Priority needs* identified by Consortium stakeholders (producers, agri-business suppliers, and NGOs) in June 2003; revised slightly in March 2005 and February 2006):

· Determine the management strategies and costs of transition or conversion from row crops to productive and sustainable grazing lands and soils.

· Quantify the economics of whole-farm systems including the effects of breed selection, livestock diversification, and grazing management on animal and pasture health and well-being.

· Evaluate new forage species and improved varieties under grazing management and different climatic and soil conditions with emphasis on extending the grazing season.

· Determine the environmental impacts and profitability of alternative supplemental feeding strategies for animals on high-protein pastures.

· Evaluate the production and management aspects of pasture-based animal products for their human health benefits.

· Evaluate the limiting factors and marketing opportunities in organic dairy and livestock pasture-based production systems.

* Process used to determine these Consortium stakeholder priorities, described by

   Dick Warner, New York beef producer and private-sector co-chair, June 2003:

“…Initially, I worked with a writing group to prepare the first draft using the "Priority Pasture Research and Education Needs" list that was developed by the Consortium and published in 1998, and reaffirmed by private-sector members during recent annual meetings.  Then, I asked a task group of stakeholders to review the first draft.  This group included: Steve Derrenbacher (MD producer/veterinarian), Sam Dixon (VT producer), Angus Johnson (NH producer), Nate Leonard (NY agri-business supplier), Larry Lohr (PA producer), Larry Shearer (MA producer), and Bill Tucker (VA producer/American Forage and Grassland Council legislative liaison).  I "convened" the review group by conference call and their comments and suggestions were incorporated into a second draft that was sent to all private-sector Consortium participants (45 individuals) asking for additional input.  Lastly, the second-round suggestions were considered and most were incorporated into the final version.  No consensus process is perfect, but I tried to be responsive and inclusive…”
