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Field Crops and Soils 
Cheap Weed Control 
By Mike Hunter 

 

 

It is easily understood why corn growers will be looking to 

reduce produc#on costs for the upcoming growing season. I 

have spoken to many growers this winter that want to find 

the cheapest corn herbicide program that they can get away 

with. This may sound like a good plan now, but in reality, a 

cheap corn weed control program can be extremely costly if 

it doesn’t work. It is fine to try to do a be�er job managing 

herbicide costs as long as you are s#ll able to maintain 

adequate weed control.   

Here are some sugges#ons to consider when planning your 

corn weed control program: 

• Start with a clean seedbed with either #llage or an 

effec#ve burndown herbicide. 

• Use the right rates for the weeds present in the field.  

Adjust residual herbicide rates based on soil type and 

organic ma�er levels.   

• Use an integrated program with soil residual products.  

Atrazine is one of the most economical herbicides that 

provides a broad spectrum of control. It will be the 

founda#on of almost all weed control programs for corn. 

• Don’t cut out your pre-emergence corn herbicide 

because it “costs too much”. Controlling weeds before 

they start to grow will provide a big return on your 

investment. 

• Whatever herbicide program you choose, be #mely with 

applica#ons: 

• A pre-emergence program will be applied before 

the corn emerges and post-emergence 

herbicides will be applied later to small weeds. 

• Never let weeds get taller than the corn at any 

stage of growth.   

• Make certain that the weeds are controlled 

before they reach 2 to 4” tall. Taller weeds are 

much harder to control, require higher herbicide 

rates, and in some cases it may be necessary to 

add addi#onal tank mix partners. 

• The cri#cal weed-free period in corn is from V3 

to V8. Never allow weeds to compete with corn 

during these growth stages. Research suggests 

that if 3 to 4” tall weeds are allowed to grow 

when corn is in the V3 to V4 growth stage you 

are losing about 3 bushel of corn per acre per 

day.   

• Scout, scout, scout. Don’t forget to closely monitor the 

effec#veness of your herbicide applica#ons. If there is a 

weed escape, act quickly to control the weeds to minimize 

their impact on yield. 

 

Someone once said that weed control is a form of 

procras#na#on. What you fail to deal with today will come 

back to haunt you tomorrow. That is why a truly integrated 

approach to weed management is essen#al. I would cau#on 

anyone that is going to choose their corn herbicide program 

based solely on price alone. If you have any ques#ons about 

your corn weed control program or would like to schedule an 

appointment to review your current plan, feel free to contact 

Mike Hunter at 315-788-8450 or meh27@cornell.edu. 

 

(Formerly Table Top Trimming) 

Mark Savage 

Balanced feet….not just smaller feet. 

Precision Hoof Care 

 

2044 Thayer Hill 

Road 

Boonville, NY 13309 

315-765-1211 cell 

315-942-3245 home 
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h�p://blogs.cornell.edu/whatscroppingup/2018/02/01/cover-crop-induced-insect-problems/  

Reprinted from What’s Cropping Up? Vol. 28, No. 1  

Northern New York Agricultural Development Program 

News 

Farmers Offered Discount on 
Biocontrol Nematodes to 
Protect Alfalfa, Corn Crop 

ITHACA, NY. Northern New York farmers interested in 

protec#ng their alfalfa crops from the devasta#ng alfalfa 

snout beetle can take advantage of a discount from the 

Cornell University laboratory raising the biocontrol 

nematodes that have been proven to reduce not only 

popula#ons of snout beetle, but other crop pests as well.  

Addi#onally, rearing these nematodes also represents a 

business opportunity that Cornell specialists are ready to 

assist with.  

Research funded long-term by the farmer-driven Northern 

New York Agricultural Development Program (NNYADP) 

developed the science needed to pioneer the use of na#ve 

nematodes, #ny insect-a�ack worms, as a biocontrol to 

suppress the spread of the destruc#ve insect.   

Alfalfa snout beetle is known to exist across the six 

northernmost coun#es of New York State, in Oswego, 

Cayuga, and Wayne coun#es in NY, and in southeastern 

Ontario, Canada. The beetle can destroy en#re fields of 

alfalfa in one growing season. 

Recent field trials funded by the Northern New York 

Agricultural Development Program indicate that the 

biocontrol nematodes are also having an impact on corn 

rootworm aJer a field treated with the nematodes is rotated 

from alfalfa into corn.  

