















































Horses Tomorrow

As long as the economy booms, a
goodly portion of Missouri’s popula-
tion will ride horses. This is the fast-
test growing livestock industry in the
state and nation. Energy shortage
probably will not affect it much. A
general downtrend in the economy,
however, would do so.

It is prestigious to own a horse and
engage in horse activities. Organiza-
tion of horse groups has become ef-
fective on a national basis. This will
reflect in more research dollars in col-
leges, more working together by
groups with horse interests, and more
extension and college teaching. All of
these, in turn, will result in more
horse-owner satisfaction.

If parimutuel betting is voted in
on a statewide basis, there will be a
large influx of racing-type breeding
establishments, training stables and
markets.

Lameness has been one of the most
prevalent problems of horses and will
likely remain so. Parasite control and
vaccination programs against viral
diseases will deserve increased em-

New Engineering

Today:

Major engineering problems con-
nected with livestock in recent years
have centered around four categories:

® O aste management

® ® structures for confinement rearving
and feeding of animals.

® @ inechanical feed movement,

® o labor efficiency.

Interest in confinement housing is
at an all-time high, partly as an es-
cape from mud and partly due to ad-
vantages offered in controlling animal
waste. The recent clamor over pol-
lution of our environment has also
brought public attention to all possi-
ble sources of water, land, and air
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phasis. Great emphasis should be
placed on disease prevention, proper
nutrition and parasite control. Vet-
erinarians and Extension livestock
specialists will face increasing de-
mand for help from horse owners.

Problems to be

pollution, including animal and
human waste.

Representatives of livestock pro-
ducer groups, government agencies,
and the University of Missouri co-
operated to develop the “Missouri
Approach to Animal Waste Manage-
ment’ to meet environmental needs
and not be an undue burden on the
farmer. (See UMC Miscellaneous
Publications 232). More than 300
systems conforming to this guide
have been approved thus far by the
Missouri Clean Water Commission.

The final step in the “Missouri
Approach”, however, is not gaining
as much acceptance as desired. This
is the irrigation with the effluent,
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The equine center, now under de-
velopment on a University farm south
of Columbia, will be one of the most
comprehensive in the nation. It will
give Missouri horsemen an advantage
in solving horse problems.

Faced

using soil and plants as a filter of
pollutants.

Tomorrow:

The trend to higher volume pro-
duction has brought concentration on
design of housing and waste han-
dling, and feed moving equipment
for confinement rearing and feeding.

These trends are expected to in-
tensify in the future and interest will
grow around solutions to waste prob-
lems that recycle the waste products
or turn them into a resource or
valuable byproduct. Questions are
coming from many people in and out
of the farming community regarding
generating and handling methane gas
from animal wastes. Ag engineers






TERMINAL AND LOCAL MARKETS

AUCTION MARKETS
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minals will continue to be important
outlets for slaughter cows, bulls, and

MISSOTRI of livestock. feeder cattle.
Type of Market 1956 1967 Recent . .
{percent) Marketing Tomorrow. Many cattle The teleauctlop Fn.et.h0d of selling
Terminal 75 53 { and hog producers selling direct to ™MaYy offer possibilities for some
Loczir?jtri{:t;aiﬁzrs 22 36 t  market need a great deal of informa- classes of ]?ee.f cattle. _
Auction 2 8 — tion about the supply and demand A beginning has been made in
Other 1 3 situation, and current prices. Increas- holding feeder cattle sales where some

ingly sophisticated means of com-

relatively small part of total slaughter municating marketing information
hog marketings. are being developed. This may in-
Most important outlets for feeder clude further development of “hot
pigs are special co-op sales, sales di- line” recorded reports

rect to farmers, and regular auctions.  wires.
(Table 7).

The teleauction has developed into
a major method of selling feeder pigs
in Missouri. Pigs are concentrated
close to the area of production and
sold at auction by telephone from a
central location. This method of mar-
keting has several efficiencies:

1. Can concentrate animals close
to farm and move them directly

We expect the current trends in
slaughter cattle marketing to contin-
ue. The proportion of slaughter steers
and heifers marketed at terminal mar-  value.
kets or large auctions may be so
small in a few years that hard questions
will be raised about how these cattle
will be priced. Auctions and ter-

genetic and production testing infor-
mation has been made available to
potential buyers. More of this kind of
information will likely be made avail-
and leased able at feeder sales in the future.

