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An EEO/Affirmative Action employer, University of Wisconsin-Extension provides  
equal opportunities in employment and programming, including Title IX requirements. 

The Eastern Wisconsin DHIC newsletter is a partnership among UW-Extension offices in  
Sheboygan, Manitowoc, Brown, Ozaukee and Washington counties.  Our goal is to provide 
EWDHIC members, service providers and consultants with timely information based on 
university research.  Use of commercial names or products within this newsletter does not 
imply endorsement. 

 
New Employee 

 
Jody Kasten has been hired to provide Field Technician 
services and AgSourceDM support in Manitowoc 
County.  If any members are interested in starting up 
on the online herd management program let us know 
and Jody will assist in the training.  Welcome aboard.      

 
New Director 

 
Bob Vandoske, Sheboygan County, is the newest 
elected member on the EWDHIC Board.  Bob is a 
partner at Vandoske Farms in northern Sheboygan 
County.  We welcome him to the Board and look 
forward to working with him. 

 
Retiring Director 

 
Jerry Jens, is the retiring director from the EWDHIC 
Board.  Jerry has dedicated many years as a director 
to the DHI program.  We will miss you and hope you 
have enjoyed the time you spent with us!  
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May 13-14   Hazardous Waste Clean Sweep 2011 
    Calumet County call (920) 849-1450 ext 3 
    Fond du Lac County call (920) 929-3171 
    Manitowoc County call (920) 683-4333 
    Sheboygan County call (920) 467-3060 
 

June 11  Washington County Breakfast on the Farm  
   6:30 am -11:30 am, Gehring View Farms, LLC, 4630 Hwy 83, Hartford 
 

June 12   Manitowoc County Breakfast on the Farm  
    8 am to Noon, Badger Pride Dairy, 15724 Hillcreek Road, Valders 
 

June 18   Sheboygan County Breakfast on the Farm 
    7 am - Noon, Devin Acres, W3844 Primrose Lane, Elkhart Lake 
 

    Preparing for Agricultural Emergencies 
June 20   6-9 pm, Soaring Eagle Dairy, 10219 Cty Rd F, Newton 
June 21   6-9 pm, Majestic Meadows Dairy, N5854 Meadowlark Rd, Sheboygan Falls 
June 22   6-9 pm, Vir-Clar Farms, N5119 Cty Rd K, Fond du Lac 
June 23   6-9 pm, Schneider Brothers Farm #1, W3181 Schneider Rd, Hilbert 
 

June 23   Manitowoc County Forage Council Summer Twilight Meeting & Farm Tour  
  7 - 10 pm, Habeck Homestead Farms, 12135 Pleasant Road, Maribel 
 

June 25   Ozaukee County Breakfast on the Farm 
    7 - 11 am, Melichar Broad Acres, 3990 Willow Lane, Port Washington 
  

June 26   Calumet County "Sundae on the Farm"   
  11 am to 3 pm, Greg Bohmann Farm, Brillion 

COMING EVENTSCOMING EVENTSCOMING EVENTS   

The Alfalfa Scissor Cutting Project 
helps to monitor alfalfa quality and 
provides a guide for timely harvest to 
ensure high quality forage.  Feeding 
higher quality forages can help offset 
costs associated with higher grain 
prices.  Using calendar dates alone has 
not been a reliable method to predict 
forage quality.   
 
First cut alfalfa is the single most 
important cutting for farmers because 
it is 40-50% of the total season yield 
and is generally harvested for the dairy 
herd.  This is the cutting when forage 
quality is changing the fastest, and 
generally results in harvested forage 
with the lowest average quality of any 

Where Can I Find Alfalfa Quality 
Information? 
There are a number of ways for you to 
receive alfalfa quality information: 
• The local UW-Extension website.  
• The State Forage Quality website 

which reports alfalfa quality from 
counties across the state can be 
found at: http://www.uwex.edu/ces/
ag/scissorsclip. 

• If you would like a PEAQ stick to 
monitor alfalfa quality on your farm, 
please call your local UW-Extension 
Office. 

