INTRODUCTION

The Canola Council of Canada initiated Canola Production Centres to address the
ongoing need for canola production technology transfer as identified during the
Grow with Canola program (1985-1990). The Canola Production Centres are a
joint effort between producer groups, industry representatives, and government and
extension personnel. The continuing co-operation of these groups ensures the
ongoing success of the Canola Production Centres. Field scale agronomic trials
utilizing commercial farm equipment are conducted at the sites, and the information
generated is utilized for extension activities throughout the year.

Following tours of the Canola Production Centre near Carman, MB in 1996 and
1997 the Minnesota Canola Council sought funding for a joint project between the
Minnesota Canola Council, University of Minnesota and Canola Council of Canada.
The purpose of the project was to establish a Canola Production Centre site in
Minnesota, and the role of the Canola Council of Canada was to provide expertise
and supervisory support. This would help ensure that activities at this site would be
consistent with activities at the Canadian CPCs. This allowed the information from
all sites to be easily shared. Funding for the project was approved in April 1998,
and the Minnesota Canola Production Centre program was born.

During the first two years of the project, the Minnesota Canola Production Centre
was located near Roseau, MN. In 2000, the site was moved to Thief River Falls,
MN. In 2002, the field day tour was held on July 9 and included a barbeque lunch
and tour of the site. All trials were signed and copies of site plans were available at
the entrances to allow for self-guided tours at any time other than scheduled tour
dates.

Information obtained from the Canola Production Centre included many agronomic
factors such as yield and quality data, early season plant counts, lodging indices
and harvestability ratings on varieties.

It should be noted that the material contained in this report is a collection of agronomic
information from a specific location and only from one site year. Therefore, it should
be observed and understood accordingly.
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