2023 Proposed Resolutions
Submitted by the Policy Development Committee to the
Michigan Farm Bureau Annual Meeting Delegates

Delegate sessions will start with recommended amendments to American Farm Bureau
Federation (AFBF) policies, then state policies, and finish with Michigan Farm Bureau
policies.

To help prepare and plan for discussion on issues receiving significant input from county
Farm Bureaus, the following policies are scheduled at the identified delegate session time
and will be presented in the order listed. Any listed policy not covered in the suggested
time slot will be covered during the next scheduled session.
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Michigan-Farm-Bureau-shallappoint-an-ad-hoe

In alignment with the voter passed initiatives, the
Michigan Medical Marihuana Act of 2008
and the Michigan Regulation and Taxation of
Marihuana Act of 2018 (MRTMA), related to
cannabis production and use, we support:

e Funding for continued and expanded research on
the health benefits and effects of cannabis use.

¢ Local municipalities having the ability to allow or
not allow cannabis production and sale in their
communities as prescribed in section 6 of
MRTMA.

e The development of setbacks by local
municipalities, with input from the Cannabis
Regulatory Agency, for new cannabis production
operations from non-owned residences to
minimize negative interactions between the
growing/processing industries from the local
residents.

e The Cannabis Regulatory Agency developing
model local ordinances for the cannabis industry.

e Best practices being developed to provide
quidance to the cannabis industry.

e Continued tracking of the production and
distribution of cannabis to ensure the integrity of
the industry.

e Farm Bureau Insurance exploring opportunities to
provide insurance products to the cannabis
industry.

e Cannabis growing facilities having an agricultural
property tax classification.

e Cannabis being recognized as an agricultural
commodity.

e The development of accurate testing to determine
impairment levels from cannabis use.
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Industrial Hemp

We appreciate efforts by the State of Michigan to
facilitate the permitting of industrial hemp for
production and processing.
We support:

e Changes to the 2018 Farm Bill that allow for
industrial hemp with up to 1%
Tetrahydrocannabinol (THC) to be legal.

e Changes to federal laws that allow for the
housing, transportation and marketing of legally
derived industrial hemp products for further
processing, regardless of the THC level, if the
product for final sale meets legal THC limits.

e Establishing a Michigan Department of
Agriculture and Rural Development (MDARD)
Industrial Hemp Advisory Committee to assist in
the requlatory development and oversight
process.

e Collaboration with the industry to develop a
professional hemp industry organization.

e Federal and state funding for required regulatory
oversight. We are willing to consider producer
and processor funding to help offset or assist with
requlatory oversight.

e MDARD submitting a hemp regulatory plan; the
plan should include the Department assuming
responsibility for THC sampling and plans to
mitigate cross pollination between grain/fiber
hemp and Cannabidiol (CBD) hemp or marijuana.

e Research on processing, production technigues,
prospective volumes, and market outlook.

e Collaboration amongst MDARD, Michigan State
University Extension and other stakeholders to
develop and disseminate educational materials
on growing, processing, transportation and
marketing of industrial hemp.

e Development and approval of alternative uses
and/or disposal methods for the destruction of a
“hot crop” other than Drug Enforcement Agency
disposal rules.

e The regulation of hemp/cannabis-derived
intoxicating cannabinoids/terpenes that are
artificially added to hemp products.

We urge the Food and Drug Administration to
issue guidance and clarity on the rules surrounding
the marketing of industrial hemp derived

products. <
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The continued threat of terrorist attacks on America

has resulted in an increased awareness of the possibility

of
w

L]
L]
w
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agricultural terrorism.

e support:
Increased penalties for individuals who destroy or
contaminate agricultural property with the intent to
create terror.
Increased communication between state
departments and federal agencies in preparing for
a response to an agricultural terrorist attack or
threat.
Continued testing and monitoring of food and feed
produced and used by agriculture.
Evaluating the security of food and animal feed
storage facilities.
Increased scrutiny and screening of all imported
agricultural goods.
Giving preference to domestically produced
agricultural goods.
Changes to regulations established for the
purpose of preventing agricultural terrorism

which need to consider the importance of
maintaining an adequate workforce for
agriculture and related industries.
Increased funding for U.S. Customs and Border
Protection to protect the animal health population
and ag industries at airports and ports of entry.

A stronger effort to increase bio-security measures
on farm operations and at the state and national
level.
Communication with local law enforcement and
emergency services regarding any suspicious
activity.
Reporting any theft of fertilizer, diesel fuel, or
diesel exhaust fluid.

Verification of the validity of any requests for
information about an agricultural facility.
Controlled access to facilities.
Screening of employees.

e oppose:

Additional regulation without consultation with the
agricultural community.
The unauthorized entry by agents of the State of
Michigan or the U.S. government into any facilities
(including worker housing units, barns, accessory
buildings and fields) which is in clear violation of

Generally Accepted Agricultural and Management
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WATERSHED MANAGEMENT

Farmers, along with other rural and urban
residents, are concerned about nonpoint source
pollution of Michigan's surface and groundwater.
Protecting surface and groundwater from
contamination is a priority and we recognize
agriculture shares the responsibility with many
others.

Nonpoint source pollution prevention programs
implemented by state and federal agencies should
reflect a coordinated, integrated and consistent
management approach. The Michigan Department of
Agriculture and Rural Development (MDARD) should
coordinate all agricultural nonpoint source pollution
programs.

Michigan's conservation districts are an important
component of MDARD’s nonpoint source pollution
programs. These voluntary programs are best
administered by locally elected conservation district
boards who understand their community's needs and
problems.

Agriculture should lead watershed management,
or the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) will
make efforts to place permits on the industry. We
encourage full representation of agricultural interests
in watershed initiative projects funded through the
Clean Water Act. Any management practices
prescribed by the project should be voluntary rather
than mandatory. Municipalities share the same
responsibilities to our environment and should be
held to the same standards and penalties as private
individuals.

We support:
Fertilizer and Nutrient Management
o All fertilizer retailers becoming certified in the 4R
(Right fertilizer source, Right rate, Right time,
Right place) Nutrient Stewardship Program and/or
similar fertilizer management efforts.
¢ Michigan Farm Bureau coordinating with
neighboring states and Canada where a
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watershed is shared to reduce nutrient loading
issues.