The futures market may provide

producers with the opportunity to
shift price risk. This market must be
used on a selective basis to be of most

Greater improvements need to be
made in getting prices to more ade-
quately reflect the grade and yield
value of carcasses produced.

TABLE 7 -- FEEDER PIGS SOLD THROUGH VARIOUS OUTLETS IN MISSOURI

to buyer. Type of Market 1956 1967 Recent
Trend
2. Buyers don’t have to leave  gyecial co-op sales and
home to take part in sale. direct to farmers 57% 55% ”
Auction 20 25 /
3. Providing access to many Dealer 19 16 N
buyers helps make sale regional ~ Terminal 3 4 ~
Other 1 _

rather than local in nature.
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. Missouri has plenty of roughage
for backgrounding programs and
tinishing cattle on less grain.

. Increasing calving percentage
would add to beef herd profits.

. New sources of marketing infor-
mation are appearing. Producers
need to capitalize on them be-
cause this is where a lot of
money can be gained or lost,
regardless of production skill.

. The futures market offers an op-
portunity to shift price risk.

. A special study of cow slaughter
possibilities in Missouri is
is needed. Around 75 percent of

Some Opportunities to Look for—
—in Livestock

the state’s cows were shipped
out of state for slaughter in

1973.

Expansion of production testing
and sales featuring purebred
breeding stock and feeder calves
that have production testing
records can bring dividends.

. Since horses are the fastest grow-

ing livestock industry, horse
breeding holds some good po-
tential.

. The desirability of adding one or

more packing plants in Missouri
is worth. investigating. Only
about 50 percent of Missouri’s

hogs are slaughtered within the
state.

9. New techniques that will im-
prove reproductive efficiency of
swine are undergoing intensive
research and testing. Tools in-
cluding drugs to increase ovula-
tion rates and litter size, help
synchronize estrus cycle, and ini-
tiate farrowing will soon be
available for practical use.

10. The trend toward greater con-
finement and better facilities
and equipment will enable the
most skilled producers to ex-
pand production per operator.

Some Producer Advisory Committee

Recommendations—

—in Beef Production:

I. Use more of the forage on
farms.

2. Stress early calving to get more
weight and use of forage.

3. Keep individual cow perfor-
mance records and aim for 90
to 95 percent calf crops; cull
poor cows; pregnancy test.

4. Use performance tested bulls
with good records.

5. Develop state approved plans
for waste disposal and runoff
control.

6. Improve pasture and hay
crops.

7. Publish lists of feeder -cattle
for sale that are backed by per-
formance tested sires.

8. Set aside certain times at
auction markets for auctioning

10.

test-proven calves.

Research on breeding, feeding,
multiple births, confinement

methods and potentials, etc.

Keep cost of production rec-
ords to guide management
plans.

—in Swine Production:

1.

Information program on ef-
ficient buying and formulation
of feeds is needed.

Emphasize use of breeding
stock with production and
littermate records.

Organize or support existing
producer-agribusiness
sociations dedicated to im-

as-

provement and promotion of
pork products.

Active support of research,
education, and promotion by

local, state, and national pork
producers’ associations.

5. Initiate an educational pro-
gram on disease prevention
measures.

6. A feeder pig enterprise is rec-
ommended for many small
farms that are in need of an
intensive enterprise.

7. Follow guidelines developed
by UMC and Clean Water
Commission on sites,
tures, etc.

struc-

8. Urge more research to develop
improved waste disposal meth-
ods.

For detailed producer recommen-
dations for your area, obtain re-
port from County Extension Cen-
ter. (Reports available are listed at
end of this publication.)
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4 Egg Product Manufacturers

o Shell Egg Processors - Dealers

© Poultry Processing Plants (chickens)
0 Poultry Processing Plants (turkeys)
® MPIA Hatchery (chicks)

& MPIA Hatchery (turkeys)










TABLE 16 -- MISSOURI CORN

Total Production ggriculture.

PRODUCTION

Year Acres Bu./Acre

(000) (000)
1940 4,067 30.5 124,175
1950 4,003 44,0 176,132
1960 4,041 52.0 210,132
1970 2,837 61.0 173,057
1971 3,092 88.0 272,096
1972 2,500 91.0 227,500
1973 2,600 88.0 228,800

corded in Missouri annals, although
total yields were among the highest.
The 88 bushel yield in 1973 was but
slightly below the 91 bushel U.S.
average.

Tomorrow

Demand for corn as a grain and
demand for meat assures the future
of corn as a major crop in this state.
In the immediate future, corn acre-
age will reflect the availability of
fertilizer (especially nitrogen) and
soybean prices.

