must bear 
the cost of proving presence of the species and this 
must be done through the use of the best available 
peer reviewed science.

We oppose road closures and restrictions imposed on 
land and water in the name of critical habitat.

Anadromous hatchery fish and wild fish should be 
treated equally under the ESA. Hatchery fish should 
be counted toward recovery of the species.

We support eliminating the marking of hatchery fish.

We believe that introduction/ reintroduction of any 
species must be approved by the state legislature 
and must be consistent with local government natural 
resource plans. Therefore, we urge the passage of 
legislation that requires federal agencies to coordinate 

and determine consistency per federal statutes with 
the proper state agency and local governments when 
those federal agencies have received a petition to list 
a species.

We support the right of landowners to protect them-
selves, their families, livestock and properties from all 
predators including grizzly bears and wolves without 
legal retaliation.

If lethal action is taken against any threatened or en-
dangered species for the preservation of public safety, 
all investigations should be conducted by the local of-
ficials of the county involved. All applicable state and 
government agencies are to be notified so as to pro-
vide assistance when called upon.

We urge Congress to seek depredation funding for 
losses or damage resulting from endangered species 
and to mandate responsibility to deal with such losses.

We oppose implementation of the endangered spe-
cies pesticide labeling program, other than in critical 
habitat.

We oppose the listing of the Giant Palouse Earthworm 
(Driloleirus americanus) and the Greater Sage Grouse 
(Centrocercus urophasianus) and Slick Spot Pepper-
grass (Lepidium papilliferum) as an endangered spe-
cies.

We support livestock grazing as an effective tool to 
reduce wildfires and enhance plant and wildlife habitat.

(84) Fish and Game Department
We oppose the acquisition of additional land by the 
Fish and Game Department.

We encourage the department to use good- neighbor 
management practices on the land they now own, 
including fences, pests, noxious weeds, and provide 
sportsmen with guidance and marked boundaries.

We oppose any increase in funding for the Idaho De-
partment of Fish and Game from either the general 
fund or license fees without showing a specific need 
or use for the funds.

The Fish and Game Department must control the con-
centration of wildlife numbers on all lands and should 
be prohibited from entering into agreements to limit ac-
cess to any area, without approval of the local govern-
ing authority.

We support retaining the December 2016 composi-
tion and selection method of the Idaho Fish and Game 
Commission.

With respect to non-resident mentored youth hunts, 
both the non-resident mentor and the mentored youth 
must purchase matching species tags. Non- resident 
tags should cost more than resident tags.

We support a Habitat Improvement Program and re-
quest Idaho Fish and Game Commission to reflect 
strong emphasis on multiple use.
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We propose that the $1,000 depredation deductible 
be reduced. Compensation by IDFG for crop loss due 
to depredation shall be for actual loss minus the one-
time deductible and should be expediently paid with 
no pro-rating.

We support oversight of the depredation account by 
the Idaho Department of Agriculture with technical 
support provided by Idaho Fish and Game.

We support using leftover depredation funds to build a 
one-year reserve to be used in heavy loss years.

Fish and Game should be responsible to pay for dam-
ages caused by management decisions.

We support Idaho Fish and Game issuing emergency 
depredation permits to ag producers and landowners 
to harvest animals that are causing verifiable damage 
to crops, livestock and property.

The issuance of these depredation permits by IDFG 
and other actions by IDFG to relieve depredation shall 
be free of conditions that landowner must allow hunt-
ing on their land. Landowners should be allowed to 
determine who hunts and they should be allowed to 
receive compensation for allowing hunts on their pri-
vate property. Emergency depredation permit holders 
should have the option to retain possession of har-
vested animals.

We support creating depredation areas for landowners 
who are annually affected by depredating animals and 
support mechanisms for quicker response in those 
areas.
 
We believe the Landowner Appreciation Program 
(LAP) should be available to anyone owning 320 acres 
or more and recipients of these tags should be free to 
do what they wish with the tags.

Transactions between the Idaho Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation and the Idaho Department of Fish and 
Game may represent a conflict of interest and should 
be investigated.

We oppose the erection of either permanent or tem-
porary hunting or viewing blinds within 100 feet of a 
developed livestock watering site on public lands. 

(85) Fish and Game – Prior Notification
The Idaho Department of Fish and Game must have 
permission from the land owner before entering pri-
vate property. 

(86) Fish and Game – Private Reservoir
Companies
Fish and Game Department shall pay private reservoir 
companies for the use of that reservoir for fish habitat. 
The Department should also pay up-keep assess-
ments on reservoirs in which they own water. 

(87) Fish and Game / U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Responsibility
We support reform of the Idaho Department of Fish 

and Game to create local management of the wildlife 
of Idaho. This program should be site specific to con-
trol damage caused from over populated species of 
both game and non-game animals.

We oppose the relocation of wild game and non- game 
species without proper notice being given to residents 
and property owners in the area where they are re-
leased. Local county officials must receive official no-
tice at least 30 days prior to any relocation or release, 
into the wild, of any species raised in captivity.  

We oppose relocation or release into the wild of 
wolves or grizzlies that have been raised in captivity.

The Idaho Fish and Game Department should not en-
gage in activities that encourage only non-consump-
tive uses of fish and wildlife species in Idaho.

The state or federal wildlife personnel shall be re-
quired to file an environmental and economic impact 
statement before they can release non-native insects 
or plants in Idaho or make regulations that affect the 
counties and/or the state.

We support the Idaho State Department of Agricul-
ture’s ban on the release of deleterious exotic animals 
into the State of Idaho.

All state and federal agency personnel must go 
through the elected county sheriff for all law enforce-
ment. 

(88) Fish Species Population Management
We support alternative scientific applications to modify 
fish species population without affecting contractual 
agreements or causing detrimental effects on flood 
control, irrigators, recreation and economies. 

(89) Grizzly Bear
We support the delisting of the grizzly bear from the 
endangered species status.

We support a hunting season on the grizzly. The costs 
associated with grizzles, including triple damages for 
depredation costs, should be borne by the federal 
government, and its agencies such as U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Services.

Compensation should be paid to state and local agen-
cies when any assistance in the management, control, 
or defense of the public is needed from such agencies. 
Compensation to state and local agencies should be 
paid regardless of whether a request has been made 
by a federal agency for assistance until such time as 
the current grizzly bear policy can be changed to allow 
less conflict with humans and livestock namely the del-
isting of the grizzly bear and transfer of management 
to individual states’ authority.
We support requiring the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Servic-
es to coordinate all grizzly bear related activities with 
the Idaho Fish and Game and local county officials.

(90) Invasive Species
We support efforts to remove Asian clams from the 
waters of Idaho.

We support the listing of quagga mussels as an inva-
sive species.

We support adequate state funding for inspections of 
all water craft and other vessels to prevent the spread 
and infestation of quagga/zebra mussels in Idaho wa-
ters.
 
(91) Sage Grouse
We support predator control as a method to increase 
sage grouse populations. We encourage the use 
of bounties to control all non-protected sage grouse 
predators.

We support grazing on public lands as a primary 
method of increasing sage grouse populations by con-
trolling the amount of vegetation that fuels wild fires.

We support private sector rearing and releasing of 
sage grouse. 

(92) Introduction of Salmon
We oppose the introduction of salmon above the 
Brownlee Dam. 

(93) Salmon Recovery
We support the following salmon-recovery alterna-
tives:
1.  Physically modifying the dams rather than tearing 
them down or lowering water levels.
2.  Improving barging such as net barge transporta-
tion.
3.  Privatizing salmon fisheries for stronger fish.
4.  Controlling predators of salmon.
5.  Utilizing new hydroelectric turbine technologies to 
achieve the goals of increased power production and 
reduced hazards to fish.
6.  Regulating harvest of off-shore and instream fish.

(94) Snake River Basin Snails
We support the delisting of snail species in the Snake 
River Basin and the grouping of snail species based 
on taxonomic/biological similarities.

We oppose the future listing of new snail species. 

(95) Wolves
We support hunting and trapping of wolves in all hunt-
ing units including:
1.  allow an earlier start time for open foothold trapping 
in all units open to wolf trapping;
2.  longer check time on all lethal sets;
3.  allow outfitters to sell wolf trapping trips;
4.  make it legal to shoot wolves over baits;
5. eliminate regulations requiring diverters on snares;
 
6.  allow year-round trapping on private property with 
owner’s permission and/or,
7.  allow an increase in wolf tags per person.

We support enforcement of Idaho Code that requires 
the Idaho Fish and Game to coordinate with local gov-
ernment. The costs associated with wolves, including 
triple damages for depredation costs, should be borne 
by the federal government, and its agencies such as 
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services.

We support adding wolves to the IDF&G depredation 
list so that depredation on livestock can be paid by the 
IDF&G Big Game Depredation and Prevention Fund.

We request that all wolf carcasses be presented for 
testing for communicable diseases, especially the 
tapeworm Echinococcus granulosus which causes 
Hydatid Disease in livestock, elk, deer and humans.

EASEMENTS

(96) Conservation Easements and Scenic
Easements
We support continuation of conservation easement 
agreements and scenic easements or agreements 
only if the real property involved remains on the tax 
rolls according to use. 

ENERGY

(97) Affordable Energy
We support
1.  Transparency in how energy monopolies plan to 
incur expenses and make investments that are passed 
on to ratepayers.
2.  Thorough, fair and publicly involved process for 
evaluating rate requests and setting rates.
3.  Increased focus on removing barriers to widely 
available and affordable sources of energy.

(98) Alternative Energy
We support the development of alternative energy.

We oppose a broad moratorium on alternative energy 
projects.

We support county control in the siting of these proj-
ects.
 
We support sales tax incentives to assist in the de-
velopment of alternative energy projects of less than 
one megawatt constructed on or by existing agriculture 
operations.

We support that alternative energy should not receive 
subsidies beyond the bulk market rate. Anysuch con-
tracts shall be allowed to expire. 

(99) Bonneville Power Administration Credit
We support some type of BPA credit that allows all citi-
zens of Idaho to benefit from the BPA’s use of Idaho 
water for power generation. 

(100) Electrical Energy
Hydroelectric Dams:
As future demands for electrical energy increase, we 
support the continued careful use of water as one of 
our renewable natural resources through existing and 
the construction of new hydro projects.

We encourage the adoption of hydro projects to gener-
ate power for sale.

We support the relicensing of dams, including the Hells 

Canyon Complex, using a least cost mitigation plan re-
flecting the desire of the customers to have a reliable 
power resource at reasonable rates.

Renewables:
We encourage utilities operating in Idaho to develop 
economically feasible renewable energy portfolios.