Research elsewhere in the state has shown the biocontrol 

nematodes can reduce white grub and wireworm 

popula#ons. 

Cornell entomologist Dr. Elson Shields and Research Support 

Specialist Antonio Testa, who developed the protocol for the 

use and rearing of the biocontrol nematodes, recommend 

applica#on on alfalfa fields in their 

seeding year or first produc#on 

year for best results. Based on 

recent research trials, applica#on 

can also be made to corn fields.  

The Shields’ Lab at Cornell 

University that has reared the 

biocontrol nematodes as part of its 

research mandate is offering a discount for orders placed for 

delivery by June 16, with an order deadline of April 28, and 

for any order paid upon delivery. Farmers must contact the 

lab no later than 45 days prior to a planned applica#on based 

on their 2018 alfalfa cuKng schedule. The cost is $28 per 

acre before the discount. 

The Shields’ Lab will only be providing the nematodes 

through 2021, opening an opportunity for business 

development to con#nue to supply the biocontrol 

nematodes to area farmers. While one nematode rearing 

business has been developed as a result of this research, 

others are needed. The Shields’ Lab will assist individuals 

seriously interested in rearing the biocontrol nematodes as a 

business. Farmers who wish to rear their own biocontrol 

nematodes may also contact the Shields’ Lab for assistance. 

It requires three to five years to totally inoculate a farm with 

nematodes to reduce the snout beetle popula#ons to a 

manageable level.  

For more informa#on, contact Antonio Testa of the Shields’ 

Lab at 607-591-1493, at28@cornell.edu, or call Cornell 

Coopera#ve Extension NNY Field Crops Specialists Mike 

Hunter, 315-788-8602, or Ki�y O’Neil, 315-853-1218. 

The use of this biocontrol developed in Northern New York is 

now being trialed in several U.S. states. 

Funding for the Northern New York Agricultural 

Development Program is supported by the New York State 

Senate and administered by the New York State Department 

of Agriculture and Markets. Learn more at 

www.nnyagdev.org.  
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EverpreX (September 2017) is a new herbicide from Dupont, registered for use in corn and soybeans. It is a 7.62 EC formula-

#on of s-metolachlor (same as Cinch). It can be applied pre-emergence and post-emergence for residual weed control of many 

annual grasses and certain small seeded annual broadleaf weeds. It will not control emerged weeds. 

 

Harness MAX (September 2017) is a new herbicide from Monsanto, registered for use in field corn. It may be applied pre-

emergence and post-emergence up to 11” tall corn. It is a premix of Harness (acetochlor) and Callisto (mesotrione). It will pro-

vide pre-emergence control of annual grasses and broadleaf weeds as well as post-emergence control of some broadleaf 

weeds. 

 

ImpactZ (December 2017) is a new herbicide from AMVAC, registered for use on both field corn and sweet corn. ImpactZ is a 

premix of Impact (topramazone) and atrazine. It can be applied from emergence through 12” tall corn providing post-

emergence ac#vity on many annual grass and broadleaf weeds. 

 

Axial XL (January 2018) is a new herbicide from Syngenta, registered for use on both winter and spring wheat and barley. 

Axial XL is a post-emergence herbicide for the control of grass weeds. This herbicide is the first and only currently registered 

herbicide in New York that will control grasses in spring barley. It will control foxtails (green, yellow and giant), barnyardgrass, 

Italian ryegrass, and volunteer oat, plus others. It can be tank 

mixed with many different broadleaf herbicides to provide a 

one-pass weed control applica#on in wheat and barley.  

NOTE: Axial XL is not registered for use in oats. If you have 

been growing oats and deal with foxtail pressure each year 

you may want to explore the possibility of switching to spring 

barley. This will provide the opportunity to control the foxtail 

with the post-emergence applica6on of Axial XL. 

