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Cornell Cooperative Extension of Oneida County’s 

Farm Flash  

Harvest time is a great time of year for local farmers, a time when 

they reap the fruits of their labor.  Most producers would have 

guessed that corn and soybean yields would be lower than average, 

given the drought  they suffered  through in the middle of the 

season. Most have been surprised by at least average if not better 

than average yields, with some growers reporting 22+ tons of corn 

silage/ ac and now weighed yields of soybeans of 71+ bu/ac and 

corn grain yields on two local farms weighed at  196 and 232 bu/ac. 

Your local  CCE staff  hope that you all have a rewarding and safe 

harvest season.  
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Become an enrolled member, make a  

financial contribution! 
 

Commercial farmers in Oneida County receive the Farm Flash 

free of charge, because many of you have commented that the 

newsletter is one of your preferred sources of information and we 

want you to receive that information.  

Being an enrolled member and making a financial contribution 

demonstrates your support for the programs we offer. Financial 

contributions from individual residents represent a significant part of 

our budget, allowing us to continue to offer high quality programs 

and services. Whether its commercial agriculture or 4-H youth 

development, our office strives to meet the educational needs of the 

residents of Oneida County. 

Please fill out the card below and return it to us with your 

contribution. 

 

On behalf of the board of directors, staff and, most importantly, the 

people of Oneida County, thank you for your enrollment and your 

belief in our mission.  We appreciate the help you have given us in 

the past and are grateful for the gift you provide us now. Thank you.  

 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Cooperative Extension Oneida County                        

Agriculture Enrollment    

   

Date_________ 

 

Name_____________________________________________ 

 

Address___________________________________________ 

 

Telephone:_____________________ Fax________________  

 

Email:____________________________________________ 

 

Amount: $_________ 

 

 

( ) Check here if you would like to receive  an email notice of the 

latest Farm Flash Online in replacement of receiving a paper copy. 
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Upcoming  Events

On Monday, November 5th at 6:00 pm, Cornell Cooperative Extension 

of Oneida County will present: A brief introduction to genomics and its  

relevance for improvement of fruits and vegetables presented by      

Kenong Xu, Assistant Professor of Tree Fruit Genomics from the       

Department of Horticulture, Cornell University. 

The class will cover the following:  Genome is the blueprint for 

“building” all organisms. Genomics studies the structure and function 

of genome. This class covers the basic concepts, DNA sequencing  

technologies and major accomplishments in genomics, and explains 

why genomics is important for improving fruits and vegetables.            

Cost $5.   Pre-registration is required 736-3394. 

Cornell Field Crop Dealer Meeting 

December 12, 2012  Noon until 5pm 

Genesee Grande Hotel 1060 East Genesee Street, Syracuse 

    registration is $15 Credit cards accepted. 

DEC & CCA Credits available 

The Field Crop Dealer Meeting is brought to you by: The Cornell           

University Departments of: Crop and Soil Sciences, Animal Science, 

Plant Pathology and Plant-microbe Biology & CCE 

For more information, contact Jeanette Marvin, NYSABA administrator, 

at jmarvin@rochester.rr.com or call 315-986-9320.  

5th Anniversary Winter Green-Up Grazing Conference                 

January 25th and 26th, 2013 – The Century House, Latham                 

For more information please contact Gale Kohler at CCE Albany 

County (518) 765-3500 or gek4@cornell.edu or Morgan Hartman at 

blackqueenangus@yahoo.com. 

Group-Housed Calf Symposium: December 12th and 13th 

This innovative conference will be held December 12th (evening    

session for producers currently using group feeding systems) and all 

day on December 13th at The Doubletree Hotel in East Syracuse, NY.  

Reservations are needed prior to November 15th.  For more               

information including a complete agenda please visit: 

www.ansci.cornell.edu/prodairy/calfsystems  or call 736-3394 ext. 

132 for details.  The full day event on December 13th will focus on 

cause of disease, effect of environment and changes to ventilation in 

group housed facilities.   

http://www.geneseegrande.com/


Year End Planning & Tax Tips  

Adapted by several IRS and small business advice articles,              
by Bonnie Collins 

Year-end planning Tax Saving – Reviewing finances in the fourth 

quarter of the year can help provide you with the greatest chance of 

taking action to lower this year’s tax liability. The first step is to meet 

with your accountant to assess your likely tax situation to review and or 

discuss the following: 
1. Accelerate expenses: Move anticipated business expenses for next 

year onto this year’s books as a way to offset current income.  

2. Delay income: If your business expects significant billings to 

customers near year end, you might want to delay these invoices 

until the following year.  

3. Maximize section 179: Consider taking full advantage of Section 179 

or first year expensing, which allows you to deduct the full 

equipment purchase price instead of depreciating it over time.  

4. Create and or contribute to retirement plans: Make tax deductible 

contributions to a Keogh plan or a 401(K) plan, which must both be 

established by year end. Or a Simplified Employee Pension (SEP) 

plan that can be established by the due date of your tax return.  

5. Record bonuses on the books: If your business uses the accrual 

method of accounting you can record employee bonuses before year 

end and then take up to 2 ½ months of the following year to make 

the payment. 

6. Review outstanding debts: Make every effort to collect long 

outstanding debts before year end and if your business provides 

goods, these bad debts can be recorded as “noncollectable” and be 

consider a deductible business expense. 

   

Small Business Health Care Tax Credit – for tax year 2010 through 

2013, the maximum credit is 35 percent for small business employers. 

In general on Jan 1, 2014, the rate will increase to 50 percent. 
If you are a small employer with fewer than 25 full time equivalent 

employees, pay an average wage of less than $50,000 a year, and pay 

at least half of employee health insurance premiums, you are eligible 

for this tax credit. 

To figure what is a full timer, here is an example, 20 half time 

employees are equivalent to 10 full time workers.  Also, to figure the 

average wage you would take the total wages paid, say $200,000 and 

you have 10 full time workers, you would divide the $200,000 by 10 

and the results is your average wage of $20,000. 

