
Cattle markets closed higher over the week, with futures, cash trade 
and boxed beef prices all trending upward.

Live cattle futures closed higher over the week. The August contract 
gained about $5 to close at $238.65, and the October contract gained 
about $8 to close at $234.72.

“It’s anticipated that prices will trade at least steady, if not a bit higher, 
again this week simply because feedlot managers possess enough lever-
age in the marketplace to be able to roll their showlists over if prices aren't 
what they want,” wrote ShayLe Stewart, DTN livestock ana-
lyst, in her Thursday midday comments.

Cash trade through Thursday totaled about 47,000 head. 
Live steers sold from $237-247, and dressed steers sold from 
$380-392. 

“Packers will be heading into next week’s ‘long week buy-
ing for a short week’ with every intention of paying no more 
than steady,” wrote Cassie Fish, market analyst, in The Beef 
on Thursday.

Cash trade through Aug. 17 totaled 59,039 head. Live steers 
averaged $240.20, and dressed steers averaged $382.04.

Slaughter through Thursday totaled about 450,000 head, 

compared to 446,000 head a week earlier. Total slaughter for a week 
earlier is projected at 530,000 head. Actual slaughter for the week ending 
Aug. 9 was 536,811 head. The average steer dressed weight was 939 lbs., 
2 lbs. below a week earlier.

“Box prices are surging, boosted by sharp drops in daily slaughter and 
uncertainty regarding imports from Brazil and continuing blockage at 
the U.S. Mexico border of live imports of cattle,” wrote the Cattle Report 

on Thursday. 
Boxed beef prices 

climbed higher, finally 
crossing over the $400 

See MARKETS on page 15

Cattle markets strengthen across the board
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Becky Harrell, Harrell Hereford Ranch
The latest USDA Census of Agriculture Farm Typology Report reveals fam-
ily farms make up 95% of the farms in the U.S. Pictured here, Harrell Hereford 
Ranch in eastern Oregon near Baker City.

INSIDE WLJ
LABELS LAWSUIT — Two 
South Dakota ranchers are tak-
ing packers to court over “Prod-
uct of USA” labels they say are 
misleading and costly. Page 4

FLY FACTORY — The USDA is 
launching a $750M effort to stop 
the New World screwworm be-
fore it crosses into Texas and 
devastates the livestock indus-
try. Page 7

A LOOK BACK IN HISTORY

“The manner in which the live-
stock industry has answered the 
call of their country for increased 
meat production during the war 
is reflected in figures recently 
released by the U. S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture. More than 
14 million more meat animals 
were slaughtered under Federal 
meat inspection during the first 
half of 1944 than in the same 
period in 1943, by far the great-
est meat production in the his-
tory of this country,” wrote Nel-
son Crow in his 1944 Observa-
tions by the Editor. 
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WEEKLY CHOICE CUTOUT

WEEK ENDING: 8-21-25

CME FEEDER
$345.58

DRESSED STEERS
$386.91

LIVE STEERS
 $244.87

5 AREA WEEKLY WTD 
AVERAGE STEER PRICE

Family farms remain the backbone of agriculture
— Census shows decline 
in small farms

Family farms continue to domi-
nate U.S. agriculture, making up 95% 
of the nation’s 1.9 million farms, 
according to the 2022 Census of 
Agriculture Farm Typology Report 
released Aug. 19 from USDA’s Na-
tional Agricultural Statistics Service 
(NASS). 

The typology report defines a fam-
ily farm as one where the producer 
and their relatives own the majority 
of the business, and it classifies op-
erations based on ownership and 
gross cash farm income (GCFI).

“Classifying America’s 1.9 million 
farms to better reflect their variety is 
critical to evaluating and reporting 
on U.S. agriculture,” said NASS Ad-
ministrator Joseph Parsons. “Typol-
ogy allows us to more meaningfully 
explore the demographics of who is 
farming and ranching today as well 
as their impact on the economy and 
communities around the country.”

Understand farm  
typology

The typology report divides 
farms into family and non-family 

operations, then groups family 
farms into four broad categories:

• Small family farms (less than 
$350,000 GCFI), further split into 
low sales (under $150,000) and 
moderate sales ($150,000-349,999).

• Midsize family farms ($350,000-
999,999 GCFI).

• Large family farms ($1 mil-
lion-4.9 million GCFI). 

• Very large family farms ($5 mil-
lion or more GCFI).

In 2022, small family farms rep-
resented 85% of all U.S. farms, but 
only 14% of the value of agricul-
tural products sold. Midsize opera-
tions accounted for 6% of farms 
and 16% of product value. Large 
and very large farms—though 
only 4% of all farms—produced 
51% of the nation’s agricultural 
output. 

Since 2017, the total number of 
family farms has dropped by 8%, 
or nearly 159,000 operations. The 
steepest declines came from the 
small farm sector, where low-sales 
farms fell by 10% and moderate-
sales farms by 7%. By contrast, 
larger farms are expanding: mid-
size farms grew by 2%, large farms 
by 40% and very large farms by 
65%.

Snapshot of producers
The census not only counts farms 

but also profiles the people who 
own and operate them. Across the 

U.S., there are about 3.16 million 
family farm producers, and their 
characteristics differ notably by 

See FAMILY FARMS on page 16

— Proposes tick gene 
editing

A pair of bioethicists from West-
ern Michigan University suggest 
that a tick-borne allergy that ren-
ders people unable to eat red meat 
may not be a public health issue at 
all, but rather a moral improve-
ment.

In a paper titled “Beneficial 

Bloodsucking” published in Bio-
ethics, Parker Crutchfield and 
Blake Hereth argue that alpha-gal 
syndrome (AGS), an allergy spread 
by the bite of the lone star tick, 
should be seen as a “moral bioen-
hancer.” Because AGS makes peo-
ple sick when they eat mammalian 
meat, the researchers said it dis-
courages an act they assume to be 
morally wrong: eating meat.

“AGS promotes in the people 
who have it a resistance to eating 
mammalian meat,” the authors 
wrote. “Thus, they eat less mam-
malian meat, which is an improve-
ment in their capacity for moral 
behavior.”

AGS develops when the im-
mune system reacts to a sugar 

Meat allergy from ticks 
framed as moral good in paper

See TICK ARGUMENT on page 12

Court upholds exemption for ag emissions reporting
— Rules against 
greens

In early August, a federal 
court ruled in favor of the 
agriculture industry in a case 
challenging air emissions 
reporting requirements.

The U.S. District Court for 

the District of Columbia on 
Aug. 7 upheld the Environ-
mental Protection Agency’s 
(EPA) rule that exempts 
farms and ranches from re-
porting air emissions from 
animal waste under two fed-
eral environmental laws. 

The Emergency Planning 

and Community Right-to-
Know Act (EPCRA) and the 
Comprehensive Environ-
mental Response, Compen-
sation, and Liability Act 
(CERCLA) require industries 
to disclose hazardous sub-
stance releases to the EPA.

“CERCLA and EPCRA 

were intended to address the 
worst industrial and toxic 
chemicals, not govern fam-
ily farms and ranches,” said 
National Cattlemen’s Beef 
Association (NCBA) Execu-
tive Director of Natural Re-
sources Kaitlynn Glover. 
“This decision affirms that 

family cattle producers 
should not have to file re-
ports for a natural, biological 
process under a law meant 
for significant chemical con-
taminants.”

NCBA was a n intervenor-
defendant in the case, along-
side the American Farm 

Bureau, National Pork Pro-
ducers Council and U.S. 
Poultry & Egg Association.

Case details
CERCLA requires facilities 

See POLLUTION on page 9
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Still climbing

This market feels like 
we’ve been climbing a 
mountain that we aren’t 

sure where the summit is. Each 
time we reach a peak, we find 
there is another just around the 
corner, but we’re so far up, we 
don’t know where we started 
from. Over the past two weeks, 
the markets across the country 
have soared into new realms. So-
cial media has been buzzing with new record highs 
across the country. In Turlock, CA, they posted new re-
cord highs in every single weight class from four-weights 
all the way through nine-weights. This trend is happen-
ing every day at nearly every sale barn and video sale. At 
the Northern Livestock Video Auction sale on Aug. 18, 
one major highlight was 780 unweaned steer calves 
weighing 405 pounds that brought $607.50/cwt.

As of this writing, Superior Livestock Auction was hav-
ing their annual “Big Horn Classic” sale in Sheridan, WY. 
For perspective, this is normally a five-day event. This 
year, it’s two-and-a-half days long. When you step back 
and look at their marketings, cattle that were normally 
held for this sale were moved forward and sold in previ-
ous sales. Overall head count is slightly down, just like 
every other video company and sale barn, simply be-
cause overall herd numbers are down across the nation. 
For more perspective, Northern Video has seen the same 
trend. In June, they sold 181% more steers in 2025 than 
they did in 2024, according to preliminary data. 

This is the trend right now. A lot of cattle moved for-
ward, and without cattle imports across the southern 
border where they claim over 1 million head are waiting 
to enter, feeders are forced to lock in what they can. Reps 
across all the companies say they don’t see any cattle 
waiting to be marketed here domestically. One rep told 
me that this Superior Livestock sale will conclude his 
marketings for the year for the first time in his 20-year ca-
reer. “I don’t even have any prospects to call on, the cattle 
just aren’t there,” he said. “The ones that are, are already 
sold.”

Derrell Peel of Oklahoma State University says, “The 
calculated feeder cattle supply this year is the smallest in 
available data for both the January and July Cattle re-
ports. The tight feeder supply is the result of declining 
calf crops. Calf crops have declined the past seven years 
and are down 8.8% from the cyclical peak in 2018. The 
2025 U.S. calf crop is the lowest since 1941. The beef cow 
herd is at a cyclical (maybe) and multi-decade low and is 
showing little sign of rebuilding. The closure of the Mexi-
can border adds to the ever-tighter feeder cattle supply. 
The lingering question in the background continues to 
be that of heifer retention. With still no indication of sig-
nificant heifer retention, the implication is that tight 
feeder supplies must get tighter yet in order to begin the 
process that will lead to eventual herd rebuilding. Herd 
rebuilding is slow to start and appears to be slow-paced 
at this time. This suggests that cattle prices will move 
higher and remain elevated for an extended period of 
time with a peak that is still in the future.”

The forward movement in the market is now being felt 
as retail beef prices soared by over 10% in July alone with 
the consumer not backing off at all. In some states, 
Choice beef surpassed the $9/lb. mark, showing a nearly 
15% surge in price year over year. This, coupled with 
deep red ink for the packers, is going to be the market re-
sistance that we see. According to the Sterling Beef Profit 
Tracker, plant utilization is down 10% across the board. 
Operating expenses are feeling the pressure right now. 
Although carcass weights carried overall beef production 
in the U.S. to an actual increase of 2% in 2024, feeder cat-
tle are going to see even bigger weights come in, espe-
cially with commodities at lower levels once again this 
year with bumper crops about to be harvested. 

In the past month, major media outlets have started to 
highlight beef prices. The spotlight is just starting and will 
most likely bring more attention to beef prices at the 
counter, which we all know is not a good thing to see. I do 
think the consumer is going to be much more cogno-
scente of what they pay.  Most major analysts, including 
CattleFax, say $8.50-9.50/lb. is where the resistance will 
happen. Guess what, we’re there. Now, over the next 
quarter, we will see what signal the consumer sends as 
the grilling season comes to end and schools start back 
up. 

Lifestyle trends over the past several years are prioritiz-
ing proteins, especially beef. Positive acceptance for 
health, safety and quality has North American beef as a 
staple in most diets. Diets, like the dubbed “carnivore di-
et,” emphasize higher protein and fat intake with reduced 
carbohydrate consumption. Beef is king right now, but I 
do feel we are going to test our limits at the counter when 
we ask the consumer to absorb even higher prices. Gen-
erational differences show that millennials love protein 
sources and accounted for 62% of consumption last year. 
For now, we ride the highs and enjoy the moment if you 
have inventory to sell. — LOGAN IPSEN
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Wolf populations are expanding in the western states. It 
started with the introduction of wolves into Yellowstone Na-
tional Park and central Idaho in the 1990s, which was followed 
by wolves spreading across Montana, Wyoming, Idaho, 
Washington, Oregon and northern California. Wolves were 
transplanted into Colorado in 2023 and 2025. Mexican wolves 
were maintained in captivity, followed by releases into the 
wild in Arizona and New Mexico. 

Wolves kill livestock and negatively affect ranchers. Recent 
issues of the WLJ have several Story Shorts articles on wolves 
in the western states. The July 28 and Aug. 4 issues of WLJ 
report that Colorado has three new wolf packs, and plans to 
release more wolves next winter in southwestern Colorado, 
including Gunnison County. The Aug. 4 WLJ reports that a 
Mexican wolf moved north of Interstate 40 in New Mexico, 
which is the northern boundary of the Mexican wolf range. I 
will explain why this is an important science issue. 

The wolves in all of the western states except New Mexico 
and Arizona are the northern wolf subspecies, originally 
imported from Canada for the 1990s transplants to Montana, 
Idaho, and recently, to Colorado. The wolves in New Mexico 
and Arizona are the Mexican wolf subspecies. I’ve written in 
the WLJ and science journals about the indefinite nature of 
subspecies, including wolf subspecies (see the References at 
wlj.net). Subspecies are populations in different geographic 
areas with different characteristics like coat color, size and 
genetics. Subspecies belong to the same species and can in-
terbreed. Subspecies are like livestock breeds, but without the 
controlled mating that maintains livestock breeds as geneti-
cally different. 

Wildlife, including wolves, disperse and interbreed among 
areas. This makes the subspecies category indefinite because 
of genetic mixing over space and time. But the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) allows the listing of subspecies, not only an 
entire species, as endangered. The Mexican wolf is listed as 
an endangered subspecies in Arizona and New Mexico, 
separate from wolves in the other 48 contiguous states. Wolves 
are not listed as endangered in Alaska, Montana, Wyoming, 
Idaho and eastern Washington and Oregon. Wolves are listed 
as an endangered species, called a distinct population seg-
ment (DPS), in the rest of the 48 contiguous states. This is 
confusing because the ESA can consider species, subspecies 
and DPSs as endangered. The federal government is manag-
ing subspecies and DPSs, which are populations, with the 
ESA, but managing wildlife populations is a state function. 
Because science shows that subspecies and DPSs are not 
definite groups, the government has been using the ESA with 
indefinite science without fully acknowledging it.

The Mexican wolf and northern wolf subspecies are likely 
to mix as their ranges expand (see the References). Northern 
wolves have moved into Arizona and New Mexico in the past, 
and the recent movement of a Mexican wolf north of I-40 near 
Mount Taylor and the plan to bring wolves to southwest 
Colorado indicate the subspecies’ ranges will likely overlap at 
some time. Gunnison, CO, to Grants, NM, near Mount Taylor 
is about 400 miles, which is within the travel distances re-
corded for wolves. 

Does it matter if northern wolves and Mexican wolves in-
terbreed? Wolf populations have always increased, decreased 
and interbred over their ranges. Some biologists consider 
mixing the wolf subspecies as good because it will increase 
genetic variation, like crossbreeding livestock. Other biologists 
consider mixing the wolf subspecies as not good because it 
will change the genetics of the Mexican wolf. It’s not clear if 
or how the northern and Mexican wolves will be prevented 
from mixing, or if it’s scientifically good or bad. 

