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You don’t need to be using AI to reap the 
benefits of estrus synchronization; it can 
work with natural service, too! 

Estrus synchronization can help tighten your 
calving window, resulting in a more uniform 

calf crop.  
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Benefits of Estrus Synchronization and Artificial Insemination 
By Mark Z. Johnson, Oklahoma State University Extension Beef Cattle Breeding Specialist  

Regardless of when your calving season occurs, manipulating 
the reproductive process of your cow herd can result in 
shorter breeding and calving seasons. Accordingly, more 
calves born earlier in the calving season result in an older, 
heavier, more uniform calf crop when you wean.  Shortened 
calving seasons permit improvements in herd health and 
management such as timing of vaccinations and practices that 
add to calf value with less labor requirements (or at the very 
least concentrating labor efforts into a shorter time 
frame).  Cows that are closer to the same stage of gestation 
can also be fed and grouped accordingly which facilitates a 
higher level of management. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Estrus synchronization can be used for natural mating or 
breeding by Artificial Insemination (AI). Synchronization 
protocols permit us to concentrate the labor needed for heat 
detection to a few days, and in some cases eliminate the need 
for heat detection when cows can be bred on a timed 
basis.  Choosing an estrous synchronization protocol which 
can be used with AI or natural mating can be difficult as a 
number of synchronization methods are available.  Traditional 
protocols are designed to mimic or control the corpus luteum 
on the ovary.  Newer protocols have been designed to control 
ovulation and/or the follicular waves that occur on the ovary 
during the 21-day estrous cycle.  Estrus synchronization 
systems vary in cost, labor required, and 
effectiveness.  Management decisions regarding 
synchronization should be based on answers to the following 
questions: 

1) Do you have adequate labor and facilities to successfully 
implement the management practices involved?   
Most synchronization protocols will require at least two trips 
through the chute, plus at least one more if breeding by 
AI.  Heat detection will require labor for several hours, twice a 
day to observe standing heats.  Labor will be required to sort 
cows. 
 

2) Do you have an AI technician available for the duration of 
time you will be AI breeding cows? 
 

3) Cost of synchronization protocols can vary significantly. Is 
the cost justified?  
Whatever method you determine best fits your operation, be 
sure to use the correct synchronization product at the 
recommended time and follow Beef Quality Assurance 
practices when administering the product.   
 

4) Have you identified an AI sire(s) offering the genetic 
potential to increase your profit potential relative to your 
intended marketing endpoint or use of calves sired? 
 

Use of AI permits us to get more cows bred to genetically 
superior sires for traits of economic importance to our 
operation's production and marketing goals.  Synchronization 
at the onset of breeding season, results in more cows having 
heats in the first 18 - 25 days of breeding season.  Female's 
return heats will remain synchronized to a degree, which gives 
a second chance to AI each female in the early part of 
breeding season.  Without any synchronization, herd 
managers are faced with a 21 days of continual estrus 
detection and typically only one opportunity for AI in most 
females. 
 

Bottom Line: Estrus synchronization can be an important 
management tool to get cows settled as early in the breeding 
season as possible and get cows bred to bulls with highest 
possible genetic value.  A defined breeding season is 
important to permit meaningful record keeping, timely 
management and profit potential.  Maintaining a 60-to-75-day 
breeding and calving season can be one of the most important 
management tools for cow calf producers.  
 

Mark Johnson, OSU Extension beef cattle breeding specialist, 
explains the process of heat synchronization in cow herds on 
SunUp TV from April 16, 2022. https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=2GFR5baoRls&list=PLglOSpV-Tcac6-
pVMv0BEAk78_7tJCuap&index=52   ▪ 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2GFR5baoRls&list=PLglOSpV-Tcac6-pVMv0BEAk78_7tJCuap&index=52
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2GFR5baoRls&list=PLglOSpV-Tcac6-pVMv0BEAk78_7tJCuap&index=52
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2GFR5baoRls&list=PLglOSpV-Tcac6-pVMv0BEAk78_7tJCuap&index=52


 

 
RFID tags are not required by law, but can be 

used as a means of official identification 
(required) when moving animals across state 

lines. 

The use of RFID tags is a best management 
practice for those raising cattle, swine, and 
captive deer. 
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Radio frequency identification tags, commonly known as RFID 
tags, are one of the USDA-approved official identification tags 
for cattle, deer, and swine. While not yet required by law, the 
use of these tags is increasing, with the goal being to have all 
producers using them. This article shares some information 
on what these tags are, how they work, and how you can 
order them for free for your herd. 
 

What is an RFID tag? 
These tags are technologically very simple. They are a button 
tag that shares a unique 15 digit ID number that will follow 
the animal through it’s life. There are some non-official tags 
out there, but the official tag is what’s called an 840 RFID tag. 
This tamper-evident tag sports the US shield, a 15-digit 
number starting with “840”, the manufacturer’s logo, the 
statement, “Unlawful to Remove”, and an RFID chip 
embedded inside. 
 

How does the tag work?  
The individual number on the tag can be used by the producer 
for tracking in addition to standard ear tags. However, the tag 
number is also digitized on the RFID chip. This allows for quick 
identification of animals by officials using a quick scan should 
the animals need to be inventoried during a disease 

outbreak. By knowing where cattle are across the country and 
identifying cattle of unknown origin quickly, diseases can be 
contained rapidly, limiting spread to additional animals.  

 

Who needs to use these tags? 
NYS law states that all cattle moving across state lines should 
be permanently identified with a USDA approved ear tag. This 
can include an RFID tag. Even if not intending to move cattle 
out of the state, it’s good practice to begin using them in 
addition to standard farm ID tags. Tags are free from Ag and 
Markets, so besides adding a line in your cattle records for 
this additional identification number, there’s very little extra 
work needed on the producer’s end.  
 

Where can I get tags?  
NYS Department of Ag and Markets supplies free tags and tag 
applicators to farmers across NYS.      
Forms can be found by visiting https://agriculture.ny.gov/
system/files/documents/2023/01/ai-
489_order_form_producer_ear_tags.pdf We have also 
included a form on the following page that you can fill out, cut 
out, and send in to NYS Ag and Markets.   ▪ 

RFID Tags - The What, Why and How 
By Amy Barkley, Livestock and Beginning Farm Specialist, Southwest New York Dairy, Livestock and Field Crops Program  

 

How To Get A Replacement FAMACHA Card 
By Amy Barkley, Livestock and Beginning Farm Specialist, Southwest New York Dairy, Livestock and Field Crops Program  

If used frequently, FAMACHA cards should be replaced 
every 2-3 years to ensure that the color swatches on the 
cards remain accurate. If used less frequently and kept in a 
dark place, these cards may last longer. Old, lost, or 
damaged cards can now be replaced through a partnership 
with LSU. 
 