You must use IRS Form 8941, Credit for Small Employer Health 

Insurance Premiums, to calculate the credit. Please check with your tax 

advisor or consultant about the details.  

Quality Springwater available for irrigation,  gardening                 

& potable use.  Bulk loads available for pickup only.                                       

Call 315-761-7214 for details 



Safeguarding Tax Records – here are four tips from the IRS to help 

you prepare in case a disaster strikes: 
1. Backup records electronically: You should keep a set of backup 

records in a safe place away from the original set. Keeping backup 

bank statements, tax returns and insurance policies is easier now 

that many financial institutions provide documents electronically.  

Even if your original records are on paper, they too can be scanned 

into an electronic format.  

2. Document valuables: You should photograph or videotape the 

contents of your home especially items of high value and stored at 

an outside location. The IRS has a workbook, Publication 584, which 

can help you compile a list of your belongings.  

3. Update Emergency Plans: We have been speaking of emergency 

plans much of this past year and again it is a good reminder to have 

a personal and business emergency plan prepared and reviewed at 

least once a year.  

4. IRS Can Help: If a disaster strikes you can contact the IRS at 1-866

-562-5227 to speak with a specialist on disaster related issues, such 

as how to get copies of prior year’s tax returns or a transcript of 

returns.  Additional information can be found at IRS.gov.       

Is Reverting to the 1949 Agricultural Act Really a             

Possibility for Dairy Price Supports? 
By Andrew M. Novakovic, E.V. Baker Professor of Agricultural Economics in the 
Charles H. Dyson School of Applied Management and Economics, Cornell             
University.  Reprinted from University of  Wisconsin’s Program on Dairy Markets 

and Policy Information Letter, September 2012 

With delays and controversies abounding, there are lots of stories and 

comments floating around about what will or won't happen to agriculture 

and food programs in the absence of a 2012 Farm Bill. This paper  

attempts to review what we know and what we don't know, especially as 

it relates to dairy programs. 

The current status is this: 

1. The Senate passed a complete "farm bill" called the Agriculture       

Reform, Food and Jobs Act of 2012 (S. 3240) 

2. The House Committee on Agriculture approved the Federal Agriculture 

Reform and Risk Management Act of 2012 (H.R. 6083) 

3. The House leadership has yet to allow the Committee's proposed bill 

to be discussed by the entire House membership and be subjected to the 

process of amending and voting. 

4. The House did pass the Agricultural Disaster Assistance Act of 2012 

(H.R. 6233), which provides some relief to a livestock industry that is 

reeling from direct and indirect effects of the drought. 

5. The Senate leadership chose not to consider a similar livestock 

disaster assistance bill, arguing that the House should act on a complete 

Farm Bill package instead of a small, stopgap measure. 

 



6. MILC provisions changed on 1 September, under the existing 2008 

farm bill. This essentially rendered the MILC program ineffective. MILC 

was budgeted to continue in this ineffective state in perpetuity, until a 

new law changes it, but the 2008 bill specifies that no MILC payments 

can be made for milk produced after September 2012. 

7. There will be no new Farm Bill, no extension of the 2008 Farm Bill, 

and no livestock disaster assistance before 1 October. 

8. It is far from clear that there will be a new farm bill or even an 

extension before 1 January 2013, although it is possible to be at least 

hopeful of that. 

9. The beginning of October, the beginning of the federal fiscal year, is 

significant because many provisions of the current bill expire on 30 

September. In some cases, these programs simply stop. In other cases, 

there is old, permanent legislation that resumes control automatically. 

10. Speculation is running rampant about what happens next. There 

has to be an extension of the 2008 Farm Bill right away. We can do an 

extension after the election. We should do a one-year extension and 

give ourselves plenty of time to do this right. We should do a 3-month 

extension, essentially forcing us to deal with this necessary legislation 

after the November election but before the winter break, i.e., in a lame 

duck session. How about a 6-month extension? {My advice is to ignore 

comments and rumors that begin with "I heard that…." I would also 

take with a grain of salt any comments made by any elected official. No 

doubt so-and-so believes what he or she is saying, but too many people 

whose opinions are respectable have widely different opinions.} 

 Where does this leave us? With a great deal of uncertainty, that 

is the only thing that is certain. The scenarios supporting a new farm 

bill passed in a lame duck session are pretty few and unlikely. For 

example, if the Democrats not only retain the Senate but win the 

House, it is easy to imagine that Republicans would try hard to pass 

legislation that would achieve more of their goals for cutting spending, 

especially on SNAP (food stamps). Even this is hardly a sure bet, never 

mind that the scenario is a low probability according to most political 

analysts. 

An extension of the existing law during a lame duck session is easier to 

imagine. 

 Indeed one does not want to imagine failing to pass an extension 

if and when it become obvious that new legislation isn't going to be 

passed. However, there is much debate among Members of Congress 

about the duration of an extension. 

 A one-year extension is scary to legislators who want to pass a 

farm bill. There are two reasons for this. First, the Congress, like many 

college students, has a tendency to wait until the last minute. Thus, a 

one-year extension is interpreted as meaning it won't do anything until 

the end of 2013, and it will still be rushing in the final moments to 

figure out what to do. It is also possible that the kind of deal making 

that got the Senate bill done could unravel over the course of another 

year. Second, the Congressional Budget Office comes out with a new  



baseline in March. If the new baseline projects lower costs for current 

legislation (presumably the 2008 Farm Bill provisions), then a 2013 

Farm Bill would likely be held to achieving higher levels of savings than 

a 2012 Farm Bill has been, thus ensuring further and very difficult 

discussions about where new savings would come from. A lower March 

2013 baseline could be the result or 1) programs that were terminated 

on 1 October 2012, 2) an improved economy that lowered projected 

spending on food assistance and other programs, and/or 3) higher farm 

prices and no reason to expect ongoing drought or other planting 

disasters. In my opinion, both of these are very valid concerns. Of 

course, for critics of farm and/or food programs, this is a desirable 

outcome.  

