
New Chairman
During the Annual meeting for the

Rice Research Board a new Chairman

was elected to serve. Brett Scheidel was

elected for the 2011-12 term. Scheidel

farms in the south Sutter county area as

a part of a wider family operation. Their

farming operation spans rice, wild rice

and alfalfa. Brett is a third generation

farmer who has been farming for about

35 years.

Assessment Rate
The most important activity of the

Rice Research Board at their Annual

meeting is to set the assessment rate for

the crop ready to be harvested. Every di-

rector of the RRB is a grower like you.

Every director must pay the same rate of

assessment as you do, so they take this

matter very seriously and discuss it

vigorously. In 2011 the di-

rectors chose a

rate of

seven cents

per hundred-

weight.

The reason for

this vigorous discussion is that once the

assessment rate is set, there is no chang-

ing it during the year. Thus, the directors

must consider the number of acres

planted, the condition of the crop and

the predicted yield. All this must be

done prior to (at least this year) any har-

vesters entering the field. It can be a lit-

tle tricky.

Traditionally the RRB has chosen a

conservative yield figure so that they

will meet their budget. This is because

the amount of research that can be

funded is dependent on meeting the

budget. The Board members do not want

to commit to funding research and then

not have funds to pay for that research.

It is much better to be able to adjust the

income figures upward due to a larger

than estimated crop.

An additional safeguard is the RRB

does not determine how it will spend the

bulk of its funds until March of next

year. During the winter, research project

reports are received, proposals consid-

ered and committee

meetings held.

No funds are

a c t u a l l y

committed

until March

– and by then the in-

come picture is pretty clear due to

reports on the crop size and yield.

This year the Board elected to raise

the assessment rate to cover the in-

creased cost of breeding efforts, the cost

of financing an endowed position for a

Rice Specialist, and the ever increasing

cost of research.
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RES Field Day
The RES field day was again very

successful in 2011. Breeders displayed

their latest varieties and advancements.

Weed and pest control research was also

highlighted with Albert Fischer and

Larry Godfrey. The shiny new plot har-

vester recently purchased was also on

display right beside a very early har-

vester owned by RES. Always informa-

tive and well done, we are looking

forward to helping the RES celebrate

100 years in 2012.

New Weed Discovery
Winged primrose willow (Ludwigia

decurrens) was recently discovered in a

rice field near Richvale. This is the first

d o c u -

mented occurance of

winged primrose willow (WPW)

west of Texas. Native to South America,

WPW is highly competitive and consid-

ered to be an invasive weed species.

WPW is an annual, which can behave

like a perennial in moderate climates. It

produces vast quantities of seeds and

survives under a range of hydrological

and climatic conditions.

A field survey is underway to deter-

mine the ex-

tent of the

infestation.

P r e s e n t l y,

WPW has

been found

on both sides

of the Mid-

way between

Biggs and

R i c h v a l e ,

principally

along field

edges, levies

and ditch

b a n k s .

The Ag Commis-

sioner is coordinating an eradi-

cation effort. Please inspect your fields.

If you suspect you have WPW in your

fields contact one of the rice Coopera-

tive Extension advisors: Cass Mutters

(Butte county 530-521-6670), Chris

Greer (Sutter, Yuba counties 530-822-

7515) or Luis Espino (Colusa, Glenn

coun t i e s

530-458-

0570). For

pictures of

W P W ,
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look on the web at  http://cesutter.uc-

davis.edu/?newsitem=39959

Optimum Harvest
A project with Cass Mutters, Luis Es-

pino, and James Thompson called,

Drain Time Effects on Rice Yield and

Quality, examines late season manage-

ment guidelines for M205 and M206.

Management to

optimize grain

and milling

yield vary from

the traditional

practices best

suited for M202.

Moreover, the

harvest guide-

lines for M205

and M206 con-

tributed to sig-

nificant energy

savings at rice

dryers (personal

communication,

J. Alves, FRC).

Late season

m a n a g e m e n t

guidelines for

M205 and

M206 are as follows.

