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Two Wisconsin FarmerDirectors Appointed to
United Soybean Board
18 Returning Directors, 16 New Directors Sworn In Recently
U.S. Agriculture Secretary Tom Vilsack recently announced the appointment of 34
farmer-directors and two alternates to the
United Soybean Board (USB). Two new
farmer-directors will represent Wisconsin
including Robert A. Derr of Marshall and
Nancy Kavazanjian of Beaver Dam.
Eighteen farmer-leaders have been reappointed to
the national checkoff board and bring back several years of experience in helping provide profit
opportunities to all U.S. soybean farmers through
farmer-driven U.S. soy research and promotion efforts. The 16 new board members bring a
wealth of experience and perspective from working with their state soybean checkoff boards and
other sectors of the U.S. soybean industry.
“We’re always very pleased to get such highly
qualified people who are willing to donate their
time to benefit all U.S. soybean farmers,” said
USB Chairman Phil Bradshaw, a soybean farmer
from Griggsville, Ill. “It’s critical for those on
the board to have a thorough knowledge of
the soy industry. Our directors bring diverse
backgrounds and expertise in the areas that
the checkoff funds, and I’m sure that’s the case
again this year.”
Other appointed farmer-leaders include:
• Russell M. Smith, Ark.
• Richard F. Carlisle, Del.
• Richard J. Stern Jr., Eastern Region*
• Philip E. Bradshaw, Ill.*
• Sharon L. Covert, Ill.*
• James E. Schriver, Ind. *
• Roger W. Hadley II, Ind.
• Delbert J. Christensen, Iowa
• Robert N. Haselwood, Kan.*
• Ronald R. Ohlde, Kan.
• Jules K. Bordelon, La.
• Granville S. (Steve) Moore, Md.*
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Mary Lou Smith, Mich.*
James E. Wilson, Mich.
James B. Willers, Minn.
Robin H. Hanks, Minn.*
Marcus S. Curtis, Miss.*
Richard L. Fordyce, Mo.*
Gregg A. Fujan, Neb.
Michael S. Thede, Neb.*
Jacob J. Parker, N.C.
Joel M. Thorsrud, N.D.*
Jared C. Hagert, N.D.*
Russell R. Carpenter, N.Y.*
Dale L. Profit, Ohio*
Keith L. Kemp, Ohio
Larry E. Davis, Okla.
William L. Beam, Pa.*
Douglas R. Hanson, S.D.
John H. Dodson, Tenn.
Keith M. Dunn, Va.*
Ross A. Waterman, Western Region*
Dallas R. Wright, Del. (alternate director)
Todd O. DuMond, N.Y. (alternate director)
Indicates returning director.

All appointees were sworn in on Dec. 8 and
will serve three-year terms. Qualified State
Soybean Boards nominated all of the soybean
farmers selected by the agriculture secretary
to serve on USB.
USB is made up of 68 farmer-directors who
oversee the investments of the soybean
checkoff on behalf of all U.S. soybean farmers.
Checkoff funds are invested in the areas
of animal utilization, human utilization,
industrial utilization, industry relations,
market access and supply. As stipulated in the
Soybean Promotion, Research and Consumer
Information Act, USDA’s Agricultural Marketing Service has oversight responsibilities for
USB and the soybean checkoff.
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Member Benefits from WSA and ASA
In addition to great benefits offered from
the Wisconsin Soybean Association for
3-year members, (see page 2 for details)
the American Soybean Association (ASA)
and DTN/The Progressive Farmer are
continuing their partnership in offering
special benefits to members of ASA. The
first new ASA member benefit is a 12-month

free subscription to DTN Six Factors®
Marketing Strategies ($480 value). A second
new benefit is three free preview issues of
The Progressive Farmer magazine. There
are more memberbenefits as well. Sign up
for these benefits through the ASA website
at www.soygrowers.com or go to
www.wisoybean.org.

Wisconsin Farmers will Serve
on ASA Committees
Two farmer-leaders from
Wisconsin will serve on ASA
committees. Kevin Hoyer of West
Salem and Tim Goodenough
of Mindoroa will serve on the
ASA public affairs committee,
the membership and corporate
relations committee and the
finance committee.
The Board of Directors of the
American Soybean Association
(ASA) has confirmed Alan
Kemper from Lafayette, Indiana,
as President and Rob Joslin from
Sidney, Ohio, as Chairman.
Board members also elected
Steve Wellman from Syracuse,
Nebraska, to serve as First Vice
President, an office that places
Wellman in line to be ASA
President in 2012.
Following the elections,
committee assignments were
announced. Public Affairs
Committee Chairman Steve
Wellman is joined by committee
members including Kevin Hoyer