We support the construction of economically feasible 
power generation facilities in Idaho, including those 
that use plant and/or animal residue or logging slash.

We support an annual true-up for net metering rather 
than a monthly true-up.

Regulations:
We encourage state agencies to remove barriers that 
prevent utilities from increasing Idaho’s power genera-
tion capacity.

We oppose any deregulation, reorganization, merger 
or consolidation of power generation or transmission 
which could result in loss of water rights, less service 
or increased rates.

We support current laws that require coal fired plants 
be held to strict standards in the construction, opera-
tion and retirement of the facility.

Transmission:
We support upgrades in transmission and distribution. 
Routing of utility corridors should be placed on public 
land first and then to the areas of least impact to pri-
vate property owners.

We support the initiation of on and off ramps in trans-
mission lines within the State of Idaho. 

(101) Farm Produced Fuel
We support grants, cost share programs and bio-fuel 
production tax credits for farm-scale bio-fuel projects.

(102) Fossil Fuels
We support the mining and drilling of fossil fuels.

We support the legislature ensuring that rules for oil 
and natural gas production safeguard the water aqui-
fers for all citizens and protect property owners’ rights 
to use their property. If a local government entity bans 
the development of mineral rights in its jurisdiction, it 
should be considered a property rights “taking” and 
compensation should be provided to the property 
owner. 

(103) Nuclear Energy
We support the generation of electricity from nuclear 
reactors in meeting our future energy needs and urge 
the development of permanent disposal sites for radio-
active waste material where it will not endanger the 
aquifer in Idaho.

We support research and development of further us-
age of radioactive waste materials and safer ways of 
storage.

We support development of the fast burn sector of 

nuclear technology which massively reduces or elimi-
nates the need for nuclear waste disposal.

We support the utilization of the Idaho National Labo-
ratory to provide the lead role in advancing the contin-
ued development of this technology. 

(104) Power Demand Control Program
We support demand control programs as long as cur-
rent water rights and power usage contracts are pro-
tected. These programs must remain on a voluntary 
basis. 

(105) Renewable Fuels
We support the promotion and use of alternative fuels 
made from agricultural products, as long as they are 
driven by open markets and not economically sup-
ported by mandates and government subsidies.

We encourage all state and local governments to as-
sist in developing renewable fuel projects in Idaho.

We support the availability of low-cost fuels, includ-
ing off road bio-fuels, for the operation of farms and 
ranches.

(106) Utility Companies
Utility companies that damage public roads should 
be responsible for restoring roadways to their original 
state for at least a period of two years. 

LABOR

(107) Labor
We support legislation to ban slowdowns or strikes by 
unions at ports. 

(108) Legal Aid
We oppose state funding of Idaho Legal Aid Services.

We oppose the uninvited presence of Legal Aid per-
sonnel soliciting business on private property. 

(109) Minimum Wage
We oppose any state minimum wage that is higher 
than the federal minimum wage. 

(110) New Hire Reporting
We support changes in the Idaho New Hire Reporting 
Law to extend the reporting date to 60 days.

We support not having to report seasonal temporary 
workers that work less than 45 days in a year

(111) Unemployment Insurance
Eligibility requirements should be made realistic to re-
flect agriculture’s seasonal employment practices.

(112) Workers Compensation
Workers compensation for agricultural employers 
should provide:
1.  Cost control measures and fair base rates.
2.  Mediation for agricultural concerns.
 3.  Protection from third party lawsuits.
4.  Employer protection from worker caused injuries 
(i.e. drug & alcohol).
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We support changes in the existing Workers’ Com-
pensation Law that would take into consideration the 
employee’s responsibility when an accident occurs.

We support having the settlement reduced by the 
percentage that was determined that the worker was 
responsible. 

TAX

(113) Agricultural Property Tax Shifts
We are opposed to shifting property tax to agricultural 
real estate. 

(114) Assessed Value of Ag Production Land
We believe all land being used for commercial agricul-
tural production should be appraised for tax purposes 
according to its current use, eliminating any consider-
ation of its speculative value, using realistic productiv-
ity figures, realistic cost deduction, including govern-
ment mandated control of noxious weeds, taking into 
account the USDA’s annual report on farm real estate 
values in Idaho and that only the landlord’s net share 
of production be used in computing value for tax pur-
poses, as prescribed by Idaho State Tax Commission 
rules and regulations.

We support assessed values being capped at a 5% 
increase in any given year.

We support the retention of the five-acre minimum pro-
ductivity option and the Bare Land & Yield Option for 
forest lands.

(115) Budget Caps
We oppose the loosening, removal or alteration in any 
way or the granting of an exemption from limitations 
and restraints placed by present Idaho law on units 
of local government, community colleges, school dis-
tricts, etc., in increasing local property taxes.

We oppose the creation of additional tax entities that 
could be exempt from such limitations and restraints.

(116) Fuel Tax
We oppose repealing the refund of tax paid on fuel 
used off-road.

We oppose taxing dyed fuel. 

(117) Impact Fees
We support local impact fees on new or expanding de-
velopments to pay for the services required to support 
growth.

We support simplification of current impact fee rules 
and procedures. 

(118) Investment Tax Credit
We support retention of the current three percent in-
vestment tax credit provisions, or an increase in the 
credit.

(119) Local Option Taxation

We support local option taxation when used specifi-
cally for projects that would have been paid for with 
property tax dollars. 

(120) Maximum Levy Rates
We oppose raising the maximum statutory levy rates 
for any taxing authority. 

(121) Personal Tax Privacy Rights
We oppose the county tax assessor’s office requiring 
personal tax information to establish land use.

(122) Property Tax
We oppose budget increases and foregone balances 
that current Idaho State Law allows for local govern-
ments.

We support limiting yearly property assessment in-
creases to a maximum of the state inflation rate.

We support legislation that would allow county tax as-
sessments and collection on property that has been 
purchased by non-profit groups and placed in tax ex-
empt status, such as a tax code that covers environ-
mental tax exempt classification.

We support exempting all equipment used in the 
production of agricultural commodities from personal 
property tax. 

(123) Property Tax - Funding Local Government
and Schools
We support gradually reducing the property tax burden 
to fund public schools and local government.

We are opposed to judges being allowed to levytaxes.

We support legislation mandating that plant facilities 
levy monies can be used only for capital expenditures 
related to school operation and maintenance.

We oppose school districts carrying over these funds 
to finance the construction of new buildings or the ac-
quisition of additional property.

We support removing the school budget stabilization 
levy that was authorized in the 2006 Special Legisla-
tive Session, unless it is supported by a local vote.

We support the creation of standardized mandatory 
full disclosure of the school district’s revenues and ex-
penditures that are related to extracurricular activities; 
separated into curriculum and athletics, and budgeted 
in standard categories of salaries, transportation, sup-
plies and capital expenditures.

We oppose indefinite or permanent supplemental 
school levies on taxpayers, regardless of the number 
of consecutive levies passed. 

(124) Sales Tax
We oppose removing the sales tax exemption on pro-
duction items.

We support legislation that would exempt non- profit 
organizational fund-raising from paying sales tax on 

those receipts.

We oppose the collection of use tax on out-of- state 
goods purchased by Idaho residents. 

(125) Services Tax
We oppose all tax on services. 

(126) Special Taxing Districts
We support a requirement that all new taxing districts 
must be approved by a 66-2/3% majority vote of the 
registered voters within a district.

We support legislation allowing special taxing districts 
to be funded by a household fee. All taxing districts 
that charge fees should be under the same three per-
cent cap that applies to counties and municipalities.

We support giving library districts the option to be 
funded by a household fee rather than through an ad 
valorum tax. If the library district chooses the house-
hold fee option, any bonds they pass must also be paid 
through household fees.

We support a 10 year sunset on all special taxing dis-
tricts, after which they would require re- authorization 
by the voters to continue. 

(127) State Budget
We support zero-based budgeting.

We support a constitutional amendment limiting state 
spending to a calculation determined by population 
growth and economic growth of the state.

We oppose balancing budget shortfalls by any tax in-
crease.

We oppose any state funding of Planned Parenthood. 

(128) Super Majority
We support retaining the 66-2/3% majority vote as re-
quired in the Idaho State Constitution for bond levies.

We oppose circumventing the required two-thirds ma-
jority by creative financing options.

(129) Tax Compensation for Federal and State
Managed Lands
We recommend that a fee in lieu of taxes be assessed 
on all lands removed from tax rolls by state or federal 
agency management.

We favor an annual fee equivalent to local private 
property tax on land.

(130) Tax Liens
We oppose the recording of federal tax liens (IRS) by 
the county recorder without due process of law. 

(131) Tax Refund Extension
We support income tax assessments and income tax 
refunds having the same statute of limitations. 39

(132) Taxing Districts Sharing Administrators
We encourage similar taxing districts to share admin-



Idaho Farm Bureau Quarterly / WInter 2017 19

istrators and secretaries on a county-wide or multi-
district basis to help ease the tax burden of adminis-
tration.

(133) Urban Renewal Districts
We support the repeal of urban renewal laws. 
 
(134) Young Farmers and Ranchers Tax Credits
We support legislation to allow agricultural asset own-
ers to earn tax credits for leasing their assets (agri-
cultural land, depreciable machinery or equipment, 
breeding livestock, buildings, etc.) to young farmers or 
ranchers.

We support tax credits as an incentive for hiring begin-
ning farmers and ranchers to perform contract labor. 

LOCAL AFFAIRS

(135) Annexation
We are opposed to areas adjacent to a city being an-
nexed into the city unless a two-thirds majority of those 
owning property in the area proposed for annexation 
vote in favor of the annexation. 

(136) County Commissioners
We encourage county commissioners to develop a 
Natural Resource Plan per NEPA guidelines that clear-
ly states the objectives and policies of the county in re-
gards to management of the natural resources located 
on public lands in their county.

We encourage county commissioners to invoke the 
“coordination mandate” of Congress set forth in fed-
eral statutes with the public land management agen-
cies plans and actions that may negatively impact the 
county’s economy, culture and heritage.

We support the formation of a formal ANRAC (Agri-
culture & Natural Resources Advisory Committee) or 
NRAC (Natural Resources Advisory Committee) within 
each county. 

(137) Distribution of Federal Fines
We support legislation that would require public notifi-
cation of the distribution of fines collected by the gov-
ernmental agencies in that county.

We support legislation that would require federal agen-
cies to return a portion of federal fines collected in the 
county where the infraction occurred.

(138) Elections
Idaho residents who own real property in a taxing dis-
trict should be allowed to vote on any tax proposal in 
that district.