If you are FAMACHA certified you can get replacement 
FAMACHA cards by contacting Dr. Vatta's Parasitology Lab at 
Louisiana State University. You will need to send an email 
to famacha@lsu.edu saying you need information on 
ordering a replacement FAMACHA card.   
 
You will need to verify that you are FAMACHA certified by 
either telling them when and at what workshop you were 
certified at and possibly who the instructor was OR by 
attaching a photo of your certification form. 

FAMACHA Card 
www.acsrpc.org 

https://agriculture.ny.gov/system/files/documents/2023/01/ai-489_order_form_producer_ear_tags.pdf
https://agriculture.ny.gov/system/files/documents/2023/01/ai-489_order_form_producer_ear_tags.pdf
https://agriculture.ny.gov/system/files/documents/2023/01/ai-489_order_form_producer_ear_tags.pdf
mailto:famacha@lsu.edu


 

 

Cut this page out, fill out the back, and 
mail your order in to Ag and Markets. 

For any questions, please contact  
Amy Barkley:  

amb544@cornell.edu 
716-640-0844 
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Cut this page out to mail your order in to Ag 
and Markets. 
 

For any questions, please contact  
Amy Barkley:  

amb544@cornell.edu 
716-640-0844 
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To participate in DFBS, or to be included in 
our NYFVI research project, please contact 

Katelyn Walley-Stoll by calling  
716-640-0522.  
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COMING SOON -  

New York Cash Rent and Custom 

Harvest Rates Survey 

Farmers, agribusinesses, and 

community members are invited 

to participate in this first  

state-wide survey of its kind.  

 

With research funds from New York 

Farm Viability, Katelyn Walley-Stoll is 

leading a statewide effort to collect 

valuable data on land rental rates by 

perceived quality and custom 

harvest rates for commonly sought 

services.  

 

We’re incredibly grateful for these 

funds, the participation of our 

farmer steering committee, and the 

extension educators and specialists 

across the state who are a part of 

this effort.  

 

The formal survey will be released 

soon with data collection efforts over 

the next couple of months.  

Dairy Farm Business Summary Report 
By Jason Karszes and Lauren Augello, Cornell PRO-DAIRY 

The third Dairy Farm Business Summary Preliminary Progress 
Report is complete for the 2022 business year.  
 

The average of all farm section summarizes 111 farms that 
participated in the DFBS from 2021 and 2022 and 115 farms 
that participated in 2022. Some highlights from the average 
report include the following:   
 

• The average number of cows and milk sold per farm both 
increased 2 percent, while there was a 0 percent change 
in milk pounds sold per cow.  

• Hay and corn silage dry matter per acre decreased 11 
percent and 4 percent respectively. This contributes to 
the 28 percent decrease in crop revenue per cwt. All crop 
input cost categories increased in 2022.  

• Hired labor costs per cwt increased 5 percent from 2021. 
Cost per hired worker equivalent increased 6.3 percent. 
Labor efficiency also increased slightly with cows per 
worker increasing 0.7 percent and milk sold per worker 
increasing 1.1 percent.  

• Total farm operating costs per cwt increased 18 percent. 
• Net milk price increased 37 percent from 2021. 
• 78 percent of accrual operating expense categories per 

cwt. increased in 2022.  
• While most farm operating cost categories increased, the 

increase in milk price more than offset the increase in 
costs, leading to an increase in net farm income without 
appreciation per cwt. of 167 percent.  

Participating in the Dairy Farm Business 
Summary program is free, informational, and 
a great way to evaluate and benchmark your 
farm’s productivity. 



 

 
Inspect and perform maintenance on 
sprinklers, shade structures, and cloths, 
fans, other ventilation systems, and water 
systems before the temperature rise. 

8 - May 2023  

If you need help evaluating your heat 
abatement strategies, please get in touch 

with Camila Lage at 607-422-6788 or 
cd546@cornell.edu.  

Summer Is Almost Here: It’s Time To Do Heat Abatement Maintenance - PSU Extension 
By Emily Fread, Penn State University Extension  

Inspect and perform maintenance on sprinklers, shade 
structures and cloths, fans and other ventilation systems, and 

water systems before the temperature rises. 
 

It has been well established in the dairy industry that heat 
stress negatively affects all animals on the farm during the 
summer. Lactating cows experience fluctuations in fat and 
protein yields as well as lowered milk production and dry matter 
intake. Heat stress in dry cows leads to shorter gestation 
lengths, challenging transition periods, and reduced production 
in the subsequent lactation. Heat stress in calves and heifers 
affects growth rates and disease. It is essential to provide heat 
abatement to all animals on the farm, regardless of age group 
or stage of lactation. Heat abatement can be supplied in three 
ways: shade, air, and water. 
Shade can be provided on pasture with trees or a shade 
structure. When shade is provided on pasture, it has been 
shown to decrease aggressive behaviors toward other animals 
and increase rumination, grazing, and resting time (Kendall et 
al., 2006; Vizzoto et al., 2015). Shade can also increase milk 
production when provided for lactating animals on pasture. 
There are several variables to consider when building shade 
structures: whether they will be permanent or moveable and 
the cost of materials. Some producers employing rotational 
grazing practices may want to move their shade from pasture to 
pasture. Many portable shade structures are built with a steel 
frame and can be pulled around pastures with equipment or are 
collapsible for easy transport. Mobile shade structures can be 
constructed with corrugated steel coverings or shade cloth. 
Shade cloths must be replaced every few years due to damage; 
corrugated steel may have a higher initial investment, but it also 
has a longer life than shade cloth. When summer is over, 
consider what will happen to your shade structures over the 
winter. If your system includes a shade cloth, it can be ripped or 
damaged by the weight of snow, so the shade cloth should be 
removed, or the structure should be collapsed before winter 
weather. If shade structures are left on pasture over the winter, 
they should be inspected in the spring to assess any damage 
and need for replacement. Shade cloths should also be 
inspected at the end of the summer season to assess damage 
due to birds. 
 

While shade looks straightforward in a barn, it is essential to 
consider where the sun shines into pens at different times of 
the day. Ideally, barns should be oriented east-west to prevent 
solar radiation from shining in (Tyson, 2017), but that is only 
sometimes possible due to land constraints and the direction of 
prevailing winds. If the sun is shining into the barn during hot 

summer days, adding a shade cloth to the side of the barn may 
be beneficial. This shade cloth could prevent cows from 
bunching at one end of the pen to be out of the sun's reach. 
When putting a shade cloth on the sidewall of a barn, 
ventilation must be considered. Since a shade cloth could block 
ventilation, it should be movable and taken down when the sun 
is not shining into the barn; it should also be removed or rolled 
down before winter. Another option would be putting a shade 
cloth on the outside of the barn parallel to the ground to move 
the shade line out from the barn; this option may be preferable 
as it would not block any air exchange. Similar to shade clothes 
on pasture, they should be inspected regularly for bird damage. 
 