 What about reverting to the 1949 Act? Every time Congress gets 

close to a 30 September deadline, the specter of reverting to permanent 

agricultural law, in particular the Agricultural Act of 1949, is raised like 

some approaching tsunami or crack in the earth. In point of fact, this 

kind of brinksmanship has become more the rule than the exception of 

late.  The 2008 Farm Bill was supposed to be a 2007 Farm Bill. In 2007, 

the House passed its version of a new farm bill in July. The Senate 

didn't get its version done until December. The 2008 Farm, 

Conservation and Energy Act wasn't finalized until June 2008. As this bit 

of drama unfolded, USDA pondered the consequences of reverting to 

permanent legislation. Some of the following comes from their white 

paper on the subject (www.usda.gov/documents/fbpaper022908.doc). 

The 2002 Farm Bill wasn't passed on time either.  

 There are several bits of permanent legislation. Much of the price 

support system for crops was made permanent in the 1938 Agricultural 

Act. The big crops in the 1938 Act were corn, rice, wheat and cotton; in 

fact, they are referred to as "basic crops". The 1938 Act also has 

provisions for other "non-basic crops" that are supported by a form of 

production quotas rather than price supports. The list of non-basic crops 

includes butter but not farm milk or other dairy products. It includes 

turpentine (a wood product) and tobacco, but doesn't include soybeans. 

The 1949 Act is mostly remembered in dairy circles because it created 

the Dairy Price Support Program, which effectively covers all milk and 

dairy products, not just butter. The DPSP played a role in setting a floor 

under the market price of milk from 1949 until 1990, when it was set so 

low as to be almost meaningless. The 1949 Act also added Irish 

potatoes and Tung nuts to the list of non-basic commodities. 

 The 1949 Act focuses on price supports related to parity prices, 

but implements them in different ways. Corn must be supported at 50-

90 percent of parity, which can be achieved by loans or purchases. 

Wheat must be supported at 65-90 percent of parity, which can be 

achieved by a similar combination of loans or purchases but wheat 

growers are only eligible if they planted no more than their "acreage 

allotment". (New York had a big allotment in 1938.) Milk must be 

supported at 75-90 percent of parity, and this is achieved by offering to 

purchase commodity butter, cheddar cheese and nonfat dry milk at  



wholesale prices calibrated to yield the desired farm level support price 

for milk used in manufacturing (this translates to Class III and IV prices 

in today's jargon and system.) 

 So, if there is no 2012 Farm Bill and no extension of the 2008 

Farm Bill, does this mean wheat growers should start checking into their 

wheat allotment and dairy farmers should start planning how to spend 

$38 per cwt milk checks? Probably not. For crop farmers, these programs 

are established for crop growing seasons. The definitions of marketing 

years vary a bit but the bottom line is that crop farmers for the current 

season are covered under the programs they signed up for last Spring. 

They wouldn't have to worry about their wheat allotment or whatever 

unless we somehow manage to let all of this go slack until the next 

planting season. 

 Milk, of course, is harvested daily, but it also has a "marketing 

year". In the 1949 Act and for the effective life of the old program, the 

dairy marketing year was simply the federal fiscal year, beginning on 1 

October. Beginning in 1990, the establishment of a new price support 

level was effectively changed to 1 January. This was more a convenience 

of timing for that particular legislation, not some carefully considered 

decision about the optimal timing of price support changes for milk. The 

January date has since stuck. The 2008 Food, Conservation and Energy 

Act specifies that the Secretary shall support the prices of cheese, butter, 

and nonfat dry milk from 1 January 2008 through 31 December 2012. 

Thus, dairy price supports won't revert to their 1949 version until 

January 2013, assuming there is no action by Congress to avert that 

during a lame duck session. A literal interpretation of reverting to the 

1949 Act would be that the Secretary would be obliged to announce a 

support price for milk of no less than 75% of the parity price for milk. In 

August the parity price was $51.70, 75% of which equals $38.78. The 

parity price could well increase by the end of 2012, but let's go with $38 

as a ballpark figure for a parity-based support price for milk. This is 

almost 4 times the implicit support for milk that exists under the vestigial 

Dairy Product Price Support Program that was created in the 2008 Farm 

Bill from the remnants of the prevailing Dairy Price Support Program. It 

is about twice the Class III and IV prices currently expected for this Fall. 

 So, should farmers expect that the Secretary would announce 

that $38 support price at the beginning of 2013? This is a tricky bit of 

business for the Secretary. The law is clear. It is his duty to implement 

the provisions of law that pertain to the US Department of Agriculture. 

On the other hand, establishing a genuine support price and 

corresponding purchase prices for dairy commodities equivalent to $38 or 

thereabouts for the next 12 months would be like some kind of bad 

heroin trip for the dairy sector. Farmers might revel in euphoria at first 

but the after-effect on markets is almost too absurd to imagine. 

There are a few caveats to keep in mind. The Secretary can announce a 

$38 support price for milk, but until USDA announces the purchase prices 

for dairy commodities and releases the formal invitations for offers at 

those purchase prices, nothing happens to markets, other than perhaps  
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Newborn Calves and Colostrum Feeding:  

Evaluating Colostrum Quality and Passive Transfer 
By Marylynn Collins 

rampant speculation. It is USDA's purchases of butter, cheese, and 

nonfat dry milk at specific prices that moves market prices, not a simple 

declaration by the Secretary about the support price for milk. 

