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Farm Profile

Crown O’ Maine Organic
Cooperative

(The farm profiles appearing here are drawn from interviews
conducted as part of a SARE grant project in the summer of 2000.)

The history of the Crown O’ Maine (COM) Organic
Cooperative, home-based up north in Madawaska, Maine, began
in 1994 when Jim Cook marketed his own Skylandia Organic Farm
produce and sold out in two weeks. Recognizing the size of the
market for quality organic produce he began marketing for other
farmers as well, realizing efficiencies of scale and gaining access to
better markets.
The following year a cooperative was incorporated but after
12 months of serious disagreement and inability to reach
consensus, Cook and Jim Gerritsen of Woodprairie Farm in
Bridgewater went their own way. “We simply had to start doing
business,” says Cook who is now COM’s director. “We had to
reach some hard-headed and intelligent decisions which weren’t
going to be reached in a group.”
Crown O’ Maine’s basic niche market is root crop storables
grown by seven MOFGA-certified organic member farms. They
marketed 60 acres of cash crops this year. They have taken on no
cooperative investment to date and they anticipate being quite a
bit bigger next year. “We take it one year at a time,” says Cook
whose previous career in automobile sales gave him a “strong
instinct” about how to gain and maintain business. “Every year we
get better, and every year the red ink gets smaller and smaller.”
They are looking at putting packing under a central roof next year
for two of the farms in a rented potato facility and hope that will
grow.
The main idea of the cooperative marketing effort is to “avoid
the high cost of distribution,” says Cook, “and return to each farm
the highest farm gate prices.” Getting the best price requires
providing the best quality. “The standards for organic produce in
the market place are very, very high,” says Cook, whose most
difficult task is training farmers to understand the expectations of
the market and to pack for size and quality. “It takes a great deal
of self control,” says Cook, “and some farmers simply don’t see
that there can be a product that they grow that is best given back
to god” or fed to the pigs. A lot of second quality produce is given
to charity and food banks. “There’s a tremendous anticipation and
loyalty in the New England market place for Maine product,” says
Cook. “It just has to be assembled properly.”
COM ships under their own label and has three major
accounts that take pallet loads of produce for distribution to high
end restaurants in Boston, to large natural food supermarkets in
New England, to stores in the Portland area, and to some
institutional accounts.
Cook has his own farm to run and spends a lot of time
promoting, marketing and delivering the product for the co-op.
Transportation is via Cook’s one-ton van and other people’s trucks,
especially potato haulers. The co-op pays for telephone, trucking
and rental of refrigerated storage in Portland, but compensation

King Hill Farm
Penobscot, Maine
Jo Barrett and Dennis King
King Hill Farm was rundown and idle for 20 years before
Dennis King arrived nearly 30 years ago. “The whole farm,” he
says, “was 30 to 40-year old aspen/birch woodland, the fields were
blueberries, hard hack and alders.” Reviving the farm meant
improving the land and animals were an integral part of that
process.

Dennis King checks the quality of wheat kernels last summer
after a bad year of drought and army worms.
The farm’s 30 ewes now produce lambs for freezer sales, the 3
or 4 beef cows produce calves which are raised for beef sales, and
the 4 to 5 acres of vegetables are “the major source of income.”
There are 30 acres of hay and ten acres of small grains for home
use and animal feed. The milk cow, turkeys and chickens are for
their own use.
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for his time is not an issue. He figures he’d spend it marketing his
own stuff anyway.
Cook is on the founding committee of the North East
Federation of Family Farms Cooperatives and envisions a
federation of co-ops in Maine with individual co-ops delivering to
a central corridor from Madawaska south. The group would like to
find funding to develop a value-added product, starting small,
developing markets and then handing the processing over to a
secondary processor who typically needs a large quantity (10,000
pounds of potatoes, for example) to make their own run of the
product feasible.
“What farmers really need,” says Cook, “is a toolbox filled
with an accountant, a lawyer and a grant writer” who would come
to the farm. He figures COM has the production and marketing
expertise, and farmers may be Jacks-of-all-trades, but accounting,
lawyering and grant writing are more than they have time for.
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Bar Mills, ME
Lee Straw
Straw’s Farm
Newcastle, ME
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Dennis King
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Crown O’ Maine can be reached by mail at P.O. Box 565,
Madawaska, ME 04756. Telephone 800-743-7783. ▲