We support restricting local school bond and levy elec-
tions to primary and general election dates.

We support a mandatory pre-registration requirement 
to be eligible to vote in all local bond elections.

We support requiring photo identification, proof of 
residency and proof of U.S. citizenship for new voter 
registration.

Pay raises for elected officials shall not take effect until 
the official stands again for election.

(139) Emergency Response Fees
We oppose the imposition of a “crash tax” to cover the 
cost of cleaning up spills at the site of an accident.

We favor reducing regulatory burdens which prohibit 
low-cost clean-up solutions. 

(140) Indigent Care Funding
We support the use of the interest from the tobacco 
settlement monies to reduce the indigent care deduct-
ible now being paid for by the property owners. The 
deductible should continue to decrease incrementally 
as the settlement monies increase, not to drop below 
$1,000. The reduced deductible for tobacco-related 
illnesses should be expanded to include a reduced 
deductible for all health-related situations. 

(141) Notice of Zoning Change
Water-right holders or recipients of water delivered 
through property that is proposed to be rezoned should 
receive the same notification of public hearings as sur-
rounding landowners. 

(142) Public Hearings
Public hearings that affect a given area of the state 
must be held in the area that is affected, at a reason-
able time and date for those impacted. 

(143) Zoning
County commissioners should control all zoning in the 
county. Zoning should be site specific within the coun-
ty; we oppose the use of blanket zoning ordinances, 
including sustainable development and smart-growth 
initiatives.

We recognize and encourage the use of planning tools 
allowed under state law to encourage planned and or-
derly growth in or near agricultural areas. 

EDUCATION

(144) Adolescent Nutrition
We support school districts offering dairy products, 
healthy nutritional snacks and fruit juices in vending 
machines on school premises. 

(145) Ag in the Classroom
We support “Ag in the Classroom” in school curriculum 
to increase student literacy of agriculture.

We support an increase in funding for Ag in the class-
room. 

(146) Career Technical Education
We support enhanced funding for Idaho’s Career Tech-
nical Education (CTE), Agricultural Science and Tech-
nology courses and programs. 

(147) Contracts for Teachers
We recommend that the tenure system for school 
teachers be eliminated and replaced with contracts 
based on evaluation and performance.

We support the concept of incentive pay that will im-
prove teacher excellence.

School teachers should have the option of being able 
to negotiate their own contract with the school district 
as a private contractor. 

(148) Education Funding
We support that funding be made available from the 
state endowment fund’s reserve account to be used 
to maintain/replace existing buildings and facilities in 
school districts thoughout the state.

Endowment funds designated for public schools 
should be used for school funding only. 

(149) Education Standards and Assessments
We support using:
1.  Professionally established standards and assess-
ments that can be modified to reflect locally recognized 
educational values, goals and philosophy.
2.  Standards to ensure the progression of a student 
that reflect a comprehension of the subject.
 
(150) Knowledge of Constitution
We support requiring students graduating from Idaho 
schools to have a thorough understanding of the Con-
stitution and the form of government that it gives us 
in accordance with the original intent of the founders.

(151) Local Control of Education
We encourage the State Board of Education and the 
Idaho Legislature to refuse federal funds aimed at 
promoting control of educational programs in public 
schools by the federal government.

We support the repeal of the federal education pro-
gram, Common Core and SBAC testing, in the State 
of Idaho.

We oppose the gathering of personal information of 
students that is not related to their academic education 
without parental consent. 

(152) No Increase in School Time
We oppose increasing required school hours beyond 
990 hours per year.

(153) Parental Choice in Education
We support the voucher system for education.

We support the continuing freedom, of Idaho parents, 
to choose private school, parochial school, home 
school, public charter school or public school as 
prescribed in the Idaho Constitution and in the Idaho 
Code.

We support optional kindergarten.

We oppose public funding of pre-kindergarten.

We support legislation amending the Blaine Amend-
ment, Section 5, Article IX of the Constitution of the 
state of Idaho to provide for an educational system of 
grants or monetary assistance in which the money fol-
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lows the child. 

(154) Veterinary Students
We support an increase from eleven (11) to fifteen (15) 
seats per year for Idaho residents in the Washington-
Idaho Cooperative Veterinary medical Education Pro-
gram.

STATE AFFAIRS

(155) Agricultural Research and Extension
We support the University of Idaho Agricultural Re-
search and Extension Service and urge the Legisla-
ture to adequately fund this vital program.

We support adequate funding to the College of Agri-
cultural and Life Sciences to allow research to develop 
new improved varieties of seed that are classed as 
public varieties.

We request the legislature examine the role of the 
University of Idaho as the land grant college, and take 
steps to ensure the university honors its commitment 
as our agricultural research facility. The university 
should be on the same budgeting system as the State 
of Idaho.

We support expanded research and education in all 
crop areas relative to Idaho. This must also include 
new and improved plant and animal varieties along 
with effective insect, pest, disease and weed controls.

We also support an informational exchange and co-
operative effort within the tri-state area in agchemical 
registration and research as well as plant/animal vari-
ety improvement research.

Every effort should be made by state and county of-
ficials and the University of Idaho to retain an agricul-
tural extension agent in each county as an extension 
service of our land grant university.

Strong pressure must be exerted to revitalize and 
improve the agricultural information and education 
programs.

We recommend that extension activities assist farm 
programs on a first-priority basis, including the inte-
grated Farm Management Program.

We also believe that county agents should be first and 
foremost county agricultural agents.

We support the hiring of new extension educators in 
the College of Agricultural and Life Sciences with pri-
mary training and experience in commercial agricul-
ture and forestry.

We support full funding, from both federal and state 
governments, for operations and research at the cur-
rent U.S. Sheep Experiment Station, including con-
tinuous research on the effects of grazing and sage 
grouse habitat, and the relationship between wildfire 
and grazing.

(156) ATV Safety
We oppose the creation of a mandatory class or spe-
cial license for the ability to ride an ATV on private or 
public land.
 
(157) Bicycle Safety
We support bicyclists using public roadways be sub-
ject to the same laws that motorists must obey. 

(158) Cell Phone Use
We oppose any legislation that would ban cell phone 
use in vehicles for voice communication. 

(159) Commercial Auction Company Bonding
We support legislation that would require licensing and 
bonding of commercial auction companies. 

(160) Constitutional Defense Fund
We support adding another leadership position to the 
existing four-member council when voting on the dis-
tribution of Constitutional Defense Funds. 

(161) Cross Deputization of Law Enforcement
Officers
We believe that cross deputization of county sheriffs 
and any tribal law enforcement officers should be vol-
untary. 

(162) Definition of Agricultural Buildings
We support changes to Idaho Code to define agricul-
tural buildings as follows:
1.  They are buildings where agricultural products are 
stored, housed or grown.
2.  They are buildings where agricultural equipment, 
including licensed vehicles that are used in the pro-
duction of agriculture can be fixed, repaired or stored.
3.  They are buildings that are used for the normal ser-
vicing of an agricultural business.
4.  They can be used by employees as a place of em-
ployment as well as a place to have meals and take 
bathroom breaks as required by GAAP (Generally Ac-
cepted Agriculture Practices). 

(163) Executive Branch MOU/MOA
We oppose actions by the governor entering into 
Memorandums of Understanding of Memorandums of 
Agreement without legislative oversight and approval.

(164) Falsifying Reports
Knowingly filing a false report and/or complaint to any 
agency shall be considered a misdemeanor and the 
perpetrator should be required to pay damages and/or 
expenses to the individual that was falsely accused as 
well as the investigating agency. 

(165) Hazardous Waste
We believe that each state should, to the extent pos-
sible, take the responsibility for treatment and disposal 
of hazardous waste generated in its state and that 
these waste products be disposed of in the most fea-
sible manner that will not endanger life or resources.

We believe that hazardous material and hazardous 
waste should be kept separate in the law.

We support a statewide hazardous materials clean-up 

day. 

(166) Health Insurance
We support private optional health insurance.

We oppose the Patient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act and fines for individuals and employers who refuse 
to carry health insurance.

We support legislation that permits, promotes, and/or 
assists:
1.  In the inclusion of out-of-state health insurance 
companies participation in the marketplace of health 
insurance in Idaho.
2.  In individual health savings accounts with tax free 
withdrawals for all health insurance premiums.
3.  In free market solutions to health care costs and 
access.
4.  In the establishment of defined contribution pro-
grams as opposed to defined benefit programs.
5.  In free clinics funded by local community/ faith-
based organizations.
6.  In development of Direct Primary Care in Idaho 
supporting the offering of wraparound health insur-
ance policies.

We support health insurance as a risk management 
tool by reducing and/or eliminating the number of man-
dated services.

We oppose any legislation to require employers to 
carry health insurance on their employees whether 
they are seasonal or full-time.
 
(167) Inmate Care
We do not support taxpayer funded procedures that 
prolong the life of inmates with life sentences. 

(168) Judicial Confirmation
We support the repeal of the “Judicial Confirmation,” 
Title 7, Chapter 13, Idaho Code, for ordinary and nec-
essary expenses. 

(169) Legislative Testimony
We support accepting testimony at legislative hearings 
via remote audio/visual technology to be managed by 
the sponsorship of a legislator. 

(170) Liability and Tort Claims
We support current Idaho Statutes dealing with liability 
and tort claims and will resist any effort to weaken or 
erode them.

(171) Medicaid
We support a required co-pay by Medicaid recipients 
and non-insured persons who use hospital emergency 
room visits for non-life threatening health care.

We oppose Medicaid expansion and support Medicaid 
reform.

(172) PERSI
We support changing the formula for retirement ben-
efits to reflect total contribution in a fiscally responsible 
way that protects the taxpayers of Idaho and is fair to 
public employees who have contributed to the fund. 
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(173) Private Property Rights/Eminent Domain
Private property should be defined to include, but not 
be limited to, all land, crops, timber, water rights, min-
eral rights, all other appurtenances and any other con-
sideration associated with land ownership.

Landowners having lands adjacent to federal and or 
state lands should not be forced through coercion/ or 
fear of imprisonment to allow new easements across 
their land for public access to federal and state lands. 
The taking of property or easements should be permit-
ted only when there is eminent domain.

We oppose the use of eminent domain for recreational 
purposes, for private economic development or to ex-
pand the land holding of wildlife agencies.

We support an Idaho Constitutional Amendment defin-
ing public use as found in the eminent domain doctrine 
to prohibit the condemnation of private property for 
economic development or any use by private parties. 
If private property is taken, compensation must be 
prompt, just and adequate.