Air exchange and velocity are paramount considerations for 
heat abatement when animals are housed in a barn. Providing 
animals with air exchange adequate for normal breathing and 
behaviors and enough air velocity to cool them during the 
summer is essential. Air exchange can be accomplished during 
the summer using tunnel or natural ventilation; circulation fans 
can increase air velocity. Fans and tunnel ventilation can only 
cool cows if functioning correctly, meaning maintenance should 
be performed to ensure this; dirty fans are less efficient. Spring 
fan maintenance should include cleaning all fan parts: blades, 
air inlets, motors, etc. All parts, including blades, belts, and 
cords should be inspected and replaced if damaged. The fan's 
manual from the manufacturer should also be checked to 
ensure proper lubrication (Huyser, ISU Extension and Outreach). 
The angle of fans should be considered when conducting fan 
maintenance. Your nutritionist or local extension educator may 
have an anemometer capable of measuring wind speed. Wind 
speed should be measured at cow lying and standing heights in 
stalls and standing height at the feed bunk. If wind speed is not 
at least five mph at lying and standing heights, fans may need to 
be reangled to a 15 to 20-degree angle (Tyson, 2017). Similar 
maintenance should be performed on exhaust fans in tunnel 
ventilation systems. 
 

Water is arguably the most important form of heat abatement 
for cows during the summer. One of the best ways a cow can 
cool herself down is by drinking cold water. When water is hot, 
it does not cool cows as much or as long as when they drink 
cold water (Bewley et al., 2008). If possible, water tanks should 
be placed underneath a shade structure on pasture to keep 
water temperatures cool and encourage drinking behavior. 
Dairy cattle will drink five to six more gallons of water on a hot 
day (Jones et al. 1999), so enough water should be provided for 
all animals, meaning 2.5 to 3.5 inches of trough space per 
animal (Tyson, 2017). Water tanks should be checked on hot 



 

 New to the Automated Milking System 
world or trying to understand if this 
technology is for you? Register for the 
webinar to learn from a NY farmer.   

May 2023 - 9 
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and cool days to see if the refill rate is high enough or if cows 
are waiting for a drink. Additional tanks may be considered for 
the summer if the tanks are not refilling fast enough. Water 
tanks should also be checked regularly for cleanliness, as some 
animals may like to stand in water to cool down during the 
summer. Water tanks should be cleaned regularly to prevent 
the spread of disease on your farm. If cows are standing in 
waterers regularly during the summer, a guard rail could be 
added around the tank similar to a feed rail.  
 

Water can also be utilized as a form of heat abatement 
through sprinklers/soakers. Not only can sprinklers increase 
milk production in lactating cattle, but they can also increase 
dry matter intake in all animals on the farm during heat stress 
(Igono et al., 1987). When sprinklers are located at the feed 
bunk, dairy cattle will spend an extra hour eating daily, 

offsetting some of the reduced dry matter intakes that come 
with heat stress (Chen et al., 2013). To perform spring 
maintenance, sprinkler lines, and sprinkler heads should be 
checked for debris and cleaned to ensure that water can flow 
out at an appropriate pressure. Debris may be a more 
prevalent problem if hard water is present on your farm. Pipes 
should also be checked for leaks and replaced if needed to 
conserve water. 
 

In conclusion, heat abatement is essential for every dairy 
animal, but it is only beneficial if it works properly. Spring 
maintenance should be performed on the three critical forms 
of heat abatement: shade, air, and water. When a heat 
abatement system works correctly, it can improve dairy 
welfare and animal performance.   ▪ 

  
How to successfully manage transition cows 

in AMS. Go to www.events.anr.msu.edu/
cowsAMS23 or email Camila at 

cd546@cornell.edu 



 

 
Prevention is the most overlooked weed 
management strategy.  The easiest way to 
control weeds is to not let them get 
established on your farm or in your field. 

Want help using the herbicide site of action 
lookup tool? Contact Katelyn Miller at     

716-640-2047.  
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Herbicide-Resistant Weed Management Strategies  
By Mike Hunter; Field Crop Specialist NCRAT, Adapted from PRO-DAIRY The Manager  

According to the International Survey of Herbicide Resistant 
Weeds, there are currently 515 unique cases (site of action x 
species) of herbicide resistant weeds globally. This organization 
also reports that weeds have evolved resistance to 21 of the 31 
known herbicide sites of action and 165 different herbicides. 
 

One or more herbicide resistant weed species can be found in 
every state in the Northeast and are present in major crop 
production areas across the country. Herbicide resistant weeds 
are not new. In 1977, a population of triazine resistant 
common lambsquarter found in a New York corn field was the 
first confirmed herbicide resistant weed in the Northeast. The 
list of herbicide resistant weed cases throughout the Northeast 
continues to grow as time goes on. Populations of horseweed 
(marestail) with resistance to both glyphosate and acetolactate 
synthase (ALS) herbicides are rapidly expanding. Herbicide 
resistant Palmer amaranth and tall waterhemp are found in the 
Northeast with reported cases of populations resistant to 
glyphosate, atrazine, and ALS herbicides.   
 

This situation has prompted refinements to control 
recommendations for these multiple resistant annual broadleaf 
weeds in field corn, soybeans, and wheat. Triazine, glyphosate 
and ALS herbicides have played, and will continue to play, an 
important role in field corn weed control programs. However, 
effective control programs for these resistant strains will 
involve the use of crop rotation and cultivation along with 
herbicide rotation and/or use of herbicide combinations that 
include herbicides with different sites of action (SOA). The SOA 
is the location in the plant where the herbicide acts or has its 
effect on the plant. These practices will also delay 
development of weed populations to these and other herbicide 
groups.  
 

The first line of defense for herbicide resistant weed 
management is knowing what weeds are present - proper 
identification and frequent monitoring of weed populations for 
early detection of any potential resistant weeds present. If 
resistant weed populations are identified early, it provides 
growers an opportunity to contain and minimize the spread to 
additional acres across the farm operation.  
 

START CLEAN, STAY CLEAN, CONTROL EMERGED WEEDS 
PRIOR TO PLANTING THE CROP  

This can be achieved by using either tillage or a preplant 
burndown herbicide.  This reduces the risk of not controlling 
the weeds after the crop has emerged. Once the crop has 
emerged, many of our effective preplant burndown herbicides 
are no longer an option to use. Utilizing practices 

that maintain weedfree fields, such as the use of soil residual 
herbicides or inter-row crop cultivation, reduces the chances 
for additional weed seed production.  
 

MINIMIZE HERBICIDE SELECTION PRESSURE  
Minimizing herbicide selection pressure on the weed 
populations is an effective strategy to delay the development 
of resistance. Rotating herbicides with different sites of action 
and the use of tank mixes or sequential applications that 
involve herbicides with different sites of action are key 
elements in herbicide resistance management plans. Emphasis 
should be placed on using herbicides with different sites of 
action in the tank mix. For this strategy to work, there must be 
products with at least two different sites of action that are 
effective on the targeted weed.   
 