 USDA could take a while to get all that machinery in motion, 

while Congress presumably came to its senses and retroactively stopped 

it all. Another caveat involves the action that would be taken by 

marketers. In the past, USDA was often described as buying products as 

if it walked into a store and loaded up its grocery cart. In fact, USDA 

issues offers to purchase very specifically defined products, in specific 

containers, manufactured in inspected plants that conform to various 

government procurement rules. If no manufacturer cares to sell to the 

USDA, then there is no sale and no corresponding price effect. This 

actually happened in the 1980s and at times in the 1990s. During the 

1990s, for example, brief periods of wholesale market weakness left 

manufacturers wondering if it was worth the bother to reformulate and 

repackage commodities for government sale. With the opportunity to 

sell butter or nonfat dry milk to the government at twice the prevailing 

market price, it is hard to imagine manufacturing cooperatives not 

pushing all they could in Uncle Sam's direction, but even a cooperative 

would likely think twice before shorting existing customers for the short 

term high of selling to USDA in a program that no sane person could 

expect to continue for long. Dairy economists have no idea what this 

part of the dairy products demand curve looks like, but it is safe to say 

that Fonterra and every dairy buffalo owner in India would be tempted 

to export to the US well before US manufacturers tried to achieve $4 

butter in US markets. 

 Unless Congress has some major epiphany by Friday, it is going 

to fail to pass an extension of the 2008 Farm Bill by the end of the 

month. It may or may not get itself organized to do something during a 

lame duck session after the November election. I don't know exactly 

how this story ends, but one of the few bets I'd make is that we won't 

see actions taken that seriously implements the provisions of permanent 

agricultural support law, including a $38 support price for milk. 

 Last month’s article on colostrum management emphasized the 

fact that colostrum has so much more to offer your newborn calves than 

just immune system building blocks known as immunoglobulins (IgG).  

New born calves are dependent upon the delivery of the 

immunogloblulins in order to achieve passive transfer and begin to 

develop their own immune system.  While the importance of feeding 

colostrum to newborns in a timely fashion has been hammered upon in 

numerous dairy publications, the take home message of feeding high 

quality colostrum will be the focus here.   

 



 Let’s assume you’ve taken the proper steps to harvest that first 

milking: Follow pre-dipping and drying routines; the colostrum is 

transferred into a clean pail or bucket, covered to prevent contaminants 

from entering, and, if you’re unable to feed it out immediately, cooled or 

refrigerated to keep the bacterial load down. Under ideal conditions, four 

quarts of colostrum are fed to the newborn within the first couple of 

hours following birth.  Colostrum IgG concentrations rapidly decline 2 

hours after calving (Moore, 2005). You’ve followed all the right steps, 

delivered the colostrum in a timely fashion, the calf consumed all that 

you offered it, …how can you be sure the colostrum feeding will be 

enough to kick start her immune system? 

Assessing Colostrum Quality: 

 Only feed top quality colostrum.  Try to avoid feeding colostrum 

from mastitis cows, bloody milk or milk with high bacterial counts. There 

are a couple relatively easy ways to assess the quality of colostrum on 

the farm. The colostrometer is an inexpensive tool to have on hand.  If 

you choose this method be cautious with handling the glass instrument 

and remember that the colostrum sample needs to be at room 

temperature before inserting the colostrometer. When you suspend the 

instrument in the colostrum, the level at which the device floats indicates 

the amount of immunoglobulins in the colostrum.  Green indicates high 

levels, yellow is moderate, and red is inferior.  The goal here is GREEN! 

Fairly inexpensive, forty bucks through Nasco, Inc., the colostrometer is 

a step in the right direction to measure colostrum quality; but has the 

draw backs of being glass and temperature sensitive.   

 The Brix Refractomer is another option to use on farm for 

assessing colostrum quality.  This hand held device can be used simply 

by placing a small amount of colostrum on the optic “eye piece” section.  

Looking through the viewing lens the user will see a scale with varying 

numbers.  The number to remember is 22. Readings of 22 and higher 

estimate the antibody content is 50g/liter.  This poses the question of 

just how many antibodies does a calf need to acquire passive immunity?  

A 90 lb. calf will require 36g IgG to reach serum blood levels of 

immunoglobulins at the targeted rate of 1000 mg/ml (5.2g/dl serum 

total protein).  Given that the average absorption efficiency is 35%, an 

average calf must ingest 104 grams IgG to be marginally protected (NNY 

Dairy Management Calf Class; M. Thomas). So, if high quality colostrum 

averages 50g IgG/ liter, the newborn calf should consume 2 liter or more 

to achieve passive transfer. I had to look up the conversion from liters to 

gallons, so I’ll pass it along here: One US gallon is the same as 3.78 

liters.  Keep in mind though; you’ll need to feed higher volumes of lower 

quality colostrum to compensate for the poor IgG concentrations.  

Using Serum Total Protein to Determine Failure of Passive 

Transfer: 

 A second use for the refractometer is to determine if passive 

transfer actually occurred or not.  This method of testing requires the 

collection of blood into a red top tube, allowing it to clot so that the 

serum or clear fluid portion of the sample is available.  Just a few drops  
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Total Protein Levels Used to Determine Passive 

Transfer 

>5.5g/dl Adequate serum IgG levels  

4.7 -5.5 g/dl Marginal serum IgG levels 

<4.7 g/dl Poor serum IgG levels 

Caution: Levels above 6.o g/dl may indicate 

dehydration, observe calf’s health status. 

of serum placed on the optic piece of the refractometer will determine if 

passive transfer in the newborn calf was achieved.  You will need to 

sample the calves at the right age and time to receive reliable results.  

The ideal time to test for passive transfer or failure of passive transfer is 

24-48 hours after birth.  Recent research indicates that it takes upwards 

of 48 hours post colostrum feeding for maximum IgG levels to be 

reached in the blood.  The hydration status of the calf also comes into 

play here.  Samples from a dehydrated or scouring calf will not yield 

accurate values. Total protein levels will be more concentrated in a 

dehydrated calf.   The ideal time to draw samples is 60-90 minutes after 

a feeding.   

The benchmark numbers used for determining failure of passive transfer 

are listed below.   

 

 

 

 

If you are interested in testing for and monitoring total protein levels 

consult with your veterinarian for proper blood collection procedures.  

The Brix refractometer is relatively inexpensive and can be found on 

EBay or other on line sources. This hand held device offers more bang 

for your buck by providing two ways to assess your colostrum 

management efforts: testing for colostrum quality and following up with 

total serum protein levels to determine if the goal of passive transfer 

was achieved. 