University, state and federal programs promptly
updating guidelines when nutrient research is
completed, so farmers have time to implement
them.

Additional research on dissolved phosphorus.
Continued education on appropriate phosphorus
and other nutrient use.

Biosolid applications being consistent with the
guidelines in the Michigan Water Environment
Association’s Land Application of Biosolids in
Michigan Management Recommendations.

The current regulated use of biosolids as a source
of nutrients on farmland as allowed in the Right to
Farm Act.

Research in Michigan to determine the safe levels
of emerging contaminants (including per and
polyfluoroalkyl substances, PFAS) in biosolids that
will be applied to land used for crop production.
Michigan developing standards to keep biosolids a
feasible crop production nutrient source, without
the risk of soil contamination by emerging
contaminants (including PFAS) from any applied
biosolid.

Conservation and Pollution Prevention Programs

The farm bill providing opportunities for farmers to
address conservation programs on farms.

The continued refining of conservation program
delivery to ensure the process is transparent,
consistent and simple to participating farmers. We
appreciate newly available technical and financial
assistance to address on-farm above-ground fuel
tanks and liquid fertilizer storage.

Developing nutrient management plans for all
farms.

Continuing the cost-share provided to producers
for conservation practices.

A state-funded cover crop and filter strip cost-
share program.

The Clean Sweep Program with MDARD
accepting responsibility for future liability for
chemicals collected.

Legislation clarifying forest management practices
are not point sources of pollution.

Developing baseline environmental standards for
agriculture in line with current production
standards and methods.

Coordinated efforts to expedite soil stabilization

permits.
Scheduled - 5
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Scientific, site-specific testing protocols and/or
landowner consent prior to the state and federal
agencies determining an area is contaminated,
with testing costs, loss of land value, and
indemnification being the responsibility of the state
and/or federal government if the contamination is
not the fault of the landowner.

The acting agency being held liable for current
and future losses and expenses; including but not
limited to, loss of value of commaodities, loss of
land, loss of business, etc. and for complete
indemnification of everything a farm loses when
the agency decides a farm's soil, water, crops, or
livestock is contaminated, when the contamination
is not the landowner’s fault.

Funding for research and collaboration between
agencies, universities, and the private sector to
evaluate the health risks and strategies for
mitigating risks associated with chemical
contaminants in water and food.

Using sound science to determine the level of
impact of emerging contaminant (including PFAS)
issues. Before any new regulations are developed
the financial impact and liability to the affected
community must be determined.

MDARD, working in cooperation with MDEGLE
and local governments, overseeing the disposal of
moderately contaminated watershed sediments on
farm lands containing greater levels of the
identified contaminants.

Legislation providing liability protection to farmers
who follow the label directions, pertinent
regulations, and Generally Accepted Agricultural
and Management Practices (GAAMPs) for
fertilizers and pesticides.

MFB being involved in fiscally responsible
strategies to fund voluntary conservation
practices.

The existing Soil and Sedimentation Control Act
exemption for plowing, tilling and other agricultural
and land improvement activities.

Eliminating the acreage cap for Michigan’s
Conservation Reserve Enhancement Program.

Establishing-a-statewide-septic-taskforce
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Water Quality and Watershed Management

Use of the Saginaw Bay Optimization Model.
The Lake Erie Domestic Action Plan.
Streamlining the process of allocating funds to
improve water quality at the farm level.

The use of sound science to determine water
quality.

MFB taking a leadership role in developing
protocols for water quality monitoring.

An unbiased study to determine contributors
negatively impacting water quality before
additional regulations are imposed upon
agriculture.

Farm Bureau members participating in voluntary
water quality monitoring programs, in which
results are kept confidential.

Farmer representation on local boards and
commissions making decisions on environmental
policies such as land use and watershed planning.
Encouraging state and local governments to utilize
buffer strips around government owned buildings
and parking areas.

We oppose:

Water quality monitoring of ditches and streams
selectively performed to incriminate individuals
and not performed by certified individuals in
accordance with MDEGLE protocols.
Any fertilizer and pesticide use regulation by local
government more restrictive than MDARD and
EPA regulations.
Farmers being presumed to cause pollution of
public or private water supplies near agricultural
operations.
Additional environmental permits for agricultural
non-point source pollution.
Restricting phosphorus for agricultural use if
producers follow GAAMPs or soil testing by a
certified lab.
Giving legal standing or rights to natural resources
and bodies of water.
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o A statewide septic code that requires mandatory
inspections of private septic systems. €

STATE
NEW - CRAFT BEVERAGE INDUSTRY
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Michigan’s craft beverage industry is a strong
economic contributor to the state of Michigan and
impacts many subsectors of our economy including
tourism, manufacturing, food, and agriculture. The
craft beverage industry also allows for more
diversification in agriculture through the growing of
specialty crops and grains that help to expand value
added niche markets. This industry supports many
Michigan produced commodities such as, wine
grapes, hops, small grains, sugar, forestry products,
vegetables, stone fruits, etc., which also has the
potential to serve as a large consumer for Michigan
grown commodities. The Michigan craft beverage
industry is an important partner in the future of
Michigan farming.

We support:

e Expansion of incentives for all Michigan grown
commodities used in Michigan craft beverage
production.

e The increased funding to agritourism marketing in
Michigan through the Pure Michigan or ad
campaign and Craft Beverage Council.

e Research and development of a Michigan oak
barrel industry and other beverage related
forestry products.

¢ A microbrewery license that operates similar to
the small winemaker license.

We oppose:

e The unfair taxation on craft beverage products,
especially those that limit the usage of certain
fruits and other commodities.

e Townships or local units of government enacting
regulations affecting the licensure and overall
operations of the craft beverage industry that are
more stringent than the existing state and federal

regulations. &

STATE
#43 MICHIGAN STATE UNIVERSITY

1

In 1855, the Michigan Legislature passed Act 130
which provided for the establishment of the
Agricultural College of the State of Michigan.
Michigan Agricultural College was the first college in
the United States to offer agriculture courses for

Scheduled - 8



credit. Today, Michigan State University (MSU) is
recognized as a leader in higher learning and
agricultural research, extension and youth
development. To maintain this status, we support the

O 00 N O

10 following:

1 e Expanded utilization of current farmland assets on
12 campus at MSU with the goal of no net loss of

13 farmland/farm and agriculture education facilities.
1 e State funding for MSU placing it in a comparable

15 academic and financial status with other

16 distinguished land grant research universities.