To do this most effectively, everyone involved in decisions 
about weed management must have site of action 
classification for the herbicides readily available. The Weed 
Science Society of America (WSSA) has approved a numbering 
system to classify herbicides by their site of action (Mallory-
Smith, C.A. and Retzinger, E.J. 2003. Revised classification of 
herbicides by site of action for weed resistance management 
strategies. Weed Technol. 17:605-619). In this system, a group 
number is given to all herbicides with the same site of action. 
Take Action has a very handy SOA(s) herbicide lookup tool app 
found at: iwilltakeaction.com/app.  
 

CROP ROTATION  
Crop rotation can be another effective herbicide resistant 
weed management tool. Planting different crops allows for 
rotation of herbicides with different sites of action, reducing 
the weed’s exposure to the same chemistry in consecutive 
years. Diversity of crops in the rotation that have different 
planting dates, uses, and harvest schedules can disrupt the 
weed life cycle and competitiveness. For example, perennial 
forages crops such as alfalfa and grasses suppress many of the 
annual weeds. Multiple harvests of these forage crops during 
the growing season prevents many of these annual weeds from 
producing any seeds. Planting a winter cereal crop or other fall-
planted cover crop is an effective strategy to suppress 
horseweed growth. It works best if the crop is planted early 
enough to provide the necessary biomass to suppress the 
emerging horseweed.  
 

PREVENTION  
Prevention is the most overlooked weed management 
strategy.  The easiest way to control weeds is to not let them 

get established on your farm or in your field. 



 

 We hope to see any beginning or aspiring 
farmers on Thursday, May 18th at our free 

workshop in Steuben County! Tell your 
neighbors! 

DEC exam schedule has dates still available 
for Depew and Ellicottville. For more 
information on registering for an upcoming 
exam, reach out to Katelyn Miller.  
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Cleaning equipment to prevent the spread of weed seeds is an 
important weed control strategy. When harvesting a field with 
patches of resistant weeds, try to begin in the cleanest area of 
the field before harvesting the areas where the resistant weeds 
are present. If there are fields on the farm without resistant 
weeds, harvest those first and save the most infested fields for 
last.  
 

Purchasing used farm equipment from other states or areas 
with known herbicide resistant weed, such as tall waterhemp 
and Palmer amaranth, is a documented way to import new 
weeds to the farm. To demonstrate how weed seeds can be 
moved via combines, Cornell Cooperative Extension North 
Country Regional Ag Team field crop specialists worked with a 
grower that recently purchased a used combine from Illinois. It 

has been previously documented that combines can contain 
approximately 150 pounds of biomaterial (chaff, grain, weed 
seed). Prior to its use on the farm, the combine was thoroughly 
cleaned, the biomaterial was screened multiple times, and 
weed seeds were sorted out individually by hand. 
Approximately 97 percent of the weed seeds collected from the 
combine were tall waterhemp, a weed currently not found on 
this grower’s farm.   
 

Using diverse weed management techniques to prevent or slow 
the spread of herbicide resistant weeds is extremely important. 
Once herbicide resistant weeds become established on a farm 
it requires changes in management practices and weed control 
costs will be increased.     ▪ 
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resistance-management-getto-know-herbicide-sites-of-action/ Wallace, J. 2020.  
Cover Crops: An Effective Herbicide Resistance Management Tool. extension.psu.edu/ cover-crops-an-effective-herbicideresistance-management-tool 



 

 

It’s important to clarify and consider who 
will be using the accounting software and 
what their needs are. 
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Accounting shouldn’t be something you 
skimp on if it saves you time and money in 

the future. For more information about 
record keeping, contact Katelyn Walley-Stoll.  

Farm managers need sound financial records to prepare income 
tax returns, obtain financing from lenders, analyze new 
investments, and make business decisions with confidence. A 
strong financial accounting system is foundational to the 
success of any farm. Every accounting system has its costs and 
benefits, and a farm manager must analyze both to select the 
best option for their business. 
 

Over time, the relative costs and benefits of accounting systems 
change. Companies that develop accounting software regularly 
change program features and add new capabilities. They also 
adjust prices in pursuit of their own business goals. A farm’s 
accounting needs may also evolve in response to growth, 
diversification, or other changes to business operations or 
structure. A farm manager may wish to reevaluate their 
accounting system when facing any of these changes. 
 

In recent months, I have received a flood of questions about 
changes to the price and cost structure of QuickBooks Desktop 
accounting software. In the past, a thrifty business owner could 
pay once to download QuickBooks Desktop and use it for years 
without additional fees by forgoing the annual upgrades. 
However, 2021 was the final year that Intuit made QuickBooks 
Desktop available for a one-time fee. Beginning in 2022, new 
QuickBooks Desktop releases are only available with an annual 
subscription. Additional fees apply for payroll and other add-on 
services. Business owners accustomed to getting years of 
accounting software use for a one-time fee are concerned 
about the higher annual cost, and some are exploring 
alternatives. 
 

This article addresses the most common questions I have 
received from current QuickBooks Desktop users and presents a 
framework for accounting software decisions that can be 
applied more broadly. 
 

How long can I continue using an older version of QuickBooks 
Desktop? 
The answer to this question depends on which version you own, 
and which features you use. If you only use basic recordkeeping 
and accounting features, you may not need to upgrade. You can 
continue entering transactions and generating reports without 
issue. However, if you use an older version, you may have 
trouble sharing your company file with other QuickBooks users, 
like your accountant, who have the latest version.  
 

Alternative Accounting Systems 
If you are seeking an alternative to QuickBooks Desktop, 
QuickBooks Online is a natural option to consider.  

QuickBooks Online can 
automatically import transactions 
from bank accounts and credit cards, reducing time spent on 
manual data entry. You can use the following link to test drive a 
hypothetical company in QuickBooks Online for free without 
entering any personal information: https://qbo.intuit.com/
redir/testdrive. If you are considering accounting systems 
beyond QuickBooks, many options exist. While not 
comprehensive, here is a list that may be useful in guiding your 
research. The first six programs, listed alphabetically, are 
specifically designed for farm businesses. 
• AgSquared Farm Management Software 
• CenterPoint Farm Accounting Software 
• EasyFarm Accounting and Management Software 
• Farm Biz or Ultra Farm Accounting Software 
• FBS Systems Agricultural Software 
• PcMars Farm Accounting Software 

 

These three additional accounting programs are not farm-
specific, yet they may be adequate for the accounting needs of 
some small farm businesses. 
• GnuCash 
• Quicken 
• Wave  
 

There is no Such Thing as a Free Lunch 
It is important to remember that a “free” accounting system is 
not actually free. Recordkeeping and accounting work takes 
time, and that labor has a cost. If an owner does this work 
rather than an employee or an accounting firm, it can be easy to 
overlook the cost of their labor. However, farm owners have an 
infinite number of things they could do with their time if they 
were not sitting in front of a computer entering transactions. 
For this reason, it is critical to include the opportunity cost of 
owner labor when evaluating the true cost of an accounting 
system. 
 