(WI), Jim Andrew (IA), Charles
Cannatella (LA), Todd Dumond
(NY), Ted Glaub (AR), Bob
Henry (KS), Ron Kindred (IL),
Kevin Marriott (Canada), Lance
Peterson (MN), David Poppens
(SD), Robert Ross (OK), Curt
Sindergard (IA), Jeff Sollars (OH),
Lawrence Sukalski (MN), Andy
Welden (MI), Wyatt Whitford
(NC) and Richard Wilkins (M-A).
The Membership & Corporate
Relations Committee Chairman
is Ray Gaesser, with committee
members Tim Goodenough (WI),
Dan Beenken (IA), Ron Bunjer
(MN), Sam Butler (AL), Wade
Cowan (TX), Kelly Forck (MO),
John Freeman (AR), Walter
Godwin (GA/FL), Bruce Hall
(VA), Eric Maupin (TN), Warren
Stemme (MO) and Bob Worth
(MN).
Danny Murphy was appointed
Chairman of the Trade Policy &
International Affairs Committee.
Committee members are Dennis

Bogaards (IA), Mike Cunningham
(IL), Dan Feige (SD), M.D. Floyd
(SC), Scott Fritz (IN), Mark
Jackson (IA), Randy Mann (KY),
Jim Miller (NE), Ron Moore (IL),
Barb Overlie (MN), Jason Nelson
(ND), Joe Steiner (OH) and Jack
Trumbo (KY).
Danny Murphy was appointed
Chairman of the Finance
Committee, with Tim
Goodenough (WI), Dennis
Bogaards (IA), Ron Bunjer (MN),
Ted Glaub (AR), Bob Henry (KS)
and Jeff Sollars (OH) serving as
committee members.
ASA represents all U.S. soybean
farmers on domestic and
international issues of importance
to the soybean industry. ASA’s
advocacy efforts are made
possible through the voluntary
membership in ASA by over
22,500 farmers in 31 states where
soybeans are grown
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Jahn Steps Down as
UW-Madison Ag and
Life Sciences Dean
who retired in September 2005, and
was the first woman to lead UWMadison’s College of Agricultural
and Life Sciences.

University of Wisconsin-Madison
Chancellor Biddy Martin and Provost
Paul M. DeLuca Jr. announced that
Molly Jahn, who has led UW-Madison’s College of Agricultural and Life
Sciences since 2006, stepped down as
dean of the college, effective Jan. 1.

“I was recruited to lead the college
toward a 21st century vision for excellence and impact in agricultural and
life sciences, and in the past four years,
we have seen tremendous achievement toward that goal,” says Jahn.
“I’m very proud to have been a part of
this chapter in the college’s illustrious
history, and I feel that the college is in
an outstanding position as I take on a
new challenge in my career.

Jahn, a plant geneticist who came to
Wisconsin from Cornell University,
plans to assume her faculty position
in the departments of agronomy and
genetics on Jan. 2. She will serve half
time as a special adviser to the provost and chancellor for sustainability
sciences, a post she will hold through
July 31. At that time, she will return
to the faculty full-time.

“I am enthusiastic about the opportunity now to focus on contributing
to the university’s broader efforts in
sustainability sciences. This work
will build on our accomplishments
in CALS, my scholarly interests
and my recent experience in federal
government, and I look forward to
helping our university leadership in
this critical area.”

“Now is the time for a change in leadership for the college,” says Martin.
“Dean Jahn has re-energized CALS.
She has enhanced our relationships
with Wisconsin’s agricultural community, helped grow the research
enterprise and put the college in a
position for future success.”

During Jahn’s time as dean:
• the college’s structural deficit
was erased.

Jahn is noted for her research on
breeding new vegetable varieties
for use around the world and on
gene discovery in crop plants such as
peppers and cucumbers with a focus
on economically important plant
traits. She succeeded Elton Aberle,
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•

the college’s extramural funding
increased by 71 percent (from
$80.7 million in 2006-07 to
$138.2 million in 2009-10).

•

she led the effort to secure a
$130 million grant from the U.S.
Department of Energy to establish the Great Lakes Bioenergy
Research Center on campus.

•

she oversaw several key building
projects, including construction

of a new dairy facility at CALS’
Arlington Research Station, a
new addition to the Biochemistry Building, the remodeling of
Babcock Hall and the opening of
the Microbial Sciences Building,
and recently led planning of the
soon-to-be-constructed Wisconsin Energy Institute.
•

the college’s degree structure
was revised, consolidating multiple pre-existing degree paths
into one bachelor of science
degree. Jahn was instrumental
in supporting a campus-level
initiative to add a major in environmental sciences and stronger
intercollege partnerships in the
biology curriculum.