In the cases of partial taking of real property, the land-
owner must be compensated when government- im-
posed regulations cause a loss in value of private prop-
erty. Landowners or tenants shall not be held liable for 
any damages incurred as a result of the condemnation. 
Entities condemning property shall assume liability for 
any damages incurred by landowners. 

(174) Proof of Citizenship
We support the identification of U.S. citizenship on 
Idaho drivers licenses. 

(175) Proprietary Information
We oppose laws requiring insurance companies or 
other private business entities to provide proprietary 
information to state or federal agencies. 

(176) PUC Rates
We oppose any action by the PUC to move in the di-
rection of inverted block rates or in any major rate de-
sign revision that would be detrimental to agriculture. 

(177) Public Employees Bargaining
We believe that public employees, when negotiating 
contracts, should be separate entities in themselves, 
and by statute not allowed to delegate or reassign their 
negotiating rights to professional negotiating forces. 

(178) Public Trust Doctrine
We oppose the use of the Public Trust Doctrine to force 
private property owners to allow trespass and/or hunt-
ing/fishing on their private property.

(179) Re-Establish Congressional Lawmaking
Responsibility
We support the state legislature in its efforts to encour-
age Congress to reclaim its constitutional responsibility 
of making law.

Proposed rules or regulations by federal bureaus or 
agencies should have congressional approval before 

becoming law.

Presidential directives or executive orders should be 
limited in scope and subject to congressional approval 
in a timely manner.

We support passage of legislation ensuring that no 
treaty can supersede the Constitution or reduce the 
protections we enjoy under the Constitution. 

(180) Refugees in The United States
We oppose sheltering refugees who do not agree to 
uphold American constitutional government and val-
ues.

We oppose any refugee program that adds increased 
stress to local services. We support any county that 
chooses to refuse or remove refugee programs in their 
county.

(181) Regulation Reform
We support:
1.  Complete review of existing regulations to deter-
mine their effectiveness and appropriateness prior to 
assigning more restrictive regulations.
2.  Peer review of the existing regulations to determine 
their potential to mitigate the problems they address. 

(182) Regulatory Fines
The remedy for any violation of federal and state agen-
cy rules should be to fix the problem rather than to pay 
fines unless the violation rises to the level of a felony. 

(183) Rights-of-Way
Easement rights-of-way obtained by public or private 
sectors shall not be committed to any new or ad-
ditional purpose, either during their original usage or 
after abandonment, without consent of the owner of 
the land underlying the easement. Upon abandonment 
of railway or utility rights-of-way or leases, all property 
and rights associated with such rights-of-way or leases 
should revert to the current owner of the original tract.

We urge enactment of legislation to require that ad-
jacent landowners be given priority to purchase at 
fair market value lands that have been vacated by 
railways, power companies, roadways, etc. And re-
quire that public agencies obtaining title to abandoned 
rights-of-way be responsible for maintaining fences, 
drainage systems, all field and road crossings and for 
controlling weeds on any such acquired rights-of-way.

We support access to or through federal lands using 
RS2477.

We support allowing county commissioners the ability 
to determine the validity of an RS2477 claim, the right 
to move an RS2477 when it occurs on private land and 
the ability to temporarily close an RS2477 for resource 
reasons. To prevent the misuse of RS2477 claims, 
we recognize the superiority of a property’s title over 
RS2477 claims.

We will not support the use of RS2477 as a tool for the 
taking of private property without just compensation as 
prescribed in the Constitution.

Any party who controls a railroad right-of- way for 
use as a trail or any other purpose that prevents the 
corridor from reverting back to the adjacent landown-
ers, must continue to honor all historical maintenance 
agreements that the railroad formerly performed 
including fencing, weed control and any other agree-
ment that may have been in existence before the cor-
ridor changed management. 

(184) Right to Bear Arms
We oppose any abridgment of the Second Amendment 
to the U.S. Constitution which protects the right to keep 
and bear arms.

We support current law that allows law-abiding citizens 
the right to bear arms and be free from legal jeopardy 
when protecting themselves, their families and their 
property.

We oppose the retaining of personal records collected 
by the FBI as a result of firearms purchase background 
checks. The dangerous weapons code should be up-
dated to reflect these rights in the home, the place of 
business or in motor vehicles.

We declare all firearms and ammunition made and re-
tained in-state are beyond the authority of the federal 
government.

We support expanding the reciprocity with other states 
for concealed carry permits.
 
(185) Road Closures
We believe that when a federal or state agency closes 
a road, commodity production use on these roads 
should be exempted from the closure.

We oppose the closure of any existing roads. 

(186) State Agencies
We oppose regulating any phase of farm and ranch 
business by any state agency that does not have an 
agricultural representative as a member of its policy-
making board or committee.

We oppose combining, splitting or changing govern-
ment agencies without the approval of users of the 
services.

We support the concept of the Soil Conservation Com-
mission or successor entity to advise and aid local Soil 
Conservation Districts by providing technical support 
and a mechanism to receive financial support at no 
less than fiscal year 2010 levels.

We recommend representation by an agricultural pro-
ducer on the Board of Regents for Idaho’s land grant 
university and on the Idaho Fish and Game Commis-
sion.

We urge and will support legislation to require that gov-
ernment rules and regulations, wherever applicable, 
be based upon supportive disciplinary peer reviewed 
scientific data and that wherever policies, rules or 
regulations do not meet this standard the responsible 
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individual and/or individuals can be held liable.

When a state law enforcement agency makes an ar-
rest there should be a means provided to reimburse 
the county for all costs associated in maintaining the 
prisoner.

We support the legislature reviewing agency rules. In 
order to approve a new rule, both the House and Sen-
ate must agree. A rule shall be rejected if either the 
House or Senate does not approve.

(187) State Building Code
We support amending the State Building Code to pre-
vent infringement on private property rights through 
excessive permit requirements.

(188) State Hatch Act
We favor restoring the State Hatch Act, 67-5311 Limi-
tation of Political Activity, to its original form and con-
tent.
 
(189) State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
We oppose the expansion of the authority of the SHPO 
and oppose any state funding.

(190) State Legal Reform
We support reform of the state’s civil justice system, 
which would cure or substantially solve many of the 
problems farmers face with hostile, harassing legal 
services lawsuits. Any person or organization that 
sues to prevent livestock operation siting, or the use of 
agriculture or resource management practices, should 
be required to post a bond in a reasonable amount, 
which will be forfeited to the defendant to help defray 
their costs in the event that the suit is unsuccessful.

We support legislation by the Idaho Legislature that 
would require any entity bringing such lawsuits to post 
substantial bonds based on the potential harm of the 
lawsuit. Individuals who file complaints against an ag-
ricultural operation and request an investigation must 
pay a fee to cover administration costs.

Complete names, addresses and phone numbers are 
required on each complaint.

We support legislation to restore the election of district 
judges.

We support the open and full disclosure of the actions 
of the Idaho Judicial Council.

Entities from outside the jurisdiction of taxing districts 
that file lawsuits against public entities should be re-
quired to pay all legal expenses.

We support legislation to amend Idaho State Statutes 
and the Equal Access to Justice Act to make it clear 
that state courts may award attorney fees against the 
United States.

We support Idaho courts only use United States and 
Idaho Laws in the court system.

As a matter of equity, we support that when a private 

party must act in the place of the Attorney General to 
enforce and protect the Idaho Constitution and stat-
utes, the Idaho Legislature must reimburse the party 
for all reasonable attorney fees and costs if the courts 
fail to do so.

We support requiring judges to inform jurors of the le-
gality of jury nullification.

(191) States’ Rights and Sovereignty
We support a law stating that Idaho and all political 
subdivisions of the state are prohibited from using any 
personnel or financial resources to enforce, adminis-
ter or cooperate with an executive order issued by the 
President of the United States that has not been af-
firmed by a vote of the Congress of the United States 
and signed into law as prescribed by the Constitution 
of the United States 

(192) Term Limits
We oppose term limits on statewide offices, legisla-
tive offices and county and local levels, with individual 
counties given the choice to adopt or oppose term 
limits. 

(193) Transportation
We support continuation of independent road districts 
without oversight by county commissioners.

We oppose a tax or fee increase on fuel.

We oppose a tax or fee increase on vehicles.

We support the Idaho Department of Transportation 
utilizing revenue sources efficiently to maintain and 
construct Idaho roads.

We support the Idaho Department of Transportation 
increasing their cost saving efforts.

We support the sales tax collected from vehicles (ve-
hicles, batteries, tires and other general parts) to go to 
road maintenance.

We support increases in gross weights with axle 
weights non-changing.

We support the continued use of long combination ve-
hicles (LCVs).

We support the Idaho Department of Transportation 
policy of issuing oversize load permits for Idaho public 
roads.

We support the continued improvement of Idaho’s ag-
ricultural roadways.

We support accountability of highway transportation 
department’s engineers for the cost over-runs and/or 
miscalculations for wrongful designs of highway proj-
ects.

We support increasing permit fees on loads exceeding 
200,000 GVW to be comparable with fees in surround-
ing states.

We support the review of current Idaho Transportation 
Department policies regarding economics of mainte-
nance versus new construction of roadways.

We oppose the removal of the Port of Entry system 
from the Department of Transportation.
 
Expenses for environmental studies and the expenses 
required to meet the mandated environmental stan-
dards must be calculated and tabulated on an envi-
ronmental budget and not included in the Highway 
Construction and Maintenance budget.

We support construction and/or improvement of a 
North-South Highway to the Canadian border.

We support port districts in Idaho that help move agri-
cultural commodities.

We support that semi-trucks and/or trailer brake sys-
tems should conform to the Federal Motor Carrier 
Safety Act safety standards of the year of manufacture 
of each unit. Any rules, regulations or requirements ad-
opted by the Idaho Transportation Department cannot 
exceed federal requirements.

(194) Trespass
We support programs to educate the public about pri-
vate property rights and about trespass laws.

Landowners retain the right to refuse access within the 
current law.

IDFG shall make a concerted effort to educate hunt-
ers about private property rights and the location of 
private property in their hunting regulations and maps. 
It is the hunters’ responsibility to know where they can 
hunt and not the landowners’ responsibility to mark or 
post their property.

We support making it unlawful to enter any facility, le-
gally or illegally, to use or attempt to use a camera, 
video recorder, or any other video or audio recording 
device without permission from the owner or autho-
rized agent.

We support a law placing the burden of trespass on the 
trespasser instead of the landowner.

We support the implementation of a trespassing policy 
that would make it necessary for a person or entity ac-
cessing private property for the purpose of gathering 
data of any type to first get permission to enter the 
property in written format from the property owner. 