 

Figure 1  Brixx Refractometer Used for Sampling 

Colostrum and Total Protein Levels. Retails for 

approximately $80. 

 

Colostrum Management  

and Your Bottom Line: 

Raising healthy dairy replacements takes 

investments of time and money.  Weather your 

goal is to increase internal herd growth or maintain current herd 

numbers, a sound calf rearing program must include good colostrum 

management.  By four weeks of age, calves that received proper 

colostrum feeding will cost you less than a calf that received inadequate 

colostrum.  Treatment costs will average $4.00 less, death loss will be 

10- 12% less and you can expect to see increases in average daily gains 

and feed conversion rates as the calf matures. (S. Leadly; Attica 

Veterinary Associates) 



Best Picks 
Local seedsman who test their varieties in our area have      

submitted  the varieties they would recommend to you. 

  

TA Seeds:  Dawn Richardson 
Corn Grain: 

TA333-22DPRIB 91 day roundup ready VT double Pro ex. drought    

tolerant excellent plant health and test weight 

TA 451 comes in conventional and triple stack Grain or chopping   

excellent test weight excels in light population 

Corn Silage: 

Seedway 3650 94 day conventional excellent early vigor excellent 

stress tolerant excellent stalk strength 

SW290IL 87 day leafy only tall plant excellent grain yield for silage 

soft kernels 

Soybeans: 

TS1719R2 group 1.7 roundup ready2 ex white mold resistance          

excellent for wide row planting. 

SG1311 group 1.3 med-tall plant roundup ready 2 ex disease package 

S21N6 2.1 group ex yield and disease package does well in partially 

drained fields. 

Alfalfa: 

TA Seeds Starbuck fine stemmed, deep-rooted, fast re-growth, good 

disease package and fall dormancy 

TA Seeds Renew Branch rooted, designed for wet fields Excellent    

disease package. 

TA Seed Repel II Leaf hopper resistant 4.0 Fall Dormancy,  Excellent 

feed value and protein content. 

 

Mycogen   Art Graves 
Corn Silage BMR 

F2F665: 110 day BMR – Tall hybrid with a semi-flex ear that works 

best at moderate populations 32-34000.  Good roots with strong 

drought tolerance.  The best digestibility on the Market. Triple stack 

trait package 

F2F346: 94 day BMR – Medium tall hybrid with a semi-flex ear.  Works 

best at moderate to moderate high populations 32-36000.  Best if 

planted on heavier soil.  Triple stack trait package 

Grain 

2J340 – Widely adapted, High performing variety.  92 day corn that 

works on all soils and at a range of populations.  Great stalks and roots. 

Strong yields and test weight.  Offered as Refuge Advanced 0% 

separate refuge 

2A400 – High yielding 92 RM hybrid best for High performing 

soils.  High test weight and 0% separate refuge 

requirements .  SmartStax allows for Refuge Advanced.     
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Soybeans 

5N180R2 – Great combination of high yields and strong 

agronomics.  The best soybean in this group.   

5N210R2 – High yielding beans, Strong emergence and white mold 

tolerance.  Consistent performer in early group 2. 

Alfalfa 
4A415 – High yielding, multi-leaf variety that confers very high 

quality.  4A415 has the strongest disease package on the market, 

including aphanomyces race 1 and the recently documented in NY 

race2. 

4S417 – Highest yielding alfalfa – strong agronomics.  Great data in 

the Cornell alfalfa trials.   

Pioneer    Andy Mower 
Corn silage:  

P9807HR,  98 day double stack, proven highly digestible, has 

performed excellent in Oneida county Silage Plots 

P210AM, 102 day double stack, integrated refuge for above ground 

insects, Proven Highly digestible, AQUA max  

P0448AMX, 104 day Acre Max Extra for above and below ground 

protection, Proven Highly digestible, This hybrid will fill your bunk or silo 

with less acres 

Grain Corn: 

P9329HR, 93 day double stack, This new hybrid is out yielding longer 

day hybrids, tried and tested in 7 locations in Oneida county . 

P9690HR, 96 day double stack, A strong performer with AQUA Max, 

this one will fill your combine sooner. 

P0216HR, 102 day double stack, A dominate Hybrid in its RM, a real 

contest winner, 242 Bu. yield in Verona this 2012 fall. Excellent Test wt. 

and Great Drought tolerance. 

Soybeans 

91Y10,early group 1, could possible double crop, excellent field 

emergence, 70 bu. yield in a Oneida county plot  

91Y90, Late group 1, Very dependable yields, this one is a favorite for 

many in Oneida county. 

92Y12, early group 2, This variety can out yield longer group beans, 

many 4 bean pods,    

Alfalfa: 

55V48, fall dormancy 5, top performer in Cornell yield trials, a real 

muscle Varieties 

54Q32, Excellent Quality for forage yield and feed value, HR for both 

winter hardiness and Verticillium Wilt 

55H94, A new Generation of leafhopper resistant Variety, a great 

disease resistance and forage quality alfalfa. 



DeKalb/Asgrow – Anthony Grieco 
Corn Silage 

DKC 45-51 – Good/Proven silage product.  Good drought tolerance and 

drydown 

DKC 39-07 – Silage favorite, proven product, tall plant.  Excellent 

emergence and early season vigor 

DKC 53-45 – Silage Proven.  Performs in tough conditions.  Superior 

snaplage 

 

Corn Grain 

DKC 49-94 – Excellent all around proven product 

DKC 46-20 – High yield potential.  Excellent drought tolerance 

DKC 42-72 – Offers excellent top end yield, performs on good 

soils.  Strong drought tolerance and drydown 

 

Soybeans 

1431 – Excellent short season yield potential.  Proven in NYS 

2031 – Outstanding top end yield 

2431 – Dominating yields. Medium Bush type, wider rows.  

 

Alfalfa 

41-18 

Chemgro- Tom Brouillette 
 

 

Corn silage 

Chemgro 5701 97 day conventional good no-till/ conventional tillage. 