New Field Crop Herbicides for 2018 
By Mike Hunter 
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Dairy  
Cow Comfort Conference Recap: Animal Welfare, Robots and 
Economics 
By Kimberley Morrill 

  
The 2018 Cow Comfort Conference was held February 6

th
–7

th
 

in Syracuse, NY. The first speaker of the conference was 

Jessica Ziehm, NY Animal Agriculture Coali#on. Her talk 

“Stand Up For What You Stand For” discussed the 

importance of image and how farming requires a social 

license to operate. Her talk provided 6 steps to stand up for 

what you stand for: 1) own your ac#ons, 2) be transparent, 

3) be passionate and real, 4) find shared values, 5) listen, and 

6) invest in goodwill. It concluded with the statement “don’t 

let someone else tell your story, you may not like the 

ending”. This was a great way to kick off the discussions 

surrounding cow comfort for the next day. 

 

The morning session also included discussion on Lindsay 

Ferlito and Betsy Hick’s research project evalua#ng lameness 

and lying #me in #estalls, and Kim Morrill’s discussion on 

emerging issues in the dairy industry. “Cow Comfort, 

Through Good Times and Bad” presented by David Darr, 

President DFA Farm services, started off the aJernoon 

discussion and complimented Jessica’s presenta#on. Darr 

stated that “things will go wrong - more people are watching 

what we do and there’s more risk to all of our business”. He 

went through examples of animal abuse allega#ons, and how 

the farms were able to refute the claims. Key take homes 

from his talk included: having controls in place (wri�en 

protocols, trainings, animal iden#fica#on, record keeping, 

cameras, and documented herd health plans), and if you 

think you have an issue, reach out for help before it 

explodes. Darr also shared that the new focus is labor, which 

includes worker safety as well as socio-economic well-being.  

 

“How to Create a Culture of Care on Your Dairy”, presented 

by Molly Scoville, Merck Animal Health, focused on the 

drivers for animal care, both on- and off-farm. Molly dove 

into crea#ng a culture of care and the Merck Dairy Care 365 

program. Dairy Care 365 provides resources on animal care 

commitments, standard opera#ng procedures, training 

modules, animal care resources, and local workshops. All of 

these resources help meet the Na#onal FARM Program 3.0 

requirements. Day one wrapped up with Curt Gooch, PRO-

DAIRY, talking about “Cow Cooling and Ven#la#on”.  

 

The conversa#on on the second day shiJed towards cow 

comfort in maternity pens and onto robo#cs. Dr. Katy 

Proudfoot, The Ohio State University, kicked off the morning 

with a discussion on “Cow Comfort in the Maternity Pen”. 

Katy’s presenta#on focused on what is the natural behavior 

of a species, specifically around calving, and what is her 

preference, i.e. her comfort zone? Cows like to calve 

separately from the herd, in seclusion if possible. Katy 

discussed op#ons of using a calving blind in a group pen 

inside to provide some seclusion. Katy’s take home message 

was: cows like seclusion at calving #me and if they have 

access to a blind they might not calve in it, but they will 

move their calf into it shortly aJer birth. Look for more 

updates on this research as Katy shared that she is working 

with the Miner Ins#tute in Chazy, NY, to delve further into 

this topic. 

 

Robots, robots, and more robots were the topics of the last 

few speakers at the conference. Dr. Trevor DeVries, 

University of Guelph, talked about “Cow Comfort on Robo#c 

Dairy Farms”. Trevor’s first discussion point focused on 

“what are the impediments to successful milking in robo#c 

farms”? The answer was: 1) cows that don’t want to go milk 

(mobility of the cow), and 2) cows that cannot milk when 

they want to (barn design and management). While both of 

these issues were discussed, the focus was on mobility. 

Trevor shared that lame cows are 2.2 #mes more likely to 

have to be fetched (someone has to find her and move her 

to the robot) as compared to sound cows. He also shared 

that not only are lame cows less likely to visit the robot, they 

produce less milk (3.5 pounds/day) than sound cows. While 

this point was specifically #ed to robo#c facili#es, many of 

the factors that impact lameness hold true for all facility 

types, and include stalls that are too small, lunge space 

obstruc#ons, narrow feed alleys, use of ma�resses 

compared to deep bedding, and high stocking densi#es. 

Trevor’s take away message was that robo#c milking 

presents many opportuni#es for dairy producers, however, 

addi#onal challenges may exist and need to be addressed. 

These challenges include: ensuring the cows have adequate 

#me and the desire to milk voluntarily, good mobility, 

comfortable stalls and res#ng surfaces, and good access to 

the milking units, lying stalls, and feed bunk. 