(195) Unfunded Mandates
All new laws passed by the legislature that put
financial burdens on the counties or cities should be
funded by the state. 
 
(196) Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAVs)
We support the commercial use of UAVs for natural 
resource management and for agricultural use.
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the message Farm Bureau members sent 
straight to Washington from our 98th 
Annual Convention this year, as our del-
egates approved a special resolution urg-
ing Congress and the Trump administra-
tion to work in a bipartisan fashion to 
pass meaningful regulatory reform. Our 
members also sent messages asking law-
makers to pass H.R. 5, a comprehensive 
regulatory reform package, including the 
Peterson amendment.
On a bipartisan vote of 260-161, the 
House of Representatives approved Rep. 
Peterson’s (D-Minn.) amendment to H.R. 
5. That amendment would prohibit agen-
cies from lobbying in favor of their own 
rulemaking proposals. We were pleased 
to see the House choose that amendment 
as one of the first acts of 2017.
Our government was built on checks and 
balances. Our founders knew lawmakers 
and public servants would be tempted to 
place politics above the public good. Well, 
it’s time for a check on the federal over-
reach that has gotten out of hand. Agen-
cies are not above the law nor should they 
be free to create their own laws as they 

see fit. That’s why our delegates also ap-
proved new Farm Bureau policy to elimi-
nate judicial deference, which currently 
requires judges to defer to an agency’s 
interpretation of laws and regulations.
From mismanagement of public lands to 
crippling fines for plowing private farm-
land—federal agencies have demonstrat-
ed what happens when you try to give 
bureaucrats an easy way out rather than 
working on the ground with the people 
who know the land best.
I’ve visited with many of you face-to-
face, in your states and on your farms. 
You’ve shared with me your stories of 
how regulatory overreach is hurting your 
businesses and families. I urge you to 
keep sharing your stories, and to share 
those stories with your representatives in 
Washington.
We talked a lot during election season 
about the need for rural Americans to get 
out the vote and make their voices heard. 
That’s just what happened, but we need to 
remember that our job didn’t end on Elec-
tion Day. Lawmakers pay attention when 

droves of their constituents contact them 
about issues that matter in their commu-
nities. That’s just what we did at AFBF’s 
Annual Convention, when nearly 2,000 
of our members sent messages to their 
elected representatives, right from the 
convention floor.
Just a couple of days later, the House 
passed H.R.5. I want to thank everyone 
who took action. You made a real differ-
ence! We need to keep on speaking up 
and holding our elected leaders account-
able.
It’s the start of a new year in Washington, 
and a new year at the American Farm Bu-
reau. We’re beginning 2017 with the same 
resolve that’s driven our work for nearly a 
century now: to strengthen rural America 
and build strong, prosperous agricultural 
communities across this great nation. But 
we can’t do that work alone. We need to 
work together across Farm Bureau and 
across the agricultural community to en-
sure that the important work of feeding, 
clothing and fueling our nation and the 
world continues well beyond the next 100 
years.

DUVALL
Continued from page 2

KELLER
Continued from page 2

cause for an increase in average global 
temperatures. They argue that unless 
measures are taken to reduce these emis-
sions, the cumulative effect over coming 
decades will result in adverse changes in 
the world’s climate and weather. 
Farm Bureau recognizes there may be 
an increase in occurrences of extreme 
weather. Even if GHGs are a factor, it is 
not clear if this is due to natural global 
climate cycles or other factors. We do not 
believe unilateral action by the United 
States can make a difference on global 
temperatures or stop devastating weather 
events. Additionally, we do not support 
regulations that will increase costs for all 

Americans while not having a significant 
effect on the climate.
Farm Bureau does support policies and 
incentives that encourage the production 
and utilization of biofuels and renewable 
energy. The production and use of biofu-
els and renewable energy not only helps 
to reduce GHGs, but creates American 
jobs, encourages rural development, en-
hances our national security and protects 
Americans from price shocks. Increased 
biofuel production also diversifies our en-
ergy portfolio to make America more se-
cure and resilient to the increasing costs 
for energy.

Farm Bureau believes that adaption strat-
egies and tools can be utilized to face the 
challenges of more inclement weather 
and a changing climate. Appropriate 
funding and emphasis should be given to 
agricultural research. Having the technol-
ogy, traits and production practices will 
be more beneficial than burdening the 
economy with additional regulations.
The agricultural community should be 
included as a full partner in the develop-
ment of any policy or legislation. Farm-
ers and ranchers are not only are vigorous 
observers of the weather, but their liveli-
hoods depend upon it.
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level and has opened my eyes to a much 
bigger picture. Last year we had a couple of 
policies that rose to the national level and 
in defending them I met with presidents 
and voting delegates from several states 
before the delegate session began. Myself 
and other voting delegates from Idaho ex-
plained and defended our positions and 
worked with the other states. We succeed-
ed in passing the policy statements that our 
members from Idaho wanted and it came 
with a great sense of accomplishment.
This year during the American Farm Bu-
reau policy development process we passed 
a resolution stating that we oppose judicial 
deference. Judicial deference is the condi-
tion of a court yielding or submitting its 
judgement to that of another legitimate 
party, such as the executive branch. Idaho 
Farm Bureau members brought the policy 
forth and supported it but it was voted down 
by American Farm Bureau state presidents 
initially. In the interim we worked to edu-

cate AFBF delegates on the issue and then 
we brought it back up for consideration be-
fore the national delegate body. I moved to 
bring the issue back up and it passed with-
out opposition on this second try. 
The point I’d like to make here is our pol-
icy development process is more than just 
an idea that begins at the county level and 
goes on from there. It’s a lengthy process 
that invites skepticism and tough questions 
and that is how it should be. Sound policy 
must be capable of standing up to scrutiny. 
That’s how it becomes sound policy and 
this is the process I have encouraged in dis-
cussions with members from all over Idaho 
over the past year. On a county level we 
need to get better at communicating edu-
cating and then advocating our positions. 
No matter how good a policy sounds we 
have to work with all of the people who are 
affected in order to shape it into a sound, 
reasonable policy.

In a final example, this year at AFBF we 
took a policy that would add the word 
“partnerships” into our policy on trade 
agreements. Benewah County delegates 
felt it was a critical addition. During the 
deliberation an economist from AFBF, 
Bob Young, was called on to give his opin-
ion. He confirmed that “partnerships” is a 
relatively new term that is becoming more 
common in the negotiation of trade agree-
ments. This process of deliberation edu-
cated the voting delegates and in turn they 
passed the policy.
At this point in time we find ourselves at 
the beginning of another year and another 
opportunity to develop sound policy for 
our organization. By expanding our under-
standing of how sound, defensible policy 
comes to life and stands up to scrutiny, we 
can expand our scope of influence, which 
helps Idaho agriculture and strengthens the 
Idaho Farm Bureau top to bottom.

Tax Experts: Farmers and Ranchers Should be Ready for Changes
From estate taxes to capital gains and cost 
recovery, House Republicans and Presi-
dent-elect Donald Trump are floating pro-
posals to make significant changes to tax 
provisions important to farmers and ranch-
ers. Speaking at the 2017 American Farm 
Bureau Federation Annual Convention & 
IDEAg Trade Show, tax experts discussed 
the impact of potential tax changes for 
those involved in agriculture. 
Both House Republicans and the president-
elect have proposed eliminating estate tax-
es. However, while the House Republicans 
haven’t said anything about stepped-up 
basis—an essential provision for farmers 
and ranchers—Trump would do away with 
stepped-up basis for estates over $10 mil-
lion. Trump would also subject transfers at 
death to the capital gains tax, with protec-
tions for small businesses.
“We’re quick to say, ‘Repeal the estate tax.’ 
But if they impose the capital gains tax 
where the estate tax would be, then you’ve 
really just replaced one tax with another. 

It’s still a transfer tax,” explained Brennis 
Craddock, CPA, chief operating officer of 
Tennessee Farm Bureau’s Farmers Service 
Inc. Craddock was joined on the panel by 
Pat Wolff, AFBF senior director of con-
gressional relations. 
Changes to provisions related to cost-
recovery, like Section 179 expensing and 
depreciation, and interest deductions could 
be problematic for farmers and ranchers, 
Wolff and Craddock cautioned.
Wolff also gave farmers a heads-up about 
a possible new tax—border adjustability—
under which taxes on income would be 
determined by whether or not the income 
passes over the U.S. border. 
“Another way to think about it is that rev-
enue is taxed where it’s consumed, not 
where it’s generated. That means under the 
Republican proposal there would be a 20 
percent tax on all imported products.  For 
any products that are sold overseas, there 
would be no income tax,” Wolff said.

“It would make U.S. exports cheaper, but 
some goods you might purchase from for-
eign companies, like fertilizer or equip-
ment, would have the 20 percent tax,” 
Wolff said, emphasizing that AFBF does 
not have policy addressing this aspect of 
the tax proposal. 
Good or bad for farmers and ranchers, con-
gressional action on taxes is likely—and 
it’s not too far off, Wolff said.
“If you hear something today you like or 
something you don’t, you should call your 
members of Congress. Tax reform is front 
and center in Congress,” she said.
Expected this spring, the House Republi-
cans’ tax package will likely be put through 
Congress via the budget reconciliation pro-
cess. On the upside, this approach ensures 
the package will be protected from a fili-
buster. On the downside, it will limit law-
makers to a 10-year package, which is prob-
lematic for farmers and ranchers who rely 
on tax code consistency to plan properly.
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Across  
2. Standard of moral 
conduct 
5. Elected member of 
either the House of 
Representative or Senate 
7. A meeting of 
members who belong to 
the same party 
8. To set aside a matter 
for consideration at a 
future time 
10. Majority of 
members of the group 
concerned 
12. To revoke by  
 

legislative action 
13. A meeting at which 
witnesses present 
testimony on matters 
under consideration 
14. The division of the 
state into districts 
16. Any change in a bill, 
resolution, or memorial 
18. Assemble for an 
official meeting 
21. Official meeting of 
the Legislature 
24. A proposal that the 
Senate or House take a 
certain action 

25. Official hall for 
meeting of a legislative 
body 
Down  
1. A proposed law 
3. Duration of office of 
an elected official 
4. Approval by the 
Senate 
6. Area where public 
visitors may observe 
session 
7. Charged with 
examining matters 
specifically referred to it 
9. To approve formally 

11. Upper chamber of 
the two-body legislature 
15. A formal request 
16. To conclude a 
meeting 
17. Difference of 
opinion 
19. Rejection of a bill by 
the Governor 
20. Passage of a bill by 
both houses and 
Governor's signature 
22. A Law enacted by 
the Legislature 
23. Presiding officer 
	  