To make the best possible decision for your farm, be sure to 
consider the true cost of each accounting system and its 
potential benefits when comparing alternatives.   ▪ 
—- 
1 For more information about changes to the 2020 version of QuickBooks 

Desktop, you can find Intuit’s QuickBooks Desktop 2020 Service 
Discontinuation Policy here: https://quickbooks.intuit.com/learn-support/en-
us/help-article/feature-preferences/quickbooks-desktop-service-
discontinuation-policy/L17cXxlie_US_en_US?uid=lb7hvedx. 

The Price Of My Accounting System Just Went Up! What Should I Do? 
By Mary Kate MacKenzie, Cornell PRO-DAIRY, (article edited for length) 

https://qbo.intuit.com/redir/testdrive
https://qbo.intuit.com/redir/testdrive
https://quickbooks.intuit.com/learn-support/en-us/help-article/feature-preferences/quickbooks-desktop-service-discontinuation-policy/L17cXxlie_US_en_US?uid=lb7hvedx
https://quickbooks.intuit.com/learn-support/en-us/help-article/feature-preferences/quickbooks-desktop-service-discontinuation-policy/L17cXxlie_US_en_US?uid=lb7hvedx
https://quickbooks.intuit.com/learn-support/en-us/help-article/feature-preferences/quickbooks-desktop-service-discontinuation-policy/L17cXxlie_US_en_US?uid=lb7hvedx


 

  
If you would like to be involved in this 

project in the future, reach out to Katelyn 
Miller at 716-640-2047 or 

km753@cornell.edu.  

Fields that have newly terminated cover 
crops or are heavily manured are favored by 
adults laying eggs. 

Unfortunately, there are no rescue treatments for seedcorn 
maggot. When a field has been severely damaged by the 
pest, the only option is to replant. This makes preventing infestation the best practice. 
Partaking in cultural practices like planting when soil and moisture conditions favor 
quick germination helps to reduce damage to the crop. Management practices revolve 
around the use of neonicotinoids, which are insecticides chemically related to nicotine. 
Currently, neonicotinoids are under review for their effects on the environment and 
pollinators. At this time, seed can still be purchased with the neonicotinoid treatment 
already applied, but the insecticide has been reclassified as a restricted use pesticide. If 
you’re curious about which products have been re-classified, visit the DEC chemical 
database, which can be found here:   
https://www.dec.ny.gov/chemical/298.html#NYSPAD.  
 

The New York State Integrated Pest Management (NYSIPM) Program is currently 
working with NYS Agriculture and Markets to evaluate alternative treatments for this 
pest. Simultaneously, the Poveda Lab with Cornell University is working on creating a 
prediction model for the pest that correlates to our Northeast  climate. Research is 
designed to minimize the economic impacts of SCM damage by developing a predictive 
early season emergence model for the Network for Environment and Weather 
Application (NEWA) platform, which can be viewed here: https://newa.cornell.edu/. 
Data is being collected throughout the state for this model, with 9 locations here in 
Southwest, NY. At each location, there are two sticky traps placed 100 feet apart with a 
temperature probe. The traps were placed in the first week of April, and will remain 
until the middle of June, as this is the usual time the pest will attack corn. Every week 
during this time, the sticky cards are sent in and pest data is correlated to the weather 
data being collected. Once this research is completed, a new and improved model will 
be available to producers to help predict SCM emergence!    ▪ 

Seedcorn Maggot Risk Assessment 
By Katelyn Miller,  Field Crops Specialist, Southwest New York Dairy, Livestock and Field Crops Team 

Seedcorn maggot (SCM) is a pest that was first introduced in the mid-1800s from Europe. Today, it is distributed throughout 
the United States and southern Canada. This pest impacts large-seeded crops such as corn and soybeans, creating feeding 
damage to germinating seed.  

The seedcorn maggot life cycle begins with 
the adult fly, which resembles a house fly. 
The adults lay eggs in the soil early in the 
spring near food sites or in soil cracks. 
Because the flies lay eggs in specific locations, 
fields that are heavily manured or have newly 
terminated cover crops are favored. The 
maggots hatch and burrow into the seeds 
looking for food, creating damage that greatly 
reduces the chance of a healthy plant 
emerging, often times killing it. Damage is 
more severe during cool, wet springs because 
of delayed seedling emergence. Reduced 
plant stands will become evident 
approximately a week after plants begin to 
emerge.  

PHOTO CREDIT: PennState Extension 

PHOTO CREDIT: Cornell University 

PHOTO CREDIT: Katelyn Miller 
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 Reducing the amount of concentrate feed 
on the robot box can be an economic 

strategy when feeding a homogenous 
group of cows and/or when the 

concentrate costs are high. 

Feeding pellets in AMS still seems to be the 
best option to encourage voluntary visits to 
the AMS and reduce the time cows spend 
in the holding area. 
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Exploring Opportunities for Tailoring Cow Nutrition Through Separate Concentrate Feeding in the 
Era of Automated Milking Systems 

By Camila Lage, Dairy Management Specialist, SWNY Dairy, Livestock & Field Crops Team  
Victor Malacco, Dairy Educator, Michigan State University Extension  

The return of an age-old practice is gaining in popularity 
within the dairy farming community with the rapid and 
increasing adoption of automated milking systems (AMS) – 
feeding part of the concentrate ration during milking. AMS 
farms routinely feed concentrate at the milking robot to 
incentivize cows to go voluntarily to the milking robots. 
However, concerns and questions about the amount 
provided, nutritional composition, physical form, and how it 
affects overall feed efficiency, health, and the economics of 
the system arise and need to be addressed.   
 

In the AMS, the number of times cows visit the robot is 
defined by the management strategy and lactation phase. The 
most common way to reach the goal of visits per day is by 
luring cows to the box with concentrate feedings. The amount 
fed to the cows is predefined and can change from cow to 
cow, allowing for an individualized nutritional plan to some 
extent.   
 

In parallel, there is a rising interest in the "precision feeding" 
concept, which would consist of an effort to provide the exact 
nutrient requirements of individual cows in a herd. Precision 
feeding could be explored in AMS by adjusting the 
concentrate allowances based on particular cow performance. 
Spaced feedings throughout the day could be an alternative to 
avoid nutritional problems. 
 

What do we know about feeding part of the concentrate 
separated from the diet?  
 