• Lastly feel free to contact your local 
Extension office for quality 
information. 

cutting during the season.  Because of 
the importance of timely harvest, your 
local UW-Extension Office will be 
providing scissor cutting information.  
Fresh alfalfa samples will be taken 
from fields throughout the area, as 
well as PEAQ stick measurements. 
 
Set harvesting goals.  Forage quality 
should be matched to animal needs.  
Higher forage quality than the animal 
can use results in extra production 
expense with no return.  We 
recommend that forage quality be 150 
RFV for milking dairy herds and 120-
130 for heifers, stocker cattle, and 
lactating beef cattle. 
 

Alfalfa Scissor Cutting/PEAQ Sticks Monitor Quality 
Mike Ballweg - Crops & Soils Agent - Sheboygan County UWEX 
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columns. The same dark blue color is 
used in Block C to highlight these 
data making it easier to relate the 
graphical and tabular information. 
This format is used for all the risk 
groups in Block B  
 
In all cases, "First Test" is between 
five and forty days in milk. Any cow 
or heifer in the above infected 
categories having their first test day 
after forty days in milk will go into 
the light blue area on the graph.  
 
The light blue area sandwiched 
between the red area and the dark 
blue area represents the cows and 
heifers having SCCs below 200,000 on 
their previous test, that are now ≥ 
200,000 on their current test. These 
cows are the "New Infections >40 
DIM". Cows in this risk group are 
listed in Block C "Udder Infection 
Summary by Test Day" for both New 
by DIM (First Lactation) and New by 
DIM (Second and Greater Lactation) 
groups, divided by DIM ranges 41-
150, 151-240 and >240 days. These 
columns are color coded with the 
same light blue.  

 
The red shaded area includes cows ≥ 
200,000 at the previous test and ≥ 
200, 000 on the current test. These 
are the Chronic Infections. A more 
detailed breakdown of this group is 
in Block C Udder Infection 
Summary by Test Day under 
Chronic 2x ≥ 200,000. Unique to the 
AgSource UHM reports, this risk 
group also includes cows that tested 
≥ 200,000 at the last test of the 
previous lactation that tested ≥ 
200,000 at the first test. These cows 
are the "Dry Period Failure to Cure" 
cows listed in Block C and are a 
subset of the Chronic Infections.  
 
The total count of cows for each of 
the three risk groups represents all 
cows on test ≥ 200,000. This is the 
herd prevalence of infection, which 
is equivalent to the "High ≥ 200" 
column in Block C. The count of 
"New Infections and Fresh Cow 
Infections" is the sum of all new 
infections in the herd, which is 
equal to the "New Num" column in 
block C. 

Risk Group Analysis 
 
Block B is a graphic representation 
of the infected groups in the herd 
over the last 12 months. The graph 
reads from left to right, from 
historical to the most recent test 
date. The count (Y-axis) represents 
the number of cows in each risk 
group. A useful target would be to 
have the total count of cows 
represented on the graph less than 
20% of the herd size. 
 
The dark blue lower shaded area 
represents the Fresh Cow Infections 
and includes heifers with an SCC ≥ 
200,000 on their first test and the 
cows with an SCC <200,000 on the 
last test before dry off that have a 
first test ≥ 200,000. The graphic 
provides an excellent visual of the 
herd's infection history. For more 
detail in a tabular format, cows in 
this risk group are listed in Block C 
"Udder Infection Summary by Test 
Day" under the 1st Test (5-40 Days) 
columns in both the New by DIM 
(First Lactation) and New by DIM 
(Second and Greater Lactation) 

Udder Health Management Summary - Block B 

This month we would like to focus 
on the Udder Health Management 
Summary Block B. We have 
included a very detailed 
description of this graph below. If 
you are interested in the report 
and do not currently receive it you 
will need to let your technician 
know and he can sign you up on 
your next test. 
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Somatic Cell Count Limit Reduction Update 
Pamela L. Ruegg, DVM, MPVM, Professor & Extension Milk Quality Specialist 

being reduced to 400,000 cells/ml) 
and there have been several efforts 
to reduce the US limit but each 
proposal has been rejected at 
previous NCIMS conferences.  
 