Crossword Puzzle:  Legislative 
 

 
 
Across  
2. Standard of moral 
conduct 
5. Elected member of 
either the House of 
Representative or Senate 
7. A meeting of 
members who belong to 
the same party 
8. To set aside a matter 
for consideration at a 
future time 
10. Majority of 
members of the group 
concerned 
12. To revoke by  
 

legislative action 
13. A meeting at which 
witnesses present 
testimony on matters 
under consideration 
14. The division of the 
state into districts 
16. Any change in a bill, 
resolution, or memorial 
18. Assemble for an 
official meeting 
21. Official meeting of 
the Legislature 
24. A proposal that the 
Senate or House take a 
certain action 

25. Official hall for 
meeting of a legislative 
body 
Down  
1. A proposed law 
3. Duration of office of 
an elected official 
4. Approval by the 
Senate 
6. Area where public 
visitors may observe 
session 
7. Charged with 
examining matters 
specifically referred to it 
9. To approve formally 

11. Upper chamber of 
the two-body legislature 
15. A formal request 
16. To conclude a 
meeting 
17. Difference of 
opinion 
19. Rejection of a bill by 
the Governor 
20. Passage of a bill by 
both houses and 
Governor's signature 
22. A Law enacted by 
the Legislature 
23. Presiding officer 
	  



Idaho Farm Bureau Quarterly /WInter 201726

See FOCUS ON AG, page 33

Focus on Agriculture
Grocery Shopping Trends Will 

Have Big Impacts on Agriculture
By Robert Giblin

Grocery shopping is changing 
dramatically, to meet the needs 
of consumers whose demo-
graphics, lifestyles, desires and 
consumption trends are radi-
cally different than those of the 
20th century “golden age” of 
supermarkets.
Busy working parents are too 
pressed for time to shop or cook 
from scratch. Households are 
smaller. Many urban consum-
ers lack access to both stores 
and transportation to carry gro-
ceries. Some just hate grocery 
shopping, especially waiting 

in checkout lines. Increasingly, 
consumers want to know more 
about their food and how it is 
produced.
The focus of grocery shopping 
is shifting from products to 
services, solutions and enter-
tainment.
An increasing number of su-
permarkets, dubbed “grocer-
ants” — grocery restaurants 
— are stocking shelves with 
prepared foods and offering 
up-scale in-store dining, in-
cluding entertainment.
Meal kits are growing tremen-

dously. The meal kit business 
is now worth about $5 billion, 
and could grow to more than 
$35 billion in the next five or 
six years.
Online meal kit services, such 
as Blue Apron, Plated and 
Hello Fresh, send food, addi-
tional ingredients and recipes 
tailored to customers’ life-
styles, the number of servings 
needed, the number of days or 
nights customers want to cook, 
and the amount of time they 
want to spend cooking. While 
only 3 percent to 7 percent of 
all consumers have tried meal 

delivery kits, more than 60 per-
cent of millennials have. Blue 
Apron, the largest, now sends 
out about eight million meals 
per month.
New kit companies are spe-
cializing in regional cuisine 
or special diets, and linking to 
cooking and other social media 
sites. Now, major branded food 
companies and retail grocers 
are entering into the meal kit 
foray, both in stores and online.
Major online retailer Amazon 
is not only increasing its food 
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Insurance Matters
MIke Myers   — Farm Bureau Mutual Insurance Co. of Idaho

Few winter scenes are more tranquil than 
a home decked in freshly fallen snow. In 
areas of heavy snowfall however, what lies 
beneath the surface of a snow-covered roof 
can be anything but tranquil. Record-set-
ting snowfall this year has caused a series 
of roof collapses across Idaho.
“This winter has brought the heaviest 
snowfall we’ve seen in 20 years,” said 
Rich Burgoyne, vice president of claims at 
Farm Bureau Mutual Insurance Company 
of Idaho. “This has created problems for 
homeowners that they normally don’t have 
to think about, including removing snow 
from roofs.” 
Temperatures often warm when a winter 
storm front passes through, causing any 
existing roof snow to melt and become 
denser. As this cycle of snowfall and melt-
ing continues, the weight of snow and ice 
on your roof can quickly add up. The mois-
ture content of snow can range from ap-

proximately 1 percent to 33 percent, mean-
ing snow can potentially weigh anywhere 
from one to 21 pounds per cubic foot.
The amount of snow and ice your roof 
can support depends on a number of fac-
tors, including the roof type and the age 
and condition of the structure. But a good 
rule of thumb is if more than a foot of snow 
and ice has accumulated on your roof, you 
should consider roof snow removal.
When removing roof snow, please keep 
these tips in mind:
When snow buildup occurs, use a roof rake 
with an extended handle to pull snow off 
the roof from the safety of the ground.
Start from the edge and work your way up 
the roof using downward strokes.
There’s no need to scrape the roof entirely 
clean, as this can damage your roof shin-
gles or other roof coverings.

Metal roof rakes conduct electricity, so use 
caution near power lines.
Avoid using a ladder. Its rungs can freeze 
and cause you to slip. 
Instead of a ladder, buy extension poles or 
a longer roof rake.
Roof snow removal can be dangerous. Hire 
a professional snow removal service if you 
need help.
Removing roof snow can also prevent ice 
dams. Ice dams can form when roof snow 
melts and refreezes in gutters, clogging 
them. As more snow melts, water is forced 
to travel under shingles and can leak into 
the house. Keep gutters and downspouts 
clean and clear all the way to ground level 
during winter months.
Roof snow removal may be a nuisance, 
but it’s much easier that fixing the damage 
from a collapsed roof.

Clear Heavy Snow Before Disaster Hits

heavy snowfall this year has caused a series of roof collapses in Idaho.
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By Chris Schnepf

If you ask anyone in Idaho to name some-
thing that kills forest trees, more often 
than not they will say “bark beetles.” Bark 
beetles have so filled our imaginations that 
when dead trees are noticed, people often 
presume they were killed by bark beetles, 
even though many other organisms often 
kill trees, to say nothing of trees killed by 
fire or drought. Let’s review some funda-
mentals about bark beetles . . .
Bark beetles are a natural part of Idaho 
forests. Many times people speak of bark 
beetles as if they were foreign invaders. 
All of the bark beetles that kill Idaho for-
est trees are native insects which have lived 
in Idaho for thousands of years. They are 
always present at some endemic level al-
most everywhere their host tree species are 
found.
The two most common groups of organ-
isms that kill Idaho forest trees are root 
diseases and bark beetles. If a tree slowly 
fades over a period of years, it was more 
likely killed by a root disease. If a tree’s 
crown fades to pale green, to yellow, to 
brown within a few months, it was more 
likely killed by bark beetles. Sometimes 
bark beetles, root disease, and other fac-
tors, such as drought, work together simul-
taneously to kill a tree.

Bark beetles are very small. Extension of-
fices are often presented with insects that 
people think are bark beetles. More com-
monly they are conifer seed bugs (espe-
cially in the fall when these insects invade 
homes looking for a place to over-winter) 
or wood boring insects (which are also 
often found in larval form chewing away 
in firewood). Both insects are much larger 
than bark beetles, the largest of which is 
the size of a wooden match head - most are 
much smaller.
Despite the name, most bark beetles do not 
make their living in the bark. Bark beetles 
bore through the bark to get to the phloem, 
the tissue under the bark that conducts pho-
tosynthate from the needles to the branches 
and roots. There they feed, then lay eggs 
which hatch to produce offspring that con-
tinue feeding there until they are mature 
enough to leave the tree. 
As this feeding encircles the tree, it gir-
dles the tree’s phloem, thereby severing 
the tree’s vascular system. A bark beetle-
attacked tree is further weakened by blue-
stain and other fungi brought in by bark 
beetles which clog the tree’s sapwood 

(which moves water through the tree from 
the roots), making it easier for other bark 
beetles to successfully attack the tree and 
hastening the tree’s death.
A University of Idaho publication titled 
“Field Guide to the Bark Beetles of Idaho 
and Adjacent Regions” catalogs over 100 
species in Idaho. Different bark beetles at-
tack different species and even different 
parts of conifers. Many of these beetles 
rarely kill trees, focusing instead on tree 
branches or tops. 
Bark beetles are identified primarily 
through tree species and gallery pattern. In 
the field we do not identify a bark beetle by 
examining the insect directly. Bark beetles 
are identified primarily by the species of 
trees they attack and the pattern (called a 
“gallery”) they make when feeding and re-
producing under the bark. The bark beetles 
that most commonly kill Idaho conifers 
are:
Western pine beetle (Dendroctonus brevi-
comis) attacks ponderosa pine and cre-
ates loopy, maze-like, serpentine galleries. 
Woodpeckers often flake off ponderosa 
pine bark to get at beetle larvae, exposing 

Meet the Beetles

Bark beetles are very small.
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the tree’s highly visible orange 
inner bark.
Pine engraver (Ips pini) (also 
referred to by its genus name 
“Ips”) attacks ponderosa pine 
and lodgepole pine. Ips has “Y” 
or “H”- shaped galleries. 
Mountain pine beetle (Den-
droctonus ponderosae) attacks 
all Idaho pines. Mountain pine 
beetle main galleries are long 
(up to 30”) and vertical (with 
the grain) with a small crook 
at the bottom. Small groups of 
eggs are laid alternately along 
each side of this main gallery. 
Mountain pine beetles com-
monly cause trees to produce 
thumbnail-sized globs of pitch 
and boring dust called “pitch 
tubes” on the trunk – the re-
sult of tree’s effort to push the 
beetles out. Pines sometimes 
produce pitch tubes in response 
to other bark beetles as well.
Fir engraver beetle (Scolytus 
ventralis) is commonly referred 
to by its genus name “Scoly-
tus”. It attacks grand fir primar-
ily. Fir engraver has distinctive 
horizontal main galleries that 
run perpendicular to the wood 
grain.
Douglas-fir beetle (Dendroc-
tonus pseudotsugae) feeds 
predominantly on Douglas-fir. 