The physical form of the concentrate:   

The current recommendation and most used concentrate 
form is a pelleted version. Reasons for this include:  
• Palatability and cows' preference  
• Reduce waste and leftovers in the bowl.  
• Easy handling   
• Higher intake per minute  

 

The downside of using pellets includes a higher cost 
associated with a pelleted diet and limited opportunity to use 
feeds produced on the farm and by-products. Producers are 
already experimenting with alternatives to pellets, using 
simpler feed ingredients such as meals or farm-made 
processed grain mixtures. However, recent research from 
Canada observed that concentrate form (using steam-flaked 
barley to replace pelleted barley) affects milking behavior 
even when performance is not affected, suggesting that 

potential losses in performance can happen depending on the 
stage of lactation and traffic flow. The researchers concluded 
that using a pelleted concentrate in AMS is the best option to 
encourage voluntary visits to the system and reduces the time 
associated with nonproductive behaviors.    
 

How much concentrate?   
The main challenge when it comes to the milking frequency in 
AMS is that, in addition to the best nutrition strategy to 
achieve this goal, other aspects such as the social structure of 
the herd, barn design, traffic, productivity, and health 
condition of the cows also play a role. Maximizing the milking 
frequency of the right cows and minimizing the need for 
fetching cows is the main goal of using concentrates as treats 
on the AMS box. On the other hand, opportunities exist to 
feed cows more precisely based on their needs, potentially 
increasing profitability. The best strategy will be farm-
dependent, but we will discuss some of the ups and 
downsides of each strategy below.   
 

The Canadian survey in 2013 reported an average of 9 lbs. of 
pellets offered in the milking robots daily. However, it can 
vary from 2 to 25 lbs. depending on the system (i.e., Free-flow 
or guided flow). Swartz and colleagues (2022 – ADSA 
presentation) reported an average of 12 lbs. of concentrate 
fed in the robots for 38 farms located in Minnesota and 
Wisconsin. The amount fed to the robots ultimately defines 
the nutritional density of the PMR (partial mixed ration). The 
variability of milk production and lactation stages in the same 
pen imposes a challenge since greater amounts of 
concentrate are fed in the robots for high-producing cows in 
an attempt to avoid overfeeding cows that produce less milk. 
In addition, most AMS systems only have a single bin for 
storage and delivery of concentrate to cows in certain barns 
or pens. Under this situation, the only possibility to adjust 
cows' diets to their requirements is the amount of 
concentrate each cow is entitled to consume daily. Thus, cows 
receive different amounts of concentrate but with the same 
composition, which could result in an imbalanced nutrient 
supply as milk yield deviates from the yield nutritionist used 
to formulate the feed supplement.   
 

What is observed in most of the studies evaluating different 
amounts of concentrate feeding in the robots is that the 
increase in concentrate is accompanied by increased  

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022030221009152
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022030221009152


 

 

Using more than one feed bin to deliver 
concentrate to the robots is becoming 
more common. 

If you want more information about this 
topic, contact Camila Lage at  

607-422-6788 or cd546@cornell.edu.   
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variability in concentrate intake. Especially when cows go 
voluntarily to the AMS, daily variations in milking frequency 
can occur. If the milking frequency decreases, the amount of 
concentrate the cow can consume in the AMS will also 
decrease – since there is a limited concentrate allowance 
delivered per minute during milking. Moreover, research 
shows a constraint in the capacity of eating concentrate 
offered during milking. On average, cows are milked three 
times a day and spend around 6.8 minutes at the box; since 
cows can eat about .7 lbs. of pellets per minute, the 
maximum amount of pellets a cow would be able to eat per 
day would be around 15 lbs.  
 

Another less discussed point is that, when feeding more 
concentrate in the robots, nutritionists need to account for 
intake variability and substitution effect (e.g., the amount of 
PMR that cows will not consume when more concentrate is 
fed compared to a cow provided less concentrate).  

Reducing the amount of concentrate feed on the robot box 
and maximizing nutrient intake from PMR can be a good and 
economic strategy when feeding a more homogenous group 
of cows and/or when the concentrate costs are 
high. Halachmi and colleagues (2005) compared milking 
frequency when limiting concentrate delivery at each milking 
to 2.64 pounds versus a maximum allowance of 15.4 pounds/
d. They reported no differences in the number of voluntary 
visits to the AMS. Similarly, Bach and colleagues 
(2007) compared a concentrate allowance of 6.6 or 17.6 
pounds/d and reported no differences in the number of daily 
visits to the AMS. Research hypothesizes that producers may 
have more flexibility to use other feed forms without 
compromising visits to the AMS or production parameters 
when offering lower quantity concentrate. It is important to 
highlight that more data is needed in the literature to support 
this hypothesis.  

Cows under AMS eating Partial Mixed Ratio (PMR). 

Composition of the concentrate:  
Using more than one feed bin to deliver concentrate to the robots is 
becoming more common. Having more than one concentrate available to 
feed cows milked in the same pen or robot allows nutritionists to 
formulate, using one PMR, diets that can meet cow's requirements with 
more precision even when the milk production has greater variability 
within the same pen or when it is of interest have diets to attend different 
physiological needs (e.g., fresh cows vs. other lactation stage cows). On a 
more precise feeding note, an interesting strategy is to formulate one 
protein and one energy concentrate and feed them to cows at different 
proportions and quantities according to milk yield, BW, stage of lactation, 
and even milk components to meet their requirements.   

AMS box with two feed bins to deliver concentrate is 
becoming more common and open opportunities for 

precision feeding. 

As more research and data become available, new tools will be created to 
improve herd performance, efficiency, and profitability in AMS and 
conventional systems. However, we should remember that to take 
advantage of the full potential of precision feeding, the other aspects of 
farm management need to be in place. Therefore, if a herd has 
management problems, adopting precision technologies is unlikely to 
solve them.    ▪ 

https://doi.org/10.1079/ASC40480339%22%20/t%20%22_blank
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022030207719732/pdfft?md5=210231ecd1c3646c3d39a5eab8f3c819&pid=1-s2.0-S0022030207719732-main.pdf
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022030207719732/pdfft?md5=210231ecd1c3646c3d39a5eab8f3c819&pid=1-s2.0-S0022030207719732-main.pdf


 

 March’s  $/Gallon (Albany Price) dropped 
to $1.67. This is a continuing downward 
trend that will likely trigger DMC payments 
for participating farmers. 

 April 2023 
Dairy Market Watch 

Prepared by Katelyn Walley-Stoll. Funded by PRO-DAIRY. 

prodairy.cals.cornell.edu 

Dairy Market Watch is an educational 
newsletter to keep help producers stay 

informed of changing market factors 
affecting the dairy industry. 
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An educational newsletter to keep producers informed of changing market factors affecting the dairy industry. 