Biologists and environmental groups insisted that the 
Mexican wolf be designated a subspecies which led to their 
listing as an endangered species under the ESA. The govern-
ment decided the Mexican wolf was a legitimate subspecies, 
even though the scientific literature shows that subspecies are 
not definite. Whether this is biased science or simply opinion, 
it's not definite science. 

The problem is that the ESA includes subspecies and DPSs 
as “species.” Good wildlife management is focused on popu-
lations in geographic areas, like your state’s game manage-
ment units. But is the ESA meant to manage populations or 
entire species? Congress needs to address this question. ESA 
listings result in the federal government seizing wildlife juris-
diction from states using the indefinite science of subspecies 
and DPSs. It’s a science issue, and the ESA is not using rigor-
ous science. 

Some biologists think subspecies are legitimate and dis-
agree with descriptions of the indefinite nature of subspecies. 
But many scientists have written about the indefinite nature 
of subspecies and populations (DPSs) in the scientific litera-
ture (see the References). This must be acknowledged for the 
ESA to use the best science. This is important because wolves 
protected by the ESA are killing livestock and hurting Ameri-
can ranchers and agriculture. — Dr. Matt Cronin, WLJ col-
umnist 

(Matt Cronin is a biologist with Northwest Biology and 
Forestry Company LLC in Bozeman, MT, and a teaching 
professor at Montana State University. He may be con-
tacted at croninm@aol.com.)
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Jason Schmidt;  
1971-2025

Jason Aaron Schmidt, 54, of 
Crystal Springs, ND, was called 
home to his Heavenly Father on 
Aug. 8, leaving behind a legacy 
of hard work, advocacy and de-
votion to his family.

Jason was born on Aug. 4, 
1971, to Ivan and Mary Schmidt 
in Jamestown, ND. He grew up 
active in FFA, 4-H, basketball and 
helping on his family farm. He 
graduated from Tappen High 
School in 1989. Jason’s desire to 
learn and passion for agriculture 
took him to North Dakota State 
University (NDSU), where he 

proudly became a Bison. He 
earned a bachelor’s degree in 
animal science and a minor in 
agriculture economics. Jason 
also participated in Saddle and 
Sirloin, competed on the NDSU 
Meats Judging Team, and—
most importantly—met the love 
of his life, Serena.

Jason and Serena were mar-
ried on July 9, 1994, and togeth-
er had four children: Paige, Aus-
tin, Madelyn and Ava. Their chil-
dren and all their accomplish-
ments were Jason’s greatest 
pride and joy. Jason, his son, 
Austin, and father, Ivan, oper-
ated a cow-calf and back-
grounding operation, which was 
his true passion. Jason was so 
proud of his red cows, green 
tractors and North Dakota-
raised beef.

Jason was a forward thinker 
who defended his livelihood as a 
strong advocate for agriculture 
and his community through his 
involvement in many boards and 
organizations. He was a loyal 
member of the North Dakota 
Stockmen’s Association, Na-
tional Cattlemen’s Beef Associa-
tion (NCBA), North Dakota Beef 
Commission, Kidder County 

School Board, Crystal Springs 
Township, St. Paul’s Catholic 
Church, Kidder County FFA 
Chapter Advisory Board, Tappen 
Ag 4-H leader, Kidder County 
Extension Advisory Council, 
Young Cattlemen’s Conference, 
North Dakota Farm Bureau and 
North Dakota Farmer’s Union.

Being just a member was 
never an option for Jason; his 
strong leadership skills led him 
into many executive positions. 
Jason was the president of the 
Kidder County School Board, 
supervisor for the Crystal 
Springs Township, co-chair of 
the Safety and Production In-
novation Committee for the 
Cattlemen’s Beef Board, newly 
elected to North Dakota’s State 
Board of Agricultural Research 
and Education, past chairman of 
the North Dakota Beef Commis-
sion, past president of the North 
Dakota Stockmen’s Association, 
and past Region 7 vice president 
for the NCBA.

Jason’s legacy is not mea-
sured only by the titles he held, 
but by the lives he touched and 
the example he set. He had a 
way of making everyone feel 
welcome—whether through a 

firm handshake, a quick-witted 
remark or a genuine interest in 
others’ lives. If a love for family 
and dedication to agriculture 
could have kept someone here 
forever, Jason would still be with 
us today. Through his family, 
cattle, community involvement 
and contagious personality, Ja-
son left a lasting impact that will 
live on through the next genera-
tion and be carried forward by his 
family.

He is survived by his wife, Ser-
ena; children, Paige (Jayden), 
Austin, Madelyn and Ava; par-
ents, Ivan and Mary Schmidt; 
sister, Cassie (Scott) Weness; 
brother, Jeremy Schmidt and 
many nieces, nephews, cousins, 
aunts and uncles—all of whom 
he cherished. He is preceded in 
death by his grandparents, Wil-
liam and Anita Schmidt and 
Aaron and Bonnie Rolf, and fa-
ther-in-law, Leo Mock. 

In lieu of flowers, the family 
requests that memorials be 
made to the North Dakota 
Stockman's Foundation, 4520 
Ottawa St., Bismarck, ND 
58503 or the Kidder County FFA 
Chapter, 101 4th St. SE, Steele, 
ND 58482.

ObituaryObituary
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The fate of an antitrust law-
suit filed by two South Dakota 
ranchers against major meat 
packers, alleging they are label-
ing beef products as “Products 
of the USA” when most of the 
meat is not produced in the 
U.S., will be decided by a fed-
eral appeals court.

Ranchers Tim Taylor and 
Bryce Baker filed a class-action 
lawsuit in 2023 alleging the la-
beling practices of JBS Foods 
USA, Tyson Foods Inc., Cargill 
Meat Solutions Corp. and Na-
tional Beef Packing Company 
LLC, have cost ranchers across 
the country billions of dollars 
in lost revenue annually since 
2015.

The producers originally 

filed their case in state court, 
and it was later moved to the 
U.S. District Court for the Dis-
trict of South Dakota. In Janu-
ary, the court denied the com-
panies’ motion to dismiss, and 
the companies appealed to the 
U.S. Appeals Court for the 8th 
Circuit to try to end the case.

Recently, attorneys general 
(AGs) in South Dakota, Ne-
braska, Idaho, North Dakota, 
Colorado, New Mexico, Texas, 
Montana, Kansas, Oklahoma 
and Wyoming filed an amicus 
brief in support of the ranchers.

The states told the 8th Cir-
cuit that they have an econom-
ic interest in the outcome, as 
they “raise, process and ship to 
market a large share of the do-

mestic beef products con-
sumed in this country.”

The AGs point to a USDA 
study that found 84% of con-
sumers are misled by the label-
ing—that they don’t consider 
cattle born, raised and slaugh-
tered abroad to be a “Product 
of USA.”

The states argue that the “de-
ceptive” labeling gives the 
companies an unfair advan-
tage over ranchers who pro-
duce domestic beef.

The Food Safety Inspection 
Service (FSIS) approved the 
companies’ use of the “Product 
of USA” label on foreign beef 
that was processed and pack-
aged in the U.S. by the compa-
nies, based on a USDA policy 

book and informal USDA regu-
latory comment.

According to the Federal 
Meat Inspection Act’s, or 
FMIA, definitions of “mis-
branded,” the states argue that 
the packing companies’ label-
ing is deceptive because the 
products purport to be domes-
tic in origin.

USDA has since promul-
gated a new “Product of USA” 
definition effective January 
2026 that products sold with 
this label be “born, raised, 
slaughtered and processed” in 
the U.S.

“The FSIS’s erroneous ap-
proval of defendants’ use of the 
‘Product of USA’ label does not 
magically make a deceptive 

label non-deceptive,” the state 
AGs argue in their brief.

“Because South Dakota 
seeks simply to enforce its laws 
in accordance with the correct, 
controlling definitions codified 
in the FMIA and its imple-
menting rules, South Dakota 
law is not preempted by the 
FMIA and may be invoked to 
police and prevent defendants’ 
anticompetitive and deceptive 
practices. Though defendants 
would have it otherwise, states 
are not potted plants in the 
national regulatory framework 
enacted to prevent the impor-
tation and distribution of mis-
branded beef products.”

The ranchers’ lawsuit alleges 
the labeling practices violate 
both truth-in-labeling laws 
and South Dakota state anti-
trust and consumer protection 
laws. Taylor is a cow-calf pro-
ducer in Lyman County, SD, 
and has been a rancher for 
more than 30 years. Baker is a 
rancher in Stanley County, SD.

The companies have ar-
gued, among other things, that 
the case should be dismissed 
because federal law trumps 
state law, and USDA approved 
their labels.

The ranchers claim that the 
label representations by the 
packing companies have 
caused them to pay domestic 
producers about 40% less on 
average per year for their cattle 
since 2015.

In the food companies’ mo-
tion to dismiss the latest case, 

they argue the ranchers’ state-
law claims are federally pre-
empted.

In an Aug. 6, 2025, brief filed 
by the ranchers in the 8th Cir-
cuit, they argue the packing 
companies “increased foreign 
beef prices to consumers and 
depressed prices paid to plain-
tiffs” for domestic beef by put-
ting the labels on all beef pro-
cessed in the U.S.

“This allowed the packers to 
wrongfully benefit from plain-
tiffs’ environmentally and so-
cially conscious reputation as 
domestic beef producers,” they 
said.

“Put two packages of beef 
side by side. Both are marked 
‘Product of the USA.’ But only 
one is made from beef that was 
born, raised, slaughtered, in 
the United States. The other 
package’s best-case claim to 
the ‘Product of the USA’ label is 
that the animal died here. Yet 
to the ordinary consumer, the 
packages appear to be identi-
cal. FSIS has in effect recog-
nized this mistake and has 
acted to correct it,” the ranchers 
said.

A nearly identical lawsuit 
filed in federal court in New 
Mexico against Tyson Foods 
was dismissed, and the dis-
missal was upheld by the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the 10th 
Circuit in 2022. The plaintiffs’ 
petition to the Supreme Court 
was denied in that case. — 
Todd Neeley, DTN environ-
mental editor

Beef label suit goes to appeals court

There’s nothing more re-
freshing than an ice-cold drink 
of water after spending time in 
the Kansas heat in August. Ac-
cording to Kansas State (K-
State) University beef cattle 
experts, cattle feel the same—
and clean water is the most 
critical nutrient for the animals’ 
health and performance.

“Water is the most important 
nutrient that animals are going 
to get, and they have to have 
enough of it,” K-State veterinar-
ian Scott Fritz said.

While many producers 
might assume all water is cre-
ated equal, experts warn that 
not all sources are suitable for 
livestock. They note that total 
dissolved solids, nitrate and 
sulfate levels and pH (acidity) 
can significantly impact animal 
health and productivity.

“Cattle nearly double their 
water intake (when tempera-

tures rise) from 40 F to 90 F,” 
Fritz said. “This increase un-
derscores the importance of 
understanding water capacity 
and quality, especially during 
intense summer heat.”

Wells and ponds present 
different challenges.

“We’ve seen wells that were 
normal for 10 years, then all of 
a sudden the water contains as 
much sodium as sea water,” 
Fritz said. 

Key factors ranchers should 
monitor include total dissolved 
solids—which should stay un-
der 3,000 parts per million—as 
well as sulfate and nitrate con-
centrations. The veterinarians 
noted that water hardness 
typically has minimal impact 
on livestock.

Fritz and others agreed it’s 
good practice to test water 
sources periodically. — K-
State Research and Extension

The importance of clean 
water in cattle production
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Five groups are supporting 
Elk Mountain Ranch owner 
Fred Eshelman’s petition for 
the U.S. Supreme Court to 
review a 10th Circuit Court of 
Appeals ruling that he cannot 
block the public from corner 
crossing to reach public land 
surrounded by his ranch.

The groups filed briefs Aug. 
18 urging the Supreme Court 
to take up the matter. The 
10th Circuit ruled earlier this 
year that four Missouri hunt-
ers did not trespass when 
they corner-crossed to hunt 
on public land on Elk Moun-
tain in Carbon County, WY.

Eshelman wants that rul-
ing overturned, claiming that 
the hunters trespassed. They 
did not touch his land but 
passed through the airspace 
above his property.

United Property Owners of 
Montana, The Claremont In-
stitute’s Center for Constitu-
tional Jurisprudence, Wyo-
ming Stock Growers Associa-
tion, Wyoming Wool Growers 
Association and Montana 
Stockgrowers Association 
joined Eshelman in seeking 
a high-court review.

Corner crossers step from 
one piece of public land to 
another where they meet at 
the common corner with two 
pieces of private property. 
Corner crossers do not set 
foot on private land, but they 
pass above it.

At issue is public access to 
2.4 million acres of public 
land in Wyoming and 8.3 mil-
lion acres across the West that 

would be “corner locked” and 
inaccessible to the public if 
the Supreme Court sides with 
Eshelman. By controlling ac-
cess at common corners, a 
landowner can essentially 
have exclusive use of public 
property, the Missouri hunt-
ers have said.

The 10th Circuit decision 
applies to Wyoming, Colo-
rado, Utah, New Mexico, 
Oklahoma and Kansas. But it 
leaves a gray area elsewhere 
in the West, Eshelman’s sup-
porters say.

“The outcome of this case 
affects 150 million acres of 
public and private land,” John 
Gabel Connors wrote in a 
brief for Montana landown-
ers. “There is a need for a 
nationwide rule addressing 
corner crossing, and this case 
may be the only opportunity 
for the Court to consider the 
issue.”

Unconstitutional?
The groups suggested nu-

merous reasons for the Su-
preme Court to take up the 
issue. The three ranching as-
sociations also urged justices 
to reverse the lower-court 
decision.

Attorneys argued that the 
10th Circuit decision was an 
unconstitutional taking of 
property without compensa-
tion. The appeals court, how-
ever, said the 1885 Unlawful 
Inclosures Act (UIA) prevent-
ed Eshelman from blocking 
public access to public land 

in the checkerboard area of 
Wyoming.

Eshelman never had a right 
to exclude others and so there 
was no taking, according to 
the ruling.

That rubs Montana land-
owners the wrong way.

“The fundamental flaw in 
the decision … is the Tenth 
Circuit’s belief that the UIA 
‘permit[s] limited trespass’ 
and ‘functionally operates 
like a limited easement’” the 
brief states. The lower court 
concluded that corner cross-
ing was legal and Eshelman 
“was not entitled to compen-
sation for the property right 
that had been taken.” That 
“taking” is unconstitutional, 
the group said.

The 10th Circuit ruling also 
opens “previously inaccessi-
ble property” to the public, 
creating headaches for fed-
eral and state governments 
and even limiting the federal 
government’s power to pur-
chase public access ease-
ments, the brief says.

In another brief, the Clare-
mont Institute’s Center for 
Constitutional Jurisprudence 
reached back to English com-
mon law in its arguments. 
“[T]he ‘poorest man’ in the 
meanest hovel can deny en-
try to the King,” John Eastman 
wrote of the foundation of the 
United States’ legal frame-
work.

“The natural right to own 
and use property … is a foun-
dation of individual liberty,” 
Eastman’s brief states. “One 

of the core principles of the 
American Founding is that 
individual rights are not 
granted by majorities or gov-
ernments but are God-given 
and inalienable.”