Last spring, the SCC issue became 
more critical because during the last 
couple of years, about 10-12% of US 
dairy production has been exported 
and the exported products have 
greatly contributed to maintaining 
milk prices.  Much of the product 
that is exported consist of milk 
solids and dried whey.  Current EU 
regulations require that all dairy 
products entering the EU must 
originate from FARMS (not 
comingled milk but actual farms) 
that meet the 400,000 cell/ml EU 
limit.  The EU threatened last spring 
to enforce that standard and most of 
us heard several rumors that various 
processors would unilaterally begin 
enforcing that limit so that they did 
not lose their ability to export.  The 
uncertainty in potential changes to 
SCC rules at the level of the 
processor led to significant 
confusion in the industry 
about how and when new 
thresholds and rules 
would be enforced.    
 
In an attempt to bring 
uniformity to the market 
place, the FDA began 
negotiations with the EU 
and enforcement of the 
EU directive was delayed until after 
the NCIMS had a chance to vote on 

a proposal to reduce the US SCC 
limit to 400,000 cells/ml over a 
period of three years.    
 
Last week, the NCIMS finally met 
and the proposal to reduce the 
SCC limit to 400,000 cells/ml was 
defeated by a 26 to 25 
vote.  Additional commentary on 
this issue is available at  http://
www.dairyherd.com/dairy-news/
latest/Proposed-changes-to-SCC-
regulations-defeated-
121279129.html.  At this point the 
official SCC limit in the PMO 
remains at 750,000 cells/ml.  
 
WHAT NEXT???  I don’t really 
know.  The EU is not changing its 
mind and the USDA and FDA are 
going to have to go back to the 
negotiating table and readdress the 
US standards.  It is likely that 
individual processors or even 
individual states may begin to 
enforce more stringent thresholds 
but right now, the issue is not 
resolved.  
 

 

I just wanted to update everyone 
on the continuing Somatic Cell 
Count (SCC) limit 
controversy.  Most of you probably 
have heard that the National 
Conference of Interstate Milk 
Shippers (NCIMS) held their 
biannual meeting last week to vote 
on potential changes to the key 
regulatory document for US milk 
quality (the Pasteurized Milk 
Ordinance or PMO).  This 
document provides a uniform basis 
of regulations and almost all Grade 
A milk produced in the US falls 
under these regulations.  The PMO 
is reviewed every two years and 
changes are voted on by official 
delegates from each US state (and 
Puerto Rico). The delegates are 
composed of state milk safety 
regulators. 
 
The official SCC limit for shipping 
milk has been 750,000 cells/ml for 
almost 20 years.  This limit is 
markedly greater than SCC limits 
in the EU (400,000 cells/ml) and 
Canada (currently 500,000 but is 
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for each component is a true average of 
every cow on test in the herd - including 
cows with both saleable milk and cows 
with milk used on the dairy or 
discarded. 
 
On the other hand, the milk samples 
taken for analysis by the milk producer 
only include saleable milk that was part 
of that specific pickup.  Bulk tank/tanker 
samples may not represent the entire 24-
hour milk production for the herd.  Each 
herd is different with respect to milk 
marketing - some herds have multiple 
pickups per day, whereas other herds 
may only have milk pickups every other 
day.  The composition of each pickup 
will vary on several factors. 
 
In herds with multiple milk pickups, 
there will be different strings of cows 
represented in each load.  As strings 
tend to be built on lactation number, 
reproductive status and/or stage of 
lactation, it would be expected that the 
average composition of the milk 
produced by each string would vary.  On 
the smaller side of the spectrum, herds 
with every-other-day milk shipments 
are more sensitive to individual cow 
events, such as freshening, dry-offs and 
milk withholding times.  The smaller the 
herd, the larger the impact each cow has 
on bulk tank milk composition.  While 
milk protein tends not to vary from 
milking to milking, fat may vary by as 
much as +0.6%.  
Herd management 
factors, such as 
feeding times, 
milking schedules 
and routine 
management events, 
contribute to this 
variation in milk fat 
content. The same 
variation can be seen 
in SCC content from 
milking to milking. 