Speculation of growing crops as a
source of fuel has been heightened
recently by the oil crisis. As dis-
cussed later under machinery and
equipment, this development is not
likely to occur for some time. It
is a possibility and may affect de-
mand for crops from which alcohol
can be made, such as corn.

High lysine corn is a new devel-
opment being worked on by plant
breeders that growers will want to
take advantage of in the future. It
will be worth a premium to live-
stock feeders because it requires less
protein supplement. It will likely be
in demand to improve human diets
also in developing countries where
hunger and malnutrition prevail.

Grain Sorghum Today

Grain sorghum, often thought of

TABLE 17 -- MISSOURI GRAIN
SORGHUM PRODUCTION

Year Acres Bu./Acre Total Production
(000) (000)

1940 70 20,9 1,464

1950 30 20.5 615

1960 452 45.0 20,340

1970 242 53.0 12,826

1971 636 75,0 47,700

1972 380 71.0 26,980

1973 440 70.0 30,800

as a substitute for corn, has a his-
tory of inconsistency in Missouri
[ts  indeterminate
growth pattern, which contributes
to storage problems, has limited its
production. It is often relegated to
poorer soils.

Production totaled 30.8 million
bushels in 1973, a 14 percent in-
crease over the 1972 harvest.

Grain Sorghum Tomorrow

Storage losses that have plagued
Missouri growers in the past appar-
ently have been solved with the in-
troduction of grain dryers. Limita-
tions of propane gas supplies will
aggravate the drying situation in the
future so it is hard to predict what
the grain sorghum prospects will be
relative to corn.

Sorghum is low in protein but
plant breeders are making progress
in raising its lysine content, like that
of corn. This will be a development
growers will want to capitalize on as
soon as it is available.

Wheat Today

Wheat production also has been
characterized by an inconsistent pat-
tern of yield and total production in
Missouri. Total acreage has de-
clined 50 percent since 1940. Sur-
pluses, along with low prices, have
contributed to the decline.

TABLE 18 -- MISSOURI WHEAT

PRODUCTION
Year Acres Bu./Acre Total Production
(000) (000)
1940 1,713 19.0 32,547
1950 1,359 17.5 23,782
1960 1,321 28.5 37,648
1970 932 33.5 31,222
1971 848 40.5 34,344
1972 925 39.0 36,075
1973 850 30.0 25,500

Wheat acreage, like that of corn,
declined in 1973. Prolonged wet
conditions during the fall of 1972 de-
layed field operations to the extent
that considerably less wheat was sown
than had been anticipated. The 26.4
million bushel harvest was consider-
ably less than the 36 million bushel
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harvest in1972. The number of acres
grown was down 8 percent; yield per
acre was down, too, as both factors
contributed to the total reduction in

1973.

Wheat Tomorrow

Recent developments in world
trade have altered the wheat sit-
uation; it has now become a profit-
able crop. The immediate future of
wheat has improved and increased pro-
duction is anticipated.

The future of commercial hybrid
wheat remains questionable. Improve-
ments in wheat protein quality and
quantity are anticipated.

Cotton Today

Cotton is a major Missouri crop,
although grown only in Southeast
Missouri Delta counties. It contrib-
utes from 50 to 90 million dollars to
the state’s agricultural income. The
largest acreage harvested in Missouri
was 583,000 in 1949. During the
last ten years, the average has been
around 300,000. Acreage planted in
1974 rose to 430,000 as government
restrictions were lifted but the acre-
age was down to around 300,000
again by August due to unfavorable
weather.

Weather conditions at planting
time and federal farm programs have
had the most influence on acreage of
cotton.

Cotton yields fluctuate with
weather conditions but there has been
a slight trend upward with a five-
year average (1969-73) of 525 pounds
of lint per acre.

Cotton Tomorrow

Missouri’s cotton producers have
an opportunity to benefit from the
strong demand for cotton if they can
increase their per acre yield. Cotton
appears to be gaining an unexpect-
ed advantage over manmade fibers.
Fibers made from petroleum are fac-
ing a dwindling supply of natural
resources and rising costs.