The 10th Circuit decision 
allows corner-crossing in the 
checkerboard area of south-
ern Wyoming where the gov-
ernment granted land to en-
able railroad construction. 
That created the pattern of 
alternating square-mile sec-
tions of public and private 
land and the ongoing embro-
glio.

“Congress created the 
patchwork mess,” Eastman 
wrote, “it can fix it as well.” 
That would be by purchasing 
easements, he argues.

Ranchers see  
disruption

Stock growers leaned on 
potential damage to ranchers 
and cases known as Leo 
Sheep and Camfield. 

In the Leo Sheep conflict, 
courts concluded the federal 
government did not have a 
right to construct a road 
across a common corner be-
cause the road was partly on 
private property. In Camfield, 
fences constructed on private 
land wrongly prevented ac-
cess to public grazing pas-
ture, courts decided. 

The Camfield decision es-
sentially abated a nuisance 
and is centered on laws pre-
venting such things, attorney 
Brandon Jensen wrote for the 

stock and wool growers. But 
Leo Sheep addresses implied 
easements.

The Leo Sheep precedent 
rejected an implied ease-
ment at common corners, 
albeit for a road. “Certiorari 
must be granted to provide 
necessary clarity on the ap-
plication of existing legal rea-
soning and Leo Sheep’s effect 
on precedent under the UIA,” 
the brief states. 

“The [Montana Stock 
Growers Association] be-
lieves corner-crossing is a 
serious threat to the integrity 
of private landownership, 
undermines long-standing 
property boundaries, and 
may set a harmful precedent 
that erodes the ability of land-
owners to manage and pro-
tect their property,” Jensen’s 
brief states. 

The 10th Circuit unleashed 
chaos, the brief suggests. 

“Without a systemic and 
strategic method to acquire 

access to corner locked fed-
eral lands, the public will 
have access to lands that the 
state and federal government 
may not regulate or main-
tain,” the filing states. 

Public access to public 
lands “can cause great stress 
to livestock,” stock growers 
said. Ranchers will be shoul-
dered with “the burden to 
absorb the costs to their live-
stock operation if livestock 
are disturbed or livestock is 
lost to an errant hunter’s shot 
(which certainly happens); 
the burden to clean up the 
public lands intermingled 
with their private lands from 
trash, empty cartridges, plas-
tic water bottles, gut piles and 
waste which can attract pred-
ators that may also choose to 
prey on livestock.”

The 10th Circuit decision 
also creates a gray area with 
respect to liability, the filing 
states. — Angus M. Thuerm-
er Jr., WyoFile

Ranchers urge SCOTUS to hear WY corner-crossing case

(Send calendar of events information 
to editorial@wlj.net.)
Sept. 16-18 – The Public Lands 
Council 57th Annual Meeting will 
be held in Flagstaff, AZ, at the 
DoubleTree by Hilton Hotel 
F l a g s t a f f .  D e t a i l s : 
publiclandscouncil.org.
Sept. 30-Oct. 5 – The National 
Sheepdog Finals will be held in 
Alturas, CA, where top border 
collies from the U.S. and Canada 
compete for the prestigious title 

of National Sheepdog Champion. 
Details: sheepdogfinals.org or 
contact Geri Byrne at 541-891-
7518 or geri@bcollies.com.
Nov. 12-14 – The Washington 
Cattlemen’s and Cattlewomen’s 
associations’ 100th Annual 
Convention and Tradeshow will be 
h e l d  a t  t h e  We n a t c h e e 
Convention Center in Wenatchee, 
W A .  D e t a i l s :  
washingtoncattlemen.org/
convention.

CCOMING OMING EEVENTSVENTS
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The federal government 
is ramping up efforts in Tex-
as to combat the spread of 
New World screwworm, a 
pest that could devastate the 
cattle and wildlife industries 
in Texas and the nation.

The USDA announced a 
slew of new initiatives and 
investments to monitor and 
prevent the spread of screw-
worm, which is traveling 
north through Mexico and 
was detected about 370 
miles south of the U.S./Mex-
ico border in July.

Screwworms are parasitic 
flies that lay larvae in open 
wounds of live, warm-
blooded animals, causing 
them serious harm and, po-
tentially, death.

Among the investments is 
a $750 million facility in Ed-
inburg, TX, that will pro-
duce about 300 million ster-
ile screwworm flies per 
week, Agriculture Secretary 
Brooke Rollins announced 
during a news conference 
with Texas Gov. Greg Abbott 
(R) on Aug. 15.

By mating with sterile fe-
male flies, the intent is to 
produce non-viable eggs so 
that the population will 
eventually die out.

Rollins called the threat a 
national security issue that 
should concern all Ameri-
cans. The fly “endangers our 
livestock industry and it 
threatens the stability of 
beef prices for consumers 

across America,” Rollins 
said.

The new production facil-
ity will be the first in the U.S. 
and will lessen U.S. depen-
dency on production facili-
ties in Panama and Mexico. 
It will also accompany an 
$8.5 million screwworm dis-
persal facility currently un-
der construction at Moore 
Air Base in Edinburg. That 
facility will take larvae pro-
duced in Panama or Mexico, 
continue growing them, and 
distribute the hatched ster-
ile flies to sites of infestation. 

Construction of the pro-
duction facility is expected 
to take at least a year. Until it 
gets up and running, the 
USDA will spend up to $100 
million on technology to 
accelerate the U.S. response, 

such as novel traps and 
modular sterile fly units.

Russell Boening, presi-
dent of the Texas Farm Bu-
reau, praised Rollins and the 
Trump administration on 
the new production facility. 

“This threat is real and 
urgent, and we cannot af-
ford delays,” Boening said in 
a statement. “Immediate 
construction and deploy-
ment of this facility are es-
sential to prevent irrevers-
ible harm to the agricultural 
economy and our nation’s 
food system.”

USDA is also ramping up 
the hiring of mounted patrol 
officers, known as tick rid-
ers, who typically patrol the 
southern border to protect 
cattle from fever tick, but 
will also now serve as the 

first line of defense against 
screwworm by monitoring 
livestock apprehended 
along the border for screw-
worm. 

The department's Beagle 
Bridge will be trained to de-
tect screwworm infections 
and the USDA will work 
with their Mexican counter-
parts on surveillance train-
ing to track screwworm as it 
moves through the country 
in real time.

Texas last dealt with a 
screwworm infestation in 
the 1960s. In 2023, screw-
worm began to spread north 
of the Panama Canal. It was 
detected in Mexico last year, 
prompting the USDA to sus-
pend imports of livestock 
from Mexico temporarily.

If it were to spread into the 

U.S., screwworm could 
cause an estimated $2.1 bil-
lion loss to cattle and a $9 
billion loss to the hunting/
wildlife industries in Texas.

In June, Abbott ordered 
the Texas Animal Health 
Commission and the Texas 
Parks and Wildlife Depart-
ment to establish a Texas 
New World Screwworm Re-
sponse Team to help coor-
dinate and share informa-
tion on efforts to stop the 
spread of screwworm.

“The reality is this is a na-
tional and international is-
sue,” Abbott said. “Our in-
dustries, our ranchers, 
people who buy groceries 
are going to face these dire 
consequences if action is 
not taken.” — Berenice Gar-
cia, The Texas Tribune

US will build sterile fly factory in Texas

The University of Nebras-
ka–Lincoln (UNL) and the 
Nebraska College of Techni-
cal Agriculture (NCTA) have 
opened enrollment to the 
public for “Prime Education: 
Introduction to Butchery 
and Meat Processing,” a self-
paced, online curriculum 
aimed at anyone interested 
in exploring a career in the 
meat processing industry.

Funding for the project 
was awarded to NCTA by a 
USDA National Institute of 
Food and Agriculture grant 
in 2023 to provide a training 
curriculum for workers in 
Nebraska’s meat processing 
industry. The college in Cur-
tis, NE, partnered with the 
university’s Department of 
Animal Science and private 
industry to develop the 
eight-part online curricu-
lum. Enrollees will learn 
about safety, tools and 
equipment, sanitation and 
inspection, humane harvest, 
fresh meat fabrication, pro-
cessed meats and product 
packaging and labeling.

Jordan Wicks, assistant 
professor of animal science 
and meats Extension spe-
cialist at the university, has 
collaborated with faculty 
members, graduate students 
and industry representatives 
from across the country to 
develop the curriculum. Be-
fore coming to Nebraska, she 
spent 10 years leading 
hands-on processing train-
ings with students.

“This program is based on 
what people need to know 
when starting in the meat 
processing industry, with an 

emphasis on safety,” Wicks 
said. “The ability to learn 
these foundational princi-
ples at your own pace and 
entirely online will lead to a 
much quicker onboarding 
process for processors when 
hiring and higher retention 
in the industry workforce.”

The topics covered serve 
as an introduction to the 
meat processing industry 
not only for those doing the 
processing, but those in re-
lated industry positions. This 
also makes the course a valu-
able option for high school 
teachers, advisers and stu-
dents as a method to show-
case the array of career op-
tions in the industry.

“There are endless career 
opportunities within the in-
dustry that may not be on the 
processing floor day to day,” 
Wicks said. “No matter if 
you’re interested in sales, 
marketing, engineering, re-
search or product develop-
ment, there is a career for you 
in the meat processing in-
dustry. This curriculum will 
help you learn about the 
foundation of the industry to 
help you build your career 
path in it.”

Registration for the course 
is $50. To register, visit go.unl.
edu/prime-education.

The online course must be 
completed by Dec. 19 to re-
ceive the digital badge rec-
ognized by the Nebraska 
Association of Meat Proces-
sors. An additional, optional 
in-person training for those 
who complete the online 
course will be offered in 
2026. — UNL Extension

UNL launches online 
processing course
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Thomas Herefords of 
Gold Creek, MT, has been 
selected as the recipient of 
the 2025 Montana Leopold 
Conservation Award.

The award honors ranch-
ers, farmers and forestland 
owners who go above and 
beyond in the management 
of soil health, water quality 
and wildlife habitat on 
working land. 

Thomas Herefords, 
owned by Bruce and Tam-
my Thomas, and Richard 
and Shirley Thomas, will be 
presented with the award at 
the Montana Farm Bureau 
Annual Convention in No-
vember. They receive 

$10,000 for being selected.
Bruce Thomas is as pas-

sionate about conservation 
as he is about Hereford beef 
cattle, and that’s saying a lot. 
Bruce grew up showing and 
fitting world-class Hereford 
cattle on the ranch his par-
ents Richard and Shirley 
Thomas established in 1957.

His career as a sawmill’s 
environmental manager 
proved to be influential. In-
teracting with governmental 
agencies and becoming 
well-versed with environ-
mental regulations led him 
to see how doing things dif-
ferently could make the 
ranch environmentally and 

economically resilient.
“I wanted to demonstrate 

to both the agricultural and 
environmental communi-
ties that a win-win solution 
could be achieved,” Bruce 
said.

Bruce and his wife, Tam-
my, prioritized conservation 
practices that could improve 
biodiversity and water qual-
ity, leading to healthier cat-
tle, fish and wildlife. Their 
vision was set into motion in 
the early 2000s by enrolling 
land into an Environmental 
Quality Incentives Program 
(EQIP) contract and col-
laborating with several pub-
lic agencies and private non-

profits.
Gold Creek is a Clark Fork 

River tributary that runs 
through the ranch. Like 
other ranchers, ancestors 
built their first corrals next 
to the creek to easily water 
their cattle. Overgrazed ri-
parian areas led to soil com-
paction and degradation, 
and creek contamination. 
Loss of riparian vegetation 
led to warmer water, im-
pacting native fish popula-
tions and reducing wildlife 
habitat.

With EQIP’s financial and 
technical assistance new 
cattle pens were designed to 
direct runoff into filtration 
areas on the ranch’s up-
lands. Grazing was ceased 
along the creek’s riparian 
area for five years to allow 
native vegetation to recover. 
As a result, the creek was 
cleaner thanks to a reduc-
tion in runoff of manure ni-
trates. The herd’s daily 
weight gain also improved 
from a new watering system.

Converting from flood ir-
rigation to pivot irrigation 
also benefitted Gold Creek 
by diverting 50% less water. 
Other environmental ben-
efits like enhanced in-
stream flow, cooler water 
temperatures and drought 
mitigation are being studied 
at Thomas Herefords by the 
Montana Department of 
Natural Resources and Con-
servation and other local 
and state organizations and 
agencies.

Located in western Mon-

tana’s Flint Creek Mountain 
Range, the ranch sits at 4,250 
feet, with summer pastures 
up to 6,500 feet in elevation. 
Replacing woven and 
barbed wire with three-wire 
electric high-tension fenc-
ing is wildlife-friendly while 
proving a more secure fence 
for cattle.

Rotational grazing has im-
proved the quality and 
quantity of grasses. Like-
wise, investment in range-
land water development has 
helped triple the carrying 
capacity of the ranch’s pas-
tures.

The Thomases prioritize 
soil health principles by uti-
lizing annual soil analysis, 
reducing chemical fertilizer 
use and managing for 
drought by building organic 
matter to improve moisture 
retention.

While the Thomases are 
best known as a renowned 
international seedstock pro-
ducer of red and white Her-
eford cattle, their holistic 
approach to ranching is just 
as noteworthy.

Bruce’s mother, Shirley, 
recalls a time when she 
would go to a hilltop over-
looking the ranch and pri-
vately wonder how she was 
going to pay the next 
month’s bills. Bruce says 
embracing his conservation 
ethic is why those fears no 
longer exist.

As for the future, Bruce 
and Tammy are proud their 
children, Kurt, Amber, 
Heather and their families, 

are involved in the ranch 
and own cattle. Along with 
the kids, the ranch’s succes-
sion plan includes a con-
tinuation of the conserva-
tion ideals that have brought 
them this far.

“These award recipients 
are examples of how Aldo 
Leopold’s land ethic is alive 
and well today,” said Kevin 
McAleese, Sand County 
Foundation president and 
CEO. “Their dedication to 
conservation is both an in-
spiration to their peers as 
well as a reminder to all how 
important thoughtful agri-
culture is to clean water, 
healthy soil, and wildlife 
habitat.

The Montana Leopold 
Conservation Award is 
made possible through the 
generous support of Ameri-
can Farmland Trust, Mon-
tana Department of Natural 
Resources and Conserva-
tion, Rangeland Resources 
Program, Sand County 
Foundation, AgWest Farm 
Credit, Montana Grazing 
Lands Coalition, USDA Nat-
ural Resources Conserva-
tion Service, Montana Farm 
Bureau Federation, Ranch-
ers Stewardship Alliance, 
Soil and Water Conserva-
tion Society, Western Land-
owners Alliance, Western 
Sustainability Exchange and 
World Wildlife Fund.

For more information on 
t h e  a w a r d ,  v i s i t  
leopoldconservationaward.
org. — Sand County Foun-
dation

Thomas Herefords to receive MT Leopold Conservation Award

Courtesy photo
Richard, Shirley, Tammy and Bruce Thomas of Gold Creek, MT.
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Anthrax is a concern for 
cattle producers in North 
Dakota, as weather condi-
tions in some areas once 
again have been favorable 
for this disease. Recently, an 
anthrax case has been iden-
tified in Stark County, ND. 