Message from the President

Poor Countries Want Protection
from Subsidized Food Exports

By Rob Johanson
Another year has come and gone and I hope it was a successful
one for all. It’s hard to believe that it’s time to start seeds when I’ve
barely gotten everything put away from last year’s efforts. Our nonfarming friends always ask what we do all winter and are amazed
when I go down the list. Farming is a year-round job if one is to be
successful. Such is the cyclical nature of farming and life.
MESAS as an organization is completing a cycle as well, that
being our SARE grant which has sustained us for the past three years.
As we finish the last of the videos, and push toward publishing the
case study farm interviews, we must make some decisions about what
to do next and how we will support MESAS’s goals.
I don’t believe at this time that membership fees will provide
the necessary funds, as we are not enough of a nuts and bolts
organization to attract sufficient numbers. But I do believe MESAS
is in a good position to compete for grants given our track record
and accomplishments and the important role we have to play in
the future of small scale local agriculture. By banding together
with other like-minded organizations regionally and nationally we
can influence policies, which at this point I see as terribly slanted
in favor of corporate industrial agriculture and an impediment to
the success of small farms, organic or conventional. As small
farmers we must take back the markets which are unfairly denied
to us. For the health of our farms, our communities and our
children, I feel that MESAS can represent all farms in this effort.
I hope that there are those among you who feel as strongly as I
do and will become involved in helping MESAS go forward with
this challenging work. I’d like to thank all who have supported
MESAS over the years especially Stew Smith and Andrew Files,
without whose help we would not be where we are today.
Here’s hoping you all have a prosperous 2002! ▲

MESAS Mentoring Program
Approximately 20 established sustainable farmers in
Maine have already signed on as mentors. Brochures are available. Anyone interested in participating as a mentor or as a
farmer wanting to learn should contact Mentoring Program,
MESAS, 5782 Winslow Hall, Orono, ME 04469-5782, phone:
(207)-581-3135, e-mail: andrew.files@umit.maine.edu. ▲

At the World Trade Organization talks in November held in
Doha, Qatar, developing nations pushed hard for a pro-poor
country approach to agriculture. They want any new trade talks to
include measures to protect small farmers in developing nations
from floods of subsidized food imports from the European Union
and North America.
According to figures from the Organization for Economic
Cooperation and Development (a group of developed countries),
U.S. wheat farmers receive an average subsidy of $228 per hectare
(2.5 acres) while E.U. counterparts receive $788. Agricultural
subsidies worldwide are said to total $320 billion. Poor countries
simply cannot afford subsidy protections for their own farmers
who are being forced out of business by artificially cheap food
exports from rich countries.
The U.S. House of Representatives passed its version of the 2002
Farm Bill in October which proposes spending $173 billion over 10
years with much of that going toward commodity payments to U.S.
farmers. There is little discussion about eliminating payments to
farmers and no discussion about poor countries’ concerns.
There is, however, considerable discussion in the Senate Ag
Committee about how those payments should be allocated. Some
farmers (two-thirds) receive nothing, others get the maximum
$460,000, 64 percent of payments go to 10 percent of recipients,
and six commodity producing states receive half of those
payments—states that produce corn, wheat, rice, cotton and soy.
“It’s a general myth,” says Senate Ag Committee ranking member
Dick Lugar, D-Indiana, “that payments are meant to save family
farmers.” In Indiana it’s even worse; 72 percent of payments go to
10 percent of recipients. The House bill, which maintains the
status quo, has been criticized by the White House.
If not for the purpose of saving family farms, then what
purpose do federal commodity payment programs serve? In a
globalized economy where food production and distribution are
dominated by multinational agribusiness corporations, commodity
payments to U.S. farmers allow corporate middlemen to export
food crops at prices below the cost of production. When these
crops reach poor countries where 50, 60, 70 percent of the
population live in rural areas and engage in farming, these farmers
continued on page 3
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Poor Countries continued from page 2
can’t compete and can’t survive. Agribusiness firms increase their
market share, and the country becomes dependent upon food
imports, giving corporations and ultimately the governments
behind them, control over their food supply.
The Uruguay Round of the General Agreement on Tariffs and
Trade (GATT), and now the WTO, pressures poor countries to open
up their food markets and reduce protective tariffs so that all
countries are on a level playing field, but it does nothing to
address the unlevel playing field created by commodity subsidies.
Note: www.ewg.org is a web site that posts every federal subsidy
payment made to every U.S. farmer in the last five years. It was put
together by the Environmental Working Group with USDA data retrieved
under the Freedom of Information Act. ▲