Agricultural leaders in the Boot-
heel realize that cotton is a basic in-
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TABLE 25 -- ESTIMATED IN-PLANT COSTS FOR BULK BLENDING
FERTILIZER OUTLETS*

Average Estimated Cost Per Ton
Annual Volume Specialized Multi- Product

(tons) Firm Firm**
605 $40.50 $16.04
1,434 19.46 9.66
2,270 13.17 7.92
3,380 10.60 6.98
4,438 9.05 6.51
5,499 8.09 6.22
6,446 7.50 6.05
10,199 6.24 5.66

*Data from “The Cost of Retailing Fertilizer in Minnesota,” by Robert Rathjen & David
Dahl, Minnesota Agricultural Economist, March, 1971.
**Firms handling feed, petroleum, or having an elevator operation.

acreages and higher prices.

To an important degree, the prof-
itability and competitive position of
Missouri’s agriculture depends upon
having effective, aggressive firms
handling farm supplies. Recent short-
ages and higher prices for fuel, fertil-
izer, chemicals, machinery, and feed
have highlighted this dependency.

An efficient agriculture depends
upon farmers being able to buy these
supplies at the lowest possible cost.
Low costs, in turn, require the indi-
vidual firms making up an industry
to be aggressive and up to date.
Along with good management, a
farm supply firm’s ability to operate
efficiently depends importantly on
the size of the firm.

Size Economies

Economies of size exist when lower
costs can be achieved as the size of
plant increases. For example, 5,000
tons of fertilizer might be handled
with two plants having a 2,500 ton
capacity or by one plant having a
5,000 ton capacity. If there are size
economies, the total cost of proces-
sing through the single plant will be
less than through the two smaller
plants. However, a co-op or private
firm may still choose two smaller op-
erations, such as two grain receiving
elevators, because of added customer
convenience.

There are several sources for the
lower per-unit costs achieved in lar-
ger plants. Commonly, the cost of
buildings, equipment, land, and

management do not increase in the
same proportion as plant capacity.
Fixed costs per unit decrease. In addi-
tion to lower fixed costs per unit of
output, larger plants may use larger,
more efficient equipment than would
be used in smaller plants. Variable
costs may also be lowered.

Two recent studies indicate the ex-
tent of size economies in farm sup-
ply firms (see Tables 25 and 20.)

In Missouri, there are many farm
supply firms which do a small vol-
ume of business. These firms can
compete effectively in the short
run—by not covering depreciation
costs (the plants may be fully depre-
ciated) and by not replacing build-
ings and equipment. In the
long run, these small volume firms
are at a distinct disadvantage be-
cause of the economies of size in farm
supply firms. A continued exit of
firms from the market can be expect-

ed.

Inflation and Uncertainty

As the prices of goods increase, a
business firm needs more dollars to
cover its higher dollar amounts of in-
ventory, accounts receivable, and
other items. For many farm supply
firms, this means that some dollars
will have to be borrowed. Some firms
may not find borrowing feasible and
will decide to discontinue business.
Those firms using a large amount of
borrowed money will need better rec-
ords and better management than
many have had in the past.

In an inflationary period, firms of-
ten find that selling price increases
tend to lag behind cost increases.
This decrease in margins requires
higher volume if profit levels are to
be maintained. Those firms which are
unable to adjust quickly enough may
be forced out of business.

When prices move up and down in
a short time period, the planning
processes of managers are upset. Mar-
gins which were adequate in more
stable times are not sufficient to cov-
er the risk of losses on goods held in
inventory while prices are falling.
Until the economy becomes more sta-
bilized, farmers must expect that
dealer margins on farm supply items
will be larger than in the past.

The Energy Situation

The energy situation has or will
have a considerable influence on the
operating practices of farm supply
firms.

TABLE 26 -- ESTIMATED IN-PLANT COSTS FOR CUSTOM MIX FEED MILL*
NEBRASKA, 1971

Estimated Cost Per Ton

Annual Volume Specialized Multi- Product
(tons) Firm Firm**
13, 780 S 3.65 S 3,54
23,140 2.93 2.89
34,580 2.39 2.40

*Data from “ Economies of Size, Volume & Diversification in Retail Grain & Farm
Supply Businesses" by D.G. Anderson and D.L. Helgeson, Nebraska Agricultural
Experiment Station Research Bulletin 261. April. 1974.

*+Tirms handling feed, liquid fertilizer, grain and petroleum,
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The diversity of soil and climatic con-
ditions in Missouri encourages the
production of a variety of farm prod-
ucts.