Anthrax is a disease in 
cattle caused by the bacteria 
Bacillus anthracis. This bac-
teria is able to form spores 
that are highly resistant to 
heat, cold and disinfection, 
and can survive in soil for 
years until conditions are 
favorable. When these 
spores come into contact 
with susceptible cattle, they 
can “hatch” and cause infec-
tion, leading to disease and 

death.
“Cattle producers should 

be aware that the threat of 
anthrax is increased when 
areas receive high amounts 
of rainfall as well as pro-
longed, dry conditions,” said 
Dr. Jake Galbreath, North 
Dakota State University 
(NDSU) Extension veteri-
narian.

Dry conditions cause the 
anthrax bacteria to form 
spores. High rainfall can dis-
turb soil, releasing anthrax 
spores which can stick to 
plant material. These spores 
can be inhaled when soil is 
disturbed or in grazing areas 
with previously high water 
levels.

In most cases, the only 
sign of anthrax is finding 
dead cattle, often with blood 
coming from the nose, 
mouth and anus. Sudden 
death in cattle can occur for 
a number of reasons, in-
cluding lightning strike, 
clostridial infection and tox-
icities. However, anthrax 
should always be consid-
ered in any such case. If an-
thrax is suspected, it is im-
portant that the carcass not 
be moved or cut into to 
avoid further contamina-
tion of the area. When an-
thrax bacteria within the 
carcass are exposed to oxy-

gen, large numbers of spores 
are produced, which can 
enter the soil or infect other 
animals.

A veterinarian should ob-
tain a blood sample and 
submit it to the NDSU Vet-
erinary Diagnostic Labora-
tory for testing. Veterinari-
ans should contact the lab 
when sending in samples 
from a suspected anthrax 
case so lab staff can be pre-
pared to receive them.

If anthrax is confirmed, all 
cattle should be vaccinated 
immediately. A commercial 
vaccine is available for cat-
tle, sheep, goats, swine and 

horses. It is a 1cc dose that 
is administered subcutane-
ously (under the skin) in the 
neck for cattle. A booster 
vaccination in two to three 
weeks may be recommend-
ed when anthrax is present. 
The vaccine is then boost-
ered annually.

Treatment with antibiot-
ics at the time of vaccination 
can interfere with immune 
response, but in an outbreak 
situation, antibiotic admin-
istration may help prevent 
further deaths. Cattle pro-
ducers should contact their 
local veterinarian to deter-
mine the best response for 

their herd.
“Cattle should be moved 

from the affected pasture if 
possible to prevent further 
infections, as it will take at 
least a week for protective 
antibodies to form after vac-
cination,” said Galbreath.

Anthrax has the potential 
to infect humans, so take 
care not to disturb the car-
cass. The recommended 
method of disposal is to 
burn the carcass and the soil 
on which the carcass was 
found after placing them in 
a trench dug in the immedi-
ate area of the death. — 
NDSU Extension

Vet advises ND cattle producers to look out for anthrax

to immediately notify EPA 
of any release of hazardous 
substances above a certain 
amount. EPCRA requires 
facilities to notify state and 
local authorities whenever 
extremely hazardous sub-
stances are released into the 
environment. EPCRA’s no-
tification requirements are 
closely tied to CERCLA’s.

“Unfortunately, these 
laws have been weaponized 
by animal rights activists 
seeking to target family 
farms and ranches,” NCBA 
said.

Two provisions require 
reports if it falls under  
CERCLA. A third provision 
says a report must be made 
if an extremely hazardous 
substance is released in a 
way that would normally 
trigger CERCLA reporting—
even if that particular situa-
tion isn’t directly covered by 
CERCLA’s usual reporting 
requirements. 

I n  2 0 1 8 ,  C o n g re s s 
amended CERCLA to ex-
empt “air emissions from 
animal waste (including 
decomposing animal 
waste) at a farm.” Shortly 
after, EPA issued a final rule 
exempting the releases 
from emergency notifica-
tion under EPCRA. EPA de-
termined the releases no 
longer occurred in a man-
ner that would require  
CERCLA reporting.

A coalition of environ-
mental groups, including 
Food & Water Watch, Hu-
mane Society of the United 
States (now called the Hu-
mane World for Animals), 
Waterkeeper Alliance Inc., 
and Center for Biological 
Diversity filed suit against 
the EPA, challenging its fi-
nal rule.

The groups argued the 
agency violated the Admin-
istrative Procedure Act and 
the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA), and mis-
interpreted EPCRA’s text.

Agricultural industry 
groups intervened in the 
suit. 

In 2021, the Biden admin-
istration directed federal 
agencies to review actions 
taken during the first Trump 
administration and evalu-
ate whether they aligned 

with President Joe Biden’s 
national objectives. The 
EPA moved for a voluntary 
remand without vacatur, 
and asked for public com-
ments on developing regu-
lations to reinstate the re-
porting of animal waste air 
emissions at farms under 
EPCRA.

The environmental 
groups argued EPA erred in 
three ways regarding the 
EPA’s 2019 final rule. The 
district court sided with EPA 
and the agricultural group 
intervenors on each point.

The environmental 
groups said EPA contra-
vened EPCRA by conclud-
ing that animal waste air 
emissions are no longer 
reportable following their 
exemption from CERCLA’s 
notification requirements.

U.S. District Judge Timo-
thy J. Kelly wrote in the or-
der that EPA’s rule does not 
contravene EPCRA be-
cause: “CERCLA’s exemp-
tion for air emissions from 
animal waste at farms ... 
means that such releases do 
not ‘occur in a manner’ that 
requires section 103(a) re-
porting for purposes of  
EPCRA’s section 304(a)(2).”

For the groups’ argument 
that EPA acted arbitrarily 
and capriciously, Kelly said 
EPA explained the 2019 rule 
responded to Congress 
passing legislation to ex-
empt the air emissions from 
animal waste.

Finally, the groups said 
EPA failed to conduct an 
environmental impact 
analysis before enacting the 
rule even though one was 
required.

“EPA ‘ha[d] no obligation 
to gather or consider envi-
ronmental information’ 
and thus did not run afoul 
NEPA,’” Kelly said.

Kelly denied the environ-
mental groups’ motion for 
summary judgment, and 
granted EPA and the agri-
culture groups’ motions for 
summary judgment.

“NCBA stepped up to 
protect family farms and 
ranches through this litiga-
tion and we are pleased that 
the federal district court has 
brought clarity to this de-
cades-long discussion,” 
Glover said. — Anna Miller 
Fortozo, WLJ managing 
editor

POLLUTION
(from page 1)

Court rejects all three 
of greens’ arguments
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The Trump administration’s 
top agricultural negotiator on 
trade told members, agribusi-
ness and commodity groups 
that officials recognize the 
need to get trade deals in place 
before the fall harvest ramps 
up.

Julie Callahan, President 
Donald Trump’s nominee to 
be the lead agricultural trade 
negotiator at the U.S. Trade 
Representative’s Office, has the 
current job title as assistant 
agricultural negotiator in the 
office.

Callahan spoke on Aug. 13 
in Sioux Falls, SD, at the Mid-
west Agricultural Export Sum-
mit, which has become an 
annual event in the state to 
bring in leaders from the gov-
ernment and commodity 
groups for the daylong event. 
Callahan said the agricultural 
trade deficit is a major driver in 
pressing countries to provide 
market access.

“The $50 billion ag deficit is 
on the top of everyone’s mind, 
and harvest season is also at 
the top of everyone’s mind,” 
she said.

Callahan added, “We all 
know harvest season is not 
going to wait, and we don’t 
want to wait.”

One caveat to trade deals is 
that agriculture must be part of 
every negotiation, she said. 
Countries come in and say 
they want a deal, but they 
maintain agriculture is “sensi-
tive” and should be excluded.

“That’s really not going to be 
sufficient for them to get a deal 
across the finish line,” Callahan 
said.

Ag exports need a 
boost 

Agricultural exports need a 
boost right now. The agricul-
tural trade deficit grew in the 
first half of the year by more 
than $10 billion. Exports are 
down 2% in value in 2025, 
while agricultural imports are 
up more than 8%, according to 
USDA’s latest figures.

Despite the tariffs in place by 
countries such as China and 
lower export sales, the mood 
from officials and commodity 
leaders at the event was up-
beat. They see strong sales op-
portunities ahead in new mar-
kets for agriculture with deals 
being reached by the Trump 
administration.

Overall, agricultural exports 
are down 2% in calendar year 
2025. While the new marketing 
year for corn and soybeans 
begins in September, China 
has yet to lock any purchases 
of new-crop soybeans.

Tariff policies
South Dakota Gov. Larry 

Rhoden, a Republican, opened 
the meeting. He said he has 
been frequently asked by the 
press about pressure on the 
agricultural industry over the 
president’s tariff policies. He 
noted a high percentage of 
South Dakota farmers support 
Trump because the 2018-19 
trade war led to better export 
deals. 

“There is an underlying 
trust, and they believe we will 
come out better,” Rhoden said. 
“And sure enough, we see 
trade deals with the U.K. (Unit-
ed Kingdom), Japan and Chi-
na. I think it’s becoming more 
and more apparent that ag will 
benefit, and more importantly, 
the United States of America 
will benefit from the deals that 
Trump has put together.”

Nebraska Gov. Jim Pillen, 
also a Republican, said he sup-
ported the president using 
tariffs to gain leverage. Pillen 
said high tariffs in Asian coun-
tries hurt the U.S. auto indus-
try. “You don’t see an Ameri-
can-made automobile in Ja-
pan or South Korea.” He also 
noted Brazil has a strong mar-
ket sending beef to the U.S., but 
that trade is not reciprocal. 
“We can’t sell one hoof of beef 
in Brazil today and they export 
beef to us. So those are the 
things in trade that we need 
fixed so we can have fair trade.”

U.K. access
The event included a panel 

discussion with the U.S. am-

bassador from Kenya as well 
as embassy officials from the 
U.K. and India.

Richard Hyde, consul gen-
eral for the U.K., talked about 
his country’s deal with the U.S. 
reached in May, saying the 
agricultural aspects of the deal 
were not popular in his coun-
try. The U.K. deal removed a 
19% tariff on U.S. ethanol and 
a 20% tariff on beef. The deal 
calls for the U.K. to buy 370 
million gallons of ethanol—
about $700 million.

“The ethanol piece is really 
difficult for us,” Hyde said. “We 
have domestic ethanol pro-
ducers who not massively 
happy with the fact that we 
now have this quota from the 
U.S.”

Hyde said U.S. sellers will 
need to develop the market in 
England going forward. “Edu-
cating U.K. consumers about 
what American food and agri-
cultural products mean is a 
big, big part of the job,” he said.

Selling American 
products

Luke Lindberg, a South Da-
kota native, was confirmed 
earlier this month as the USDA 
undersecretary for Trade and 
Foreign Agricultural Affairs. He 
noted the One Big Beautiful 
Bill Act doubled funding for 
USDA’s trade promotion pro-
grams. He encouraged groups 
to start putting together trade 
missions to markets such as 
the U.K. as soon as possible to 
further develop those relation-
ships. He pointed to the zero 
tariff on bison meat in the U.K. 
as a market South Dakota 
could tap. He also noted Japan 
had agreed to buy $4.5 billion 
more in agricultural products.

“There are opportunities on 
the table right now that did not 
exist six months ago.” He add-
ed, “We need farmers and 
ranchers to get on the airplane 
to make sure these opportuni-
ties happen.” 

Dan Halstrom, president 
and CEO of the U.S. Meat Ex-
port Federation, noted that the 
importance of market devel-
opment depends on getting 
access through trade agree-
ments. He said the biggest cus-
tomers for beef and pork have 
trade agreements with the U.S. 
Right now, China has delisted 
400 U.S. beef plants, which has 
greatly limited access to the 
market. He also stressed diver-
sification to pivot away from 
China. Spotlighting demand, 
Halstrom pointed to boxed 
beef prices at $390 and pork 
cutout values at $115-120.

“That means that ... demand 
is retrograde, even with higher 
prices,” Halstrom said. He 
added, “We have a gold stan-
dard reputation in the world 
and we’re seeing that today.”

The commitments to buy 
beef in the U.K., along with 
deals in Japan and Indonesia, 
are all starting points for fur-
ther ramping up demand, Hal-
strom said. He said there are 
some further non-tariff com-
plications, such as halal re-
quirements in Indonesia, but 
that’s still a $75 million oppor-
tunity for higher sales in that 
country. “We’re very excited 
about the potential going for-
ward,” he said. — Chris Clay-
ton, DTN ag policy editor

Governors, ag groups 
see trade optimism

CLM REPRESENTATIVES
Jake Parnell.......................................916-662-1298
George Gookin .............................. 209-482-1648
Rex Whittle ..................................... 209-996-6994
Mark Fischer ..................................209-768-6522
Kris Gudel .........................................916-208-7258
Steve Bianchi ................................ 707-484-3903
Jason Dailey .....................................916-439-7761 
Brett Friend ......................................510-685-4870
Tod Radelfinger ............................. 775-901-3332
Bowdy Griffin ..................................530-906-5713

AUCTION MARKET
Address ......... 12495 Stockton Blvd., Galt, CA
Office......................................................209-745-1515
Fax ..........................................................209-745-1582
Website/Market Report..............clmgalt.com
Web Broadcast .................... .lmaauctions.com

Wednesday Weekly Schedule
Butcher Cows ..............................................8:30am
Cow-Calf Pairs/Bred Cows ..................11:30am
Feeder Cattle .....................................................12pm

CCA

- WEEKLY SALE EVERY WEDNESDAY - 

SPECIAL CATTLEMEN’S FEEDER SALES

SEPTEMBER 10 & 24
OCTOBER 15 & 29

NOVEMBER 12 & 26

-  W E D N E S D A Y S  - 

SEPT. 16 - HAYTHORN RANCH, OGALLALA, NE
CONSIGNMENT DEADLINE: AUG. 28

UPCOMING WESTERN VIDEO MARKET SALES

BULL SALES HOSTED AT CLM:
SEPTEMBER 13 – ARELLANO BRAVO BULL SALE
SEPTEMBER 16– THOMAS ANGUS BULL SALE

SEPTEMBER 19 – DIXIE VALLEY ANGUS BULL SALE
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Attorneys for the state of 
North Dakota have asked a 
judge to dismiss a lawsuit that 
accuses the North Dakota Beef 
Commission of unlawfully fa-
voring big cattle associations.

The lawsuit, filed in July, says 
the commission’s appoint-
ment process is unconstitu-
tional and must be changed.  

In a court filing this month, 
the state denied those accusa-
tions and countered that the 
plaintiffs—a group of indepen-
dent ranchers—haven’t made 
a clear case for why they think 
the commission is breaking the 
law. 

Attorneys for North Dakota 
also said that the ranchers can’t 
bring the lawsuit because their 
window of time to do so has 
already expired. North Dakota 
law says that generally, legal 
action against the state must be 
taken within three years after 
an alleged harm occurs.

The lawsuit claims that Gov. 
Kelly Armstrong (R) and pri-
vate associations wield too 

much power over who serves 
on the North Dakota Beef 
Commission’s board.

Under North Dakota’s Beef 
Commission Act, which dates 
back to 2009, members of the 
commission’s board are most-
ly nominated by private orga-
nizations and then selected by 
the governor, according to the 
plaintiffs’ complaint. Anyone 
can submit nominations for a 
select few seats, though the 
group of cattle producers 
bringing the lawsuit say the 
governor only picks members 
and affiliates of the Stockmen’s 
Association for these positions.

The plaintiffs allege that in-
dependent ranchers like them-
selves get no representation on 
the board.