The 2002 Farm Bill Seeks
Conservation Security Act
The 1996 Farm Bill was an attempt by free-market advocates
to get the government out of agriculture. It was passed when
commodity prices were high before the Asian crisis triggered a
downspin in prices to record lows today. Low prices resulted in
costly emergency bills passed by Congress several times during this
five-year period. The 2002 Farm Bill is for ten years.
Commodity farm programs under the 1996 Bill were better at
keeping export prices down than keeping family farmers in business.
Farm income is at its worse level since the Depression, and 90
percent or more of U.S. farm families earn poverty level farm
incomes, although that figure includes part-time operations. The
average net income for farmers in Iowa, for example, is $15,106; 43
percent from crops, 41 percent from livestock, and 16 percent (or
$5.5 million) from government Marketing Loss Assistance (MLA)
payments distributed through the USDA Farm Service Agency.
Farm program support rarely reaches fruit and vegetable
growers, who bring in 44 percent of agricultural cash receipts and
receive almost no assistance, compared with commodity
producers’ 22 percent of cash receipts and all of the assistance. Not
so with the Conservation Security Act (CSA), which supporters
claim can do much for non-commodity farmers.
Introduced in 2000 by Iowa Democrat Tom Harkin, chair of
the Senate Agriculture Committee, the CSA has strong support for
inclusion in the 2002 Farm Bill. It requires that money be given to
farmers as incentives to help them “integrate practices into a
whole-farm or whole-ranch approach that fosters long-term
sustainability of the resource base,” which, in the long run,
benefits society as a whole. The CSA is not a farmland preservation
program, as in conservation easements, rather it directly supports
environmental conservation practices on the farm. The bill
approved by the House in October (and still in Senate committee
at this writing) boosted the current $2 billion for conservation to
$3.5 billion. For Maine this would increase conservation spending
to $23.7 million from the current $4.4 million.
One strong argument for the Act is that agriculture is now the
single biggest polluter of waterways and estuaries. After decades of
public funding to clean up urban sources of waterway pollution,
CSA supporters say it’s time to clean up agricultural non-point
pollution, and farmers are willing to do what’s necessary. Maine
farmers, for example, requested three times the $2.5 million
available in 2000 from the state’s Nutrient Management program
which helped 43 farms comply with Maine’s Nutrient
Management Law. Farmers all over the country are facing similar
costly environmental regulation compliance issues.

The Environmental Defense Fund and the National Campaign
for Sustainable Agriculture are among CSA’s strongest supporters.
Opposition, however, may be strong, since the dollar size of the
2002 Farm Bill was based on a projected $500 billion budget
surplus. In August the Congressional Budget Office revised the
surplus downward to a $63 billion deficit. Already opponents were
worried that increased conservation spending would reduce the
amount available for commodity support programs. ▲

