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Full Survey Pivot Irrigator Survey Preliminary Findings

= A full survey was mailed to 320 = Because of the scale of pivot irrigator = Recovery is still ongoing for most farms. = Very few farms received financial
parcels zoned for agriculture in areas damage in the region, a targeted Less than 10% report being fully assistance. Most assistance came from
with high wind speeds from survey on their design and damage recovered. 17% say they will never friends, family, and other social groups..
Hurricane ldalia. was conducted Wit.h the assistance recover due to the extent of the damage. . There was a lot of support for pivot irrigators

= The survey asked questions about ot UF IFAS Extension to better = The most severe damage was seen in from government and manufacturers and
infrastructure damage, repair and understand their structural agricultural bins, pivot irrigators, and many have been replaced. Poultry houses
replacement decisions, farm vulnerabilities. This is still ongoing. timber frame buildings (which include are largely still unrepaired.
characteristics, financial assistance, poultry houses). To reduce losses from
and social networks. Interviews and Site Visits - gain bin damage, most farmers sold Research Lessons Learned
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150 parcels that have the same
mailing and farm address. These
conversations involve recovery from
ldalia as well as further impacts

visits to farms, attending agricultural
events, working closely with local
extension agents, and taking a long-term
approach were essential.

damage assessment sheet with
photos of different farm infrastructure
and levels of damage severity, and a
paid return envelope.

= A majority of farmers do not have
iInsurance. Crop insurance and livestock
iInsurance had the lowest rates of
coverage. However, for those with
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