 

Now that everyone was excited about robo#cs, Jason 

Karszes, PRO-DAIRY, presented informa#on on “Milking 

System Investment”. One of Jason’s key points was when 

making an investment decision, we need to compare it to 
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something. If we only look at one op#on, what’s the right 

answer? Jason provided 5 ideas for different approaches for 

inves#ng in milking ac#vi#es that could decrease issues 

associated with labor: 1) remodel the current system, 2) 

automa#c milking system, 3) oversized parlor, 4) pay labor 

more, and 5) become an employer of choice. He also 

discussed the ques#on “what if the decision doesn’t meet the 

goals or accomplish what is desired”? How should we handle 

that, can we create an exit plan or a management change to 

address that? Next, Bruce Dehm, Agricultural Economist from 

Dehm Associates, LLC, discussed “Whole Farm Financial 

Comparison of Robo#c Milking Farms vs. Parlor Milking 

Farms”. Of the farms analyzed in the benchmark, 14 were 

robo#c herds and 43 milked in parlors.  His analysis of the 

herds showed they had iden#cal costs when looking at a per 

hundredweight basis, but certain line items of expenses were 

very different between the two comparisons. Hired labor 

expense was much lower on robo#c herds, as well 

as purchased forage and livestock supplies. Higher 

costs on robot herds included feed concentrates, 

owner draw, u#li#es, and machine hire and rent. 

These differences were also observed on a per cow 

basis. Term debt service was very similar at $2.75 

for robots and $2.73 for parlors per cwt. In 

summary, the prac#ce of subs#tu#ng capital for 

labor is not a new idea for our industry. With rising 

labor costs, low interest rates, and technological 

improvements within robot systems, the op#on of 

farms moving towards robo#c milking systems may 

be a viable one.   

 

The 2018 Cow Comfort Conference covered lots of 

great topics ranging from challenges facing the dairy 

industry to inves#ng in the future. In today’s 

industry, producers have to think about cow 

comfort from several different angles. Dairy 

farmers, first and foremost, have to constantly 

strive to keep up with improving cow comfort for 

their animals, whether it be by paying a�en#on to 

new research on animal behavior around calving, 

adap#ng stalls to growing cow size, or building new 

facili#es to ensure they meet standards. Producers 

also have to look at cow comfort through the lens of 

the non-farm audience. Are the things we do as an 

industry able to be backed up by sound science? Do 

people know how much farmers care about their 

land, animals, and way of life? Thirdly, producers 

have to make changes for their business that make 

sense in terms of profitability, even if it means 

making a dras#c change like moving towards using 

robo#c milkers. These changes need to be explored 

on individual opera#ons, and having benchmarks 

put out by service providers helps to shed light on numbers 

behind making a switch. 

 

Thank you to the presenters, sponsors, organizing commi�ee, 

and a�endees for making the 2018 Cow Comfort Conference 

a success! We look forward to building our 2019 program. 

 

2018 Cow Comfort Sponsors: Acumen, Farmer Boy, Finger 

Lakes Dairy Services, Novus Interna#onal, ASAP Interiors, DFA, 

Farm Credit East, Holts Nelson, Merck, Rapp Nutri#on, and 

North Brook Farms. 
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Does Clinical Mastitis in One Quarter Increase the Risk of Sub-
clinical Mastitis in Another Quarter? 
By Kimberley Morrill 

 
Mas##s is generally classified as clinical or subclinical based 

on the degree of inflamma#on in the mammary gland. 

Clinical mas##s is characterized by visual abnormali#es in 

the milk (flakes, clots, or watery appearance) and/or udder 

(hot to the touch, swelling, and sensi#vity). Cows with 

clinical mas##s oJen show systemic symptoms including 

fever, dehydra#on, and going off feed. Subclinical mas##s is 

when the mammary gland is inflamed and the milk or the 

cow do not show visual signs of infec#on. Although milk 

appears normal, subclinical cows oJen produce less milk, 

with a high soma#c cell (SCC), and these cows can also be a 

source of infec#on for herd mates. 

 

Clinical mas##s is an expensive disease in the dairy industry 

($200 to $400 per clinical case). The most common 

approach to treatment and management of cows with 

clinical mas##s is to focus efforts on the quarter(s) with 

abnormal milk and signs of inflamma#on, disregarding 

quarters with visibly normal milk. Current recommenda#ons 

for pathogen-based mas##s treatment protocols focusing 

on the quarter(s) with abnormal milk result in a decrease in 

an#bio#c use and increase in saleable milk. However, we 

need to ask ourselves if the clinical infec#on is just the #p of 

the iceberg. 