 
How accurate are DHI results? 
Choosing a certified DHI laboratory is 
your assurance that you will receive 
accurate and reliable component 
results on each cow tested.  Each 
certified DHI lab voluntarily 
participates in a monthly quality 
control process and must demonstrate 
accurate results with low variance.  
Figure 1 illustrates all instruments 
(within certified DHI laboratories) 
that analyze milk fat.  All participating 
laboratories, including those with 
more than one instrument analyzing 
milk samples (as in the chart), must 
fall “within the box,” providing results 
+0.04% on both milk fat and protein.  
For SCC, DHI laboratories operate 
within 10% tolerance.  If a laboratory 
falls outside these tolerances, National 
DHIA, through its subsidiary Quality 
Certification Services, works with the 
laboratory to identify and correct any 
issues.  While DHI-certified labs pride 
themselves on accurate results, 
collecting a quality sample is really the 
key to getting information on each 
cow for making management 
decisions. 
 
As with forage testing, the key to 
accurate results starts with collecting a 
representative milk sample - both on 
DHI test day and by the milk hauler.  
DHI field technicians receive training 

It has been proven time and time again; 
you cannot compare apples and 
oranges.  Yet, that is exactly what we 
are trying to do when we compare 
component results from DHI tests and 
milk processors.  It is normal for the 
differences between the two results to 
vary as much as +0.2% to 0.3% on a 
monthly basis for fat.  The bottom line 
is that both of these test results are 
most likely accurate, yet milk that is 
sampled is very different.  It is 
important to remember that these are 
just samples estimating the milk fat and 
protein yield in the milk volume 
measured.  While the percentages of 
nutrients in milk are easy to measure, 
it is ultimately the yield of each 
component that is the basis for milk 
payments to the dairy.  Using DHI 
component test results can help dairy 
producers manage their herds and 
make decisions that may positively 
influence the results of milk processor 
component results. 
 
What are you sampling? 
When you look at a DHI herd 
summary and see the herd average for 
each component, producers are 
actually looking at the result of many 
calculations.  The DHI milk fat and 
protein  percentages reported start 
with calculating the amount of fat (or 
protein) produced for each cow.  From 
there, the total amount of fat (or 
protein) is divided by the total pounds 
of milk produced on test day to provide 
the average component percentage.  In 
a similar fashion, the herd average SCC 
is a weighted average of all cows on 
test, rounded to the nearest 1,000. 
 
In addition, if dairy producers sample 
one of the two (or three) milkings, the 
lab results are converted to a 24-hour 
sample based on milking frequency and 
time(s) reported to the DHI field 
technician.  The DHI test day average 

Why are my DHI test and milk payment component results different? 
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  in proper sample collection and 
handling prior to conducting herd 
tests.  Whether it is the DHI 
technician or dairy producer 
conducting an unsupervised test 
(formerly known as Owner-Sampler), 
there are a few key points to 
remember. 
 
First, adequate mixing is paramount to 
obtaining a representative milk sample.  
Minnesota DHIA technicians evaluated 
the composition of milk over time 
during milking.  Table 1 clearly 
illustrates that the first third of the 
milk leaving the udder was the lowest 
in fat and SCC content, and the highest 
in MUN content.  Furthermore, the 
last milk leaving the udder was the 
highest in fat and SCC.  To ensure that 
we are measuring the composition of 
the entire quantity of milk produced 
by the cow, all milk must be sampled. 
 
Meter manufacturers recommend at 
least 5 seconds of mixing in the flask 
prior to obtaining the sample.  As milk 
in the meter cools down quickly, it is 
recommended that this mixing time be 
doubled in cold milking parlors/barns.  
If a sample is undermixed, the 
resulting milk sample will be lower in 
milk fat content.  If you are using a 
meter that has an interchangeable flask 
that pulls out, this milk should be 
inverted at least twice before placing it 
in the sample vial.  For those dairies 
using on-farm electronic meters, it 
should be noted that using the 
manufacturer’s sampler designed for 
use with the meter is important, as 
well.  This combination of meter and 
sampler, known as a coupled system, 
has been tested to give proper sampling 
of milk for laboratory analysis.  There 
is no research to ensure accurate 
results using a sampler from a different 
manufacturer or from a third-party 

vendor (known as uncoupled systems).  
These uncoupled systems can provide 
milk samples to test for antibiotic 
residue, ELISA for Johne’s disease, milk 
culturing or even spot SCC checks, but 
cannot be used for DHI component 
testing. 
 