Milk Component Prices Milk Class Prices Statistical Uniform Price & PPD 

Month Butterfat Protein 
I 

(Boston) 
II III IV Jamestown, NY  Albany, NY 

Albany $/gal. 

to farmer 
Mar 22 $3.09 $2.71 $26.13 $24.76 $22.45 $24.82 $23.59 $1.14 $24.19 $1.74 $2.09 

Apr 22 $3.41 $3.42 $27.63 $25.71 $24.42 $25.31 $24.92 $0.50 $25.52 $1.10 $2.20 

May 22 $3.10 $3.86 $28.70 $25.87 $25.21 $24.99 $25.42 $0.22 $26.03 $0.82 $2.24 

June 22 $3.33 $3.41 $29.12 $26.65 $24.33 $25.83 $25.83 $1.50 $26.43 $2.10 $2.28 

July 22 $3.36 $2.91 $29.12 $26.66 $22.52 $25.79 $25.21 $2.69 $25.81 $3.29 $2.23 

Aug 22 $3.40 $2.14 $28.38 $26.91 $20.10 $24.81 $24.27 $4.17 $24.87 $4.77 $2.14 

Sep 22 $3.56 $1.88 $26.87 $26.51 $19.82 $24.63 $23.67 $3.85 $24.27 $4.45 $2.09 

Oct 22 $3.65 $2.45 $25.96 $25.73 $21.81 $24.96 $23.62 $1.81 $24.22 $2.41 $2.09 

Nov 22 $3.37 $2.53 $27.34 $24.67 $21.01 $23.30 $23.12 $2.11 $23.72 $2.71 $2.04 

Dec 22 $3.15 $2.65 $25.83 $23.11 $20.50 $22.12 $21.91 $1.41 $22..51 $2.01 $1.94 

Jan 23 $2.77 $2.80 $25.66 $21.61 $19.43 $20.01 $20.71 $1.28 $21.31 $1.88 $1.84 

Feb 23 $2.71 $2.36 $24.03 $20.83 $17.78 $18.86 $19.60 $1.82 $20.20 $2.42 $1.74 

Mar 23 $2.73 $2.41 $22.24 $19.52 $18.10 $18.38 $18.78 $0.68 $19.38 $1.28 $1.67 

March Utilization (Northeast):  Class I = 29.4%;   Class II = 24.9%;   Class III = 28.7%;   Class IV = 17.0%. 
Class I = fluid milk; Class II = soft products, cream, and yogurt; Class III = cheese (American, Italian), evaporated and condensed products; Class IV = butter and milk powder. 

 Dairy Commodity Markets (Excerpt from USDA Dairy Market News – Volume 90, Report 16, April 21st, 2023) 

Dry Products: As a large industry conference looms, 
marketers relay some quieter trading on both the seller 
and buyer side of the dairy powder markets. Some 
directional tones can shift, as many industry participants 
plan to meet in person early next week. Low/ medium 
heat nonfat dry milk (NDM) prices moved lower in the 
Central region, while prices were mixed in the West. 
Demand remains in a quieter mode, but there are ample 
amounts of condensed skim available. Buttermilk powder 
prices moved lower in most facets this week. Soft demand 
and generally available supplies are keeping markets in 
check.  
 

Cheese: Milk supplies continue to grow in many areas of 
the U.S., as bottling demand has begun to ebb ahead of 
school breaks. This factor has cheesemakers suggesting 
milk supplies are widely accessible. Cheese production is 
naturally busy, despite a little more irregular downtime 
reported this spring. Cheese demand is mixed, but 
process/barrel cheese is viewed as more available than a 
number of cheddar and/or Italian varieties.  

Butter: Cream volumes are available in the East and West, 
and some contacts in the West report volumes are outpacing 
current butter production needs. s. Butter production is 
strong in the West and East. Some eastern butter makers say 
they are operating churns seven days a week. Loads of butter 
are available in the Central and West. Contacts in the East 
report butter inventories vary across manufacturers and 
different locations  
 

Fluid Milk: Milk output is strong to steady throughout the 
country. Parts of the Northeast got frost and freezing 
overnight, and Arizona had temperatures into the lower 90s, 
but impacts to milk production were minimal. Class III spot 
load purchases and sales are reported at $11 to $4 below 
Class prices. Milk volumes for processing needs are available 
to meet current demand. being.  

Friday CME Cash Prices 

Dates 3/24 3/31 4/ 4/14 4/21 

Butter $2.35 $2.39 $2.32 $2.33 $2.40 

Cheese 
(40# Blocks) 

$2.10 $1.85 $1.83 $1.77 $1.55 

https://mymarketnews.ams.usda.gov/filerepo/sites/default/files/2998/2022-02-25/560292/ams_2998_00106.pdf


 

 
USDA’s latest forecast has Class III 
strengthening slowly from $18.15 second 
quarter, to $18.20 third quarter, to $18.25 
fourth quarter. 

2023 dairy prices will be much lower than 
the highs we saw in 2022. For more 

information, contact Katelyn Walley-Stoll by 
calling 716-640-0522. 
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Dairy Situation and Outlook - April 19, 2023 by Bob Cropp, Professor Emeritus, University of Wisconsin-Madison 
Originally published here: https://fyi.extension.wisc.edu/kewauneeag/files/2023/03/Dairy-Situation-and-Outlook-April-2023.pdf 

Milk production compared to a year ago has slowed. Milk 
production was 1.4% higher in January, 1.1% in February and 
just 0.5% in March. Since December of last year, the number of 
milk cows has been increasing month to month. By March cow 
numbers increased by 29,000 head. March cow numbers were 
31,000 higher than a year ago, an increase of 0.3%. Milk per cow 
did poorly with March just 0.1% higher than a year ago.  
 

Despite milk production increasing just 0.5% in March the April 
Class III price will only increase about $0.50 from $18.10 in 
March to $18.60 in April. The May Class III price will decline to 
about $17.50. Cheese prices have weakened a lot since March. 
The 40-pound block cheddar cheese was as high as $2.10 per 
pound in March but has trended lower in April to now $1.76. 
Cheddar barrels were as high as $1.9625 per pound in March 
and also trended lower in April to now $1.16. Cheddar cheese 
production has been rather strong with February production up 
5.6% from a year ago and total American cheese production up 
2.4%. But while February stocks of American cheese remained 
relatively high they were 2% below a year ago.  
 

Butter was as high as $2.41 per pound in March. During April 
Butter ranged from $2.32 to $2.4025 per pound. Nonfat dry milk 
was as high as $1.18 per pound in March. During April nonfat dry 
milk ranged from $1.12 to $1.16 per pound. The March Class IV 
price was $18.38 but April will be lower near $17.95 and May 
near $17.70.  
 