 

Previous research es#mates that 67% of cows that have a 

quarter with clinical mas##s also have a subclinical infec#on 

in a different quarter. Trea#ng only the clinical quarter 

(hopefully) cures the infec#on, but only in that quarter. The 

subclinical infec#on in the other quarter(s) remains 

untouched. While the cow may self-cure, it’s more likely 

that she will con#nue to have a high SCC and lowered 

produc#on. If the quarter does not self-cure, she may 

develop clinical mas##s in the quarter or be a chronic 

offender on the high SCC list. 

 

Detec#ng subclinical mas##s is a challenge as there are no 

visible abnormali#es to the milk. Soma#c cell count is the 

most common method to determine if a mammary gland is 

infected. A monthly DHI sample analyzed for SCC will 

provide you with individual cow data, but not individual 

quarter data. Cow side, a producer can use a CMT paddle to 

evaluate milk quality at the quarter level and poten#ally 

iden#fy subclinical infec#ons prior to them becoming a 

clinical infec#on. Addi#onally, producers can submit milk 

samples to be analyzed for pathogens. Failure to iden#fy 

and properly treat subclinical infec#ons can lead to poorer 

quality milk, lower produc#on, and a loss of income for the 

producer. 

 

In 2016, the Northern NY 

Agricultural Development 

Program (NNYADP) funded a teat 

dip trial. During this study, 15 

clinical events were recorded 

and all four quarters (clinical and 

nonclinical) were sampled and 

submi�ed to QMPS for 

microbiological culture. Of the 15 

clinical quarters, seven resulted in a posi#ve culture 

indica#ng mas##s pathogen presence. Of the 45 clinically 

“normal” quarters sampled, 19 quarters (45%) had a 

posi#ve culture result and were classified as having a 

subclinical infec#on. Nine of the cows had nega#ve culture 

results from the clinical quarter and would not have been 

treated using current pathogen-based treatment 

recommenda#ons. In addi#on, 4 cows with a clinical 

mas##s quarter also had mas##s pathogens in other 

quarters and would have poten#ally benefi�ed from 

treatment in those subclinical quarters.   

 

If subclinically infected quarters in cows with a case of 

clinical mas##s have major mas##s pathogens present that 

would benefit from an#bio#c therapy and from reducing the 

risk of becoming chronically infected, it is important to 

minimize the risk of infec#on and determine the most 

economical approach for the farm to screen for these 

infec#ons.   

 

We are currently wrapping up a follow-up study, focused on 

evalua#ng the risk of subclinical mas##s in quarters of cows 

with clinical signs of mas##s in another quarter in 

comparison to animals that do not have clinical mas##s in 

any quarter (control group). Our hypothesis is that cows 

with clinical mas##s in one quarter are at a higher risk of 

subclinical mas##s in otherwise normal quarters when 

compared to a healthy control group. Addi#onally, we will 

be assessing the risk for subclinical quarters to remain 

chronically infected with a high SCC, which may explain why 

some cows do not achieve “clinical cure” or low SCC aJer 

treatment of clinical quarters. We look forward to analyzing 

the data and sharing the results with you in the near future. 
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Plan 
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St. Lawrence Valley Produce Auction Opens Spring 2018  
By Lindsey Pashow 

Harvest NY 

A produce auc#on is an auc#on where farmers can sell farm products at a fair market price without compe#ng with neighbor-

ing producers. It allows the farmer to concentrate on growing a good product and spend less #me having to market, since the 

product is going to be sold at the produce auc#on. At a produce auc#on buyers can find a variety of products including flowers, 

hanging baskets, bedding plants, vegetables, fruit, hay, and straw.  

 

Currently there are seven produce auc#ons in New York State with the eighth produce auc#on opening in spring 2018. The 

eighth produce auc#on will be located in North Bangor (Franklin County). In October 2016, the first exploratory mee#ng was 

held in Franklin County to determine if star#ng a produce auc#on in northern NY was of interest. It was determined that a pro-

duce auc#on would be of great benefit to the farmers. An addi#onal mee#ng was held in December 2016, to establish a Board 

of Directors that would move forward with finding a loca#on for the auc#on and start the establishment of the auc#on. In 

2017, the board decided to set up an S-corpora#on and designate the produce auc#on the “St. Lawrence Valley Produce Auc-

#on”. The board and communi#es have been hard at work clearing the land and building throughout the year.  

