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uNlIMItED HaNDS-oN
safety training and courses are possi-
ble at the new Asmark Institute Agri-
center that opened last week. ...........9

WHEat EXpErtS are advis-
ing farmers who plan to plant
wheat this fall to resist the tempta-
tion to plant too early. ....................5

IN a NoNpartISaN cam-
paign, Ill inois Farm Bureau is
encouraging members to vote
Nov. 6 in the general election. .....2

Merrigan: Drought will create ‘profound ripple effect’
BY DANIEL GRANT
FarmWeek

The devastation caused by
this year’s drought won’t end
when the last field of  crops is
harvested, mowed down, or
chopped for livestock feed.

Farmers and consumers
likely will face a number of
issues created by the drought
well into next year, according
to ag leaders who visited two
Central Illinois farms last
week to view drought-stressed
crops.

David Meiss, Illinois Farm
Bureau District 7 director,
and Enid Schlipf, former IFB
vice president, both of  the
Gridley area, last week gave
tours of  their stressed crop
fields to Kathleen Merrigan,
USDA deputy secretary; Bob
Flider, acting director of  the
Illinois Department of  Agri-
culture; Scherrie Giamanco,
executive director of  the
Farm Service Agency in Illi-
nois; and other officials.

IFB President Philip Nel-
son met with the state and

Overall, though, Merrigan
believes the U.S. this year will
have enough crop supplies to
meet most demand, including
export markets. 

“Not everywhere has been
hit as hard,” Merrigan said
while standing in a McLean
County cornfield that was
chopped for emergency live-
stock feed. “We think at the

end of  the year we can still
provide the food we need for
our families” and overseas
customers.

USDA earlier this month
projected farmers nationwide
will harvest 10.8 billion
bushels of  corn, down 13 per-
cent from last year, and 2.69
billion bushels of  beans, down
12 percent from a year ago.

federal officials during the
tour to discuss implications of
the drought on agriculture and
the U.S. economy.

“I’m not pleased by what
we saw,” Merrigan said of  the
crop tour. “The ripple effect
(from the drought) is quite
profound.”

Merrigan said the drought
likely will cause food prices to
rise, although not to the extent
reported by some in the
media.

“Short-term there could be
some dips (in food prices) as
livestock producers liquidate
their herds,” Merrigan said.
“Whatever impact it has on
the overall food supply likely
won’t be felt until the first
quarter of  2013.”

USDA has projected food
prices next year will increase 3
to 4 percent compared to the
average yearly inflation of  2 to 3
percent. The largest increase in
food prices in 2013 is a 4 to 5
percent hike projected for beef.

The drought also could
affect farmers next year as
there could be tight seed and
feed supplies, fewer operating
funds, and smaller livestock
herds.

“There are a lot of  tense
moments in agriculture right
now,” Nelson said. “This is

going to be a long-term recov-
ery effort.”

A down-income year for
many farmers likely will result
in weaker economies in rural
communities, which rely on
farmers for the purchases of
supplies, inputs, and equip-
ment, Meiss noted.

“It’s not just farmers who
suffer from this,” Meiss said.

FarmWeekNow.com
We have a video of Deputy
Secretary Kathleen Merrig-
a n ’s  v i s i t  t o  G r i d l e y  a t
FarmWeekNow.com.

David Meiss, left, IFB District 7 director from McLean County, gives a tour of his drought-parched farm near
Gridley to, from left, Kathleen Merrigan, USDA deputy secretary; Bob Flider, acting director of the Illinois De-
partment of Agriculture; and Philip Nelson, IFB president and a farmer from Seneca. (Photo by Ken Kashian)

An ongoing push to eliminate the use
of  gestation stalls in the U.S. swine indus-
try won’t necessarily improve the well-
being of  the animals.

In fact, a move from stalls to group
housing or other housing systems in some
cases could have a negative impact on ani-
mal welfare and result in a number of
unintended consequences, according to
Janeen Salak-Johnson, associate professor
of  stress physiology and animal well-being
at the University of  Illinois.

“Science tells me simply taking sows
out of  gestation stalls and putting them in
group housing does not improve their
well-being,” Salak-Johnson told the Illi-
nois Farm Bureau board last week in
Bloomington.

Research conducted by the U of  I
found sows in group housing suffer more

lesions as the result of  fighting and in
some cases have weight issues due to
competition for feed.

“It’s hard to eliminate the social hierar-
chy of  sows,” she said. “The more space
you give sows, the more aggressive the
encounters.”

The issue of  gestation stalls use heated
up in recent months as a number of
national food service providers
announced plans to reduce the amount of
pork purchased from farms that use the
stalls or to study plans to phase out the
use of  stalls by their pork suppliers.

Many of  the corporate decisions were
influenced by the Humane Society of  the
United States and other animal activist
groups.

“We need to find a (housing) system
that improves the animals’ well-being, not

that makes (food companies or animal
activists) happy,” Salak-Johnson said.

She said she believes farmers should be
allowed to use systems that work best on
their farms. She also is concerned food
companies rushed into decisions to elimi-
nate one type of  housing system without
identifying good alternatives.

“One size does not fit all,” said Salak-
Johnson, who noted there are about 96
possible housing combinations of  group
size, floor space, group management, and
feeding systems. “That is what is frustrat-
ing to me. I believe science and experts
should be driving these decisions.

“Some people (on boards of  food
companies) made decisions (to limit or
eliminate the use of  gestation stalls) 

See Stalls, page 8

Report to the board
Elimination of  stalls could have unintended consequences