•

she oversaw the hiring of 52
CALS faculty members.

•

and she created the Wisconsin
Rural Youth Scholarship Fund
to ease the financial burden for
rural students to enroll in UWMadison. To date, more than
$100,000 in need-based aid has
been raised as part of this fund.
In addition, more than $1.5 million has been raised to support
graduate study in fields such as
plant breeding and genetics.

Jahn recently took a brief leave
from the university to provide
interim leadership as deputy and
acting undersecretary of research,
education and economics for the
U.S. Department of Agriculture.

Impact of Shallow Vertical Tillage on
Soil Disturbance and Crop Residue
by Kevan Klingberg, University of Wisconsin Extension/ Discovery Farms Program
Wisconsin farmers and their crop consultants have requested that the soil
and water conservation features of
vertical tillage implements be studied.
The University of Wisconsin-Discovery Farms Program conducted a one
year study on 14 crop fields on five
western Wisconsin farms (spring
2010) to explore questions about soil
and water conservation features of
vertical tillage implements.
Discovery Farms worked cooperatively with a private crop consultant to
arrange private farm access, collect
field data and summarize findings.
Field data was collected on surface
residue remaining and soil disturbance within five days after singlepass shallow vertical tillage operations
conducted in the spring.
Observations show that the amount
of soil disturbance varied from
field-to-field and farm-to-farm based
on soil type, machine blade character-

istics and operating depth. In general,
it is safe to say that a single-pass tillage
by these machines creates slices
through the field such that every five
inches of field width has a two-inch
wide by two-inch deep tilled area and
three inches of undisturbed soil.
A conservative, shallow single-pass
use of these implements on silt loam
soil can be equivalent to 40 percent of
the field area being tilled to a two inch
depth, while 60 percent remains
untilled. Sandy soils tended to show
similar depth and a more homogeneous horizontal soil disturbance.
Project data is being finalized and a
factsheet will be available in the spring
of 2011.
About Discovery Farms
The Discovery Farms Program
develops on-farm and related research
to determine the economic and
environmental effects of agricultural
practices on a diverse group of

Wisconsin farms; and educates and
improves communications among the
agricultural community, consumers,
researchers and policy-makers to
better identify and implement
effective environmental management
practices that are compatible with
profitable agriculture.
The Discovery Farms Program works
with agricultural producer groups
including the Wisconsin Soybean
Marketing Board, environmental
groups, consumers, Wisconsin
Soybean Marketing Board, the
University of Wisconsin, UW Extension, the Department of Agriculture,
Trade & Consumer Protection, the
Department of Natural Resources, the
Natural Resources Conservation
Service, the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, County Land
Conservation Departments, and
agricultural businesses and cooperatives on the importance of maintaining a viable agricultural economy.
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Computer Technology and
New Media Use of Midwest
Soybean Growers
Shawn P. Conley and Vince M. Davis
State Soybean Extension Specialists, University of Wisconsin and Illinois
Agriculture and communication methods have rapidly changed over the last decade and there is a clear
need to effectively communicate the results of our
science to provide practical information to clientele
so they can in turn efficiently and sustainably produce crops. Some people have argued, however, that
University Extension is dangerously close to losing
relevance by failing to keep pace with new education
techniques, rather than, a lack of expertise in specific subject matter (West et al. 2009). One important
method for Extension specialists to remain relevant
is to understand the communication preferences,
and technology adoption and limits of our clientele.
To gather this information, a direct-mail survey and
an on-line survey were conducted simultaneously in
July 2010 in Illinois and Wisconsin.
The objective of this survey was to determine the
technology Midwest soybean growers and agronomists use to find and share soybean production and
marketing information. Survey questionnaires were
mailed to 47,000 Illinois and 10,000 Wisconsin
soybean producers and association members. The
direct-mail survey asked producers and agronomic
consultants to either complete the short direct-mail
survey, or to visit a website to complete a slightly
longer on-line survey. The survey questions were designed to understand the relationship between soybean grower size and the use of media technologies
including the Internet, email, and social networking,
as well as how they valued and preferred receiving
Extension information.
There were 1663 total direct-mail surveys and 203
on-line surveys completed. The direct-mail survey
indicated that 85% of soybean growers use cell
phones, 11% use cell phones with Internet, 70%
use computers, 57% use high-speed Internet, 56%
use email, and 3% use an iPod (Table 1). In con12 Wisconsin Soy Sentinel – Winter 2010