 

The St. Lawrence Valley Produce Auc#on plans to open Tuesday, May 1
st

, 2018, in #me for Mother’s Day flower sales. A short 

video regarding NY State produce auc#ons can be found online (h�p://www.cornell.edu/video/new-york-state-produce-

auc#ons). If you would like addi#onal informa#on on being a buyer or selling at the produce auc#on please contact Lindsey 

Pashow (CCE Harvest NY) at lep67@cornell.edu or 518-569-3073.  
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BQA 

Chute-Side Training 
Beef Quality Assurance (BQA), is a commitment made by beef producers to follow the best prac#ces of animal health, food 

safety, and animal handling techniques to ensure a safe, wholesome food supply to consumers. Beef producers who get BQA 

cer#fied are taking the proper steps in ensuring consumers a safe, abundant food supply and are up to date on the best prac-

#ces of their industry.  

Loca#on:  Center Dale Farm 

                                                David and Evelyn Hawthorne 

                         28206 St. Rt. 126 

                         Black River, NY 13612     

                   

       Time: Saturday March 3, 2018  

                   10:00 am – 12:00 pm 

 
• Ron Kuck (CCE Jefferson County) will discuss how to body condi#on score 

cows and the impact on calving and reproduc#on. 

• Opportunity to evaluate USDA Feeder Grade frame sizes. 

• This is Tier 2 training. For Tier 1, complete training on line at www.bqa.org. 

• Please pre-register. 

• Dress warmly for the weather. 
 

RSVP:  Mellissa Spence - 315-376-5274 or mms427@cornell.edu 

    Ron Kuck - 315-704-8810 

Northern NY Beef Producers Associa#on - Region 7 
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Winter is not the season when people think about tents, 

except maybe to be glad they don’t live in one. I do have 

friends who love winter camping, and the fact they have 

never extended an invita#on is evidence of how much they 

value our friendship. 

 

Oddly enough, winter is a crucial #me to look for signs of 

forest-tent caterpillars (FTC). In spite of their name, FTC do 

not weave a silken tent-like nest as do their close cousins the 

eastern tent caterpillar (ETC). The tent-less lifestyle of FTC 

makes it harder to spot outbreaks in spring. Records indicate 

the popula#on of this na#ve pest spikes at irregular intervals, 

generally between 6 and 20 years apart, at which #me they 

can cause near-total defolia#on at high popula#ons. The 

damage occurs within 5-6 weeks in May and June. Trees 

grow a new set of leaves by mid- to late July, but at great 

cost in terms of lost energy reserves, and aJerward they are 

more vulnerable to other pests and diseases. The problem is 

compounded by the fact that FTC outbreaks historically last 3 

years on average. Successive defolia#ons are more likely to 

cause tree mortality. 

 

Foresters and woodlot owners may want to learn more 

about tent-cats this winter, but maple producers should pay 

special a�en#on to the situa#on, as sugar maples (which leaf

-out earlier than oaks and ash) are a preferred food for the 

FTC, possibly their favorite. Since the female FTC moth 

primarily lays eggs in maples, outbreaks begin early in maple 

stands.  

 

This past year, parts of northern NY from the Vermont 

border all the way across to Jefferson and Lewis Coun#es 

saw localized but severe outbreaks of forest-tent caterpillars. 

The New York State Department of Environmental 

Conserva#on (NYSDEC) has confirmed that at least 200,000 

acres of NNY forest, predominantly sugar maple, were 

stripped bare. The most troubling aspect of last year’s 

defolia#on is that nearly all affected maples failed to grow 

new leaves, though in a few cases some did to a small 

degree. This is unprecedented. Foresters agree the 

phenomenon is related to the 2016 drought, when record-

seKng low soil moisture damaged tree root systems so badly 

trees were too weak to push out a new flush of leaves 

following the 2017 FTC a�ack. It is normal to assume tree 

roots dive deep in search of water, but a lack of oxygen at 

depth limits them. In fact, 90% of tree roots are in the upper 

10” of soil, with 98% in the top 18 inches. In long dry spells, 

tree roots die back, star#ng with the network of fine 

absorbing (“feeder”) roots.  