In addition to mixing, proper sample 
collection and handling is also 
important.  Immediately after mixing, 
sample vials should be filled, capped 
and inverted to mix with the 
preservative.  It is recommended that 
sample vials be filled no more that 80% 
full.  Overfilling sample vials may 
result in fat being lost in the cap, 
which is removed after reheating in 
the lab.  As with undermixed samples, 
overfilled sample vials may also 
contribute to lower milk fat content in 
DHI samples. 
 
Other sources of variation 
As mentioned earlier, the two main 
sources of variation between DHI and 
bulk tank component tests are the 
cows or groups of cows being measured 
and the collection of samples.  While 
one does not expect these two tests to 
be identical, a dairy observing major 
difference (>0.5%) between the two 
results should investigate other 
potential sources of variation.  
Improper milk cooling may contribute 
to a large difference between DHI and 
payment samples.  Both excessive 
agitation and insufficient volume of 
milk in the tank when cooling begins 
may contribute to lower butterfat 
content in the payment samples.  

Other areas to review with your 
management team include ration 
changes, feeding times, weather 
changes, group/string changes, 
seasonality and routine on-farm 
management practices that may affect 
dry matter intake, milk production and 
milk composition.  Each of these 
external factors has the ability to 
influence DHI and payment results on 
a daily basis. 
 
The bottom line 
Both DHI and payment laboratories 
provide consistent and accurate results 
for dairy producers.  However, these 
results will not be identical every 
month.  DHI results, both for 
individual cows and groups/strings of 
cows, provide essential management 
information for the dairy management 
team in many areas.  Evaluating ration/
diet changes with respect to milk 
production and composition, 
identification of high SCC cows to 
treat or remove from the saleable milk, 
or concentrating on the economics of 
the production cost of milk solids are 
just a few examples of the potential 
dairy profitability.  Large differences 
between the two sample results should 
be reviewed, but with proper milk 
handling and sample collection 
procedures, it is likely that both results 
are accurate. 
 
Source:  www.dairybusiness.com 
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The Pre-sidedress Nitrate Test 
(PSNT) is an in season soil nitrate 
test that can be used to determine if 
additional fertilizer nitrogen (N) is 
needed for corn.  This test is taken at 
sidedressing time just before the 
period of major N demand by corn. 
 

The PSNT is designed to: 
1. Estimate the soil’s nitrate 

supplying potential. 
2. Decide if that is enough N to 

meet crop needs. 
 

The PSNT is a soil test for nitrate-
nitrogen (NO3-N) developed for use 
at the 4 to 6 leaf stage of corn to help 
in making more accurate N fertilizer 
recommendations at sidedressing 
time.  However, like all soil testing, 
the PSNT should be used as a guide, 
not a guarantee.  Neither the PSNT 
result nor the N recommendation 
should be over-simplified to a simple 
recipe. The PSNT is simply one part 
of the complicated process of crop 
management.   
 

To use this test effectively, soil 
samples must be collected to a depth 
of 12 inches.  During this early 
spring period, relatively little growth 
of the corn plant occurs and the 
subsequent demand for nutrients is 
low.  The young corn plant 
accumulates relatively little dry 
matter and takes up only small 
amounts of nitrogen, P2O5 and K2O 
during its first 25-30 days of growth.  
After approximately the first month, 
rapid increases in growth and dry 
matter accumulation result in 
dramatic increases in plant demand 
for nutrients.  
 

The end result of the increased 
microbial activity and low plant 
uptake early in the growing season is 

a temporary buildup of NO3-N in 
the soil.  Since nutrient uptake by 
plants increases dramatically soon 
after sidedressing time (when the 
plants are about 12 inches tall), this 
is the time when the soil’s NO3-N 
should be at its highest.  This, would 
be the most appropriate time to test 
for soil NO3-N.  For the most 
accurate and consistent soil test 
result interpretations, it is critical 
that the pre-sidedress NO3-N soil 
test be used only during this rigidly 
specified and narrow time slot; that 
is, sample the soil 12 inches deep 
when the corn is 12 inches tall. 
 