Good Reading for This Winter
Hungry for Profit: The Agribusiness Threat to Farmers,
Food, and the Environment, edited by Fred Magdoff, John
Bellamy Foster, & Frederick H. Buttel, published by Monthly
Review Press, New York, 2000.
The editors of Hungry for Profit have blended sociology, the
environment, agriculture and history together with political
economy in a very readable fashion. Contributions from thirteen
authors address topics ranging from the agrarian origins of
capitalism, to biotechnology, global food politics, grassroots food
systems, hunger and inequality, and land reform in China.
Hungry for Profit presents a historical analysis and an incisive
overview of the issues and debates surrounding the global
commodification of agriculture. The agribusiness/food sector is the
second most profitable industry in the U.S. Increasing
concentration in the industry allows a few giants to wield enormous
power. Farmers around the world are forced to adopt technologies
and strategies harmful to the environment, health, and quality of
life. The role played by trade institutions and regulatory agreements
like the World Trade Organization and NAFTA becomes clear.
Hungry for Profit examines the extent to which our
environmental, social, and economic problems are intertwined
with the structure of global agriculture as it now exists. Through it
all, the paradox of capitalist agriculture persists; ever greater
numbers remain hungry and malnourished despite an increase in
world food supplies and the perpetuation of food over-production.
The book highlights the ways in which farmers, farmworkers,
environmental and sustainable agriculture groups—as well as
consumers—are engaged in the struggle to create a just and
environmentally sound food system, which, its editors argue,
cannot be separated from a just and environmentally sound society.
Hungry for Profit takes farming out of the back forty and places
it in a global and historical perspective. It’s an excellent book for
farmers struggling to understand why it’s so hard to make a living
farming. It’s also great background reading for food-conscious
consumers and other supporters of family farming as they struggle
to find ways to assist in what is fast becoming a powerful resistance
movement in the agricultural realm.
The Ecologist Report: How Bogus Hygiene Regulations are
Killing Real Food, Published by Ecologist magazine in the United
Kingdom, June 2001.
The June 2001 special issue of The Ecologist Report entitled
“how bogus hygiene regulations are killing real food” makes it
clear that the same regulations are killing real farmers as well. On
the pretext that small food producers are not hygienic, so-called
hygiene regulations impose costly installations that are driving
small farmers out of business despite overwhelming evidence that
the contaminated foods threatening public health derive from
agribusiness processing and production methods, not from the
family farm down the road.
The irony is that the middle class obsession with hypercleanliness has created a generation of adults with immune systems
continued on page 5
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Farm Profile continued from page 1
“We are in large part an over-grown homestead,” says King,
“because we place the highest value on producing our own stuff,”
a practice which significantly reduces the amount of money the
farm has to earn. “In order to be a farmer and do what we’ve
done,” says King, “your number one characteristic is thrift.” He
advises new farmers not to “worry about the profit and the bottom
line so much.... supply your own needs first and keep doing things
that you like to do, because if you don’t like to do it, you’re never
going to succeed in it.” His approach, he says, is to “keep the cash
coming in as fast as it goes out, which is about the best you can do
in farming.”