 

Maple producers in FTC-affected areas should expect sap-sugar 

concentra#ons to be a frac#on of a percent this season, in 

contrast to normal concentra#ons between 2 and 3 percent. 

According to Cornell Extension Forester Peter Smallidge, those 

with reverse-osmosis capability may s#ll get a substan#al crop 

in 2018. Some small producers with FTC damage, however, are 

op#ng not to harvest sap this season, partly for financial 

reasons, but also to spare their maples further stress. Maria 

MoskaLee, Forest Health Specialist & Field Crew Supervisor 

with NYSDEC’s Forest Health Unit, spot-checked throughout 

northern NY this fall for FTC egg masses, which is the way to 

tell how far the pest may have spread, and how severe an 

outbreak is likely to be. Maria told me that in general, the FTC 

outbreak will probably be severe again, and that it has spread 

significantly beyond 2017 boundaries. 

  

Weather is the FTC’s biggest enemy. Their eggs survive 

extreme cold, but winter thaws are bad for them. Foresters 

have their fingers crossed that this winter’s freeze-thaw trend 

con#nues. Cool springs are even more deadly for tent-cats. At 

55°F and below, their diges#ve tract shuts down. They are able 

to feed, but if it remains cool, they will starve to death with full 

bellies.  

 

Whether or not a woodlot owner or maple producer had any 

forest-tent caterpillars in 2017, Cornell Coopera#ve Extension 

and the NYSDEC want to encourage landowners to look for FTC 

this winter. Naja Kraus of the NYSDEC has wri�en clear and 

detailed instruc#ons on surveying for FTC. It is en#tled “Forest 

Tent Caterpillar Egg Mass Sampling,” and you can find it at 

www.dec.ny.gov/docs/lands_forests_pdf/Jc01.pdf  

If you do not have access to a computer, call Cornell 

Coopera#ve Extension at 315-379-9192 to have a copy mailed. 

 

Not in Tents, Just Intense 
By Paul Hetzler, CCE St. Lawrence County 
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The Right Feed. The Right Time. The Right Place. 

The Right Company 
Our Dairy Specialists: Terry White, Sco� Durant, and Mike Watson (ARPAS Cer#fied) 

 
 Gold Star Dairy Services: 

• Commodity Contrac#ng   • Ra#on Balancing on NDS Rumen Model 

• Farm Goals 2.1    • Feed Delivery on Company Owned Trucks 

 Becky Worley 
NACHURS Marketing Coordinator 

  
PHONE (740) 382-5701 

x233 
TOLL FREE  (800) 622-

4877 
421 Leader Street 
Marion, OH 43302 

worleyb@nachurs.com 
  

                 visit us online: 
    www.nachurs.com     

   
  

Custom HarvestCustom HarvestCustom HarvestCustom Harvest    

 
 

 

 

 

Chopping, Hauling, Bunk  

Packing, and Baling 

 

 

Justin Yoder 

1890 Hobbs Rd 

Mannsville, NY 13661 

315-408-5616 
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What’s Happening in the Ag CommunityWhat’s Happening in the Ag CommunityWhat’s Happening in the Ag CommunityWhat’s Happening in the Ag Community    

Hay/Pasture School, see page 14 for more informa6on.  

Herd Manager Training Program, see page 8 for more informa6on. 

Clinton County Tiestall Barn Mee6ng, March 6, 10am-12pm, 249 Thompson Rd, Mooers, NY, FREE! 

Franklin County Tiestall Barn Mee6ng, March 1, 12:30-2:30pm, 159 Taylor Rd, North Bangor, NY, FREE! 

CCE North Country Regional Ag Team 

203 North Hamilton Street 

Watertown, New York 13601 

Please note that Cornell University Coopera#ve Extension, nor any representa#ve thereof, makes any representa#on of any 

warranty, express or implied, of any par#cular result or applica#on of the informa#on provided by us or regarding any product. If a 

product or pes#cide is involved, it is the sole responsibility of the User to read and follow all product labelling and instruc#ons and 

to check with the manufacturer or supplier for the most recent informa#on. Nothing contained in this informa#on should be 

interpreted as an express or implied endorsement of any par#cular product, or as cri#cism of unnamed products. The informa#on 

we provide is not a subs#tute for pes#cide labeling.   