17 e MSU to publish a strategic plan for the future of the
18 College of Agriculture and Natural Resources (CANR)
19 that meets the needs of students and farmers in

20 Michigan.

21 o The CANR and the College of Veterinary
2 Medicine (CVM) have historically provided a

23 strong foundation for educating generations of

2 individuals involved in agriculture in Michigan,

2 the nation and worldwide. We continue to

2 support these colleges and urge them to work

27 closely with stakeholders, including producers, to
28 address the research, resource, and information
29 needs of the agriculture industry, as well as the

30 curriculum focus of agricultural job providers.

;1 e Encourage a higher rate of CVM graduates to

32 address the shortage of large animal

33 veterinarians practicing in Michigan.

;o MSU forming partnerships with affected farmers
35 and state agencies to research PFAS soil

36 contamination and how it can be safely used and
37 mitigated for continued agricultural use.

;s o The agriscience education program, including a

39 master’s degree program, and a renewed effort to
40 increase the number of graduates who are

a accredited to teach agricultural education in

a2 Michigan.

13 e Re-establishing the Agriculture and Natural

2 Resources Communications Program.

ss e Programs and policies encouraging increased

46 enrollment of students in agricultural degree

47 programs.

s e Increased incorporation of agricultural literacy into
29 programs preparing elementary and secondary

50 teachers in other degree areas.

s1 o Michigan Farm Bureau working with MSU to explore
52 the development of an Agriculture 101 course for all
53 students.

s« o In recognition of the challenges of managing farm
55 stress, MSU should consider exploring continuing
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education in farm stress and rural mental health for
professionals working in mental health and public
service.

Students’ ability to apply directly to the CANR and
CVM, not the University as a whole.

CANR and CVM expanding their recruitment efforts
within the state, including efforts to work through
existing organizations to promote educational and
career opportunities, and encouraging students to
apply in the spring of their junior year of high
school to CANR, and to CVM for veterinary
nursing.

Reestablishing the MSU College of Veterinary
Medicine stakeholder advisory committee.
Reestablishing/filling the MSU equine extension
position in CVM and CANR.

CANR and CVM making a concerted and focused
effort recruiting students from FFA chapters, 4-H
programs and agricultural businesses in Michigan.
The two-year agricultural technology program which
provides a valuable service to Michigan agriculture
and should be recognized as a highlight of the
CANR.

Improvements to the MSU Institute of Agriculture
Technology program to better serve the needs of
students, employers, businesses, industry and
consumers.

Institute of Agriculture Technology credits being
allowed to fully transfer into four-year programs at
MSU.

Continued expansion of partnerships with
community colleges and other four-year
institutions throughout the state to increase
development of these career tracks offered by

the CANR.

A more realistic financial performance
requirement from the university administration for
the farms based upon the realities of the real-
world farming business while working in the
university setting.

Michigan State University Extension (MSUE) and
AgBioResearch (ABR)

MSUE and ABR must work closely with production

agriculture, agribusiness and other research entities to
conduct, research, and disseminate the results. This
outreach should focus on prioritized industry needs.
We support:

¢ Increasing state and federal funding for MSUE and

ABR, to maintain historical high standards of
agricultural research and outreach programs.
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106 o Funding for Project GREEEN, including additional

107 funding for three to five-year projects.

s o A re-emphasis and expedited hiring process for
109 filling extension educator and specialist positions
110 and research-related faculty positions. This should
111 address the emerging needs and priority issues of
112 the production agriculture industry.

us e Public posting of administrative level positions to
114 find the most qualified candidates.

us o The research/extension specialist program on and
116 off campus. These positions have provided direct
117 contact with stakeholders who provide direction

118 for field-applied research.

119 o A focus on core agricultural programs.
120 o MSUE considering years of applied career

121 experience in lieu of a master’'s/bachelor’s

122 degree as an alternate avenue to recruit top-tier
123 applicants into MSUE educator and 4-H program
124 coordinator/instructor positions.

15 e Michigan 4-H youth programs and encourage

126 MFB and county Farm Bureaus to assist in state
127 and local 4-H activities. We recognize the

128 educational efforts and impact of youth

129 experiences in animal projects and plant

130 science projects.

131 e Extension plans for 4-H staffing and

132 programming involving volunteer stakeholders as
133 they are critical to program success.

132 o MFB continuing its partnership with the 4-H

135 Capitol Experience. The partnership will

136 encourage students to participate in a high-

137 quality youth leadership experience, with

138 continued support from county Farm Bureaus.
133 e The formation of an advisory board of MFB

140 members to guide extension agricultural staffing
141 plans and programs.

12 o MSU continuing to share financial information

143 regarding investments in agricultural

144 programming at the University and within

15 AgBioResearch and Extension programs in

146 order to facilitate stakeholder partnerships and
147 better support research faculty.

s University and Industry Collaboration

149 To strengthen relationships between MSU and Farm

150 Bureau, we encourage:

151 o Partnering with county Farm Bureaus to

152 promote MSU CANR and CVM to prospective

153 students.

152 e Targeted recruitment toward the agriculture

155 community, including but not limited to 4-H and
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174

184

FFA students.

Attendance and participation between county
Farm Bureaus and MSU staff/faculty at respective
activities.

County and regional extension personnel attending
county Farm Bureau board meetings on a regular
basis.

Fostering relationships between Institute of
Agriculture Technology programs at MSU and
community colleges with county Farm Bureaus.
Promotion and support of Collegiate Farm Bureau
activities at MSU and community college Institute
of Agriculture Technology programs by county
Farm Bureaus and MFB.

Agriculture representation on the MSU Board of
Trustees.

Greater Farm Bureau and farmer representation
on the MSUE/ABR stakeholder council, CANR,
and department stakeholder advisory
committees.

An emphasis on filling on and off-campus vacant
teaching positions in a timely manner.

MFB to continue to meet with the leadership of
MSU to discuss the critical importance of the land
grant mission to Michigan agriculture. MFB must
continue to partner with other agriculture industry
leaders to work with leadership at MSU to
reevaluate their educational and outreach
programs and refocus their efforts on core
programs directly or indirectly related to
agriculture.