"If you’re on a farm like this it’s a lot easier to
come up with methods to not spend money than it
is to come up with methods to make money."
Jo is a part-time school teacher who “took a 30 percent pay cut”
to get “the perfect teaching job” she has now. She runs the
homestead part of the farm, and Dennis tends to the incomeproducing end of things, although he doesn’t do any more record
keeping than is necessary, because, he says, “you can’t put a price on
the satisfaction....there’s too many things you can’t even measure.”
King first got into the vegetable business by going to farmers’
markets for five years. For the next seven years he and a friend ran
a farm stand in Blue Hill, and he wholesaled to farm stands and
restaurants. He’s still at the Blue Hill farm stand, but now it’s a cooperative with a hired manager. Seventy to 80 percent of King’s
summer crops are sold at the stand and he still wholesales to
restaurants and stores making winter delivery trips every two-anda-half weeks to distribute root crops.
Composting is a big “time investment” for King who produces
200 cubic yards of “real good compost” in windrows (see sidebar
and photo).
King stopped growing wheat and selling it because “even at 40
cents a pound” he could only get $700 on a plot that would bring
$10,000 in carrots. So he grows grains for his own use and for the
livestock plus some for Common Ground Fair vendors. He has
three small fields in hay rotation where small grains are used as a
nurse crop—three or four years in hay, then a grain, then re-seeded
to hay. Ten 3/4-acre vegetable plots are rotated with grain, and a
ton of livestock protein supplement (sweet white lupine) is grown
on one of those plots every other year. His vegetable/grain rotation
is generally two or three years in vegetables, one year in small
grain, two or three years in orchard grass/alfalfa mix, then back to
vegetables. Rotations “help a lot with diseases,” says King, “and
keep pests to a minimum,” including weeds. Pyrthrum and
rotenone are used for flea beetles and cucumber beetles, and Bt is
effective on potato bugs.
Sweet white lupine fixes 100 lbs of nitrogen/per acre, and when
King plants it with an under story of crimson clover he can follow it
with any crop with no other fertility additions. Lupine beans
contain no digestion inhibitors, are 35 percent protein, low in
alkaloids, and can be combined in mid-September. He feeds them
whole to sheep, and runs them through a hammer mill for chickens
and cows. Sheep get the regular grain mixture of oats, barley and
wheat. Cows and chickens get 4 or 5 parts of grain mixture with one
part protein supplement plus mineral supplement.
Sheep and cattle are grazed together for more complete forage
utilization. “The most productive grazing land in the whole
world,” says King, “is the Serengeti Plain in Africa where 20 or 30

species graze together. I’ve got two species, that’s better than one,
but you probably should have six or eight.”
King mulches some crops with raw organic matter because he
gets “beautiful soil structure” the next year for carrots. He seeds rye
in the sweet corn after the last cultivation for weed control and
additional livestock feed.
The 120 acres of woodland is part of the farm’s integrated
system, providing firewood and “almost every stick of wood in
every building on the place including the new root storage and
sorting shed.” His work in the woods has improved the timber
stand to where he can sell stumpage and hire someone else to cut
it, which appeals to him now that he’s getting older.
“This is a little dinky farm by most any farm standard,” says
King, “but the complexity of it adds a lot of work and increases the
stress level.....You can carry diversify to the point of being
ridiculous, and sometimes I do.......I can see why people
specialize.” Winter root crops planted in mid-June for the winter
market reduce the stress load during the main season.
The diversity of crops also increases the need for equipment.
“We got by for the first five years,” says King, “with just converted
junk” and a lot of tinkering instead of capital. His first grain drill
was an 1880 wooden-wheeled model. His 1960s John Deere drill
distributes seed exactly like the 1880 model. His self-propelled
combine with an 8-foot cut is also a 1960s version. He purchased a
plastic layer, which he shares with a neighbor, and he owns the
compost turner jointly with another farm. “You can have better
quality equipment if you share it with somebody,” says King, “or it
may be something you can’t even have at all if you didn’t share.”
King and the other Hancock Organic Growers’ Co-op
members also share machinery and, equally important, they share
information. His “number one source of information” is other
farmers, and he no longer attends trade group meetings because
“they want policies that are good for them,” says King, “and they
don’t pay any attention to policies that are good for anybody
else.” He thinks MOFGA and MESAS are more broad visioned and
can provide a forum for farmers to get together and talk. USDA
policies too often favor specialization, which has helped the
commodity farmers to the detriment of diversified farmers, and he
thinks that small farms like his “will exist in spite of the global
economy and certainly not because of it.”

“We are in large part an over-grown homestead
because we place the highest value on producing
our own stuff.”
When people talk about “risk” in farming, they generally mean
financial risk, but King “never risked anything financially” because
he “didn’t have any money,” and he never borrowed money
because, he says with a chuckle, “if I went to a banker with my
financial statement they’d just laugh me right out of their office.”
The risks for him were more “about total failure or going crazy
because of the lifestyle you choose. And it is very difficult. You’re
always feeling like you’re swimming upstream, but the rewards are
worth it....to take a piece of land like this and convert it from a
worn-out farm….walking out where it had been sparse grass, hard
hack and alder, and seeing lush white clover coming up...It’s those
kind of rewards. They’re simple...It’s never been the dollar....My
philosophy has been that you do a good job and you run your farm
in a good ecological manner and let the dollars fall where they can.
You skimp and you save and you don’t spend. If you’re on a farm
like this it’s a lot easier to come up with methods to not spend
money than it is to come up with methods to make money.”
continued on page 5