Dry-down and quality/ quantity tons 

 

Corn grain 

Chemgro 5015GTCB 90 day early flowering/ round-up, corn 

borer,  fast drying grain, sister to 5011 

  

Soybeans 

Chemgro 2046R2  new genuity RR2 yield line, excellent white mold 

resistance and yield potential 

 

Alfalfa 

Chemgro 722 blend of good alfalfas  

Chemgro Keystone Alfalfa  High Yield,dense,Dark Green. Excellent 

Wheel Traffic Choice 



FS Growmark: Mark Bailey 
Silage: 

FS 4422VT3P (94 RM): 

Also available as FS 4321XRR. New Intro for 2013. 

Strong yields that maximizes milk production per acre. Produces soft 

kernel texture which promotes a more complete grain assimilation. 

Offers yield stability over a broad range of soil types. Replaces FS 

4373VT3. 

Can push plant population under high fertility soils. 

FS 4811VP3 (98 RM): 

Top end yields for silage. Superior quality characteristics in kernel 

texture & whole plant digestibility. Preforms best in loam to heavier soil 

types. Responds to high end management. 

FS 5429VP3 (104 RM): 

Also available in a NON-Trait as FS 5328. New Intro for 2013. 

 #1 choice for Corn Silage. Outstanding tonnage & superior fiber 

quality & whole plant digestibility. Excels in early planting 

environments & variable soils. 

Grain: 

FS 4027VT3P (90 RM): 

Also available in a NON-Trait version FS 3926. New Intro for 2013. 

First choice for early grain. Strong late season stalks & superior 

drought & stress tolerance. Adapts to a wide range soils & will handle 

heavier soil types & reduced tillage situations.        

FS 4212VT3P (92 RM): 

Also available in a NON-Trait version FS 4111 & Round-up Ready FS 

4111XRR. 

Excellent grain yields that offers heavy test weight & strong  grain 

appearance. Handles reduced tillage conditions & continuous corn 

rotations. Excellent tip fill. 

FS 46R26SS / RIB (96 RM): 

Also available in as FS 46R26 VT2P / RIB for first year corn. New Intro 

for 2013. 

Strong yielder across a wide range of environments. Responds to high 

input management. Husk flair open for fast grain dry down. 

Soybeans: 

HS 13A11 RR2Y. Group 1.3. 

Top performer for early variety. Can handle early planting. 

HS 20A12 RR2Y. Group 2.0. 

New Intro for 2013. Replaces HS 199. Excels in high yield 

environments & stands well. 

HS 24A12 RR2Y. Group 2.4. 

New Intro for 2013.  Widely adapts to variable soils & environments. 

Responds to high yield management. 

 

(Continued on next page) 
      



SEEDWAY Bruce Ulmer 
Corn Silage  

SW2901 87 day conventional.  Leafy silage hybrid with very good early 

vigor.  Good plant size.  Good agronomics. 

E390L 98 day conventional.  Leafy silage hybrid.  Proven high-end 

silage yield potential.  The milk per acre standard.  Available in Roundup 

Ready®. 

SW4200L 102 day conventional.  Leafy silage hybrid.  Superior 

agronomics with good forage quality and yield potential.  Performance 

and value in one package.  Available in Roundup Ready®. 

Corn Grain  

SW1990 80 day conventional.  Quick grain set-up, fast dry-down, good 

quality grain.  Exceptional early vigor.  Available in Roundup Ready®. 

SW2180 83 day conventional.  Proven grain yield performance.  Strong 

early vigor.  Value and performance.  Available in Roundup Ready®. 

SW3008 VT3P 90 day Genuity VT Triple Pro.  High grain yield 

potential.  Good dry-down.  Excellent test weight.  GENVT3P protection. 

Soybeans 

SG1311 Early group I.  Excellent yield potential and superior resistance 

to white mold.  Good standability. 

SG1513 Mid group I.  Good emergence and excellent stress 

tolerance.  Performs well in high yielding environments. 

SG1911 Late group I.  Strong emergence and excellent tolerance to 

white mold.  Adapted to many growing environments. 

Alfalfa 

Regen Cornell University developed.  Top yield potential.  Superior 

Northeast adaptation.  Seedling vigor and forage quality. 

N-R-Gee Cornell University developed.  High quality and high dry 

matter digestibility.  Root regeneration ability. 

420LH Very high resistance to potato leafhopper.  Great disease 

package.  Excellent yield potential and great forage quality. 

Alfalfa: 

Mariner IV. New Intro for 2013. 

 Outstanding performance under challenging conditions or variable 

soils. Improved forage quality & disease package verses Mariner III. 

Excellent winter hardiness. 

 3-4 cut system. 

Lancer 

 Superior leafhopper resistance combined with high forage quality & 

yield. Excellent winter hardiness & stand persistence. 

Magnitude. New Intro for 2013. 

Combines outstanding yield & forage quality for intensive manage-

ment. Prefers well drained soils & offers fast recovery after harvest. 

Strong winter survival. 

4 cut system.  



Potato leafhopper (PLH)-Resistant Alfalfa Varieties – To Plant or 

Not to Plant Julie Hansen, J. Keith Waldron, and Don Viands 

 

 Potato leafhoppers (PLH) are perhaps the most widespread and 

damaging insect pests of alfalfa in the NE, causing risk to new seeding 

establishment and survival, and to established stands during mid-to-

late summer.  When high populations of PLH are not controlled during 

the establishment year, large reductions in alfalfa yield and quality can 

occur. 

 Risk from this migrating insect pest can vary greatly year to year 

but it is reasonable to assume that an alfalfa field could be at significant 

economic risk at least once during it's several years in the stand. To 

minimize risk and avoid economic impacts growers are encouraged to 

monitor crops frequently and, when PLH populations warrant, harvest 

the forage early or treat with a properly labeled insecticide.   