1. Field drainage. Fields can be

drained 24 to 28 days after heading

without any loss in yield or milling qual-

ity in the heavy basin soils.  

2. Total rice yield. Harvest when the

grain moisture content is below 24%.

Harvesting at higher moisture contents

reduces the total rice yield. 

3. Head rice yield. Harvest between

17 and 24% moisture for maximum

milling yield.  Head rice yield declines if

harvested at less than 17%. Head rice

yield can be lost if the rice remains in

the field at around 17% for extended pe-

riods of time. Recurring drying-rehy-

dration cycles are most detrimental

when rice is at the moisture level.

Changed Focus for
Cattle Feed

Glenn Nader, UC Cooperative Exten-

sion in Sutter/Yuba counties, has been

doing research for several years on using

rice straw for cattle

feed. He has explored

the differences in the

types of straw pre-

ferred by beef and

dairy cattle operations.

Acceptance by dairy

operations has been en-

couraging if the straw

is prepared correctly,

but Nader has not been

satisfied. The Dry Mat-

ter (DM) intake by cat-

tle has been less than

other forms of feed and

as a result, the weight

gain of the cattle has been less.

Though a lot of things have been tried

to improve rice straw as a feed product,

little success has

been noticed. Some-

times it takes a dif-

ferent view to break

open a subject and a

grad student made

an observation that

changed the project

course. Here is how

the change is de-

scribed:

“Lower DM in-

take points to a re-

duced rate of

passage of nutrients

through the gut. This is associated with

decreased efficiency of dietary energy

use due to increased methane losses.

However, this factor probably had only

a limited influence in our results. NDF

digestibility at 30 hours in vitro incuba-

tion (dNDF30) was similar between

wheat straw (WS) and rice straw (RS)

diets (42.6 vs. 41.0), and indicates that

digestibility likely played only a minor

role in heifer performance. The large

difference in performance and efficiency

of dietary energy use could be due to a

difference in dietary cation anion differ-

ence (DCAD) of the two diets.

Dietary cation anion difference of the

WS and RS rations differed (264.9 vs.

319.9 mEq (Na + K – Cl - S), and points

to a change in blood acid base balance.

It is well-known that DCAD affects pro-

ductivity of lactating cows, and there is

support for a similar effect of DCAD on

intake and performance of growing cat-

tle.  We recommend a study to test the

previously undiscovered effects of

DCAD on intake and growth of dairy

heifers fed rice straw. A study where the

diets are formulated to be equal in

DCAD is proposed to investigate this

potential enhancement of rice straw

feeding value. The most practical

method for achieving this would involve

the addition of anionic salts to the RS

diet to reduce DCAD to levels equal to

that of the WS diet. To rule out the po-

tential effect of compensatory growth on

results, we propose to conduct the fol-

low-up study at a dairy that has fed a

WS based diet for at least several

months preceding the study.” 

The Board hopes that this research

could provide a breakthrough in the use

of rice straw as a feed source.
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2011-12 Budget
Each year in the Annual report the

budget for the RRB is shown in the au-

ditor report. There is a lot of detail in

there on how your money is spent. The

bottom line is that the amount of your

money that goes to research is over 90

cents of each dollar you contribute. Dur-

ing this budget cycle the big picture

view looks like this:

Rice Research Board

PO Box 507

Yuba City, CA 95992

General Fund Reserve Totals

Carryover (70,000) 3,257,400 3,187,400

Income 3,114,900 80,000 3,194,900

Total Income 3,044,900 3,337,400 6,382,300

Operating Exp. 207,600 207,600

Research Exp. 2,689,885 2,689,885

CDFA Exp. 32,000 32,000

Total Exp. 2,923,485 2,923,485

Unallocated Res. 121,415 3,337,400 3,458,815

RRB Preliminary Budget, 2011-12