They want a state district 
court judge to rule the Beef 
Commission Act unconstitu-
tional and to strike it down. The 
plaintiffs also offer that, as an 
alternative, the court could bar 
the governor from selecting 
future commission members 

solely from a candidate pool 
picked by private associations.

The main job of the Beef 
Commission is to decide how 
to use the state’s checkoff mon-
ey. For each head of cattle sold, 
beef producers pay $1 to the 
state and $1 to the federal gov-
ernment in checkoffs. The Beef 
Commission pulled in about 
$1.67 million in revenue from 
checkoffs last year, according 
to its 2024 annual report.

In order to serve on the Beef 
Commission, the Beef Com-
mission Act says beef produc-
ers cannot have requested re-
funds on their state checkoffs 
within the last three years. The 
plaintiffs in their complaint say 
this eligibility requirement is 
unlawfully discriminatory, and 
ask for the courts to suspend it. 

A representative of the Beef 
Commission last month said 
the agency does not comment 
on pending litigation.

The plaintiffs include the 
Ranchers Rights Initiative and 
three of its directors: Kenneth 

Graner, Jeremy Maher and Mi-
chael Heaton. The Ranchers 
Rights Initiative describes itself 
as a group for independent 
North Dakota ranchers who 
don’t belong to any of the lead-
ing professional associations 
for cattle producers.

The case has been assigned 
to South Central Judicial Dis-
trict Judge Jackson Lofgren.

The North Dakota Legisla-
ture earlier this year consid-
ered legislation to have board 
members elected rather than 
appointed, though the bill died 
in the House.

The Beef Commission op-
posed the legislation. In testi-
mony submitted on the bill, 
the commission said the ap-
pointment process supports a 
fair and impartial board. They 
also claimed that changing the 
current process would be ex-
pensive and could leave the 
commission vulnerable to po-
litical polarization. — Mary 
Steurer, North Dakota Moni-
tor  

State says ND Beef Commission 
lawsuit should be dismissedUSDA blocks tax dollars for solar on farmland

USDA announced it will no longer fund taxpayer dollars 
for solar panels on productive farmland, or allow solar panels 
made by foreign adversaries to be used in USDA projects. 
“One of the largest barriers of entry for new and young farm-
ers is access to land,” said Secretary Brooke Rollins. “Subsi-
dized solar farms have made it more difficult for farmers to 
access farmland by making it more expensive and less avail-
able.” Effective immediately, USDA will make wind and solar 
projects ineligible for the USDA Rural Development Business 
and Industry Guaranteed Loan Program. For the USDA 
Rural Development Rural Energy for America Program 
Guaranteed Loan Program, USDA said it will ensure farmers 
and ranchers using wind and solar energy sources install 
units that are the correct size for their facilities. Project ap-
plications with ground mount solar photovoltaic systems 
larger than 50kW, or that cannot document historical energy 
usage, will be ineligible for the Guaranteed Loan Program.

West Coast species proposed for ESA listings
The Quino checkerspot butterfly in California and the ear-

less monitor lizard in Washington may receive protections 
under the Endangered Species Act (ESA). The California Fish 
and Game Commission voted in mid-August to declare the 
checkerspot buttery a candidate species under the state’s 
ESA. The California Department of Fish and Wildlife will now 
conduct a review to determine whether the species should 
receive permanent protections under the act. In Washington, 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service proposed listing the earless 
monitor lizard as threatened under the federal ESA. The list-
ing would ban U.S. imports, exports and sales of earless 
monitors that are taken from the wild.  

Sites Reservoir negotiation sessions postponed
The first public negotiation sessions with the Sites Project 

Authority and Bureau of Reclamation for a partnership agree-
ment for the proposed Sites Reservoir Project in California 
were postponed. The negotiation sessions, scheduled for Aug. 
18 and 19 in Sacramento, CA, will be rescheduled at a later 
determined date.

R-CALF launches ‘Label Our Beef’ campaign
Ranchers-Cattlemen Action Legal Fund, USA (R-CALF) 

on Aug. 18 launched its “Label Our Beef” campaign to push 
for the reinstatement of mandatory country-of-origin labeling 
(MCOOL). “American families have the right to know where 
their beef comes from, and American ranchers deserve a fair 
marketplace,” said R-CALF USA Marketing Director Jaiden 
Moreland. The campaign intends to unite ranchers and 
consumers for fair markets and food labels. For more infor-
mation, visit labelourbeef.com.

Suit challenges methane pollution limits
Environmental groups filed a legal motion against the 

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to stop the agency 
from delaying deadlines for companies to reduce methane 
emissions from fossil fuel extraction operations. “It’s outra-
geous that Trump’s EPA is delaying these lifesaving, climate-
protecting pollution limits without giving people a chance to 
weigh in,” said Maggie Coulter, an attorney at the Center for 
Biological Diversity’s Climate Law Institute. Last year, the 
Biden administration established the deadlines for leak detec-
tion and repair requirements. On July 31, EPA issued a rule 
to delay the deadlines by 18 months.

USFWS proposes new Canada lynx habitat
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) is proposing 

revisions to the Canada lynx’s current critical habitat designa-
tion and releasing a final recovery plan for the species. The 
proposed critical habitat designation covers about 19,112 
square miles across Colorado, Idaho, Montana, New Mexico, 
Washington and Wyoming. The proposal is a result of a court-
ordered review, and updates the 2014 designation by reduc-
ing areas where the species is unlikely to thrive and adding 
new areas more suitable as habitat. The final recovery plan 
sets strategies and goals to support long-term conservation 
of the species, which is currently listed as threatened. To view 
the plan and leave a public comment, visit regulations.gov 
and search for docket ID FWS–R6–ES–2024–0142.

Bill introduced to bolster CRP 
A group of senators introduced the Conservation Reserve 

Program (CRP) Improvement and Flexibility Act in an effort 
to bolster the conservation program. Sens. Jerry Moran (R-
KS), John Thune (R-SD), Amy Klobuchar (D-MN) and Tina 
Smith (D-MN) introduced the legislation on July 31. The bill 
intends to improve access to grazing, maximize enrollment 
options and expedite emergency haying in response to 
weather-related disasters. “The Kansas Livestock Association 
(KLA) has long advocated for additional grazing opportuni-
ties on CRP acres,” said Matt Teagarden, CEO of KLA. “Graz-
ing benefits the native grass species, advancing the conserva-
tion goals of the program.

R-CALF: Halt Brazilian beef imports
Ranchers-Cattlemen Action Legal Fund, USA (R-CALF) 

submitted comments to United States Trade Representative 
Jamieson Greer, calling for the suspension of Brazilian beef 
imports. The request comes following Greer’s launch of a 
Section 301 investigation into Brazilian trading practices. 
“Brazilian beef imports should not be resumed until the U.S. 
conducts a thorough, probing investigation into Brazil’s entire 
beef production and beef processing acts, policies, and prac-
tices,” the group said in its comments.

Legal LedgerLegal Ledger
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Federal officials announced 
Aug. 15 they would continue 
water allocation cuts on the 
Colorado River for the fifth 
consecutive year following a 
persistent drought that’s 
shrunken the river’s largest 
reservoir.

The Bureau of Reclamation 
announced that Tier 1 water 
cuts—the least severe short-
age condition—would con-
tinue next year to preserve 
water levels at Lake Mead. 

Federal water managers 
decide shortage levels each 
year in August, based on pro-
jected water levels at Lake 
Mead and Lake Powell for the 
start of the following year.

Lake Mead’s elevation is 
currently at about 1,054 feet 
above sea level—175 feet be-
low what’s considered full. 
Based on water storage, the 
reservoir is at 31% of capacity. 
Reclamation projected that, 
by the end of this year, water 
elevation will be only a foot 
higher.

The water cuts are aimed at 
Arizona and Nevada, which 
will lose 18% and 7% of their 

annual allotment of Colorado 
River water once again. Mex-
ico, which also receives water 
from the river, will see its an-
nual allotment reduced by 
5%, federal officials said.

The continued cuts under-
score “the importance of im-
mediate action to secure the 
future of the Colorado River,” 
said David Palumbo, the Bu-
reau of Reclamation’s acting 
commissioner in a statement, 
adding that “we must develop 
new, sustainable operating 
guidelines that are robust 
enough to withstand ongoing 
drought and poor runoff con-
ditions.”

Arizona’s cut amounts to a 
loss of 512,000 acre-feet of 
water for another year. Ne-
vada’s cut amounts to a loss of 
21,000 acre-feet of water for 
another year. However, the 
cuts are not expected to affect 
Nevada water users.

Southern Nevada is al-
lowed 300,000 acre-feet from 
the Colorado River, but has 
not used its full allocation in 
years thanks to conservation 
efforts. Last year, Nevada only 

used about 212,000 acre-feet 
of water, a reduction of nearly 
6% compared to the previous 
year.

Nevada also returned about 
244,000 acre-feet back to Lake 
Mead in 2024 through a com-
munity-wide water recycling 
program, which allowed the 
state to take more water from 
the lake.

The cuts announced Aug. 
15 are in the same Tier 1 cat-
egory declared last year and 
in 2021, when the first federal 
cutback on the Colorado Riv-
er water took effect. A “Tier 2” 
water shortage for 2023 re-
sulted in even steeper cuts.

Based on Reclamation’s 
most recent hydraulic mod-
els, Lake Mead water level will 
likely fall below 1,050 feet by 
July 2026, triggering another 
Tier 2 shortage that would 
reduce annual available water 
for Nevada by another 4,000 
acre-feet. 

The lackluster reservoir 
forecast follows a winter of 
below-average snowpack 
across the Upper Colorado 
River Basin, a major source of 

snowmelt for Lake Mead and 
Lake Powell.

Hydraulic studies by the 
federal government show the 
river’s flow will likely decrease 
by 3 million acre-feet of water 
in the next decade, making 
conservation efforts more ur-
gent.

The Colorado River Basin 
supplies drinking water to 40 
million people across the 
lower basin—Arizona, Cali-
fornia, Nevada and Mexico—
and the upper basin—Colo-
rado, New Mexico, Utah and 
Wyoming.

The water cuts come as the 
seven states that share the 
Colorado River’s water are in 
deadlocked negotiations over 
how the river and its reser-
voirs should be managed after 
current guidelines expire at 
the end of 2026. 

Negotiations have contin-
ued behind closed doors for 
months as water officials try 
to reach an agreement. Upper 
and Lower Basin states have 
remained split on which half 
of the river should decrease 
their water use, and by how 

much. 
The federal government 

has given the states until mid-
November to come up with a 
draft for a new plan. If they 
can’t reach a deal ahead of a 
2026 deadline, the federal 
government can step in and 
make those decisions itself.

“As the basin prepares for 
the transition to post-2026 
operating guidelines, the ur-
gency for the seven Colorado 
River Basin states to reach a 
consensus agreement has 

never been clearer. We cannot 
afford to delay,” said Depart-
ment of the Interior’s Acting 
Assistant Secretary for Water 
and Science Scott Cameron. 
“The health of the Colorado 
River system and the liveli-
hoods that depend on it are 
relying on our ability to col-
laborate effectively and craft 
forward-thinking solutions 
that prioritize conservation, 
efficiency, and resilience.” — 
Jeniffer Solis, Nevada Cur-
rent

States will see another year of Colorado River water cuts

molecule introduced by a tick 
bite. The only effect is an al-
lergy to red meat and other 
mammalian products, which 
can trigger hives, stomach 
upset or even anaphylaxis. 
The condition is not fatal, and 
symptoms appear only after 
consuming meat.

While health officials have 
treated AGS as something to 
prevent—working on vac-
cines and warning the public 
about ticks—the authors flip 
the script. If eating meat is 
wrong, they argue, then pre-
venting AGS only protects 
people’s ability to continue 
doing wrong.

Gene editing
The main obstacle to the 

permissibility of the authors’ 
recommendation is that lone 
star ticks also spread other 
diseases, including ehrlichio-
sis and tularemia, which can 
be debilitating or deadly, the 
authors said.

Crutchfield and Hereth 
propose genetic engineering 
as the way forward. They 
point to advances in mos-
quito control, where gene-
edited insects have been re-
leased to combat diseases 
carried. They also cite CRISPR 
experiments that have suc-
cessfully eliminated Lyme-
carrying capacity in ticks.

In their view, the same 
methods could be used to:

• Engineer lone star ticks to 
reliably carry AGS.

• Remove their ability to 
transmit other pathogens.

• Enable them to adapt to 
new environments so they 
can proliferate widely.

If scientists succeed, the 
authors say, they would not 
only be permitted but obli-
gated to spread the engi-
neered ticks. “Today we have 
the obligation to research and 
develop the capacity to prolif-
erate tickborne AGS and, to-
morrow, carry out that prolif-
eration,” they wrote.

The Convergence  
Argument

The heart of the paper is 
what the authors refer to as 
the “Convergence Argument.” 
It combines three major ap-
proaches to ethics—conse-
quentialism, rights-based 
theory and virtue ethics—to 
make the case for the spread 
of AGS.

• Consequentialism: Eating 
meat makes the world worse, 
they argue, by harming ani-

mals and contributing to cli-
mate change. AGS prevents 
this by forcing people to stop.

• Rights-based deontology: 
The syndrome does not vio-
late anyone’s rights, they say, 
because it is comparable to 
vaccination—a permissible 
public health intervention 
that prevents harm.

• Virtue ethics: By curbing 
the desire to eat meat, AGS 
nudges people closer to virtu-
ous character, making them 
less likely to act wrongly.

According to the authors, if 
an intervention makes the 
world better, does not violate 
rights and promotes virtue, 
then society has a strong mor-
al obligation to pursue it. 
“Promoting tickborne AGS 
satisfies each of these condi-
tions,” they write, concluding 
that it is “strongly pro-tanto 
obligatory.”

Synthetic  
alternative

The authors also consid-
ered whether a synthetic form 
of AGS could be developed 
and administered directly, 
cutting ticks out of the pro-
cess. They describe this as 
another form of moral bioen-
hancement. Unlike many 
theoretical proposals in bio-
ethics, synthetic AGS would 
be “a feasible targeted inter-
vention with a known morally 
enhancing effect”—safe, ef-
fective and reliable.

But they note practical and 
ethical obstacles. Few people 
would volunteer to receive an 
injection that prevents them 
from eating meat. If imposed 
by force, the intervention 
would raise serious concerns 
about autonomy and free-
dom—challenges they say 
their tick-based proposal 
avoids. “Rejecting tickborne 
AGS in favor of synthetic AGS 
is not as simple as it may ini-
tially appear,” they wrote. 

Crutchfield and Hereth 
stop short of calling for im-
mediate action. Instead, they 
frame their paper as a chal-
lenge to conventional as-
sumptions about health, mo-
rality and biotechnology. 
They argue that if one accepts 
the premise that eating meat 
is wrong, then the logic of pro-
moting AGS follows naturally.

“Assuming that eating meat 
is generally morally imper-
missible, acquiring AGS is 
likely to morally enhance a 
person’s behavior, as they are 
far less likely to eat (red) meat 
if they are allergic to it,” the 
paper concludes. — Charles 
Wallace, WLJ contributing 
editor

TICK ARGUMENT
(from page 1)

Bioethicists consider 
synthetic form of AGS



WESTERN LIVESTOCK JOURNAL AUGUST 25, 2025 13

A trio of bills Montana law-
makers passed earlier this year 
to loosen water quality stan-
dards is the focus of a legal 
action taken recently by Upper 
Missouri Waterkeeper, an en-
vironmental group based in 
Bozeman, MT.