Douglas-fir beetle main gal-
leries run parallel to the wood 
grain 8 to 10 inches, with eggs 
usually laid alternately on each 
side. Trees attacked by this 
beetle often have lots of brown 
boring dust in the bark crevices 
at the base of the tree.
Spruce beetle (Dendroctonus 
rufipennis) feeds on Engelmann 
spruce. Spruce beetle galleries 
are 3-12 inches in length, with a 
small crook on the bottom end. 
Eggs are deposited on alternate 
sides of the gallery. 
Slash is tree parts on the ground 
from storms or logging. Some 
forest owners get concerned 
that any slash they see will har-
bor bark beetles. That is a good 
question to ask, but not all bark 
beetles that kill trees breed in 
slash.
By far the most common issue 
with bark beetles breeding in 
slash occurs with pine engraver 
beetles in ponderosa or lodge-
pole pine, when green stem 
wood over three inches thick is 
left on the ground from Novem-
ber through June. Pine engrav-
ers may attack it and reproduce 
there, with offspring attacking 
and killing trees within a one-
half mile of that slash.
Other bark beetles that can re-

produce in slash or downed 
green trees include Douglas-fir 
beetle and spruce beetle.  Doug-
las-fir beetles and spruce beetle 
attack large diameter debris 
(larger than 12 inches), so they 
are usually less of a problem in 
timber harvests, since trees this 
size are usually taken to a mill 
shortly after they are cut. Win-
ter- or storm-dropped Douglas-
fir and spruce are more of an 
issue. Some key points about 
bark beetles that breed in slash: 
Trees dead longer than one year 
are not a bark beetle hazard. 
Beetles only reproduce in slash 
fresh enough to support their 
offspring. Even if old slash was 
at one time infested with bark 
beetles, their brood has already 
left. You will often find insects 
in that slash which are super-
ficially similar to bark beetles, 
but they are not usually insects 
that kill trees. 

Stems 
and branches less than three 
inches in diameter are not usu-
ally a bark beetle hazard. Occa-
sionally Ips attacks smaller di-
ameter materials, but the mate-
rial usually dries out, starving 
the larvae before they develop 
fully. 
Slash from some species is 
never a bark beetle hazard. 
For example, there are bark 
beetles that breed in woody de-
bris from cedar, hemlock, and 
larch, but they do not emerge to 
attack standing trees.
Beyond these types of slash, 
hazard from bark beetles also 
depends the size and species 
of the trees in the immediate 
area that might be attacked. For 
example, Douglas-fir organic 
debris may be of appropriate 
size and freshness in the under-
story, but if the standing green 
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Galleries made by Western pine beetles are serpentine-shaped. 

Pine engraver beetle (lPS) galleries are either y or h shaped.
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do like vetoing a bill and he 
did in ’84. In fact he vetoed 
two Idaho Power bills. There 
were things I could do that he 
couldn’t. I got things done in 
State courts, and with the Fed-
eral Energy Regulatory Com-
mission and we both talked 
about the issue. I took the lead 
on Swan Falls and my press 
releases were more inflam-
matory than Evans and I took 
the heat, but we had to break 
through the difficult nature of 
the issue. At first it was hard 
to explain to people. We had 
to break it down and tell them 
that power rates were not go-
ing up. We also told them that 
they could lose their liveli-
hood and the chance to expand 
their operations.
Question: How strong was 
the Idaho Power lobby at the 
time?
Answer: In 1984 the legisla-
tive session was stormy. That’s 
when both the Governor and I 
had a subordination bill, in 
fact we had several and Idaho 
Power had a couple of bills 
that they thought would save 
the day for them. But the Gov-
ernor vetoed their bills. I think 
Logan Lanham, the chief lob-
byist at Idaho Power (at the 
time) decided they were going 
to go out and win the elections 
with their candidates! They 
also targeted lawmakers that 
supported our bills. I got wind 
of that and recruited our own 
candidates. I got my second 
cousin and a former client, 
and both won. I told lawmak-
ers on our side of the issue that 
we’d help them anyway we 
could and we actually picked 
up three seats. At that point 
Idaho Power saw that they had 

lost in the Statehouse and then 
the courts and that’s when we 
started talking.
Question: How did it play out 
after the ’84 election?
Answer: That’s when we 
started talking about get-
ting Swan Falls settled. We 
had negotiations between my 
staff, the Governor’s staff and 
Idaho Power. We worked out 
the settlement in October of 
1984. There were rough spots 
that we worked through but 
we had to get approval from 
the legislature and they had 
to pass a whole raft of bills in-
cluding a bill to authorize the 
Snake River Basin Adjudica-
tion. We also had to get the 
PUC approval which we got, 
the State Water Board and fed-
eral approval through FERC.  
We finally filed the papers 
and nothing happened. We did 
all that work and FERC was 
too lazy or too bureaucratic 
to get anything done. So we 
fast-tracked it through Con-
gress and that came quickly. 
Unfortunately it was attached 
to a bill that President Rea-
gan didn’t like and he vetoed 
it. The bill was reworked and 
attached to another bill and 
passed the Senate, but back 
in the House the downstream 
interests used it to open up 
the Snake River. The Senate 
passed a new stand-alone bill 
but we ran into trouble in the 
House. The downstream inter-
ests were able to get language 
in the Committee report that 
threatened to increase Snake 
River flows out of Idaho. The 
water community raised such 
a fuss that we were able to 
override that language and 
keep the settlement agreement 
intact.

Question: What is the sig-
nificance of the Swan Falls 
Agreement 30 years later?
Answer: It has impacted every 
aspect of agriculture in Idaho 
through the Snake River Basin 
Adjudication. The adjudica-
tion was specifically agreed to 
in the settlement. At the time 
we thought it would take 10 
years, it took 30. We thought it 
would cost $27 million it took 
$97 million. But a large part 
was paid for by the federal 
government. It quantified and 
prioritized everyone’s water 
right and it demonstrated that 
Idaho does not have a lot of 
surplus water that other states 
could grab. I think it was one 
of the most successful adjudi-
cations of a large river basin 
that’s ever been conducted. It 
gives people protection and 

peace of mind with regard to 
their water right. The river-
flows established in the agree-
ment left a significant amount 
of water for new uses and 
that’s critical to the growth 
of cities upstream by making 
sure that they have enough 
water. It’s critical to industries 
that need water like the cheese 
processing plants that have 
gone into production along the 
river. We also did a rewrite of 
Idaho water law. You have to 
go through a process now of 
meeting public interest criteria 
in order to have a water right. 
I think that takes into account 
the impact on power produc-
tion on power rates. It takes 
into account impact on fish 
and wildlife. I think it set the 
cornerstone for Idaho water 
law and it’s worked well.

JIM JONES
Continued from page 5
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sales, but also experimenting with a brick-
and-mortar grocery store concept that uses 
technology to remove one of the hassles of 
grocery shopping – checkout lines. Con-
sumers use a mobile application to check 
in and out of the store. Sensors track what 
consumers take. When they leave, the app 
adds up the bill and charges their account. 
Amazon plans to open its first store in 2017.
In Italy, the “supermarket of the future” 
recently opened its doors. Co-op Italia or-
ganizes products on interactive tables and 
shelves. When a consumer moves to touch 
a product, “augmented labels” on sus-
pended screens show nutritional informa-
tion, the presence of allergens and waste 
disposal instructions. A separate wall of 50 
monitors forms a huge screen that allows 
consumers to get more information and 
cooking instructions.

Most grocery chains are implementing 
“augmented transparency” technologies 
to provide information about how food 
is produced – how much water and land 
are used, carbon footprints, health, food 
safety, environmental impacts, ingredients 
produced using biotechnology, animal wel-
fare, labor practices, and food waste.
By the end of 2017, more than 30,000 prod-
ucts will carry the SmartLabel, giving con-
sumers easy access to information through 
mobile or hand-held devices. More than 30 
major food companies have committed to 
taking part in the transparency initiative. 
In five years, SmartLabels will be on about 
80 percent of food, beverages, pet food 
and other products typically sold in gro-
cery stores. Retailers and food companies 
believe that the information provided can 
help build trust with consumers.

For several years, those involved in mar-
keting products based on promoting their 
production practices – organic, grass-fed, 
produced without hormones or antibiotics, 
non-GMO and others – have been highly 
successful in highlighting their products, 
which appeal to specialty markets. Smart-
Labels and other augmented transparency 
labels and technologies increasingly will 
open windows into all of agriculture, al-
lowing more opportunity for consumer ed-
ucation and engagement. More than ever, 
farmers and ranchers will need to build 
relationships with food companies and re-
tailers, and equip them with the informa-
tion consumers need to make informed 
purchase decisions.
Robert Giblin writes, speaks and consults 
about agricultural and food industry is-
sues, policies and trends.

FOCUS ON AG
Continued from page 26
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American Farm Bureau Federation delegates from all 
50 states and Puerto Rico today approved a special 
resolution urging Congress to enact swift, meaningful 
and strongly bipartisan regulatory reform. The resolu-
tion, adopted at AFBF’s 2017 Annual Convention in 
Phoenix, comes in the wake of the introduction of bills 
in Congress that would pare back the rapid growth of 
oppressive regulation and government overreach. 

Delegates called on the federal government adhere to 
series of principles, including: 

- the use of sound science;

- consideration of costs and benefits to stakeholders;

- transparency in federal agencies and departments;

- reduction of abuses of the court settlement process;

- limiting deference granted by courts to agencies’ in-
terpretation of law;

- prohibiting agency misuse of social media to lobby 
the public in support of agency proposals;

- greater congressional oversight of agencies;

- congressional approval of major rules;

- a minimum comment period for rules; and

- reform of the Equal Access to Justice Act.

 
The full text of the resolution is available at: http://
www.fb.org/files/AFBF_Delegate_Resolution.pdf.

Farm Bureau Delegates 
Urge Congress to Support 

Regulatory Reform
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Idaho Farm Bureau members also teamed up with members of the Utah Farm Bureau on a tour of Arizona agriculture. The group 
visited a carrot farm and processing facility, a cotton processing plant, a farm where roses are the main cash crop and an energy educa-
tion facility.

American Farm Bureau Convention
Photos by Steve Ritter

About 120 Idaho Farm Bureau members attended the American Farm Bureau convention in Phoenix, Arizona in early January. The 
Idaho Farm Bureau received several awards, the most prestigious of which is the New Horizons Award for innovative new programs. In 
the photo below the New Horizons Award is presented to President Bryan Searle by AFBF President Zippy Duvall. IFBF also received 
Awards for Excellence in the following categories: Education and Outreach, Leadership Development, Member Benefits, Membership 
Initiatives, Policy Development and Implementation, and Public Relations and Communications. In addition, IFBF received two Presi-
dent’s Awards.
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Can We Lease Your Land for Our Solar Farms? 

      

Transmission Type Power Lines on Your Land?  Lease to Us Today! 

 

 

Large Power Lines on Your Property? Lease Us Your Land! 