Looking ahead it seems likely that the Class III price will be in the 
$17’s through June and returning to the $18’s for the second  
 

half of the year. This is based on the forecasted level of milk 
production, domestic sales, and dairy exports. Higher feed prices 
until at least the new 2023 crop and lower milk prices have 
tightened operating margins that will impact cow numbers and 
milk per cow. USDA forecasts the average number of cows for 
the year to be unchanged from 2022 and a 1.0% increase in milk 
per cow netting just a 1.0% increase in milk production. 
Domestic sales of milk and dairy products are forecasted to 
increase nearly 2%. USDA forecast dairy exports to fall below the 
record last year due to price competition from increased milk 
production in the EU-27 plus the United Kingdom and New 
Zealand, uncertain China demand and uncertain global 
economy. However, the US Dairy Export Council expects the milk 
solids equivalent volume could still increase 1.5% compared to 
the 5% increase in 2022. So far this year the milk solids 
equivalent volume was 16% higher in January from a year ago 
but up just 0.8% for February. Compared to last year, February 
exports of nonfat dry milk/skim milk powder and cheese were 
flat with butterfat and dry whey products lower. Thus, the 
February increase in exports was almost entirely due to a 32% 
increase in lactose exports.  
 

Class III futures have weakened but still has Class III in the $19’s 
from August to the end of the year. With a little weaker milk 
production, increased domestic sales and dairy exports holding 
Class III in the $19’s is very possible the last quarter of the year. 
USDA’s latest forecast has Class III strengthening slowly from 
$18.15 second quarter, to $18.20 third quarter to $18.25 fourth 
quarter. ▪ 



 

 
New York employers should direct 
employees to Pasa’s Farm and Food 
Workers Relief Program to receive their 
$600 relief payment. 

All details about eligibility and other 
matters can be found at the Pasa site, but it 

is minimal, consisting of photo 
identification and proof of employment. 

18 - May 2023 

 

WHAT FRONTLINE WORKERS ARE ELIGIBLE?  
FIELD WORKERS  
Employees engaged in planting, tending, harvesting crops; post-harvest 
activities such as packing, grading, and sorting; and operating farm 
machinery on crop farms.  
LIVESTOCK WORKERS  
Employees tending livestock, milking cows, or caring for poultry, 
including operating farm machinery on livestock or poultry operations.  
MEATPACKING WORKERS  
Employees engaged in livestock slaughter, meat or poultry processing, 
and packaging.  

FARM & FOOD WORKERS RELIEF PROGRAM 
The U.S. Department of Agriculture's (USDA) Farm and Food Workers Relief Program (FFWR) provides a onetime $600 payment for 
expenses incurred by frontline farmers and meatpacking workers due to the COVID-19 pandemic.  

• There is no cost to 
apply.  

• Relief payments will 
remain available until 
funds are exhausted.  

• Relief payments are 
not a loan and 
recipients will not be 
taxed.  

• Immigration status is 
not one of the 
eligibility criteria.  

• Applicant information 
is confidential. It will 
not be shared with the 
USDA nor any other 
state or federal 
agency.  

FARM AND FOOD WORKERS RELIEF (FFWR) PROGRAM  
Frontline farm workers and meatpacking workers who 
incurred expenses preparing for, preventing exposure to, and 
responding to the COVID-19 pandemic can apply for a one-
time $600 relief payment through Pasa Sustainable Agriculture 
and other approved USDA partners.  

ABOUT 

If you were a frontline farm worker or meatpacking worker 
who lived or worked in any of the following 14 states between 
January 27, 2020 until the end of the COVID-19 public health 
emergency is declared, you may be eligible to apply for a relief 
payment through Pasa Sustainable Agriculture:  

• Connecticut  

• Delaware  

• District of Columbia  

• Maine  

• Maryland  

• Massachusetts  

• New Hampshire  

• New Jersey  

• New York  

• Ohio  

• Pennsylvania  

• Rhode Island  

• Vermont  

• West Virginia  

LOCATIONS 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 

ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS 

ACCEPTABLE PHOTO IDENTIFICATION, SUCH AS: 

• State-issued driver’s license or identification  

• Consular- or government-issued identification 
(foreign or domestic)  

• H2A Visa or H2B Visa  

• Employer-issued identification  
ACCEPTABLE PROOF OF EMPLOYMENT, SUCH AS: 

• W-2 tax form  

• Pay stub  

• Employment contract  

• Letter from an employer  

• H2A Visa or H2B Visa  

WHAT IS NEEDED TO APPLY? 

CONTACT US FOR SUPPORT 

PHONE (toll free) 
Representatives are available to 
review eligibility requirements, 
answer your questions, and help 
process your application.  

(833) 469-3397 

Monday- Thursday:  
9am - 8pm ET  
Friday: 9am - 4pm ET  
Sunday: 4pm - 8pm ET  

EMAIL support@pasafarming.org 

TEXT PROGRAM   
Text “FFWR” to 
(833) 469-3397 
for support 

GRANTS & LOANS 

• usda.gov/topics/farming/grants-and-loans 

• ams.usda.gov/services/local-regional/food-sector/grants 
FINANCIAL RESOURCES 

• usda.gov/topics/organic/financial-resources-farmers-and-ranchers 
DISASTER ASSISTANCE 

• fsa-usda.gov/programs-and-services/disaster-assistance-program/index 

USDA RESOURCES FOR  
FARMERS, RANCHERS & BUSINESSES 

Spanish 



 

 

Fertilizer, Crop Protection, Seed 
and Custom Application 

Bradley Griffith 
 

716-664-3294 or 716-499-4826 
bgriffith@growmarkfs.com 

 

 

 

  

“We plant the seeds to your success” 
 

Feed | Seed | Lime | Fertilizer | Farm Supplies 
 

3186 CR 61 | Andover NY | 607-478-8858 
94 Front St | Addison NY | 607-359-2424 

 

 

Full Automotive Service ▪ 24 hr Commercial & Farm Tire Service 

Tire Repair ▪ Brakes ▪ Alignments ▪ Inspections 
Oil Changes ▪ Suspension 

FARM & AUTO SERVICE SINCE 1926 

www.sedamtire.com 

3165 Route 246, Perry NY 14530 
585-237-2124 

THANK YOU TO OUR SPONSORS!  
WE APPRECIATE YOUR SUPPORT. 

 
 

SPECIALIZING IN FARM & CROP INSURANCE 

Sherry B Coventry 
Agricultural Insurance Account Executive 

716.926.8698 
scoventry@evansagencyins.com 

 

WANT TO SEE YOUR AD HERE?  
Contact: 

Kelly Bourne, Administrative Assistant  
585.268.7644 ext. 10  
klb288@cornell.edu 



 

 

The Crops, Cows, and Critters (USPS#101-400)  
is published monthly by Cornell Cooperative Extension 
of Chautauqua County, JCC Carnahan Center  
525 Falconer Street, PO Box 20  
Jamestown, NY 14702-9608.  
 
Periodical Postage Paid at  
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SEE PAGE 19 FOR FULL-SIZED SPONSOR ADS!  

Our cover photo this month is from Katelyn Miller’s 2023 Shop Talks: Managing In-Field Variability, held on April 11th, 
2023.  We’re grateful for our farm hosts, Telaak Farms in Cattaraugus County, and our speaker, Joe Lawrence from 

Cornell PRO-DAIRY.    
If you’re interested in hosting us in the Fall, please reach out to Katelyn Miller by calling 716-640-2047.  