 In the past decade another alterative has become available - the 

use of PLH resistant alfalfa varieties. The question that producers have 

been asking for some time now is:  Do the PLH-resistant alfalfa varieties 

yield as much as conventional alfalfa varieties when PLH are not a 

problem?  This has been difficult to answer because companies do not 

enter PLH-resistant alfalfa into the alfalfa variety tests that are sprayed 

with insecticide because this is not their intended use.  Thus we don’t 

have much information to base our answer on.   

 It is certainly true that the early generation PLH-resistant alfalfa 

varieties did not yield as much as conventional alfalfa when PLH were 

not at damaging levels.  This has been attributed to ‘yield drag’, where 

the PLH resistance trait from an unimproved, wild alfalfa species when 

bred into conventional alfalfa brought along some other traits of the 

wild alfalfa species such as more fall dormancy and winter hardiness, 

less upright growth habit, yellow flowers, less disease resistance, and 

lower yield.  Plant breeders now have 10+ years of selection behind 

them for alfalfa that is resistant to PLH that does not have the ‘yield 

drag’ characteristics.  Thus, the new PLH-resistant alfalfa varieties are 

now very similar to conventional alfalfa in all aspects other than PLH-

resistance including disease resistance.  However, while breeders were 

doing ‘catch up’ breeding with PLH-resistant alfalfa, they were also 

continuing their selection programs with conventional alfalfa to improve 

yield, forage quality, persistence, etc.  Thus it is not unreasonable to 

think that some of the conventional alfalfa varieties on the market 

would outyield the PLH-resistant varieties in tests where PLH were 

controlled.   

 While comparing variety performance is useful, in reality 

decisions to plant PLH-resistant or conventional alfalfa should consider 

how the crop will be managed for this insect pest.  Is the alfalfa being 

grown as organic? If so PLH resistant alfalfa is an obvious choice. For 

the conventional grower, will your alfalfa fields be scouted every year 

for PLH and sprayed in a timely fashion when PLH damage reaches an  



economic threshold?  If the answer is yes, then that producer should 

plant the highest yielding conventional alfalfa variety he or she can 

find.  If the answer is no and the fields are not managed to reduce losses 

from PLH damage, then planting a conventional alfalfa variety will result 

in lower yields and reduced profit. 

 Both conventional alfalfa and PLH-resistant alfalfa varieties will 

yield more when insecticides are applied to control PLH than when 

insecticides are not applied.  The PLH-resistant alfalfa varieties still 

support a population of PLH, although this population is smaller (a third 

to a half) than for a conventional alfalfa variety.  This smaller population 

of PLH adult and nymph insects still feed on the PLH-resistant alfalfa and 

reduce yield somewhat although the plants do not readily turn yellow 

and are not stunted.  

 For example, in 2007 first production year trials at Ithaca and 

Geneva (second harvest), the average number of PLH per five sweeps 

per plot when sprayed with insecticide was less than 1 for both the 

conventional alfalfa and for the PLH-resistant alfalfa; and the average 

number of PLH per five sweeps per plot when insecticides were not 

applied was 24 for the conventional alfalfa and was 14 for the PLH-

resistant alfalfa.  For alfalfa-grass mixture plots (averaged 15%grass) 

that were not sprayed with insecticide, the average number of PLH was 

12 for conventional alfalfa and 5 for PLH-resistant alfalfa. 

 In the Ithaca and Geneva trials where insecticide was applied, 

there was no significant yield difference between the conventional alfalfa 

and the PLH-resistant alfalfa (3.69 vs 3.63 tons per acre dry matter).  In 

the Ithaca trial where insecticide was not applied, the PLH-resistant 

alfalfa yielded 0.76 t/a more than the conventional alfalfa (3.99 vs 3.23 

t/a; no difference in Geneva).  For these trials, only one conventional 

alfalfa variety (WL 357HQ) and one PLH-resistant variety (WL 347LH) 

were planted. 

 There are some other tidbits of information that may help a 

producer in deciding whether to plant PLH-resistant alfalfa or 

conventional alfalfa. Seed costs of PLH-resistant and conventional alfalfa 

varieties are comparable.  If a producer prefers an aggressive cutting 

schedule, such that the PLH populations do not have time to build up 

between harvests (life cycle of PLH is about 1 month), then a PLH-

resistant variety may not be that advantageous.  However, in the 

seeding year, the field would certainly need to be sprayed with 

insecticide because the new seeding would likely not be cut until 

sometime in July, well after PLH arrive in NY each year.  It has been 

documented that if alfalfa is severely damaged by PLH in the seeding 

year, the alfalfa will yield less at first harvest the following year.   

 With current high costs of pesticides, fuel, and all petroleum 

based products, economics may tend to favor PLH-resistant alfalfa even 

more now than in the past.  A producer would avoid the expense of extra 

passes across the field and pesticide in a bad PLH year or a year with 

heavy PLH damage to alfalfa crops.  In a year with high PLH population  



pressure it may pay to spray such that extra yield would be gained, but 

fortunately here in NY we don’t have heavy PLH damage every year and 

sometimes yield loss can be avoided by early harvests.  Avoiding 

insecticide applications through the use of PLH-resistant alfalfa varieties 

will also allow beneficial insects, including bees, to thrive in fields. 

 Some recommendations include spraying PLH-resistant alfalfa in 

the seeding year, however if the new alfalfa fields are planted by early 

May, the PLH-resistant alfalfa plants will have developed the resistance 

traits by the time PLH arrive in NY in early to mid June.  Late planting of 

alfalfa fields is risky, and will likely need to be sprayed with insecticide 

to protect both conventional and PLH-resistant alfalfa seedlings from 

severe PLH damage.   

 First decide how you plan to manage your forage crop, and then 

decide what variety best fits that management system.   

