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used in place of certain large Caragana
(peashrub) and mockorange species with
inherently leggy growth habits.

Meadowlark is no sissy; it fills
' a big spot when it's full grown

The very first Meadowlark originated
in 1936 at the Arnc 1| Arboretum in

Massachusetts from a cross between a Meadowlark in your yard gives you

springtime color, us a research fund

Korean and an Albanian forsythia. In a
place where even the weakest forsythia
blooms, no one paid any attention to it
until the spring of 1967 after an
unusually cold winter. The experimental
stock whit had only a number for a
name bloomed profusely while the
popular varieties were nearly devoid of
flowers.

There still wasn’t much enthusiasm for
the plant when it was offered to
researchers through the North Central
Regional Plant Introduction Station in
Ames in 1973. But we in North and South
Dakota wanted it; and after 10 years of
evaluation plantings and study, we re-
introduced it to horticultural scientists.

Suddenly, Meadowlark became a star;
there was instant (and somewhat envious)
acceptance and approval of Meadowlark
as a new cultivar, all due to the plant
itself which has attracted supporters
from the scientific community and from
nurserymen across the Upper Midwest.

Meadowlark grows in a dense, regular
spreading form to a height of 7 to 9 feet.
It is vigorous and fairly rapidly growing.
Mature foliage is dark ivy green,
maintaining this color until late in the
fall. A purple-bronze cast is the first
indication of autumn color; however,
under continued favorable fall conditions,
the leaves often change to golden yellow.
The luxuriant foliage is of excellent
quality and in our Northern Plains trials
has been virtually pest free throughout
the growing season.

As attractive as the foliage is, it is the
blooming of Meadowlark that will appeal
to homeowners. The bright yellow flowers
grow thickly on the branches in early
spring. They are larger in size and
superior to either parent and a deep
yellow. Flower buds have not shown
injury at -35 degrees F. Plants will begin
to bloom when 3 years old. A bonus is
that Meadowlark has remarkable drought
tolerance.

and honeysuckle species. It may also be

Meadowlark was officially registered in
January 1984 by the Arnold Arboretum,
which serves as the registration authority
for all forsythias. To date 32 wholesale
nurseries have initiated commercial
propagation. You will be able to buy
Meadowlark in the spring of 1985.

When you do, you will be supporting
research to find you more woody
ornamentals we hope will be as
successful as Meadowlark.

Each new variety that is released by an
experiment station is handled differently.
Corn lines simply are buried in the
parentage of commercial lines; you may
never know, for example, that SDSU
contributed to the genetic material in a
certain hybrid. New small grain varieties
stay distinct; you can, without too much
trouble, find out where they originated.

Meadowlark forsythia is different yet.
You may forget that it originated at the
North and South Dakota Experiment
Stations. That’s all right; we aren’t
looking for glory as hard as we are
looking for more outstanding ornamentals
for our states. When you buy
Meadowlark from your local nursery, you
are helping us in that search. Here’s how
it works: ‘

We give the stock to nurseries to
propagate. They sell it to you, and part of
your money is handed back to the North
or South Dakota Nurserymen'’s
Association. It then comes back to us,
earmarked for research on more woody
ornament:  hopefully as superior as
Meadowlark.

Support of research is not enough to
make you go out and buy Meadowlark.
What will make you buy it is that glorious
yellow shrub blooming its heart out in the
middle of a cold gray spring. It’s going to
be a fine sight. O

The author is Norm Evers, instructor in the Horticulture-
Forestrv Denartment at SDSU. Evers and Dale Herman.

locations in both states before offering it to the publié.



.\ shot for‘scabies

SDSU-researched drug is now
approved by FDA,; it’s not as
hard on the cattle as dipping

You can now ship cattle across the
state line without dipping them for
scabies, if you substitute an injection of
ivermectin.

The drug, researched by an SDSU team
of animal and veterinary scientists, has
been approved by the Food and Drug
Administration for treatment and control
of cattle scabies. The South Dakota
Livestock Sanitary Board has adopted the
federal regulations approving ivermectin
for cattle scabies.

Most shippers wouldn’t be unhappy to
see the inconvenience and difficulties of
dipping go. And they’ll like the fact that
ivermectin is safer; it is less stressful
than the dipping process.

But ivermectin is not the perfect
answer to scabies. Under terms of FDA
approval of the product: )

Animals must not be slaughtered until
35 days after treatment.

The product cannot be used on female
dairy cattle of breeding age.

And it may be used only by, or on the
order of, a licensed veterinarian.

Also, USDA’s interim shipping rules
require treated cattle to be kept
physically separated from other cattle for
14 days after treatment. After 14 days,
all the scabies mites on treated cattle
should be dead or incapable of infesting
other cattle.