In a 60-day notice of intent 
to sue, Upper Missouri Water-
keeper alleges that the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) has violated the Clean 
Water Act by failing to act on a 
petition to review three bills 
legislators passed this spring. 

“It’s been over sixty days 
since we petitioned the EPA to 
disapprove Montana’s unlaw-
ful weakening of laws to pro-
tect clean water. During this 
time, our rivers and streams 
continue to suffer from un-
checked pollution and govern-
ment action,” Upper Missouri 
Waterkeeper Executive Direc-
tor Guy Alsentzer wrote in a 
press release. 

In its June petition to the 
EPA, Upper Missouri Water-
keeper argued that there is “no 
rational basis on which EPA 
can approve” the three bills in 
question. The group included 
in its petition the text of three 
bills, all signed by the governor 
in May, that it described as 
failing to protect Montana’s 
rivers with defensible, science-

based standards. 
House Bill (HB) 664, spon-

sored by Rep. Bill Mercer (R-
Billings), would give wastewa-
ter treatment plants and in-
dustrial facilities that discharge 
nitrogen- and phosphorus-
laden wastewater into Mon-
tana rivers more latitude to 
comply with water quality 
regulations by striking regula-
tions that reference numeric 
limits for these nutrients. Ni-
trogen and phosphorus can 
contribute to algal blooms that 
throw aquatic ecosystems out 
of balance by depriving fish 
and the bugs they feed on of 
the dissolved oxygen they 
need to thrive. 

HB 685, sponsored by Rep. 
Steve Fitzpatrick (R-Great 
Falls), revises laws dealing with 
Montana’s nondegradation 
policy, which was established 
to “protect all high-quality 
state ground and surface wa-
ters,” according to a handout 
produced by the Montana De-
partment of Environmental 
Quality (DEQ), which regu-
lates water quality in Montana. 
HB 685 seeks to replace refer-
ences to “nondegradation” 
with “feasibility allowance.”

Fitzpatrick also passed HB 
736, establishing a nutrient 
credit trading framework. It 
allows a wastewater discharg-

er struggling to meet water 
quality standards to work on 
pollution mitigation measures 
elsewhere within their basin. 
Proponents of HB 736 de-
scribed it as an innovative, 
cost-effective attempt to im-
prove water quality standards. 
Opponents argued that the 
measure won’t ensure the ef-
ficacy of nutrient-reduction 
efforts.

Upper Missouri Waterkeep-
er’s petition also outlines how 
DEQ has approached water 
quality standards in recent 
years. The environmental 
group outlines “serious con-
cerns” about the state’s “failure 
to faithfully apply numeric 
nutrient standards,” focusing 
on the Big Hole River in par-
ticular.

In early April, Upper Mis-
souri Waterkeeper petitioned 
the DEQ to designate the Big 
Hole River, one of the state’s 
most popular trout fisheries, as 
impaired by nitrogen and 
phosphorus. A couple of 
weeks later, DEQ denied the 
petition, arguing that it “can-
not grant” the petition due to 
Senate Bill (SB) 358, a bill law-
makers passed in 2021 that 
sought to replace numeric 
nutrient standards with narra-
tive standards. SB 358 from 
2021 is similar to HB 664 from 

the recent legislative session.
The year after the 2021 leg-

islature adjourned, the EPA—
acting at the behest of Upper 
Missouri Waterkeeper—re-
jected SB 358. In an April 24 
letter to Montana Free Press, 
EPA spokesperson Marisa Lu-
beck wrote that numeric nutri-
ent criteria that the EPA ap-
proved in 2015 “remain in ef-
fect for Clean Water Act pur-
poses.”

In a July 31 meeting of the 
Legislature’s Water Policy In-
terim Committee, DEQ Water 
Quality Division Administra-
tor Lindsey Krywaruchka, 
fielded questions from law-
makers about the status of HB 
664 and DEQ’s support of the 
bill. Krywaruchka said she 
didn’t know when the EPA 
would finish reviewing the bill. 

“If I was betting, I would say 
before the end of the year,” she 
said. Krywaruchka added that 
the agency has not been re-
evaluating expired wastewater 
permits to assess their compli-
ance with numeric nutrient 
standards in the meantime.  

Those permits are on an 
“administratively continued” 
holding pattern while the DEQ 
waits to see what the EPA does 
with HB 664, she said. — 
Amanda Eggert, Montana 
Free Press

MT water quality bills focus of 
legal action against the EPAHHS authorizes use of drugs for NWS

The U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 
(HHS) issued a declaration enabling the Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) to grant Emergency Use Authoriza-
tions (EUAs) for animal drugs against the New World 
screwworm (NWS). This action applies only to animal 
drugs. “Today we are taking decisive action to safeguard 
the nation’s food supply from this emerging threat,” said 
HHS Secretary Robert F. Kennedy Jr. Currently, no FDA-
approved drugs exist for NWS in the U.S. The EUA process 
enables the FDA to authorize the use of existing or foreign-
approved drugs, providing veterinarians and livestock 
producers with rapid access to treatment options. Future 
FDA guidance will outline the proper use of any products 
authorized for emergency use.

ICA launches 2025 wildfire relief fund
The Idaho Cattle Association (ICA) launched its 2025 

Wildfire Relief Fund to help ranchers and rural communi-
ties recover from devastating fires across the state. Estab-
lished in 2022, the fund is sustained entirely by private 
donations, including annual contributions from Ag West 
Farm Credit. ICA President Spencer Black emphasized 
the importance of supporting cattle producers, noting, 
“Wildfires have left a lasting mark on our cattle producers 
and for some, the damage is so severe that recovery may 
not be possible without access to relief funding.” Applica-
tions for relief funding are being accepted until Oct. 31, 
and donations can be made at idahocattle.org. 

UNL adds livestock to its ag budget calculator
Understanding the true cost of production is critical for 

making sound decisions in today’s cattle industry. The 
University of Nebraska–Lincoln’s (UNL) Center for Agri-
cultural Profitability has added a livestock module to its 
Agricultural Budget Calculator (ABC), giving producers a 
tool to build detailed enterprise budgets. The program 
allows producers to input production numbers, feeding 
programs and labor costs to calculate breakeven prices, 
returns and side-by-side comparisons such as retaining 
or selling calves. Free and web-based, ABC now supports 
both crop and cattle enterprises, helping producers im-
prove decision-making, management and communica-
tion with lenders. The tool is available at agbudget.unl.
edu.

BLM conducts wild horse gather in WY
The Bureau of Land Management’s (BLM) Rawlins Field 

Office in southeastern Wyoming conducted a wild horse 
gather from July 15 to Aug. 2 in the Adobe Town Herd 
Management Area to address excess populations above 
the established level of 259-536 horses. Covering nearly 
348,000 acres, the gather removed horses from overpopu-
lated rangeland to protect land health. Over the operation, 
1,677 wild horses were gathered. A total of 1,624 horses 
were shipped to off-range holding facilities, and nine 
deaths occurred, including cases of capture myopathy 
and pre-existing conditions. Horses will be made available 
through adoption and sale programs after veterinary 
checks at facilities in Colorado and Wyoming, according 
to BLM.

Grizzly bear relocated in WY
On Aug. 15, the Wyoming Game and Fish Department, 

in consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
captured and relocated a subadult male grizzly bear in 
Fremont County after cattle depredation on U.S. Forest 
Service land. The bear was relocated to the Mormon Creek 
drainage near Yellowstone’s east entrance, based on age, 
sex, conflict type and proximity to nearby human activity. 
Officials emphasized that reducing human-related at-
tractants, such as garbage and livestock feed, is critical to 
preventing conflicts and minimizing the need for future 
relocations.

Anthrax case reported in ND
North Dakota confirmed its first case of anthrax this year 

in a beef cattle herd in Stark County, according to the North 
Dakota State University Veterinary Diagnostic Lab. State 
Veterinarian Dr. Ethan Andress said, “This is the first case 
we have had in Stark County but have had cases in nearby 
counties in the past.” He urged producers in affected areas 
to consult veterinarians on vaccination needs and to re-
port unusual losses. Effective vaccines are available but 
require annual boosters. In 2024, one case was reported 
in Adams County, compared to 25 cases across three 
counties in 2023.

Custom processor opening in SD
A new custom butcher shop with a retail section is com-

ing to Dell Rapids, SD, Sioux Falls Business reported. 
Schmitz Custom Meats LLC broke ground Aug. 15 on a 
6,000-square-foot facility featuring modern processing 
equipment and space for local customers to buy meat. 
The project is expected to create up to six jobs. Owner-
operator Steven Schmitz said the business will “lean on 
the agricultural roots of our state by working with local 
farmers and producers.” The shop plans to open in spring 
2026.
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CANADACANADA
August 20 500-570 422-532 206-228
Lethbridge, Alberta 536-552 464-518 340-469 240-310

August 15 10,239 465-560 430-525 395-470 350-420 320-370 310-342 285-330 147-191 2,100-4,950
Alabama 410-570 375-470 352.50-419 320-375 302-347.50 285-310 257.50-305 160-220 1,400-3,600
August 18 632 362.50* 492.50-497.50* 400-481* 361-400* 335-385* 310-351* 301-335* 156-182 1,775-3,275
Lexington, KY 397-450* 359-412.50* 320-370* 303-375.25* 269-326* 259-304* 180-222 2,000-2,675
August 18 3,966 520-580 445-510 390-465 367-430 351-380 292.50-350
Joplin, MO 440-530 390-450 360-420 335-382 329-351 285-331.50
August 18 8,517 460-600 417-490 375-490 335-417 310-391 300-379 255-340.50 135-194 2,150-4,575
Tennessee 400-500 364-475 332-430 285-394 280-365.50 260-312.50 210-308.50 160-230 1,400-3,800
August 18 2,740 415-450 385-455 315-407.50 333-362.50 296-365 240-336
Virginia 365-390 370-420 325-415 310-355 295-338 269-319 247.50-305

EA
ST

EA
ST

August 14 1,479 554.50-592.50 502.50-560 426-495 359.50-415 300-360 138-190 5,600-6,200
Willcox, AZ 530.50-545 480.50-525 419.50-470 342.50-395 323.50-365 168-199 2,850-3,000
August 18 1,252 125-201
Colorado 141-228
August 13 525 480-495 445-475 415-465 345-370 312-329 151-163
La Junta, CO 385-440 365-435 360-375 337.50-352.50 302.50-352 180-211
No report available
Loma, CO
August 20 1,364 535-620 470-552.50 421-450 361-417.50 374-391 297-378.50 151-172 2,825-4,700
Dodge City, KS 612.50 499-520 457.50-473 365-398 335-367 350-357 317-347 176-225 2,175-3,625
August 21 1,932 485-567.50 457.50-535 422.50-442.50 374-379 379-387.50 332.50-362 151-177.50
Pratt, KS 420-452.50 422.50-474 365-408 355.50-373.50 328-352 314-333.50 168-212 2,750-2,850
August 21 2,112 520-535 408-510 381-460 379-413 362-407.50 325.50-369.50
Salina, KS 460 455 380-420 382.50-396 360-389 342-377 312.50-344.50
August 21 2,615 575 425-610 435-520 382-470 348-412 340-364 226-349 150-191 1,850-4,400
Clovis, NM 535-550 425-570 400-470 376-440 338-388 315-352 231-286 171.50-204.50 1,375-3,400
August 20 3,500 570 520-600 450-530 420-460 385-415 353-403 320-366
El Reno, OK 490-560 460-560 450-560 370-445 350-405 337-356 300-337
August 19 775 480-573 473-540 391-445 345-405 358-373 226-283 152-179 2,800
McAlester, OK 485-559 418-483 365-441 340-359 278-323 231-290 180-210 1,825-3,550
August 19 5,115 645 522.50-550 435-495 396-475 355-421 344-396 307-349
Oklahoma City, OK 500-540 455-495 371-450 351-410 328-379 312-344 296-314
August 15 1,558 548-620 465-585 411-505 371-416 342-382 318-350 151-176 1,800-3,100
Cuero, TX 485-600 435-515 381-500 340-432 327-395 305-340 195-202 1,900-3,200
August 14 2,021 525 460-502.50 382.50-397.50 334.50-371.50 319-353 123-182
Dalhart, TX 422.50-465 435 342.50 290-357 292.50-324 290-312 170-218 1,800-2,800
August 14 1,005 530-540 407.50-485 355-415 317.50-370 311-345 293-320 133-164 3,300-4,200
San Angelo, TX 430-455 380-405 357.50-395 320-380 287.50-325 262.50 150-206
August 21 1,100 372-407 382-389 346 150-160
Tulia, TX 445 400-452 379-427 345-359 344.50 275-334 180-200 2,200
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August 18 2,788 530 424 399-423 355-378 319-360 150-257.50
Iowa 460 330-360 307-373 328-353 273.50-328 123-250
August 19 980 550 400 370-397.50 338-360 146-176.50
Miles City, MT 372.50 350-359 303-365 179-222
August 20 2,220 515 450-487.50 412.50-445 373-412.50 310.50-373.50
Bassett, NE 470 440-460 412.50-420 378-409 335-366 304-360
No report available
Ericson, NE
August 19 940 379 364 318-362.50
Imperial, NE 341-350.50 332.50-337
August 13 2,500 455-475 410 372-432.50 357-383 316-364 164.50-179.50
Kearney, NE 425-430 373-395 363-401 336-359.50 309.50-341
No report available
Lexington, NE
August 21 2,317 362-367 306.50-354
Ogallala, NE 391 343-367 303-344
No report available
Valentine, NE
August 15 1,010 335-351.25
Herreid, SD 312.50-332.50
August 20 1,061 402 305-334
Torrington, WY 355 314.50-355
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August 14 1,861 300-420 300-425 260-409 230-336 200-335 140-173
Orland, CA 280-470 280-445 240-365 210-321 190-306 145-202
August 16 90-140
Escalon, CA 140-185
August 18 520 350-562 350-408 350-400 340-376 300-320 280-305 80-210
Famoso, CA 340-440 350-408 325-380 285-324 275-300 155-190
August 13 1,437 400-495 385-470 350-413 300-377 280-346 110-190 4,000-4,350
Galt, CA 350-455 340-422.50 320-380 260-340 250-310 165-195 2,200-4,500
August 19 2,388 390-505 385-565 375-480 350-425 325-379 310-348 132-170
Turlock, CA 370-500 365-537 355-450 335-360 310-346 290-324 162-197.50
No report available
Salina, UT
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No report available
Blackfoot, ID
No report available
Burley, ID
No report available
Emmett, ID
August 16 865 270-390* 255-396* 240-378* 220-278* 210-300* 205-287* 137-160 2,450-3,300
Eugene, OR 240-381* 240-345* 270-337* 236-282* 165-171 1,120-2,450
August 18 150 146-164
Madras, OR 160-190
August 13 474 460-520 398-452 350-413 323-352 295-337 152-167
Vale, OR 400-460 372-417 362 175-204
August 19 295 420-440 177.50-425 177.50-365 265-348 180-327 210-307 129-173
Davenport, WA 340-417.50 191-395 195-342.50 250-317 257.50-290 202.50-282.50 154-298 3,375
August 14 1,150 355* 376* 157-188
Toppenish, WA 305-343 242 190-206
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Selected AuctionsSelected Auctions
Week Ending August 21, 2025Week Ending August 21, 2025