 If you are interested in investigating a bit more, the following is 

a list of alfalfa varieties with potato leaf hopper resistance and fall 

dormancy ratings of 4 which are adapted to our area from NAFA: 

Syngenta 6475, Ameristand 404LH, FSG 400 and 420 LH 

Lancer –Growmark WL 353 LH Pioneer 55H05 (fall dormancy 5) 

Milk Price Watch for Oneida County -  
Thirteen months through September 2012 

These prices are adjusted from the Federal Milk Order No. 1 for the Syracuse  
location, which determines Oneida County prices. Remember that these prices do 
not reflect marketing and hauling  charges, and they are based on a standardized 

component mix  (3.5% butterfat; 2.99% protein; and 5.69% other solids).                   

Your actual check will depend on these factors. 
This month’s chart shows actual MILC payments for February through August; no MILC payment was 

projected for September based on the program formula.  The program expired September 30th.   

http://www.fmmone.com/


Variety Selection – New York State Trial Results for Alfalfa, Red Clover,  

Birdsfoot Trefoil, Cool Season Perennial Grasses. 

Julie Hansen, Don Viands, Department of Plant Breeding and Genetics, 

Cornell University. 

Each spring, over 100 varieties of forages are planted in replicated plot 

trials in New York State.  One alfalfa trial is planted in Ithaca (Cornell 

University Agricultural Experiment Station, South Central) and one trial 

is planted in a rotation at either Western New York, Eastern New York 

(SUNY Cobleskill), or Northern New York (William H. Miner Agricultural 

Research Institute, Chazy).  Other forages (red clover, birdsfoot trefoil 

and grasses) are planted at Ithaca. Each trial has from about 5 to 50 

varieties in it and the trials are managed for four years.  Variety yield 

(tons / acre) and plant survival (%) are available on the web: http://

plbrgen.cals.cornell.edu/cals/pbg/programs/departmental/forage/ 

Results for 2012 growing season will be available at this website 

in early November, so before selecting forage varieties to plant in 

2013, check the trial results.   

Alfalfa varieties differ in characteristics such as fall dormancy, disease 

resistance, resistance to potato leafhopper, enhanced forage quality, 

hybrid genetics, roundup ready, and other characteristics.  Generally, 

yield is a main selection criterion for alfalfa varieties.  For the six 

production-year trials harvested in 2011, the average difference between 

the highest yielding variety in a trial and the lowest yielding variety in a 

trial was 1.25 tons per acre dry matter.   

Alfalfa varieties with high yields are well adapted to New York and are 

resistant to at least three diseases: Bacterial Wilt, Verticillium Wilt and 

Phytophthora root rot.  From the results of a trial, a group of high 

yielding varieties is identified, not just one variety.  Also, look for 

varieties that yield well in several trials over several years, not just one 

trial.  In 2011, for the varieties that were in the top 50% of the six trials 

in New York,  5 varieties had a fall dormancy rating of 3 (dormant), 20 

varieties had a fall dormancy rating of 4 (moderately dormant),  and 3 

varieties had a fall dormancy rating of 5.  Fall dormancy is a rating of 

variety’s response to shorter days and lower temperatures, and a higher 

number means that the plants will grow more into the fall. Varieties that 

are less fall dormant (have a fall dormancy rating that is a higher 

number) may not be able to withstand winters over multiple years.  

The 2012 report will contain yields of some new varieties and their 

performance over several years and trials in New York.  Be sure to look 

over the trial results prior to purchasing seed for 2013.   

Farmers, do you need help?  Need to take a sick day?                                             

Would you like to take a vacation or just a day away from the farm?  

Farmsitters Chore Services is made up of former dairy farmers.  

We will make sure your animals are well cared for Call Terrance 

(315) 397-2593 and leave a message.  References  

http://plbrgen.cals.cornell.edu/cals/pbg/programs/departmental/forage/
http://plbrgen.cals.cornell.edu/cals/pbg/programs/departmental/forage/




Contact Information for Local Agency’s that support Agriculture 

NYS Dept. of Environmental Conservation (DEC) 793-2554 

Oneida County Soil & Water Conservation District 736-3334 

Natural Resource Conservation Service 736-3316 







Farm Credit East, ACA 
Your First Choice For Financial Solutions 
  

   Farm Loans          Crop Insurance 

   Agribusiness Loans   Credit Life Insurance 

   Leasing          Payroll Services 

   Appraisal Services     Business Planning  

   Tax Services          Estate Planning 

   Financial Records       Profit Improvement 

 
995 State Route 12PO Box 60Sangerfield, NY  13455 

(800) 762-3276(315) 841-3398 FAX (315) 841-3397 

www.farmcrediteast.com 

GROWMARK FS 

———————————— 

PO Box 65            Office: 315/841/8886  
7610 State Route 20          1/800/852/5003 
Sangerfield NY 13455        Fax: 315/841/4405 
Sangerfield@growmarkfs.com 

 
Fertilizer, Lime, Seed, Agronomy 
Satisfying Customers, Profitably 

 

Richardson Farms 
Agricultural Spray Materials 

Corn and Grass Seed 
Bulk & Bag Feed 

Custom Soybeans Roasting 

 
Buddy Richardson & Family 

Skinner Rd. Vernon Center, NY 

(315) 829-8000 



Rt 31 Canastota   Rt 26 Lowville   Rt 12 Waterville 

      697-2214         376-0300             841-4181 

LOUIS J. GALE & SON, INC. 
 

Waterville, N.Y. 13480 
7889 Canning Factory Road 

841-8411 OR 841-8410 
RETAIL FEED—GRAIN—SEED 
CUSTOM MIXING & GRINDING 

HI MAG LIME, PESTICIDES 
GROW RIGHT FERTILIZER      

SOY BEAN ROASTING 
CORN DRYING 

Sales Agent for Browns Feed  

- BULK - BAG 
Home of: 

Quickcow 
Booster 

Quickcow 
Caps 

“Let the Performance Begin” 

Call Andy Mower Owner/

President 

315-734-1705 

Serving The Dairy Industry for 21 

years 

Performance 

PREMIXES 

PERFORMANCE 

PREMIXES 

Sales Agent for  
Pioneer Hi-Bred 

Oneida & Herkimer Co. 
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