While U.S. farm numbers con-
tinue to decline, the number in Mis-
souri has leveled off. A large number
of Missouri farmers are able to stay
in farming because of the favorable
opportunities to mix farming and
non-farms jobs. Agriculture in Mis-
souri is developing into communities
with growing numbers of large com-
mercial farms, stable numbers of me-
dium-sized farms, and increasing
numbers of small part-time farms.
This combination of farms provides
for a well balanced community that
efficiently uses the resources avail-
able.

The smaller farms can make good
use of the smaller, sometimes less
productive tracts of land. However,
some of the small farms with limited
resources and low income may re-
quire special help in terms of techni-
cal and management information.

With a mixture of farms, the total
agricultural production from the
community is greater, the larger de-
mand for agricultural inputs sup-
ports a larger variety of agricultural
input suppliers, and the community
is better able to supply all of the de-
sirable services necessary for a
healthy and satisfactory level of living
for all rural citizens.

Tomorrow

No one can predict the future any
time, but recent developments seem
to cause more uncertainity than
usual. We face a precarious balance
between world food supplies and hu-
man population. We have the com-
plicated interactions of weather, the
energy situation, expanded foreign
trade and inflationary demand.

Agriculture will face many chal-
lenges. Here are four major ones:

L. Adaptation of food production and
processing to environmental and eco-
logical vestraints. We have seen
the beginnings of this in Jaws on
pesticide use and livestock
waste. Many more developments
will take place related to food ad-
ditives, land use, and soil and wa-
ter conservation.

2. Adaptations in energy use. Few peo-
ple have realized how much agri-
culture and forestry depend on
fossil fuels. New crop and live-
stock production systems will be
designed to reduce energy require-
ments.

3. Adaptations in rural-urban relation-
ships. There will be more focus on
issues of zoning, taxation to pro-
vide local public services, rural

industrialization, and many others.

4. Adaptations in the organized struc-
ture of agriculture (or who will
control agriculture?). If the
present dispersed, predomi-
nantly family type of agriculture
is to be maintained, a shift in na-
tional policies toward agriculture
will be required. Farm leaders are
grappling with the complicated
issues. They must involve the
public and explain the alternatives
so that society can make an in-
formed choice.

The balanced agricultural commu-
nity which is developing in Mis-
souri has many specific needs which
must be met if optimum growth and
development are to be achieved.

1. Open and competitive markets
must be available for farmers to
sell their products. Small farms do
not produce quantities to justify
specialized marketing arrange-
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ments which are suited to large
farms.

2. Agricultural inputs must be avail-
able in the quantity and with the
needed services suitable for both
large-scale commercial farms and
small farms.

3. Land use problems must be dealt
with in such a way to accommo-
date modern large-scale farming
and rural residents.

4. Educational programs are essential
in helping farm families make the

needed adjustments to stay
abreast of current conditions.
These programs will need to

include management training as
well as new technical information.

5. Adequate financing needs to be
readily available for both large
and small farms. There will be
tremendous pressures on sources
of agricultural credit.

6. Governmental regulations, pro-
grams, and taxes must be applied
so as not to cause disadvantage to
any particular group of rural citi-
zens.

7. Those in agriculture must be
ready to speak out on specific
issues related to agriculture. Some
examples are the importance of
agricultural exports, the role of
prices in stimulating needed pro-
duction, how pesticides are used
to increase quantity and quality of
food production, and zoning and
taxation.

An issue-by-issue approach to ru-
ral-urban communication, with
opportunities for give and take be-
tween interested groups, should
prove more effective than the more
general approach of simply “telling
agriculture’s story.”



PRODUCER ADVISORY COMMITTEE REPORTS

The following publications are re-
ports of agricultural program planning
done by farmers and agribusinessmen
serving on advisory committees for
the University of Missouri Extension

A-B-C-D Area—A-B-C-D Area Agriculture
Looks to the Future (1972): Andrew, Buchanan,
Clinton, and DeKalb Counties.

Boonslick Area—Boonslick Agribusiness Evaluation,
MP 322 (1973): Lincoln, Montgomery, and Warren
Counties.

Bootheel—Four publications, Planning Ahead in
Missouri’s Cotton Industry, MP 9 (1966) and Five-
Year Review (1970); Soybean Industry Program for
Southeast Missouri, MP 82 (1968); and Beef Cattle
in the Missouri Bootheel, MP 291 (1972): Dunklin,
Mississippi, New Madrid, Pemiscot, Scott, and
Stoddard Counties.

East-West Gateway (report due off press in
spring of 1975): Franklin, Jefferson, St. Charles,
and St. Louis Counties.