MEB collaborating with MSU to create a
committee to develop recommendations for
alternatives, in addition to grower check offs, to
funding university agriculture faculty start-up
packages.

MFB collaborating with MSU in the development
of tools/training programs to address the
agricultural labor/on farm training needs of current
and future farm employees. ¢

STATE
#62 ELECTIONS

1

N o A wN

We believe Michigan Farm Bureau should

encourage all members to register to vote. We also
believe MFB should continue efforts to provide
education and information on elections and candidates.

Campaign reform is overdue and should be

established at all levels of government and address all
elements of campaigning.
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We support:

Election projections on Election Day not be
released to the public until all polls are closed

in the continental United States.

The Michigan Constitution be amended to
increase the percentage of voter signatures
required to initiate a recall election to 35 percent.
Requiring a 2/3 vote of the people for passage of the
recurring ballot question to hold a Constitutional
Convention.

Recall petitions must contain proven misfeasance or
malfeasance before the petition is approved.
Requiring current state legislators to wait at least
one year before becoming a registered lobbyist in
Michigan.

Elected officials not being allowed to pursue a
different elected position, unless they are at the
end of their current term or resign from their
currently held elected position.

The current primary election process for statewide
offices.

Nominating Secretary of State and Attorney
General candidates on the primary election ballot
instead of state party conventions.

Apol Standards for the purpose of redistricting.

Electing-the-three-university boards—Michigan
!S!t!ate HISIIuEISIlt? .g'"‘.e's'? 9||.|’“G. Ing’an and
S—ta-teWFd-e—. ]

Changes to the Michigan Constitution that allow for
gubernatorial appointment, with advice and
consent from the Senate for the Michigan State
University board of trustees, Wayne State
University board of governors, and University of
Michigan board of regents.

Michigan continuing to honor the Electoral
College as designated in the U.S. Constitution.
A simplified process to opt out of robocalls.
Farm Bureau members to become precinct
delegates, and MFB to conduct educational
training on becoming a precinct delegate.

The consolidation of the May and August
elections into a single election in June.

Ballot Reform

We encourage MFB members to be

knowledgeable about ballot proposals.

We support the following ballot process reforms:
Clear, concise and simple language be used on
all ballot issues.

Amend the State Constitution to require petitions
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58

59

60

61

62

63

64

65

66

67

68

69

70

71

72

73

74

75

76

77

78

79

80

81

82

83

84

85

86

87

88

89

90

91

92

93

94

95

96

97

98

99

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

107

for initiatives or referendums would have to be
signed by a percentage of individuals who voted
in the gubernatorial race in the last preceding
general election representing a large geographic
area of the state, for example, at least % of the
Michigan House districts.
e Making it unlawful to have paid circulators gathering
signatures for ballot proposals or recalls.
¢ Limiting influences from outside our state borders on
Michigan’s ballot process.
e Township governments being allowed to elect
local offices on a nonpartisan ballot.
e Easier ballot access for third party candidates.
¢ Reviewing the ballot initiative process that special
interest groups use to circumvent the legislative
process and force their ideals on the public and
agricultural production.
Term Limits
We support:
e Changing the county commissioners to
staggered terms of office.
e With the voter approval of new term limits, we will
continue to assess their effectiveness.
Special Elections
Special elections accrue high costs for local taxpayers.
Therefore, we support:
¢ Requiring that once an operating millage or bond
proposal is defeated by voters, it cannot be up
for another vote for at least one full year.
¢ Millage and bond proposal elections should take
place during the November General Election.
e School board elections being held during mid-term
or general elections to avoid unnecessary costs.
We oppose:
e The concept of a part-time legislature.
e The Promote the Vote campaign of the Electoral
College system.
Election Day becoming a holiday.
Any voting by mail except by absentee ballot.
Totally electronic forms of voting without a paper trail.
Proposals to make the popular vote the sole
determinant of presidential elections.
Election Fraud
We support:
e That the clerk keep an up to date and accurate voter
registration list.
e A passport, enhanced Michigan ID, or enhanced
driver’s license, REAL ID or REAL Michigan
driver’s license that proves citizenship for voter

registration and voting.
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We oppose:
e Election and voter fraud. €

STATE
NEW - FOOD INSECURITY

1
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Data suggests that rural communities in Michigan
are at greater risk for childhood food insecurity than our
urban counterparts. We believe agriculture is positioned
to have the greatest impact.

We support:

¢ Michigan Farm Bureau providing information that is
farmer facing on how farms can connect with
existing programs for those who are in need as well
as the benefits of donation, which may include tax
credits or other financial incentives.

e Food assistance programs such as, but not limited
to, Michigan Agricultural Surplus System (MASS)
and Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program
(SNAP) and encourage these market opportunities.

e Food assistance programs in the farm bill and
partner with like-minded Michigan organizations that
receive nutrition title funding.

e Changes to the farm bill and USDA programs that
would increase farm gate value through federal food
assistance or government purchase programs.

e More focus being placed on the food delivery system
to connect farmers with rural families that are food
insecure. Consideration should also be given to the
time of day and locations for distribution.

e More research on preferred food packaging, size,
and quantity to best serve families utilizing food
assistance programs.

¢ Increasing access to the Hunters Against Hunger
program that allows for free processing of venison
that is donated to food banks including an increase
in processing locations. Michigan Department of
Natural Resources should promote the program and
available processing locations.

e The donation of protein sources (venison, beef, etc.)
that have not been processed through a USDA
processing facility but that have been processed
responsibly through a state inspected processor.

e County Farm Bureaus coordinating with charitable
food networks regarding needs that they have
locally, such as cold storage.

e Farm Bureau promoting opportunities to members
that sell at farm markets on how they can utilize
produce prescriptions and connected Medicaid
programs to solve symptoms of food insecurity. €
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STATE
#46 STATE ENERGY POLICY

1 We support Michigan Farm Bureau taking steps
to advocate for adequate and affordable energy for
Michigan residents and businesses. We recognize
agriculture’s vulnerability to energy interruptions and
price volatility. We support immediate and long-term
solutions including:

e Programs to increase the utilization of energy
sources to minimize adverse environmental
impacts.

Incentives for additional refineries.

Upgrading, expanding and protecting our current
electrical generating systems and grid.
Development, expansion, promotion and
incentives for affordable access to natural gas
for farms, homes, and businesses.