In situations where little or no N has 
been applied to the field prior to 
taking the PSNT sample, you should 
take at least 10, or preferably 15 
cores per sample.  Authorities 
suggest that where manure or 
fertilizer has been broadcast, you 
should take a composite soil sample 
of 20-25 soil cores at random 
throughout the sampling area.  The 
large number of cores is important 
due to the variability in 
N content of manure, 
and non-uniformity in 
spreading.  If manure or 
fertilizer has been 
banded, 10 to 15 sets of 
cores, each set consisting 
of three cores, one 3 
inches to the right of the 
corn row, one  15 inches 
from the row (row 
middle for 30 inch row 
corn) and one 3 inches 
to the left of the next 
corn row, should be 
collected for the 
composite sample.  In all 
situations, you should 
place the cores in a 

bucket, thoroughly mix the cores, 
and then place a sub-sample of the 
soil into the soil bag for shipment. 
 

Summary Instructions: 
Nitrogen Soil Test Sampling 
Procedure 
♦ Limit sample to areas of 15 acres 

or less and take a separate sample 
for areas with different corn 
stands (different population 
densities, stage of development, 
and/or color), crop histories, 
fertility management, significant 
changes in slope, etc. 

♦ Sample between corn rows to a 
depth of 12 inches (stay away 
from the starter band). 

♦ Sample when the corn is 6-12 
inches tall. 

♦ Do not sample too close to a rain 
event that could have resulted in 
nitrate leaching (wait for 2-3 
days after significant rainfall). 

♦ Send the sample to AgSource 
Laboratories for soil nitrate-N 
analysis. 

 

Source:  www.agsource.com 

PRE-SIDEDRESS NITRATE TEST  

SOIL NITROGEN CREDIT FOR CORN  
(Use when N recommendation is based on MRTN) 

Soil Nitrate 
Test Value  

Interpretation  Soil N 
Credit1  

ppm   lbs N/acre  

≤10  Low  
Use Full Recommended N  

0  

11-15  Medium-Low  
Reduce N Rate Slightly  

30  

16-20  Medium  
Reduce N Rate  

60  

21-25  Medium-High  
Reduce N Rate  

90  

≥26  High+  
No Additional N Needed  

**  

1 These credits apply only for corn and MRTN nitrogen 
rates.  



 

 Manitowoc County Forage Council 
 Summer Twilight Meeting and Farm Tour 
 

Thursday, June 23, 2011 
7 p.m. to 10 p.m. 

 
 Habeck Homestead Farms 

12135 Pleasant Road, Maribel, WI 
 

 Take CTH T approximately 1 mile north of Kellnersville to Fisherville Rd.  Turn right and 
travel east ¼ mile on Fischerville Road. Turn left (north) on Pleasant Road to the first 

farm on the right.  

This event is sponsored by:   
    Manitowoc County UW-Extension, Lakeshore Technical College Farm Business 

Program, Manitowoc County Forage Council, and Midwest Forage Association 
 

 7:00  Welcome and Introductions 
 

7:10  Why are these input costs so high and what can we do about them? – Dr. Bruce Jones, 
UW-Extension Agricultural Economist 

 
7:50  Farm succession planning in a high priced environment – George Twohig, Twohig 

Rietbrock Schneider and Halbach S.C. 
 