Feeder prices for steers & heifers reflect medium and large 1 cattle,  Feeder prices for steers & heifers reflect medium and large 1 cattle,  
unless otherwise notedunless otherwise noted;; * * Indicates medium and large 1-2 Indicates medium and large 1-2

DATE
200-300 lb. 300-400 lb. 400-500 lb. 500-600 lb. 600-700 lb. 700-800 lb. 800 lb. -up

SLAUGHTER COWS PAIRS
MARKET SLAUGHTER BULLS REPLACEMENTS

SLAUGHTER FORWARD CONTRACTSSLAUGHTER FORWARD CONTRACTS FORWARD BEEF SALESFORWARD BEEF SALES
Delivery Month Neg. Sales 0-21 days 1,587
Aug. '25 N/A Neg. Sales 21+ days 633
Sep. '25 N/A Formula sales 3,694
Oct. '25 N/A Forward contract sales 27
Nov. '25 N/A Domestic sales 5,376
Dec. '25 N/A NAFTA Exports 60

NATIONAL WEEKLY FED BEEF SLAUGHTER VOLUME: AUGUST 17, 2025NATIONAL WEEKLY FED BEEF SLAUGHTER VOLUME: AUGUST 17, 2025
Domestic Imported

Forward Contract N/A N/A
Formula N/A N/A
Negotiated Cash N/A N/A
Negotiated Grid N/A N/A
Packer Owned N/A N/A
Total N/A N/A

FED CATTLE TRADEFED CATTLE TRADE Head CountHead Count  Avg. Weight Avg. Weight Avg. PriceAvg. Price

WEEKLY WEIGHTED AVERAGES  
Live FOB Steer 10,381 1,539 244.87
Live FOB Heifer 5,092 1,352 244.29
Dressed Del Steer 7,611 980 386.91
Dressed Del Heifer 1,776 875 386.86
SAME PERIOD LAST WEEK
Live FOB Steer 2,475 1,514 243.46
Live FOB Heifer 966 1,298 241.80
Dressed Del Steer 4,514 983 385.00
Dressed Del Heifer 717 862 385.00
SAME PERIOD LAST YEAR
Live FOB Steer 15,170 1,469 185.84
Live FOB Heifer 3,972 1,932 184.49
Dressed Del Steer 9,124 969 293.98
Dressed Del Heifer 1,687 877 293.87

Find out how YOUR AUCTION MARKET can become a PREFERRED Find out how YOUR AUCTION MARKET can become a PREFERRED WLJWLJ partner! partner!
At no cost to you, we’ll send you weekly copies of the Western Livestock Journal that you can share with your 

customers to keep them informed of what’s happening in the beef industry. There is no obligation or downside! 
Contact Hannah at 720-370-8275 for more information.

Santa Teresa, NM - 
  N/A

Feeder heifers: Medium and large 1&2
500-600 lbs N/A
600-700 lbs N/A
700-800 lbs N/A

Feeder steers: Medium and large 1&2
500-600 lbs N/A
600-700 lbs N/A
700-800 lbs N/A

Douglas, AZ - 
N/A

Feeder heifers: Medium and large 1&2
500-600 lbs N/A
600-700 lbs N/A
700-800 lbs N/A

Feeder steers: Medium and large 1&2
500-600 lbs N/A
600-700 lbs N/A
700-800 lbs N/A

USDA WEEKLY IMPORTED FEEDER CATTLEUSDA WEEKLY IMPORTED FEEDER CATTLE
August 21, 2025
Mexico to United States Feeder Cattle Import Summary
Receipts EST:  N/A Week Ago EST: N/A Year Ago Act: 6,300

CANADIAN LIVESTOCK PRICES & FEDERAL INSPECTED SLAUGHTER FIGURESCANADIAN LIVESTOCK PRICES & FEDERAL INSPECTED SLAUGHTER FIGURES

Alberta Direct Sales (4% shrink) Price Weekly
Change

Slaughter Steers, mostly Choice & Select 1-3, 1300-1500 lbs 219.13 +1.05
Slaughter Heifers, mostly Choice & Select 1-3, 1200-1400 lbs 216.75 +0.70
Ontario Auctions
Slaughter Steers, mostly Choice & Select 1-3, 1300-1500 lbs 231.78 +3.64
Slaughter Heifers, mostly Choice & Select 1-3, 1200-1400 lbs 231.37 +5.47
Slaughter Cows, Cutter and Utility 1-3, 1100-1400 lbs 157.07 -1.41
*Price comparison from one week ago.

(slide 10 cents on steers and heifers basis 300 lbs. All sales fob port of entry.)

Average feeder cattle prices (CND) for week ending Tuesday, August 19, 2025Average feeder cattle prices (CND) for week ending Tuesday, August 19, 2025
Steers: Alberta Saskatchewan Ontario

501-600 lbs 432.62 N/A 427.11
601-700 lbs 393.45 N/A 404.82
701-800 lbs 345.52 N/A 368.61
801-900 lbs 323.74 N/A 365.35

Heifers:
401-500 lbs 423.65 N/A 379.68
501-600 lbs 377.37 N/A 382.67
601-700 lbs 356.17 N/A 348.35
701-800 lbs 328.68 N/A 323.11

THIS REPORT WILL NOT BE PUBLISHED AFTER MAY 12TH. THE BORDER WILL BE CLOSED FOR 
LIVESTOCK IMPORTS UNTIL FURTHER NOTICE.

USDA MEXICO TO U.S. WEEKLY LIVESTOCK IMPORTSUSDA MEXICO TO U.S. WEEKLY LIVESTOCK IMPORTS
Feeder cattle imports weekly and yearly volume.

 Species Current
Week

Previous
Week

Current
Year-to-date

Previous
Year-to-date

8/11/2025 8/4/2025
Feeders 0 0 230,638 906,481

  CATTLE FUTURES: CME Live CattleCATTLE FUTURES: CME Live Cattle
8/15 8/18 8/19 8/20 8/21 High* Low*

Aug. 23625 23673 23718 23900 23900 23948 16853
Oct. 23065 23118 23260 23563 23533 23563 16668
Dec. 23218 23328 23465 23700 23695 23700 17005
Feb. 23280 23440 23595 23783 23823 23823 18068

    CATTLE FUTURES: CATTLE FUTURES: CME Feeder CattleCME Feeder Cattle
8/15 8/18 8/19 8/20 8/21 High* Low*

Aug. 34615 34890 35250 35630 35685 35685 21920
Sep. 34735 35093 35455 35888 35900 35900 22268
Oct. 34590 35025 35423 35853 35895 35895 22460
Nov. 34348 34833 35270 35678 35723 35723 24118
*High and low figures are for the life of the contract.

CutoutsCutouts FED BOXED BEEFFED BOXED BEEF
DATE CHOICE SELECT COW BEEF CUTOUT 50% LEAN 90% LEAN
August 21 407.86 383.60 333.55 186.21 430.67
August 20 405.85 383.16 329.66 176.31 423.75
August 19 407.20 379.76 329.55 182.23 428.47
August 18 404.24 377.14 328.29 180.11 N/A
August 15 400.57 370.76 328.63 191.64 422.83

BEEF REPORT: Weekly Composite Boxed BeefBEEF REPORT: Weekly Composite Boxed Beef
WEEK
ENDING

COMPREHENSIVE
Loads/Price

PRIME
Loads/Price

BRANDED
Loads/Price

CHOICE
Loads/Price

SELECT
Loads/Price

UNGRADED
Loads/Price

August 15 5,940 379.51 197 418.62 1,129 387.55 1,686 380.00 582 356.06 2,347 344.58
August 8 6,016 367.72 205 407.15 1,185 374.35 1,644 367.01 629 346.17 2,354 333.60
August 1 6,529 364.54 243 399.63 1,224 370.91 2,111 366.49 738 345.37 2,214 332.61
July 25 6,801 369.20 247 402.39 1,366 376.32 2,019 369.29 760 348.94 2,408 339.38

MARKET AT A GLANCEMARKET AT A GLANCE This Week: 8/21/2025This Week: 8/21/2025 Week AgoWeek Ago Year AgoYear Ago
Choice Fed Steers 244.87  243.46 184.84

CME Feeder Index 345.58  344.09 242.67

Boxed Beef Average 407.86  393.79 315.99

Average Dressed Steers 386.91  385.00 293.98

Live Slaughter Weight* 1,413  1,412 1,383

Weekly Slaughter** 530,000 q 536,000 602,000

Weekly Beef Production*** 457.6 q 462.7 506.9

Hide/Offal Value 11.89 q 11.97 11.24

Corn Price 3.89  3.77 3.75

  *Average weight for previous week. **Total slaughter for previous week. ***Estimated year-to-date figure in million pounds for previous week.

MMARKET ARKET NNEWSEWS
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Feeder cattle prices contin-
ue to push to unimaginable 
highs leaving producers and 
traders increasingly nervous. 

During mid-August, in Okla-
homa auctions, 500-pound, 
M/L #1 steers brought $451.90/
cwt ($2,260/head) and 800-lb. 
M/L #1 steers were priced at 
$352.55/cwt ($2,820/head). All 
feeder steers (M/L #1) below 
1,050 lbs. brought more than 

$300/cwt; those below 600 lbs. 
were priced over $400/cwt, 
and all below 400 lbs. were 
priced over $500/cwt. Feeder 
cattle prices, especially light-
weight calf prices, have moved 
unseasonally higher this sum-
mer.

There is a growing feeling 
that this market is a bubble that 
is about to burst. It is important 
to not forget the fundamentals 

that explain why the market is 
at this level and what they say 
about the coming months. 

The calculated feeder cattle 
supply this year is the smallest 
in available data for both the 
January and July Cattle inven-
tory reports. The tight feeder 
supply is the result of declining 
calf crops. Calf crops have de-
clined the past seven years and 
are down 8.8% from the cycli-

cal peak in 2018. The 2025 U.S. 
calf crop is the lowest since 
1941. The beef cow herd is at a 
cyclical (maybe) and multi-
decade low and is showing 
little sign of rebuilding. 

The closure of the Mexican 
border adds to the ever-tighter 
feeder cattle supply. The slow 
decrease in feedlot inventories 
in the past two years has, to 
some extent, masked the fact 

that feeder supplies were con-
tinuing to dwindle.

So, what happens now? Pro-
ducer psychology appears to 
be accelerating the process. 
Auction volumes for feeder 
cattle in Oklahoma are up 
29.2% year over year the past 
four weeks as producers rush 
to catch the current market. 
Large numbers of calves that 
would normally be fall-run 
calves in two or three months 
are being sold early—frequent-
ly as unweaned calves. 

For example, the combined 
auction category for M/L #1 
steers had 12.5% of calves com-
mented as “unweaned” in 
mid-August, compared to 8.3% 
the same week last year. And 
this was with a total volume in 
the category that was up 64% 
year over year, meaning that 
the number of unweaned 
calves in this one category was 
up 147.5% from one year ago. 
Early feeder cattle sales are no 
doubt aided by good forage 
conditions and strong cattle 
performance this growing sea-
son.

Changing the timing of the 

fall run of calves may briefly 
mask the actual feeder supply 
situation in the country for a 
few weeks. Feedlot placements 
will likely be larger through the 
third quarter than otherwise 
would have been the case. The 
likelihood is that feeder cattle 
volumes in the fourth quarter 
will drop noticeably. Stocker 
and feedlot buyers should not 
expect seasonally lower feeder 
prices this fall. 

The lingering question in the 
background continues to be 
that of heifer retention. With 
still no indication of significant 
heifer retention, the implica-
tion is that tight feeder supplies 
must get tighter yet in order to 
begin the process that will lead 
to eventual herd rebuilding. 

Herd rebuilding is slow to 
start and appears to be slow-
paced at this time. This sug-
gests that cattle prices will 
move higher and remain ele-
vated for an extended period 
of time with a peak that is still 
in the future. — Derrell S. Peel, 
Oklahoma State University 
Extension livestock market-
ing specialist

Nervous cattle markets struggle with market fundamentals

A calf’s digestive system is 
shaped by more than time. 
Diet, milk intake and early en-
vironmental exposure all in-
fluence rumen development.

On a recent episode of the 
Kansas State (K-State) Univer-
sity Beef Cattle Institute’s “Cat-
tle Chat” podcast, specialists 
discussed how differences in 
calf nutrition between beef 
and dairy systems affect herd 
performance.

Billy Brown, K-State dairy 
cattle nutritionist, said dairy 
calves are introduced to grain 
from day one, even though 
they consume very little early 
on.

“We’re trying to get ferment-
able carbohydrates into the 
rumen early,” Brown said. 
“Fermentation produces vola-
tile fatty acids, which stimulate 
the growth of rumen papillae, 
which is essential for nutrient 
absorption.” 

Since dairy calves are 
weaned at six to eight weeks, 
their rumen must develop 
quickly. These calves often eat 
five to eight pounds of grain 
daily by two months of age.

In contrast, beef calves de-
velop slower due to different 
management strategies, ac-
cording to Phillip Lancaster, 
K-State beef cattle nutritionist.

“Beef calves are on pasture, 
learning by watching their 
dams,” he said. “They might 
nibble grass and hay, but usu-
ally only eat about a pound of 
forage per day at two months.” 

Microbial colonization in 
the rumen begins within days 
of birth in both systems. Calves 
pick up microbes through 

their environment and dams, 
which jump-starts rumen ac-
tivity. However, diet dictates 
how quickly the rumen ma-
tures. 

K-State veterinarian Bob 
Larson said milk production 
also affects solid feed intake. 

“A high-milking cow may 
delay the calf’s interest in sol-
ids, while a lower-producing 
dam may encourage earlier 
forage intake,” he said. 

In dairy systems, early grain 
intake is essential to prepare 
calves for weaning. Without 
proper rumen development, a 
post-weaning slump can oc-
cur, Brown said. 

“Accelerated milk programs 
grow calves fast, but they may 
not eat enough grain before 
weaning, which can slow ad-
justment (from milk to grain),” 
he said. 

Though beef calves are typ-
ically weaned later—often at 
five to seven months—pro-
ducers should monitor signs 
of rumen development, in-
cluding behavior and pasture 
consumption.

“Beef cows generally peak 
in milk between 30 and 90 days 
post-calving,” Larson said. 
“That’s when calves get the 
most milk and may limit solid 
intake.” 

Regardless of the produc-
tion system, early digestive 
development is key to future 
performance. 

“Whether a calf is on pasture 
or in a hutch, getting the ru-
men working early supports 
better health and productivi-
ty,” Brown said. — K-State Re-
search and Extension

Early nutrition impacts 
on the calf’s rumen

mark. The Choice cutout 
gained about $10 to close at 
$407.86, and the Select cutout 
gained about $17 to close at 
$383.60.

“There is growing anticipa-
tion that boxed beef prices 
will experience a seasonal set 
back next week, with an ex-
pected bottom post-Labor 
Day,” Fish said. “This year it 
appears the September 
wholesale beef low will be 
higher than the July low.”

Feeder cattle
“Traders are seeing plenty 

of support,” Stewart said.  
“Support from feeder cattle 
sales in the countryside, sup-
port from strong boxed beef 
demand, support from the 
light movement that the fed 
cash cattle complex has seen 

already this week, and, as of 
this point this week, total sup-
port from traders.”