The development of a state energy policy which
gives high priority to agricultural enterprises, such
as production, processing and storage facilities,
allowing them the same power quality and timely
access as other commercial industries,
regardless of utility territory.

Standards for utility companies to resolve

power quality issues such as electrical

pollution on-farm, and urge all parties to
maintain their equipment and utility right-of-

way to decrease the possibility of neutral-to-
ground electrical pollution.

Net-metering legislation or regulation enabling
producers to sell excess power generated on
farms back to utilities at an equitable rate.
Incentives for renewable energy production for sale
or use on-farms for private applications. Examples
include co-generation, silvicultural material,
methane digestion, wind, hydro and solar power.
Increasing incentives to broaden the use of
biomass blended fuels.

Education and policy programs to promote
sound energy conservation.

Options expanding domestic exploration;
incentives to accelerate expansion of liquid
natural gas facilities; implementation of
technology to utilize domestic coal reserves; and
the development of fuel cell technology.
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s o Establishment of an agricultural rate classification
a5 for electrical service.
s o Michigan Public Service Commission (MPSC)

allowance for seasonal inactivity (e.g.,
irrigation/grain drying) to eliminate the occurrence
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of non-use monthly charges.
Voluntary utilization of smart meters.
All wind generator towers being assessed using
multiplier tables established by the MPSC
through the process of public hearings and
sworn testimony.
A statewide study of transmission connectivity
needs including, but not limited to, transmission
connections between the two peninsulas.
MFB working with county Farm Bureaus to study
electrical rate disparities across the state. The
study should consider the causes and potential
policy recommendations promoting affordability in
all regions of the state.
The continued operation and upgrades of
pipelines such as Line 5 with strict safety
precautions to protect land and water resources.
As a part of the permitting process for all new
energy projects, requiring decommissioning
plans including posting an adequate
performance bond or funds before final
approval.
All permanent easements owned by utilities, not
preserved for future use, should be reverted or
offered for sale, to the underlying owner at no
more than fair market value.
Including agricultural representation on the
MPSC.
MPSC being responsible for determining capacity needs
and the Michigan Department of Environment, Great
Lakes, and Energy being responsible for only
environmental permitting.
Government mandates for electric car production and
usage being matched by concurrent approval for the
construction and/or upgrades for reliable electric
generation facilities to deliver the power needed.
The creation of a charging network for electric vehicles
in rural communities.
Agriculture having consistent, reliable, and affordable
access to all forms of energy.
Incentivizing the production and use of renewable
energy on non-agricultural use areas such as brownfield,
public property, Michigan Department of Transportation
rights-of-ways and other marginal lands, as well as
industrial, residential and agricultural buildings, to reduce
easements across farms for renewable energy projects
and to protect prime farmland.
Solar developers disclosing chemical and electronic
components of solar panels and equipment to the
landowner.
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e Commercial solar operations notifying land owners and
disclosing chemicals used for weed and pest control on
leased acres.

We oppose:

e Utility companies inflating land rental rates on
their property to well above fair market value of
contiguous property.

e Any attempts to restrict or ban the use or
production of natural gas or LP gas propane. ¢

STATE
#77 FARMLAND PROTECTION

1
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We support the creation and effective
implementation of both temporary and permanent
farmland protection tools to stabilize the land base,
help maintain the agricultural industry's competitive
position, and aggressively increase its economic
value to producers and the state. A successful
approach to farmland protection will require a
combination of strong state leadership and local
community support.

We believe an investment in farmland protection
is an investment in the future of agriculture and the
next generation of Michigan farmers and citizens.

A Strategic Approach

Farmland protection initiatives should strengthen
the agricultural industry and maintain producer
flexibility and control.

We support:
¢ A voluntary, coordinated, and incentive-driven
approach at the state and local levels that protects
large blocks of farmland and increases the
opportunity for economically viable agriculture.
¢ Reviewing the local revenue-sharing formula and
investigating the merits of linking revenue-sharing
to effective farmland preservation and urban
redevelopment.
Funding Farmland Protection

We support Michigan Farm Bureau and county
Farm Bureaus to continue working with partners to
develop innovative farmland protection funding
approaches at the state and local level, including tax
relief based on parcel size and duration of ownership
and the linking of urban development tax credits with
greenfield preservation, in addition to established
concepts including conversion fees, millage
proposals, tax credits, and recapture penalties.

We support:
PA 116
e The Farmland and Open Space Preservation
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Program (commonly known as PA 116) as an
effective voluntary method of protecting farmland
while giving farmers needed tax relief.

Refraining from future changes to existing
contracts that risk eroding the integrity of the
program.

Local units of government zoning land under PA
116 contracts as agriculture and identifying it as
agriculture in their master plan.

All PA 116 tax credit recapture revenue being
deposited into the Michigan Department of
Agriculture and Rural Development (MDARD)
Agricultural Preservation Fund.

Continued and aggressive use of PA 116 by
creating additional incentives to maintain and
increase participation.

Additional funding and staffing of MDARD and the
Michigan Department of Treasury to administer
PA 116 and process refunds in a timely manner.
MDARD and the Michigan Department of
Treasury developing better communication to
resolve issues with PA 116 tax returns.
Requiring the State to pay penalties for late
issuance of PA 116 refunds to landowners.
Protection and exemption from special
assessments excluding agricultural drainage.
Land currently enrolled in the PA 116 program not
being eligible for commercial solar project

development.

Agricultural Preservation Fund
e Aggressive funding of the Agricultural

Preservation Fund. Funding opportunities can
include but should not be limited to bond issues,
conversion fees, property transfer fees, the lease
of mineral rights from state-owned land, and
general appropriations.

Clarification of the “conflict of interest” policy for
grants, including language such as “If an applicant
has a conflict of interest, they shall abstain from
participating if and when their application comes
before the public body upon which they serve.”
The landowner option of spreading the
Development Rights payments over a period of
years.

Agricultural Security Areas
¢ Legislation establishing voluntary Agricultural

Security Areas to place temporary, long-term
agricultural conservation easements on farmland.

Urban Revitalization
e State programs incentivizing the redevelopment of
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brownfield properties in Michigan in an effort to
stop the loss of farmland.

e The improvement of cities, greater utilization of
current infrastructure, and redevelopment of
existing brownfields to reduce pressure to develop
farmland.

Transfer of Development Rights

¢ Transfer of development rights to facilitate the
voluntary preservation of farmland where needed
while allowing land development in appropriate
areas without using public funds. ©

STATE
#81 LAND USE

1
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Local land use planning in Michigan is essential
for the long-term viability of all communities. We must
all work together to plan the proper utilization of land
for the long-term. Any plan to address land uses in
Michigan must consider and protect the rights of
private property owners.

We support:

e Requiring agriculture to be included in community
master plans, county economic development plans
and all aspects of local planning and zoning.

¢ Regional cooperation between municipalities,
counties and townships.

e Requiring the county road commission and
drain/water resources commission to collaborate
with the county planning commission when
developing the county’s master plan and setting
long-term plans.

e Intra-jurisdictional coordination between all public
entities in a community, including fire districts,
emergency medical services, water and sewer
authorities, school district, solid waste management.

e Encouraging the use of current infrastructure.

¢ Transportation development projects incorporating
local land use planning and minimizing impacts to
farmland. Transportation infrastructure placement is
a primary influence on land development patterns.

e Enabling local communities to use the statutory
authority of “concurrency” when negotiating new
development approval. Concurrency establishes a
pay-as you-go approach which ensures public
facilities and services are available at the same time
as the impacts of development.

e Michigan State University and the Michigan
Department of Agriculture and Rural Development
(MDARD) providing technical assistance, education

and research to local officials and property owners.
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e Encouraging local communities to utilize existing

zoning tools when appropriate to help protect
farmland and farm operations by including cluster
housing, buffer areas, fencing, planted tree
setbacks, and site density zoning.
Acknowledgement of the diversity and unigueness of
each community in our state. We believe that land
use decisions are best made by local communities
including planning and zoning decisions for energy
siting and mega site development. We oppose
preemption of local zoning for these purposes.

Encouraging-farmers-and-county Farm-Bureaus-to
“s'kl“'ul' I? cal geuelnn}elntslte EStab“.S“ zsmngl
produce-agricultural-goods-

The sale of state and federally owned land suitable
for residential or industrial use to preserve farmland
and increase local revenue. This development
should only be considered on vacant sites with
existing or nearby utilities fitting the local land use
plan.

Local governments considering alternatives to
minimize adverse impacts to farms within one mile of
where land is divided.

Encouraging local units of government to utilize
brownfield redevelopment authorities.

Amending the Land Division Act to:

= Change the platting process to reduce cost, time
and bureaucracy.

= Create density in communities by revisiting the
10-year redivision requirement.

= Allow local units of government to utilize the
entire Zoning Enabling Act to locally govern the
Land Division Act.

» Require site condominiums, manufactured
housing developments and mobile home parks to
comply with land division and/or the platting
process in the Land Division Act.

When agricultural land is within a governmental unit,
a representative of production agriculture being
appointed to the planning commissions and zoning
boards.

Members becoming actively involved in land use
planning and zoning.

Individuals appointed to councils, commissions and
boards created by government, state legislators, and
MDARD to represent agricultural interests being, or
having been, directly involved in the agriculture
industry.
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Legislation being enacted to prevent farmland from
being annexed to a municipality without a vote of the
people in the affected area. Upon approval of the
people in the affected area, an annexation proposal
should then be approved by a vote of the residents
of the appropriate units of government.

Requiring consent of landowners for annexation
proposals. Changing the use of property must
consider and protect the rights of private property
owners.

Property enrolled in farmland preservation programs
having concurrent approval for annexation or public
use by the contracted parties, including land owners.
The development and uniformity of Geographic
Information Systems and we encourage use by local
units of government in land use planning.

Michigan Farm Bureau assisting county Farm
Bureaus with model zoning ordinances pertaining to
agriculture.

The development of entry-level or moderate-income
housing to attract and maintain an agriculture
workforce in rural and small communities.
keg'SIat'g".' and Z9ARY to-enable-onergy production
oR Ia|.||_|s .unelud.u.ng tlne.sale OF 4560 I;Ine.genenated
eleetnel.ty Specific zoning for the pIGdH.GtIGII o
aternative ehergy SI.'GHI.GI us.e SOURA-S6i6RGE-aRY

IE'E oF tl st_ats SHiAg g:'.slihll > | heial ictions.
The Michigan Department of Natural Resources
(MDNR) continuing and expanding the bidding,
renting, and/or sale of state land for agricultural use.
In areas where trails run through production

agriculture and other private lands, the authority
responsible for the trail should build and maintain
fences to keep trail users on the trail and install gates
so that property owners have access to both sides of

their property if the trail divides the property. All users of

the trails shall stop or yield at all
crossings, regardless of whether public or private.
In addition to required bonding, we believe that state

and federal funding for industrial clean-up should be
consistent in rural areas for any private and/or publicly

funded megasite development that needs to be
decommissioned.
We oppose:

e Rezoning agricultural zones if the use has not

changed and the landowners have not requested the

zoning change.
e Limitations being placed on state lands for
recreational purposes unless there is sound
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scientific justification or funding restrictions. If
limitations are proposed, then justification should be
in writing and public hearings conducted. When the
MDNR proposes public land use changes, it is
imperative that those impacted are involved in the
decision-making process.

Restrictions on leases of state-owned agricultural
land exceeding Generally Accepted Agricultural and
Management Practices.

Using state and federal funds to support the
development of farmland for industrial and/or non-
agricultural use.

e Any state efforts to pre-empt local zoning restrictions

regarding sand and gravel mining. €
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Recommendations on AFBF Policies

#125 HIGHWAYS

(amendments at lines 1.62 and 2.21)
We support:

1.

1.1.

1.2.

1.3.

1.4.

1.5.

1.6.

1.7.

1.8.

1.9.

1.10.

1.12.

1.13.

1.14.

1.15.

1.16.

1.17.