–4–

Farm Profile continued from page 4

Good Reading continued from page 3

As for the future, “I’ve always said I ruined a lot of good
woodcock habitat to make this farm,” says King, “and it wouldn’t
bother me one rip to see it go back to woodcock habitat again.
Things change. People change. I’ve had an impact on this piece of
land, and it’s only positive because I’ve defined it that way. To the
woodcock it wasn’t positive at all.” ▲

compromised by lack of reasonable exposure to “germs” as children.
Instead of sterilizing the environment, researchers are finding that
encouraging good germs can be as effective as killing bad germs, not
unlike nurturing beneficial insects to control crop pests.
Regulations which require that apple cider be pasteurized, a
costly process, have hit New England apple growers hard. In the
European Union compulsory milk pasteurization threatens
artisanal makers of specialty cheeses while factory-made cheeses
are rapidly “aged” with an artificial chemical called accelase. The
most conspiratorial story in The Report is Vandava Shiva’s article
about the 1998 banning of mustard oil in India, which occurred at
the same time that the U.S. lifted trade sanctions imposed on India
over nuclear testing, at the same time that U.S. agribusiness
needed a market for the genetically modified soya that the
European Union would not accept.
All together The Report makes it pretty clear such food hygiene
schemes are not only bogus but are devised by multinational
agroindustry corporations, which in turn buy politicians and
governments, which in turn hire bureaucrats, which in turn
impose regulations that benefit agroindustries, which in turn hire
the corporate media to dupe consumers into thinking that it’s is all
for the good of public health.
The objective is not to eliminate germs from food, says The
Ecologist, but to eliminate the last remnants of corporate agriculture’s
competitors. It’s a Monopoly game played out in the countryside—a
corporate scheme to get an ever bigger piece of the pie.
Organic farmers in the U.S. are feeling the pinch. After 20
years of hard work perfecting their growing skills, devising organic
certification standards, and educating consumers, they now have a
$5 billion niche market that agribusiness wants to dominate until
organic will no longer be synonymous with small family farms.
The Ecologist Report is good reading for farmers and those who
support them. It’s available from PO Box 326, Sittingbourne, Kent
ME9 8FA, UK for $5.00 plus postage and handling; e-mail:
theecologist@galleon.co.uk; www.theecologist.org. ▲

Compost Turner Speeds
Production
While composting is not for everyone, the recent scare
about E.coli contamination of food crops from raw manure
applications, however overblown, has consumers concerned.
USDA has responded with, among other regulations, national
standards for organic certification which require hot
composting methods which means compost must be turned
frequently, a time-consuming and costly process. Whether this
rule will hold remains to be seen.
Dennis King at King Hill Farm and Paul Birdsall at
Horsepower Farm have been making hot compost for years. To
save time they purchased the Sandberger 80 compost turner
five years ago for $14,000. It is self-propelled with a 23-horse,
two-cycle Mitsubishi engine and is of Austrian design, made in
Pennsylvania. A hose and three sprinklers adjust the moisture
content. Rows are six feet wide and three feet high. The round
drum with steel spikes picks the materials up and piles them
behind in a peaked row as the machine runs on tracks. Tractoroperated smaller versions are also available, as are larger models.
King produces 200 yards of compost each year in three
200-foot long windrows. It takes six hours to pile the materials
and one hour to turn the rows. His recipe is two parts sheep
manure, 1/3 part fish scales delivered from Eastport, and one
part sawdust from a neighbor with a small sawmill operation.
He maintains a 150 degree F temperature for 10 days. He turns
every 1-1/2 days for two weeks, less frequently for the next
three weeks, and then stacks with the bucket loader piling as
high as possible to shed the rain and snow. The finished result
is a more stable organic matter and reduced bulk for spreading,
and the compost is his sole source of applied fertility.
For more information on compost turners available in
Maine, contact Bob Pike at Pike Agri-Lab, Jay, ME 04239,
phone 207-897-9267, www.pikeagri.com.