trast, soybean growers that responded to the online survey all used cell phones (98%), computers
(100%), email (99%) and high-speed Internet (97%)
at greater frequency than television (83%), radio
(88%), yield monitors (58%) and Global Positioning
Satellite (GPS) guidance (58%) (data not shown).
Moreover, soybean growers that responded to the
on-line version used cell phones with internet at
nearly three times the frequency (31%) compared to
soybean growers that responded to the direct-mail
survey. Print material was rated as the most important method of communication for all sized growers; however, the value of the Internet was equally
high for the largest growers (data not shown).
Extension was valued as an important information
source, but slightly less important than seed and
crop input dealers (Table 2).
While Extension is usually rated lower than crop
and input suppliers as an information source, one
can hypothesize that it is not necessarily a bad thing;
rather, it just confirms the conclusions of Licht and
Martin (2007). These authors also conducted a survey of corn and soybean growers in Iowa and found
that growers don’t look to Extension for information,
rather they look to Extension for help evaluating the
information they already received from other sources. Moreover, it is arguable that a sizable amount
of information growers receive from crop input
suppliers and dealers, often originates from University research and Extension efforts. We conclude
that Extension specialist need to continue steadfast
development of high-quality Internet materials,
consider materials that may need to be Smartphone
accessible, and be aware of the rise in social media to
remain relevant to our changing clientele.
The authors would like to thank the Illinois and
Wisconsin Soybean Operating Boards for funding
this research through the soybean checkoff.
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Table 1. Percent of growers that used
different types of technology categorized
by size of soybean acres farmed in Illinois
or Wisconsin. Data were collected from a
mail survey in July 2010.

Farm size (acres of soybean)

Technologies used

1-500

501-

1001-

1501-

1000

1500

2000

________________

> 2000

Total

No. of

Chi-

growers

square

Percent of growers ________________

Television

83

82

84

74

90

83

1547

0.6692

Radio

80

81

83

83

95

80

1547

0.4407

Fax machine

28

49

59

78

90

36

1547

<0.0001

Cell phone

81

94

100

96

95

85

1547

<0.0001

Cell phone w/Internet

9

14

22

35

45

12

1547

<0.0001

Computer

65

81

84

91

90

70

1547

<0.0001

Dial-up Internet

10

12

1.5

0.4

0.3

11

1543

0.0067

High-speed Internet

56

71

78

83

85

57

1547

<0.0001

Email

50

70

74

83

75

56

1547

<0.0001

iPod

2.4

5

7.3

0

20

3.4

1547

<0.0001

Yield monitor
36
78
87
96
85
48
1547
<0.0001
Table 2. Importance of various sources of information for soybean growers in Illinois and
GPS guidance
26
64
88
83
90
38
1546
<0.0001
Wisconsin collected from a direct-mail survey conducted in July 2010. Respondents
rated
each
__
__
Total respondents
72
21
4
2
1
1551
method on a scale of 1 to 5 where 1 = very important and 5 = not important.

Table 2. Importance of various sources
of information for soybean growers in
Illinois and Wisconsin collected from
a direct-mail survey conducted in July
2010. Respondents rated each method
on a scale of 1 to 5 where 1 = very
important and 5 = not important.

Farm size (acres of soybean)

Sources

1-500

501-

1001-

1501-

1000

1500

2000

___________

Rating (1 to 5 scale)