Increasing the Federal Highway Trust Fund fees to reflect
increases in fuel economy and inflation, with additional revenue
directed to the Highway Account of the Federal Highway Trust
Fund for construction and maintenance of roads and bridges;
Maintaining the separation of the Federal Highway Trust Fund
from the unified federal budget;

Revenue collection efforts on those users who do not currently
contribute to the Federal Highway Trust Fund due to increased
mileage standards, electric vehicles or alternative fuels;
Elimination of the federal highway use tax on farm trucks. Until
such action is taken, we will support legislation raising the
exemption for trucks from the federal highway use tax from 7,500
to 22,500 miles;

Harvest-season permits allowing maximum weight limits of
100,000 pounds apply to federal highways except where additional
axles are permitted;

Requiring federal and state revenue agents checking for fuel tax
compliance to obtain owner permission or search warrants to enter
private property, and that all surprise inspections be conducted in
the public domain;

U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) allowing gross weight
tolerances for the transport of farm products on interstate
highways in states in which the tolerances are permitted on state
roads and enforcing only gross weight limits, rather than axle
weight limits, on trucks hauling agriculture or forestry commodities.
The effort to identify the most significant issues now facing local
roads and bridges and urge that recommendations be developed
to deal with these concerns;

Legislation with continued emphasis on the development of
secondary, farm-to-market roads and adequate funding for roads
and maintenance of bridges;

Allowing more flexibility in the use of federal highway construction
funds at the state level for the purpose of maintaining primary and
secondary roads;

Funding for resurfacing, rehabilitating, repairing and reconstructing
the nation's interstate highways as many have passed their
designed life span;

. The U.S. Department of Transportation amending its definition of

“rural” from “an area that is outside an urbanized area with a
population of less than 200,000” to “an area that is outside an
urbanized area with a population of less than 100,0007;

An amendment to the federal highway program to give the
preservation of prime farmland the same standing as the
preservation of parkland, wildlife preserves and similar lands;
Efforts to bring about greater uniformity and reciprocity among
states on truck regulations;

All 48 contiguous states having a reciprocal agreement regarding
their farm plate registrations;

Federal legislation allowing vehicles with farm plate registrations to
travel throughout the 48 contiguous states with no distance
limitations;

Changes to the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century
Act (MAP-21) to modify the definition of agricultural commodities to
include forest products;

The provisions of the Highway Beautification Act of 1965 that
permit, within reasonable guidelines, the leasing of billboard space
for advertising purposes and oppose legislation or regulations,
which would deny this right. We believe the act should be
amended to support the Farmer-to-Consumer Direct Marketing Act
of 1976 by allowing farmers to use roadside signs to advertise
their farm markets or u-pick operations, which sell direct to
CONnsumers;
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1.18

1.19.

1.20.

1.28.

1.29.

1.30.

1.31.

1.32.

1.33.

1.34.

1.35.

1.36.

1.37.

1.38.

1.39.

. A comprehensive highway safety program to reduce traffic

fatalities, injuries and the destruction of property;

The uniform interpretation and application of the Federal Motor
Carrier Safety Regulations by enforcement agencies;

GPS mapping services designating a difference between primary
commercial routes and other secondary roads to increase safety
and decrease the pressure on secondary roads caused by
“shortest distance” mapping;

. Flexibility in duty time commercial drivers can operate;
. The relaxation of environmental impact regulations affecting the

construction of federal, state and county roads and bridges;

. Reimbursement from the federal government for the mandates

associated with the rule changes to the Federal Highway
Administration's Manual on Uniform Control Devices that became
effective in 2008;

. Streamlining the process for permitting, funding, construction of

federal aid transportation projects;

. All states adopting the EZ Pass program;
. Efforts to allow low-mileage operations to pay a flat annual fee in

lieu of submitting quarterly reports as a means of complying with
the International Fuel Tax Agreement (IFTA);

. Exempting farmers and custom agriculture services from

requirements to obtain commercial driver’s license (CDL) when

transporting agricultural products including forestry products,

production inputs, and agriculture equipment between farms and

markets;

CDL exemptions for 4-H and FFA educators, contestants and

other individuals hauling livestock and equine for recreational and

educational purposes such as, but not limited to, rodeos, trail rides

and other livestock and equine events;

Increasing GVW rating to 12,000 Ibs. on trailers before a CDL is

required;

Load securement regulations being based on the best available

science to safely transport that particular load;

DOT subjecting all foreign truck drivers and their trucks to the

same safety rules and regulations as domestic drivers and their

trucks;

The exemption held by states for transportation of hazardous

materials by farmers and ranchers;

Modifying regulations concerning farm-licensed trucks to facilitate

the transportation of farm produce and supplies across state lines,

including the DOT and Interstate Fuel Tax between federal and

state laws and regulations, we support legislation making state

laws the governing authority, where state standards are less

stringent than federal;

Making federal regulations for obtaining a medical card uniform

with those for obtaining a CDL,;

1.34.1.CDL drivers who are dependent on insulin maintaining their
license with a physician’s order;

1.34.2.Coordination of the timetable for required renewal of
medical certification of commercial drivers with restricted
medical conditions for renewal of CDLs.

The repeal of Title 23, Section 133(d) (2) of the U.S. Code since

ten percent of all federal highway use funds are spent for off-road

enhancement;

Flexibility for states to determine the distribution of federal highway

monies among highway projects;

States' retention of authority to regulate the intrastate hauling of

hazardous material and oppose federal preemption of the same.

The regulations should account for the special needs of agriculture

and their potential cost to farmers;

Federal legislation to exempt low mileage trucks (15,000 miles per

year for agricultural purposes and 5,000 miles per year for all

others) from mandatory post-rip inspection to only those carriers

operating six or more commercial motor vehicles;

A farmer or farm worker not being required to be haz-mat certified

to transport

herbicides, insecticides, etc. between farms or return empty

containers
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1.40.

1.41.

1.42.

1.43.

1.44.

1.45.

1.46.

1.47.
1.48.

1.49.

1.53.

1.54.

1.55.

1.56.