We Will Pay Up to $1,250 per Acre per Year 

20 to 40 Yr. Lease 
We Require Large Tracts of Land currently clear clean land (Over 150 Acres) w/ 3Phase Transmission Type Power Lines on the land for Our Solar Farms 

Land Cannot be in Flood Zone or Have Wetlands Issues – Owner Must Retain Mineral Rights both above and below surface or have Executive Rights 

No underground utilities including oil and gas lines within the proposed solar site 

Long Term Land Leases Needed-(20 – 40 Years Up to $1,250 per Acre per Year) 

CALL (828)-817-5400 or (828)-817-9101 
Email Us at            InnovativeSolarFarms@gmail.com 

Visit our website at www.InnovativeSolarFarms.com 
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Notice to Horse Owners: An agreement 
between Idaho, Oregon and Washington 
exempting Coggins testing for transport 
of horses across state lines has been lift-
ed. According to Idaho State Department 
of Agriculture officials, horses being 
transported between the three states will 

be required to have a Coggins test from 
an accredited veterinarian in the last 12 
months. The rule is currently being pro-
cessed through state government chan-
nels and will be rescinded in the coming 
weeks.
The agreement is being removed because 

of positive tests found in Idaho and the 
neighboring states. State veterinary offi-
cials believe it’s no longer appropriate to 
keep the testing exemption in place. For 
more information contact the Idaho State 
Department of Agriculture or the Idaho 
Horse Council.

Coggins Exemption Lifted

treasure Valley onion storage buildings, horse arenas and dozens of other buildings collapsed under the weight of heavy snow in early January. experts 
predict 25 percent of Idaho stored onions were lost, causing market prices to nearly double. Idaho Gov. C.l. “Butch” otter declared a state of emergency 
in Washington County on January 22. It’s believed that at least 100 buildings have collapsed, including Weiser’s only grocery store.   Photo by Steve Ritter

Farm Buildings Collapse
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Farm Facts
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UI FORESTRY
Continued from page 20

trees left in the immediate area 
are all too small or of a dif-
ferent species (say, ponderosa 
pine), you do not have a poten-
tial bark beetle problem. 
For the species that breed in 
slash, cutting it into firewood-
sized pieces (or logs) and stack-
ing it in the woods does not 
eliminate the beetle hazard. 
For more information on treat-
ing slash while minimizing 
bark beetle risks, see “Manag-
ing Organic Debris for Forest 
Health” (PNW 609, available 
at http://www.cals.uidaho.
edu/edComm/pdf/PNW/
PNW0609.pdf ).
Bark beetles are managed by 
prevention. Insecticides or 
other direct controls are rarely 
used to manage bark beetles. 
The primary strategy with bark 
beetles is to manage forests to 
be naturally resilient to bark 
beetles, particularly during 
drought periods, when trees 
are more vulnerable to attack 
by them. The moisture stress 
trees experience as a result of 
drought is compounded when 
trees are overstocked (too many 
stems per acre) - the case in 
many Idaho forests.
It is almost never practical to 
irrigate forests. The main strat-
egy in managing bark beetles is 
to reduce the number of trees 
competing for the same mois-
ture by thinning. Thinning 
can also be used to favor the 
most drought tolerant species 
for the site (usually pines and 
larch), which further aids for-
est resilience. For sapling trees, 
that means creating at least 12-
15 foot spacing between tree 
stems (6 feet initially for lodge-
pole pine to avoid making them 

too bushy). For larger trees, 
spacing should be increased 
proportionally, up to 40 feet for 
trees with trunks 24 inches in 
diameter. 
Bark beetles communicate 
chemically. One or two bark 
beetles will not kill a tree by 
themselves. As bark beetles 
attack a tree, they release 
chemicals called aggregation 
pheromones that signal “soup 
is on” to other bark beetles of 
their same species, bringing in 
many more beetles to that tree 
and helping beetles overwhelm 
a tree’s defenses. Bark beetles 
also use anti-aggregation pher-
omones to tell each other a tree 
already has more than enough 
bark beetles and that other bark 
beetles should fly to another 
tree.
There has been a lot of research 
and development in the last 20 
years on synthetic versions of 
these pheromones to manage 
bark beetles. Anti-aggregation 
pheromones have been used 
very effectively to manage 
Douglas-fir beetles.  Mountain 
pine beetle anti-aggregation 
pheromones have also been 
registered for use by family for-
est owners.
Bark beetles are not usually 
killed by cold winters. Bark 
beetles have lived in Idaho 
for thousands of years and are 
adapted to our winter weather. 
Extended warmer weather may 
increase some beetle popula-
tions (e.g., Ips), but it almost 
never gets cold enough in the 
winter to eliminate bark beetles 
here.
If you want to recover trees’ 
economic value, beetle-killed 

trees should be harvested as 
soon as possible (especially 
pines) to avoid loss of value 
from blue stain and other in-
sects and fungi. Don’t just take 
the dead trees when salvaging. 
Look for evidence of attacks on 
green trees at the edge of a bee-
tle pocket, as they are likely to 
be infested. This may also be a 
good time to thin the rest of the 
stand enhance trees’ resistance 
to bark beetles.
Bark beetles and other forest 
Insects are a natural part of 
Idaho forests. The key to keep-
ing them from killing more 
trees than you want them to is 
managing for the best species 
for the site, and keeping stand 
density low enough to mini-

mize tree moisture stress. 
To learn more about bark bee-
tles, consider attending the 
“Bark Beetle Field Day” to 
be held in Coeur d’Alene on 
Friday, June 30. Registration 
forms for this program will be 
downloadable this spring at: 
www.uidaho.edu/extension/
forestry. You can also get more 
details on these fascinating 
insects from the publications 
listed below.
Chris Schnepf is an area exten-
sion educator – forestry – for 
the University of Idaho in Bon-
ner, Boundary, Kootenai and 
Benewah counties. He can be 
reached at cschnepf@uida-
ho.edu.
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SEND US 
YOUR

CLASSIFIED 
ADS!

DEADLINE DATES: 
ADS MUST BE RECEIVED BY 

FEBRUARY 20 
FOR NEXT ISSUE OF PRODUCER

Animals

Navajo and Karkul sheep. Natural colors of 
easy spinning long staple wool. Arco, Id. Call 
Joe. 208-589-9042

7 to 8 weight Beefmaster--Angus cross 
heifers. Twelve (12) head. They have had all 
of their shots and wormed. $950 per head. 
If you take all 12, $900 each. Nampa, Id. 
208-573-3209

Registered beef shorthorn bulls, long 
yearlings and yearlings. Birth weight in 
70’s and 80’s with great calving ease and 
growth EPD’s. Calm dispositions. Solid white 
or solid red and some in between. $2200.00 
- $2500.00 Call Blaine @ 208-201-2270.

For sale. Registered Red Angus Bull 
registration number 3521834 sired by 5L 
Norseman King 2291 and out of ASV Vilari 
133-032, who is out of the Vos cowherd. 
Interested buyers call (208)–421–7270 
between 8:00 AM and 8:00 PM.   

Farm Equipment

5 row furrow maker for irrigation $200, 
1968 Dodge two ton truck with 16’ bed 
with Hoist, stock rack and grain bed sides 
with hoist, $2000. Inkom, Id. 208-996-4649.

New Squeeze chute, green, hand pull, $1,300. 
Midvale, Id 208-355-3780.

Massey Ferguson 135 tractor  good condition 
with/mower $5500.  Located in Boise, Id. 
Call Mary 208-420-1882.

Melroe Grain Drill, 12 foot 6 inch spacing 
Grass Seeder, Used 1150 Acres, Kept under 
shed, $2500, Located in Saint Anthony area, 
call 208-624-7159.

Balewagons: New Holland self-propelled or 
pull-type models. Also interested in buying 
balewagons. Will consider any model. Call 
Jim Wilhite at 208-880-2889 anytime.

Hay

Weed free Timothy hay. $8.00/bale or $200 
ton. 25 bales per ton. Will load. Priest River, 
ID 208-448-2036.

Household

Pioneer 55” HD TV & Pioneer Receiver - 
Older cabinet model. Very nice. Sold As-Is 
Condition. $275.00 Shelley. Call 528-5337.

Miscellaneous 

Cemetery plots, Fielding cemetery in Idaho 
Falls. 6 plots reduced to $350 each or will 
make deal for all of them. Call 208-681-
3454.

Used Woodmaster LT45 outdoor wood stove. 
Comes with pump and draft fan. We will 
help with install. Stove heats your home 
and hot water. Works in conjunction with 
existing furnace or without one. Please Call 
John 208-781-0691. Best heat ever!

Real Estate/Acreage

One of a kind 1950s desert  farmstead- 
two bedroom house, big barn, 20 x 20 
bunkhouse, natural landscape with 60’ fir/
spruce shade. $165,000. Joe 208-589-9042.

6.9 acres with 10  water shares can 
be divided into 1 acre lots for building.  
Located in prime location Twin Falls, just 
outside city limits. Call Mary 208-420-1882.

Blackfoot area very nice newer homes, great 
views, hunting, natural resource lava, some 
fenced grazing. BLM access 1 mile. 2000ft 
home, 780ft garage, 16.8 acres $219,900; 
1348ft home, 490ft garage, 15.8 acres, 
$159,900. 208-604-2205. 

Real Estate/Acreage

25 Acres, remodeled 12x60 mobile home 
with snow roof and covered deck. 4 stall 
barn- hay storage - tack room, 3 bay 
equipment shed, storage building, shop 
with attached horse stall and corral. Great 
well. Beautiful view of valley & mountains. 
$325,000. Council, ID 208-253-6135.

Lot for Sale - 1/2 Acre Country Lot. City 
water, Gas, Utilities available. Must obtain 
permits for water & septic system. Shelley 
area. Call 528-5337.

Wanted

Want to buy old antique furniture any 
condition, (must be antique). American Falls, 
Id. 208-226-5034.

Paying cash for German & Japanese war 
relics/souvenirs! Pistols, rifles, swords, 
daggers, flags, scopes, optical equipment, 
uniforms, helmets, machine guns (ATF 
rules apply) medals, flags, etc. 549-3841 
(evenings) or 208-405-9338.

Wanted

Paying cash for old cork top bottles and 
some telephone insulators. Call Randy. 
Payette, Id. 208-740-0178.

Old License Plates Wanted: Also key chain 
license plates, old signs, light fixtures. Will 
pay cash. Please email, call or write. Gary 
Peterson, 130 E Pecan, Genesee, Id 83832. 
gearlep@gmail.com. 208-285-1258   

Our Idaho family loves old wood barns and 
would like to restore/rebuild your barn on 
our Idaho farm. Would you like to see your 
barn restored/rebuilt rather than rot and 
fall down? Call Ken & Corrie 208-425-3225.