Kansas Farmers Form Group CSA
Community supported agriculture (CSA) gives farmers upfront payment from customer members early in the season in
anticipation of the produce they will receive later. Eight small,
organic family farms in eastern Kansas put a group twist on the
CSA concept. In 1994 they formed the Rolling Prairie Farmers
Alliance with 135 customers. In three years membership grew to
300 members and sales increased from $28,000 to $91,000. In
2001 they had 330 customers.
The group CSA gives customers greater variety and provides
insurance against crop failures. It’s less convenient than buying
from Wal-mart, and more expensive, but it’s one of the cheapest
ways to buy local seasonal food, says Dan Nagengast, director of
the Kansas Rural Center and Rolling Prairie farmer. It takes effort
to vote on election day and effort to make this local food system
work. Customers are “voting with their forks” for organic food,
regionally grown food, small family farms, and eating food in
season. In short, says Nagengast, “trying to develop a local
economy is what it’s all about.”
Note: Rolling Prairie’s 73-page booklet which describes their
experience and exactly how the service works is available for $5 plus $2
shipping from Kansas Rural Center, P.O. Box 133, Whiting, KS 66552;
phone 785-873-3431.
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The Maine Sustainable Agriculture Society is a nonprofit organization of farmers and others who support the sustainable agriculture concept and its
application to the production of food and other agricultural products. Our mission is to explore, develop and promote agricultural systems and practices
that allow Maine farmers to retain a greater share of consumer expenditures for farm products.
The MESAS Newsletter is published 4 times a year by the Maine Sustainable Agriculture Society. This issue is supported by funds from the Northeast SARE
program of the USDA cooperative agreement 99-COOP-1-7416. To be placed on the mailing list contact MESAS through the addresses on the mailing label.
All other correspondence should be sent to Pamela Bell, Editor, MESAS Newsletter, 21 Centre Drive #7F, Orono, ME 04473 or call Pamela Bell, (207) 8664859. We welcome ideas and input of all types from readers.

Maine Women’s
Agricultural Network
The Women’s Agricultural Network (WAgN) has statewide
groups in Maine, New Hampshire and Vermont and all began as
totally grassroots efforts. Maine’s WAgN was founded five years ago
and now operates out of the Extension office in Lisbon Falls under
Vivianne Holmes, Extension Ag Educator, who helped the group
find two years of USDA and RC&D funding to hire Stephanie
Gilbert as WAgN’s half-time coordinator. Gilbert puts out a
monthly newsletter for a mailing list of 900 that is chock full of an
amazing amount of activities, services and training that WAgN
sponsors or co-sponsors.
WAgN’s turnout for events and meetings is high because, as
Holmes says, “there’s such a demand out there. It’s been an
exciting journey, but it’s frustrating,” she adds, because funding
runs out in June and they haven’t found another source. She feels
that she has “hit a brick wall” and knows she can’t carry the load
on top of her other Extension responsibilities.
It’s another example of what’s wrong with the picture where
university researchers and agro-industry corporations get millions
in public funds (80 percent of the $29 billion in payments to
farmers last year went to the top 20 percent), while vibrant groups
like WAgN with five years of hard work and a good track record
can’t find a few thousand to help keep small farmers and rural
communities alive at the local level.

JOIN MESAS
for sustainable agriculture
Maine Sustainable Agriculture Society
The University of Maine
5782 Winslow Hall
Orono, Maine 04469-5782
_____ Farmer Member—I depend on farming activities
for a substantial portion of my livelihood.
_____ Support Member—I support sustainable agriculture and will receive all MESAS privileges except
voting rights.
Name_________________________________________________________
Address _______________________________________________________
Address _______________________________________________________
Town

WAgN can be reached at www.umaine.edu/umext/wagn or at
800-287-1458. ▲
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