Green Hills—Green Hills Agricultural Development
Program, MP 84 (1968) (Report on 1974 planning
at press): Caldwell, Daviess, Grundy, Harrison,
Linn, Livingston, Mercer, Putnam, and Sullivan
Counties.

Kaysinger Basin—Kaysinger Arvea Plans for the
Future, MP 201 (1970): Bates, Benton, Cedar,
Hickory, St. Clair, and Vernon Counties.

Lake’s Country—Lake's Country Agriculture
Challenge for the Future (1972): Barry, Christian,
Dade, Dallas, Greene, Lawrence, Polk, Stone,
Taney, and Webster.

Mark Twain Area—~Mark Twain Agribusiness Looks
to Future, MP 118 (1969) (report on current
updating studies probably available by 1976):
Lewis, Macon, Marion, Monroe, Pike, Ralls,
Randolph, and Shelby Counties.

Division in 19 of the rural areas
of Missouri. Copies of the report
for each area may be obtained at
any County Extension Center with-
in the area.

Meramec Area—Agriculture in the Meramec Area:
The Growth Industry (1973): Crawford, Dent,
Gasconade, Maries, Phelps, and Washington
Counties.

Mid-Missouri Area—Mid-Missouri Agricultural
Program (1972): Audrain, Boone, Callaway, Cole,
Cooper, Howard, Moniteau, and Osage Counties.
Missouri Valley Area—Planning Abead forAgri-
culture in Missouri Valley: Carroll, Chariton, and
Saline Counties.

Northeast Missouri Area—People Planning Pro-
grams, MP 430 (1974): Adair, Clark, Knox,
Schuyler, and Scotland Counties.

Northwest Area—DNorthwest Missouri Plans for
Progress, MP 389 (1974): Atchison, Gentry, Holt,
Nodaway, and Worth Counties.

Ozark Foothills—Ozark Foothills Agriculture Plans
for Tomorrow, MP 417 (1974): Butler, Carter,
Reynolds, Ripley, and Wayne.

Ozark Gateway Area—Ozark Gateway Area Agri-
business Program Plan, 1972-1980: Barton, Jasper,
McDonald, and Newton Counties.

South Central Ozarks (DOW section)}—South
Central Ozarks Area Plans for the Future in
Agriculture (1972): Douglas, Ozark, and Wright
Counties.

Show-Me Area—People Plan Progress in Show-Me
Area, MP 333: Henry, Johnson, Lafayette, and
Pettis Counties.

Southeast Area—Southeast Extension Arvea—Situa-
tion—Opportunities—Recommendations, MP 389 (1974):
Bollinger, Cape Girardeau, Iron, Madison, Perry,
St. Francois, and Ste. Genevieve.




Some Highlights from Missouri
Agriculture Today—Tomorrow:

o Price and supply conditions in agriculture are very unsettled—yet decisions have to be
made every day. It makes sense, then, to plan, using the best information possible. The
purpose of this publication is to help provide that information. See p. 1

o Most agricultural production and investment decisions are made by thousands of
individual farmers, businessmen, and investors. How can planning groups influence these

decisions? See p. 3

o A five percent increase in yields or prices can have a big effect on a farm business.
See p. 5

o Many state and local questions about land use must be answered. See. p. 7
o Missouri’s future in beef cow operations looks good in spite of ups and downs. See p. 9

o The trend to specialization in the pork industry is likely to continue. Disease will be the
greatest deterrent to large concentrations of hogs. See p. 12

o Horses are big business—one family in 10 owns one or more horses. See p. 14

o The teleauction is a major method of selling feeder pigs—it may offer possibilities for
some classes of beef cattle. See p. 18

o Dairymen may be reaching the end of an era of high grain feeding. See p.22

o Missouri ranks among the top turkey producing states in the nation—it's a highly
integrated industry. See p. 26

o Soybeans are Missouri’s number one cash crop. See p. 29

o Peach production may increase in Missouri, both for commercial shipping and local
markets. See p. 37

o The landscape maintenance industry has grown rapidly and should continue to expand.
See p. 41

o Missouri and its forest lands are in excellent position to respond to national needs for
more wood. See p. 43

Issued in furtherance of cooperative extension work, acts of May 8 and June 30, 1914, in coopera-
tion with the United States Department of Agriculture. Carl N. Scheneman, Vice President for
Extension, Cooperative Extension Service, University of Missouri, Columbia, Mo. 65201. The
University of Missouri is an equal employment and educational opportunity institution.
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