Scabies is a contagious skin disease. It
is caused by tiny mites that pierce the
skin and feed on body fluids released

from the wounds. The mites are spread
bv contact hetween animals.

sucking lice, mites, and grubs at the same
time it is administered for scabies.

They took pity on control calves,
later cured them of scabies too

To test the drug, SDSU researchers
obtained 20 scabies infected calves with
the assistance of the Livestock Sanitary
Board, and moved them under quarantine
to the Southeast Experiment Farm near
Beresford. There, half were injected with
ivermectin and half were untouched. Skin
scrapings were taken weekly for 8
consecutive weeks and examined
microscopically by the Veterinary
Diagnostic Laboratory.

All animals were positive for mites on
the first scraping. At the second (the
eighth day), only three of the treated
animals carried mites. On subsequent
scrapings, no mites were found on any of
the ivermectin treated calves.

In contrast, some of the control animals
continued to test positive for mites
throughout the entire 8-week trial. After
the test period, the control animals were
also treated and cured of scabies.

The data obtained from the trial was
forwarded to Merck & Co for inclusion in
their petition to the FDA. Researchers
working on the project included Dr. James
Bailey, Extension veterinarian; Gerry
Kuhl, then Extension livestock specialist;
Herley Miller, associate professor of


















eriencing population growth.”

the 1960s, there was a net

novement of about 300,000
persons per year to metropolitan areas.
Today, said Baer, about 380,000 persons
annually are moving from metropolitan
areas.

Will they find what they
want in South Dakota?

Baer extracted some reasons for this
turnaround from the data. Nationally,
employment opportunities had begun to
decentralize. There was growth in local
governmental services. The energy
industry brought ‘‘boom’ conditions to
several rural areas. There were more
retirees moving to non-metropolitan
areas, and there were expanded
recreational opportunities.

The catch in this is that South Dakota
doesn’t have many of those drawing
cards in its counties.

Baer found, for instance, that the
population loss had resulted in more
poverty, more unemployment, fewer
services, and services of lower quality in
several South Dakota localities. Of the 10
poorest counties in the nation, four were
in South Dakota—and three of those
counties had experienced population
losses exceeding 12% even during the
1970s.

“The consequences vary with the kind
of people who migrate, but in all cases
the effects are significant. In the national
picture, immigration of people puts stress
and strain on existing services and
facilities. When the influx of people was
high, it heightened the anxiety levels of
residents already living there. There was
generally also a high impact on local
schools, city governments, health and
social services, and the local economy.”

“Furthermore, the national growth trends
could send false signals to those who
have local leadership responsibilities,”
Baer adds.

Why were we going against the trend?
Baer developed profiles of counties that
experienced population growth and those
that did not, and found the answers.

New residents weren’t coming back to
farm. The influx of population is tied
more to other jobs than those in the
traditional rural industries like farming,
mining, and lumbering. Areas of the state
which still have predominant economic
ties to agriculture therefore aren’t apt to
experience growth. Predictions that the
number of South Dakota farms will drop
to 30,000 by the year 2000 seem to
support this.

“The implication for local leaders is
that when the local economy is strongly
tied to agriculture, with fewer alternative
jobs and industries, the population is not
only apt to continue dropping, but the
average age of those who remain will get
older and older,” she said.

“With fewer and older people, planning
for services obviously should be geared
toward the type we normally associate
with older people.”

For counties with a growing number of
alternative employment opportunities
apart from agriculture, the reverse is
true: ‘‘Local leaders should prepare for a
population increase and a younger
average age among local residents.

“That means they may need to consider
improving and expanding educational
facilities, child care facilities, and
government services such as fire and
police protection. They may need more
housing, more recreation, increased
utilities, and a different approach to
health care facilities and services.

“When local planners and others
responsible for such services pay close
attention to the profile of their local
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The great debate

In poll, only 19% of farmers
favor keeping present system
of making farm policy decisions

Most South Dakota farmers and
ranchers favor major changes in the
process used to make key farm policy
decisions.

‘Specifically, when asked, ‘““Who should
make the major farm commodity policy
decisions?’’ only 19% favored
continuation of the present system in
which Congress and the Secretary of
Agriculture make the key decisions.

A two-thirds majority of the survey
respondents was evenly divided between
those who favor an independent decision-
making board of farmers, agribusiness,
and consumers and those who favor
farmer-organized and farmer-financed
commodity programs of their own.

The survey was based on 480
responses to a randomly selected

statewide sample of South Dakota
farmers. It was specifically designed to
document attitudes of South Dakota
agricultural producers for input into the
upcoming 1985 comprehensive farm and
food policy debate in Congress.

In a word—too much politics in
agriculture, say the respondents

Similar surveys have been conducted
and are being compiled in 17 states
across the nation. Preliminary tabs from
these states indicate responses consistent
with ours on the question of ‘““Who should
make the key farm policy decisions.”

What the farmers have said is that the
present system is too sensitive to politics.
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