1.62.

provided the farmer or farm worker has had training through a
private pesticide

applicator's license update or other educational program;
Allowing farm trucks that are mandated to have annual inspections
to be allowed bi-annual inspections if driven less than 7,500 miles
per year;

Regulatory changes to allow "Farm Vehicle Drivers," as defined in
the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regulations, to be exempt from
the driver qualifications when transporting materials that require
making and placarding, and from the hours-of-service
requirements;

Producers and livestock haulers being able to complete delivery of
their cargo if they are within 300 miles of their destination even if it
exceeds the DOT maximum hours of service rules;

Exempting part-time employees (500 hours or less annually) from
the requirement to obtain a CDL;

An exemption for agriculture from federal motor carrier safety
regulations regarding:

1.44.1.Displaying of DOT numbers;

1.44 .2 Displaying registered owners' or farm name;
1.44.3.Limiting mileage;

1.44.4.Requiring a medical card for the driver;

1.44.5.Maintaining hours of service; and

1.44.6.Requiring bumpers on end dump farm vehicles;
Agricultural custom harvesters being exempt from having to obtain
a Department of Transportation Form E (proof of insurance form);
Changing the placard requirement when hauling more than 1,000
gallons, because current DOT rules require any vehicle carrying
more than 119 gallons of fuel in a tank other than the vehicle fuel
take to be placard;

Raising the federal commercial trucking weight threshold to be
over 26,000 pounds;

Increasing the interstate road weight limits for properly equipped
vehicles;

CDL drivers being eligible for defensive driving programs as a
means to dismiss traffic tickets when the violation occurs while
operating a non-commercial vehicle;

. The transportation of raw timber on federal interstate highways;
. Exempting production agriculture from the Federal Motor Carrier

Safety Regulations;

. Agricultural transportation being considered intrastate commerce

when the following criteria are present:

1.52.1.The vehicle is not-for-hire;

1.52.2.Transportation is from field to market or to an on-farm
storage facility with subsequent transport to market; and

1.52.3.Transportation is provided by a producer or custom
harvester;

The transportation of farm equipment on interstate highways if no

safe or viable alternative route is available;

Federal legislation to reverse requirements on state-licensed

physicians to submit to training and certification to be eligible to

perform DOT physical examinations for truck drivers;

Seeking legislation to prevent written warnings from appearing on

Compliance, Safety, and Accountability (CSA) reports;

The expansion of parking facilities for commercial vehicles due to

e-log mandates;

. Variances on axle limits for agriculture;
. Increased attention to stakeholder input as highways are

considered for conversion to interstate systems or interstate
system to toll roads. Issues that need to be addressed include, but
are not limited to, the movement of agricultural equipment; access
to outer roads, bridges and overpasses; and movement of rural
EMS vehicles;

. Allowing CDL drivers 18 and older to haul cargo across state lines;
. The passage of the Safe Routes Act, 2020; and
. Legislation that eases requirements and restrictions on CDL

procurement, especially for seasonal agricultural employees.
The development of accurate testing to

determine impairment levels from cannabis use.
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2. We oppose:

2.1. The enactment of state legislation or regulations that are more
stringent than federal requirements governing hauling of non-food
items in trucks used to transport food products;

2.2. Toll road construction where federal funds and lands are involved;

2.3. Converting divided highways into interstates if no safe and viable
alternate route is available for farm equipment;

2.4. Increasing highway fuel taxes for deficit reduction purposes;

2.5. Action by Congress or the DOT to impose sanctions or to withhold
user taxes or any other federal funds from any state in an attempt
to force or coerce states to enact particular laws;

2.6. Any national legislation to remove safe, older vehicles from
highways as a means to reduce energy use;

2.7. Implementation or enforcement of any regulation further limiting
the driver's hours of operation or the hours a truck can be utilized
on the nation's highways;

2.8. The diversion of highways and utility lines from public land;

2.9. The use of federal transportation money used for recreational non-
motor vehicle infrastructure;

2.10. Mandatory electronic on-board recording devices on commercial
vehicles and vehicles transporting agricultural products which do
not recognize or provide for breaks within the 14-hour daily service
time;

2.11. The mandatory use of digital log books for any commercial vehicle
hauling livestock or agriculture products;

2.12. Mandatory CDL for producers and their employees to transport
fuel, chemicals, fertilizer and farm commodities;

2.13. Lowering of federal weight and length limits;

2.14. The added restrictions to recreational livestock hauling that require
a CDL and electronic log device;

2.15. The inclusion of agricultural producers in the Unified Carrier
Registration program. We support restoring an agricultural
exemption from the program;

2.16. Requiring a driver possessing a current, valid CDL with a hazmat
endorsement and a clean motor vehicle report having to reorder a
Homeland Security report when moving to another state;

2.17. The use of road tax monies to fund rails-to-trails initiatives while
there is a backlog of maintenance needed on existing roads and
bridges;

2.18. Any federal mandate to install speed limiters on commercial
vehicles;

2.19. Creation of a federal vehicle mileage tax, which would tax
motorists based on the number of miles driven;

2.20. A federal DOT regulation requiring professional truck-driving
school training for new commercial truck drivers. On-the-job
training should be recognized as acceptable for truck-driving
training; and

2.21. Any-marijganalegalizationfor-commercial-motor
vehicle-license-holders: ¢

#135 AGRICULTURAL WORKFORCE

(amendments at lines 16.15-16.20, 17.1, 18-18.18.8)

1. We support requiring that Department of Labor (DOL) employees notify
farm owners/operators upon their arrival and prior to any inspection or
questioning of employees.

2. We should work with agricultural employers in the various states and
regions to:

2.1. Improve farm labor-management relations; and
2.2. Increase productivity of the agricultural workforce.

3. We uphold the right of farm workers to decline union membership based
on their own convictions.

4. Each state should have the right to decide whether agricultural
employment should be brought under the National Labor Relations Act
and we favor legislation to provide such an option.

5. Where federal regulations require new or remodeled housing for migrant
farm workers, low-interest financing should be made available. To
encourage the construction of affordable farm worker housing,
provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) should be

AFBF — Page 4



modified so that only a reasonable percentage of such a housing project

must be made accessible to the mobility impaired. The federal, state and

county agencies which enforce employee housing laws should
designate among themselves the one agency to be the lead and
exclusive agency to enforce those laws in each county; preferably, that
agency should be the most local one.

6. In a closely held corporation, partnership, sole proprietorship, limited
liability company, or any other business entity, members of the
family/families should be exempt from the Fair Labor Standards Act
(FLSA), Migrant and Seasonal Agricultural Worker Protection Act
(MSPA), unemployment compensation laws and Occupational Safety
and Health Administration (OSHA).

7. When a farmer is engaged in the processing, handling, packing or
storing of perishable products grown on his own farm and the perishable
products of other farmers, the operation should be classified as
"agriculture," provided that a minimum of 50 percent of the total output of
such processing plant is grown on his own farm.

8. We ask the DOL to change its interpretations so as to clarify that
pers