8:40  Is OSHA really coming? –Scott Gunderson, Manitowoc County UW-Extension  

Dairy Agent 
 
8:45  Q&A session 
 
9:00  Farm Tour 

 
9:45  Milk and cheese 

 
Habeck Homestead Farms, LLC was established in 2007 by Yvonne Habeck as a family corporation following 
the passing of her husband Gerald.  This is the 6th generation of family ownership of the farm, dating back to 
1866.  Day to day operations are managed by Keith Habeck and Kim (Habeck) Landt.  Crops consist of 300 
acres of corn, 200 acres of alfalfa, 125 acres of soybeans, 85 acres of winter wheat, 60 acres of new seeding 
alfalfa, and 70 acres of winter rye grass silage which is double cropped each year.  The dairy herd consists of 
370 milk cows and all dairy replacements which are raised on site.  All animals from 5 months of age and up 
are housed in freestall barns equipped with automatic alley scrapers.  In addition, gutter cleaners and manure 
pumps run on timers to fully automate manure removal from the facilities.  For added cow comfort, the feed 
alleys in all the milking cow groups, the complete parlor, holding area, breezeway, and return lanes all have 
floor rubber installed.  Stall beds have a variety of surfaces including rubber mats, rubber filled mattresses, and 
waterbeds.  The latest barn addition in 2009 included a transition cow area with bedded pack areas for 
maternity cows and a post fresh group.  With energy efficiency in mind, HVLS fans are used, and all buildings 
utilize fluorescent lighting.   Cows are milked in a double 8 parallel parlor, and 3X milking was started in 
February 2011.  Feed is stored in 5 upright silos and in bags which are placed on an asphalt feed pad.   
 

An EEO/Affirmative Action employer, University of Wisconsin-Extension provides equal opportunities in 
employment and programming, including Title IX and ADA requirements.  

























Eastern Wisconsin Dairy Herd Improvement Cooperative 
 

EWDHIC Locations 
Waldo Lab/Office  Phone: 920-528-8942 
718 W 1st Street or       800-439-1317 
Waldo, WI 53093 Fax:    920-528-7469 
 
Green Bay Office  
3243 Kewaunee Rd Ste 101 Phone: 920-863-2741 
Green Bay, WI 54311 Fax:    920-863-2742 
 
Manitowoc Office 
418 S 29th St Phone: 920-682-5972 
Manitowoc, WI 54220  
 

Field Technicians 
Joe Casper 920-948-1572 
John Gelhausen 920-242-2462 
Rick Huth 920-680-8840 
Ken Kleinhans   920-893-5602 
Tony Knetzger          262-305-4126 
Tim Leitzke 920-621-6710 
Fred Matzke 920-360-6737 
Augie Muesegades  920-980-6908 
Rea Paul 920-629-1935 
Chuck Reineking  920-254-0301 
Allan Sabel 920-889-3663 
Howard Stein 920-609-1100 
Paul Swanson  920-627-1471 
David Wagner 920-242-6996 
Jody Kasten 920-901-4751 
Jayne Birkholz   920-876-2053 
 

Laboratory Technicians 
Sheri Giese, Lab/Data Entry Technician 
Jamie Meyer, Lab/Data Entry Technician 
Janet Raeder, Lab Support 
Lindsey Schmahl, Lab Support  
Dona Winter, Lab Manager 

We’re on the WEB! 
www.ewdhic.org 

Board of Directors 
Jeff Opitz - Saukville 262-675-6379 
Dan Diederich - De Pere  920-371-8414 
Matt Gartman - Sheboygan 920-207-6659 
Bob Vandoske - Cleveland 920-693-8171 
John Robley - Manitowoc 920-758-2661 
Aaron Salzsieder - Luxemburg  920-495-0181 
Ted Schott Jr - Green Bay 920-619-1871 
Brent Sinkula - Two Rivers  920-242-1309 
Kennard Wagner - Manitowoc 920-758-2396 
  
 

Managers 
Glenn Schmahl 920-528-8942 
Jean Tegen 920-973-5553 
 

 
 
 Dairy & Livestock Agents/Board Advisors 
Scott Gunderson - Manitowoc County Phone:  920-683-4168  
   scott.gunderson@ces.uwex.edu 
Mark Hagedorn - Brown County Phone:  920-391-4612  
  mark.hagedorn@ces.uwex.edu 
Tina Kohlman - Sheboygan County Phone:  920-459-5902  
  tina.kohlman@ces.uwex.edu 

March 2011 Field Service  
 Eastern Wisconsin DHIC 

 

        Herds       Cows 
 

Supervised 1x   313 120,052 
  

Supervised 2x    16 2,077 
 

Supervised 3x       1  127 
 

Unsupervised  171 13,083 
 

Totals  501  135,339 

March 2011 Lab Service 
 Eastern Wisconsin DHIC 

 

Johne’s samples  6,557  
 

Leukosis samples 127  
 

Milk Samples  117,801 
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