> 2000

___________

Growers
n

University Extension

2.1

2.0

2.1

2.2

2.2

1503

Crop input manufacturers

2.4

2.3

2.3

2.3

2.0

1475

Your crop scout

2.3

2.1

2.1

2.2

1.8

1381

Your seed and crop input dealer

1.8

1.7

1.7

1.8

1.7

1504

State or local newspapers

2.6

2.9

3.0

3.0

3.0

1482

Local radio stations

2.8

3.1

3.2

3.6

3.1

1480

Trade magazines

2.4

2.5

2.7

2.5

2.3

1499

LSD = 0.05

0.10

0.18

0.38

0.66

0.7

__
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Soybean Cyst Nematode —
Look at the Whole Picture
Paul Esker and Shawn Conley — Field Crops Extension Plant Pathologist and State Soybean Specialist, UW-Madison
The soybean cyst nematode (SCN) remains our
number one consistent yield limiting pathogen
in Wisconsin (see Fig. 1). In 2010, the WSMBfunded SCN testing program sent out 506
test kits with 226 samples sent into the Plant
Disease Diagnostic Clinic for testing. Of the
226 samples, there were 21 samples that tested
positive for SCN from the following counties:
Columbia, Dane, Dunn, Fond du Lac, Green,
Juneau, Ozaukee, and Trempealeau. Egg
counts ranged from 2 to 11,000 eggs/100 cc
of soil. Effective management of SCN begins
by obtaining accurate population information
for your fields since knowledge of that number
correlates with expected yield loss risk (see
Table 1).
Once SCN has been identified management
of SCN should focus on several factors including: (i) rotation, (ii) resistant varieties, (iii)
field-scale stress reduction, and (iv) continual sampling and monitoring (see, http://
planthealth.info/pdf_docs/SCNGuide_5thEd.
pdf for more information).

Once you have an idea of the field population
of SCN, consider rotating to non-host crops.
The use of a non-host crop can help reduce
SCN populations, although it is unrealistic
to expect a complete reduction (i.e., 100%) of
SCN in a field. In Wisconsin, there are several
excellent non-host crops including: alfalfa,
barley, canola, corn, forage grasses, oats, red
clover, switchgrass, and wheat.
Additionally, the use of resistant varieties
becomes very important once a field has been
found to have SCN. The Soybean Variety Testing Program conducts variety testing at two locations in Wisconsin annually and results are
available at http://coolbean.info. Currently, the
majority of SCN-resistant varieties incorporate
a source of resistance from PI 88788, however,
there are other sources including Peking and
Hartwig in commercial production. Resistance
to SCN is not complete, as there can be some
reproduction within a growing season. However, a good resistant variety should have reproduction that is less than 10% of the reproduction that occurs on a susceptible variety. Also,
over time, your rotation should incorporate
different varieties with SCN-resistance in order
to minimize the risk of SCN population shifts
that can overcome the resistance.
Once you have identified SCN in a field, it
is also important to understand that there
are known associations with the pathogens
that cause Brown stem rot (BSR) and
Sudden death syndrome (SDS). To illustrate,
Fig. 2 shows a map of Wisconsin from 2010
where fields tested positive for SCN and

Fig. 1. Soybean cyst nematode on soybean roots (Photo credit: C. Grau).
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fields also tested positive for SDS. While not the same
fields, the 2010 finds of SDS and SCN in Wisconsin
further correlates with what we saw for the initial
occurrences of SDS occurring in areas where SCN
was first found. When considering the management
for these different pathogens, we recommend first
selecting varieties with resistance for SCN as yield
loss can occur annually with this pathogen,
while BSR and SDS are driven by other factors,
in particular, environmental conditions.

order to assess the effectiveness of your management
program. Improving the knowledge of the SCN
population over time and if there is either a reduction
or increase in SCN numbers will influence how long
term management needs to adapt.

Management of SCN also should consider other
cultural practices that reduce plant stress such
as good weed management, water management,
and soil fertility management. The goal with these
cultural practices is not necessarily reduce SCN
populations rather to provide the best growing
conditions for soybean to compensate for damage
due to SCN.

practices is not necessarily reduce SCN populations rather to provide the best growing conditions for
soybean
to compensate
forandamage
to SCN.
One
area where
there has been
increasedue
in the
number of questions is the use of seed treatment
One area where
therehas
hasbeen
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an increase
nematicides.
While there
increased
testingin the number of questions is the use of seed treatment
ofnematicides.
new compounds,
results
to date
have not
shown testing of new compounds, results to date have not shown
While
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a aconsistent
yield
response
in
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Further
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efficacy of these compounds.
the efficacy of these compounds.
Fig. 2. Locations (by county) of positive fields from samples submitted
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Table. 1. Risk of yield loss due to SCN as a function of soil type and egg count (per 100 cc of soil)z.

Table. 1. Risk of yield loss due to SCN as a function of soil type and egg count (per 100 cc of soil) z.
Soil Type
Egg count per 100 cc of soil
Risk of yield loss
Silt or clay
0 eggs
None
Silt or clay
1-500 eggs
Low
Silt or clay
500-2000 eggs
Moderate
Silt or clay
2000-5000 eggs
High
Silt or clay
>5000 eggs
Very High
Sand
0 eggs
None
Sand
1-500 eggs
Moderate
Sand
500-5000 eggs
High
Sand
>5000 eggs
Very High
z
Adapted
from “Soybean
Cyst
Nematode
Wisconsin
What You Can’t See, Will
zAdapted
from “Soybean
Cyst Nematode
Management
GuideManagement
For Wisconsin — Guide
What YouFor
Can’t
See, Will Hurt–You”.
Hurt You”.
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