Feeder cattle futures were 
sharply higher over the week. 
The August contract gained 
about $16 to close at $356.37, 
and the September contract 
gained about $17 to close at 
$358.02. The CME Feeder 
Cattle Index gained about 
$1.50 to close at $345.58.

Corn futures were higher, 
up 12 cents on the September 
contract to $3.87 and up 14 
cents on the December con-
tract to $4.11.

Missouri: Joplin Regional 
Stockyards in Carthage sold 
3,966 head on Monday. Com-
pared to a week earlier, feed-
er steers sold $2-10 higher 
with heavy seven-weight 
steers up to $20 higher. Feed-
er heifers under 725 lbs. sold 
$2-15 higher. Heavier weights 
sold $3-5 lower. Benchmark 
steers averaging 773 lbs. sold 

from $351-374, averaging 
$365.07.

Oklahoma: Oklahoma Na-
tional Stockyards in Oklaho-
ma City sold 5,500 head on 
Monday. Compared to a 
week earlier, feeder steers 
sold $2-6 higher and feeder 
heifers sold $5-8 higher. Steer 
and heifer calves sold sharp-
ly higher and with gains of up 
to $25. Benchmark steers av-
eraging 783 lbs. sold from 
$353.75-367, averaging 

$358.56.
South Dakota: Sioux Falls 

Regional in Worthing sold 
2,492 head on Monday. Com-
pared to two weeks earlier, 
feeder steers under 1,000 lbs. 
sold $5-10 higher and over 
1,000 lbs. sold $15-20 higher. 
Feeder heifers sold $12-20 
higher in a narrow compari-
son. Benchmark steers aver-
aging 772 lbs. sold from $362-
377.50. — Anna Miller For-
tozo, WLJ managing editor

MARKETS
(from page 1)

Strong support sends feeders higher
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There is evidence of an in-
crease in heifer retention with 
improved drought conditions 
across much of the central 

Plains and summer video auc-
tions reporting a smaller per-
centage of heifer calves. Reten-
tion does not appear to be 

aggressive. With the calf mar-
ket on pace for another year of 
record prices providing incen-
tive, herd rebuilding remains 

sluggish compared to past 
cycles.

Lingering drought contin-
ues to limit forage availability 
in key regions while high inter-
est rates and the substantial 
capital required to develop or 
purchase bred females further 
suppresses expansion. Also, 
many producers remain wary 
of a repeat of the post-2014 
market correction, adding a 
layer of caution to long-term 
decision-making. Even with 
bred female values at record 
highs relative to calf prices, 
breds may still be underval-
ued, a sign of producer hesita-
tion rather than a lack of eco-
nomic feasibility. 

An excellent metric to con-
sider when purchasing bred 
heifers is the number of calves 
it takes to pay for the purchase. 
CattleFax recently reported 
that in 2025, that figure is pro-
jected to average just 2.75 
calves, well below the long-
term average of 4.5 calves and 
far beneath the 2015 peak of 9 
calves. 

This ratio is likely to rise over 
time, driven by higher bred 
female prices, moderating calf 
values or a combination of 
both. If feed resources allow, 
this dynamic suggests that 
adding females to the herd 
today may be the best time 
from a breakeven perspective 
to expand.

Replacement heifers are ex-
pensive; not only with respect 
to dollars invested, but also the 
expenditure of time and labor 
involved. Recent market re-
ports indicate 550-pound 
weaned heifer calves selling 
for well over $2,000 per head. 
Those heifers calves are still 
two years away from weaning 
their first calf if all goes accord-
ing to plan. Accordingly, op-
erations looking to add inven-
tory may find a better option 
of purchasing bred heifers in 
the current market.

What are bred heifers 
worth?

Assuming weaned calves 
remain at a value of $2,000-
2,500 per head over the next 
few years, your annual cost of 
running a cow will largely de-
termine what you should in-
vest in a bred heifer. The an-
nual cost of maintaining a beef 
cow is highly variable and has 
increased tremendously over 
the past five years. Variable 
costs such as fuel, fertilizer 
and herbicides have been 

blamed as the primary cul-
prits; however, fixed costs 
such as equipment, hired la-
bor and land have increased 
as well.

Total economic costs asso-
ciated with U.S. cow-calf pro-
duction for 2018 were esti-
mated to range from $910 per 
cow for operations with 500 or 
more cows to $2,099 per cow 
for operations with 20-49 
cows. These results show sig-
nificant economies of scale, 
with costs per cow declining 
with increased herd size.

Kansas Farm Management 
Association estimates the an-
nual cost of running a cow to 
be approximately $1,551, ac-
cording to data collected in 
2024. It is noteworthy that pas-
ture and feed only account for 
$684 of that total.

Market fundamentals are 
strong for a continued robust 
cattle market until cow inven-
tories start to climb. There is 
currently not much indication 
of that happening anytime 
soon. That being said, what 
bred heifers are worth to your 
operation (and how many 
calves a female needs to raise 
in order recapture your initial 
purchase price) will depend 
on how much profit she nets 
each year per calf rather than 
on the gross value of each calf 
she produces. — Mark Z. 
Johnson, Oklahoma State 
University Extension beef 
cattle breeding specialist

The current value of replacement heifers

farm size:
• Gender: Women make up 

38% of small farm producers, 
compared to 28% in midsize 
and 24% in large-scale opera-
tions.

• Age: Nearly 39% of small 
farm producers are 65 or older, 
higher than the 34% in mid-
size farms and 30% in large 
farms.

• Beginning farmers: One-
third (32%) of small farm pro-
ducers are beginning farmers 
with 10 years or less of experi-
ence, compared to 19% of 
midsize and 14% of large-scale 
producers.

• Off-farm work: A majority 
of small farm producers (62%) 
report another occupation 
besides farming. Among 
large-scale operators, farming 
is the primary occupation for 
78%.

• Military service: About 
10% of small farm producers 
have served in the military, 
double the share of midsize 
(5%) and large-scale (4%) pro-
ducers. 

Economic picture
Farm specialization varies 

significantly depending on 
farm size.

• Small farms often focus 
on cattle (31%) or other crops 
like hay and forage (25%).

• More than half (55%) of 
midsize farms specialize in 
grains and oilseeds.

• Large and very large 
farms diversify more broadly, 
with significant shares in 
dairy (23% of very large 

farms) and specialty crops 
(26%).

Small farms also stand out 
for their significant role in 
local food systems, account-
ing for 44% of all direct sales 
to consumers, compared 
with 18% from midsize farms 
and 19% from large-scale op-
erations. 

U.S. family farms collec-
tively manage 880 million 
acres, but land and output are 
distributed unevenly. Small 
farms hold the largest share 
of farmland (39%), yet their 
contribution to sales remains 
modest. Large-scale farms, 
on the other hand, control 
26% of farmland but account 
for more than half of all agri-
cultural sales.

Government payments, 
production expenses and net 
cash farm income also vary 
across sizes. Large-scale 
farms capture 35% of govern-
ment payments and 55% of 
all net cash farm income. 
Small farms, by comparison, 
receive 30% of government 
payments but generate just 
7% of total net cash income. 

The Census of Agriculture, 
conducted every five years, 
offers a critical window into 
farm dynamics. Despite con-
solidation and changing de-
mographics, family farms 
continue to be the corner-
stone of American agricul-
ture. As Parsons noted, typol-
ogy is more than numbers—
it provides a window into 
“who is farming and ranching 
today as well as their impact 
on the economy and com-
munities around the coun-
try.” — Charles Wallace, WLJ 
contributing editor

FAMILY FARMS
(from page 1)

Family farms collectively 
manage 880M acres
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Wildfires affect America’s 
farm and ranches, damaging 
and destroying homes, barns, 
agriculture production facili-
ties, crops and livestock. Below 
are some tips to help avoid or 
minimize fire damage to your 
property. 

Measures include:
• Install and maintain smoke 

detectors. Smoke detectors 
should be installed in barns 
and buildings and checked at 
least once per month. Batteries 
should be changed at least 
once per year.

• Develop an escape or evac-
uation plan and practice it. The 
evacuation plan should also 
include how to transport ani-
mals and livestock that may be 
in danger.

• Post emergency numbers 
in a central location, including 
the fire department, police de-
partment, local emergency 
response coordinator and oth-
ers who provide emergency 
assistance.

• Place fire extinguishers in 
all barns, vehicles and tractors. 
Check extinguishers periodi-
cally for charge. Discard dam-
aged or used fire extinguishers.

• Store fuels, pesticides med-
icines and other chemicals in 
a fire-retardant enclosure or 
secure location away from heat 
sources and combustible ma-
terials. In the event of a wildfire, 
these substances should be 
removed from the premises.

• Keep barns and buildings 
clean of trash and other com-
bustible materials such as hay, 
lumber, logs and empty feed 
sacks.

Practice farm and 
ranch fire safety

Make sure your farm/ranch 
has adequate water supply, 
such as an irrigation ditch, a 
water tank, a cistern or a pond. 
Keep stock tanks full when 
weather allows by turning on 
solar wells, windmills and 
pipeline fed tanks. This will 
help your local fire department 
have a water source in case of 
a fire.

When it is dry be careful 
when driving ATVs, vehicles, 
tractors and bale feeders in 
dead, tall standing grass. Any 
kind of spark or heat source 
may ignite the dry grass on fire.

Keep irrigation sources free 
of combustible material. It may 
warrant running the irrigation 
well to wet things down espe-
cially if a fire is headed your 
way.

Keep farmstead areas clear 
of weeds, grass, and other de-

bris. Keep areas near buildings 
mowed and trees pruned six to 
10 feet above the ground and 
fuels away from buildings that 
could create a path for fire into 
the eave/soffit.

Make sure dead trees are 
removed especially if they are 
near electrical lines.

Park tractors and imple-
ments away from combustible 
materials such as hay bales, 
haystacks and fuel storage con-
tainers. Have tractors hooked 
up to discs so you can use this 
equipment to make a fire break 
for an approaching fire. 

Fill liquid tanks when not in 
use with water for fire suppres-
sion.

Obtain fire insurance for 
livestock, buildings and equip-
ment.

Conduct random, but regu-
lar inspections and fire drills. 
Invite the fire department for 
these drills to minimize confu-
sion during an actual occur-
rence.

Keep above ground fuel stor-
age at least 40 feet from build-
ings.

During a fire
If a wildfire threatens your 

farm or ranch, always remem-
ber that human life must be 
first priority, property comes 
second. Keep in mind, how-
ever, that when firefighters ar-
rive, they may ask which to save 
first, second, third, etc., so de-
termine beforehand the order 
of importance: livestock, ma-
chinery or feed.

If you become trapped in a 
burning barn or building, prac-
tice fire safety: 

• Get out quickly, but safely.
• Stay low since smoke rises 

and cover your mouth with a 
clean cloth to avoid inhaling 
hot smoke and gases.

• Close doors after escaping 
rooms to slow the spread of fire. 
If smoke is pouring in the room 
at the bottom of the door, and 
the door feels hot, keep it 
closed.

• Open a window to escape 
or for fresh air while waiting to 
be rescued. 

• If no smoke is coming un-
der the door and it is not hot, 
open it slowly to escape.

If you have time to evacuate 
animals, proceed with caution. 
Some animals may refuse to 
leave, and some may even run 
back into a burning barn or 
building. Make sure to close 
gates prohibiting access to 
dangerous areas. When evacu-
ating animals, do not lead 
them to where they will be-

come trapped or to a dead end.
The aftermath of a wildfire 

can be hazardous. A few pre-
cautions must be taken after a 
wildfire takes place on your 
property: 

• Stay out of damaged barns 
and buildings and return to 
your property only when au-
thorities permit you to do so.

• Notify proper authorities if 
you believe that hazardous ma-
terials were released in the fire 
or during firefighting. Place 
warning signs on contaminat-
ed areas.

• When disposing of some 
materials, such as those poten-
tially contaminated with 
chemicals, check on state and 
local requirements for disposal 
procedures.

• Consult someone from the 
local Emergency Planning 
Committee or the State Divi-
sion of Emergency for legal 
clean-up procedures if needed.

• Keep livestock away from 
contaminated feed or water.

• Wear protective gear when 
entering contaminated areas 
and damaged barns and build-
ings. Protective gear includes 

steel-toed boots, hard hat, re-
spiratory protection, gloves 
and other protective clothing.

• Before entering a barn or 
building assess the true integ-
rity of the structure. Always 
turn off the electrical power 
and other utilities to the struc-
ture until a thorough inspec-
tion by a fire marshal or a legal 
authority clears it to be entered.

• If the decision is made to 
demolish a building, hire a 
professional. Professionals will 
be able to do the job more ef-
ficiently and safely.

• Check with your insurance 
provider so you know ahead of 
time what is covered by wild-
fires. Take pictures of all dam-
age, and inventory all damaged 
structures, supplies, equip-
ment, and machinery. Save 
receipts for expenses relating 
to the fire.

• Contact the local Farm Ser-
vice Agency on possible disas-
ter programs that might help 
you recover.

Animals are especially sus-
ceptible to wildfires, particu-
larly those that are confined to 

small pastures. After a wildfire, 
examine all animals exposed 
to wildfire smoke, heat or 
burns. You may need to spray 
animals with water to cool 
them down. You may need to 
humanely euthanize some 
animals due to the extent of 
their injuries and follow state 
guidelines for proper disposal. 

Just as you care for your farm 
and livestock, be sure to take 
care of yourself, family, and 
your neighbors during this 
time. — Texas A&M AgriLife 
Extension

Protecting farms and ranches from wildfires

THE BULL PEN
Your BULL PEN ad will also be added to 

the Classified Corral online, where we get 
7,500 viewers a month. 3 weeks, $95 per 

insertion •  6 weeks, $85 per insertion •  
12 weeks, $75 per insertion for a 3.2”x 2” 

boxed ad. Call 800-850-2769, email to 
advertising@wlj.net or fax your copy to 

303-722-0155. 

BUYING

OFFERING

SELLING
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“DISTINCTLY DIFFERENT”
ANGUS BULL & FEMALE SALE

LOS MOLINOS RANCH, LOS MOLINOS, CA
FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 5, 2025

25th Annual 

50 Females / 130 Bulls
Dan  530-736-8470    •   Ty  530-200-4054

(In an effort to serve the next 
generation of livestock producers, 
WLJ’s Youth Opportunities calendar 
lists internship and scholarship 
information for agricultural- and 
livestock-focused students, listed by 
application deadline. If you have an 
internship or scholarship to 
announce, please email it to 
editorial@wlj.net.)
Sept. 15 –  The Montana 
Stockgrowers Association is 
encouraging students to apply for 
its 2025 Annual Convention and 
Trade Show internship program. 
The internship will take place Dec. 
8-13 in Billings, MT. Details: www.
mtbeef.org. 
Sept. 15 – The Idaho Cattle 
Association is proud to once again 
announce the Heifer of the Year 
contest in 2025. The contest is 
open to students in grades 7-12. 
Details: www.idahocattle.org.
Sept. 19 – Graduate students 
pursuing careers in meat science 
and animal science are encouraged 

to apply for the annual W.D. Farr 
Scholarship program. The 2025 
recipients will be recognized at 
CattleCon 2026, Feb. 3-5, in 
Nashville, TN. Details: www.
nationalcattlemensfoundation.
org. 
Oct. 1 – The application period for 
the California Cattlemen’s 
Association 2025 scholarships is 
now open. