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The success of the Tri-State Dairy Nutrition Conference is demonstrated by attendance (Figure 1) and citation 

or reprinting of proceedings manuscripts in the scientific, international, and popular press literature. The 

Conference has resulted in major impacts to the feed industry and dairy producers, and influenced students 

seeking careers in animal nutrition and the direction of some research programs. The results from the 2012 

survey distributed to attendees revealed the following (number in parentheses indicates number of responses; 

std = standard deviation): 
 

1. Attended the Conference on average for 10.4 years ( std = 6.6; n = 60) 

 

2. What do you think is the most common problem with water quality on dairy farms? (n = 31) 

High iron (9); high sulfur or sulfates (7); lack of testing (6); bacteria counts (4); unclean waters (4); 

availability of water (3); manganese (3); chlorine (2);  hardness (2); mineral combinations (including NO3) 

(2); producers not realizing that quality can change quickly (2); algae in water; low in iron; sodium; in 

some areas total dissolved solids; no guidelines for what is appropriate for cows. 

 

3. Attendees (%) with clients that use the following water treatment systems (n=24): 

           20.8 Activated Carbon Filter            0.0 Air Stripping                       62.5 Chlorination  

             0.0  Distillation                               8.3 Cation/anion exchange         4.2 Mechanical filtration 

             0.0  Ozonation                                4.2 Oxidizing Filters                 62.5 Softener 

           20.8 Reverse Osmosis                    12.5 Ultraviolet Radiation          45.8 Unknown system type 

 

4. Attendees (%) with clients that determine milk fat and protein concentrations on individual cows using the 

following methods (n=32):  

     100.0 DHI:        93.8 Monthly               9.4 Every other month            3.1 Quarterly 

       15.6 Laboratory:       15.6 Monthly               0.0 Every other month            0.0 Quarterly 

       18.8 In-line system with milking equipment 

          3.1 On-farm table-top instrument 

  

5.  In the past 3 years, have you: 

a.) Observed an increase in the number of farmers growing their own forage? (n=36)        

                     47.2% Yes                       52.8% No 

b.) Recommended that farmers began to raise more of their own forage? (n=35) 

                    71.4% Yes                        28.6% No 

 

6. Automated milk feeders for calves:  

a.) What percentage of your clients use these types of milk feeders:  3.2% (range = 0 to 20%) (n =38) 

b.) What are the primary advantages that your clients have experienced with these feeders? (n=18) 

Labor savings (11), increased growth and health (5), convenience (2), can vary mixture of milk for 

individual calves, ability to fluctuate with higher to lower calving, and don’t have to deal with 

bottles. 



 

c.) What have been the most common problems on the farm with the use of these feeders? (n=17) 

 Increased respiratory (and ventilation) issues (5), sanitation (5), cost of purchase and 

maintenance (3), getting calves to drink (2), appropriate intake of pasteurized milk, and finding 

sick calve  
 

7. As a nutritionist, what do you think is your primary role in reducing the variation in the composition of 

feeds with which diets are formulated? (n=28) 

 

Feed more or less ingredients (products or co-products) (5), provide education/recommendations (5), 

convey importance of quality forages (5), provide for proper sampling (4), adjust rations as necessary 

(4), promote/provide feed analyses (3), monitor on-farm forage DM (2), separate at harvest obvious 

differences, testing standing corn and alfalfa crops, monitor opportunities to avoid errors, getting 

consistent supplies, knowing the physical characteristics of the feed, on-farm evaluation of what is 

delivered versus what it’s supposed to be, optimize return on investment with whatever is available, 

encourage producer to grow the feeds for which their land, equipment, and management are best suited, 

communication will all parties involved with feed delivery at farms, and have better control of 

production through a proactive approach. 

 

8.  In certain areas of the Midwest, use of high moisture corn is rather prevalent. What do you think are the 

major challenges with its use in dairy rations? (n=32) 

 

Proper harvest moisture and its variation (12), proper storage and preservation (10), starch levels and 

digestibility (9), molds/mycotoxins (7), bunk life (spoilage) and shrink (7), proper processing (particle 

size) (7), combination with high forage diets, and feeding strategies in summer to avoid milk fat 

depression. 

 

 
Figure 1. Attendance at the Tri-State Dairy Nutrition Conference. 


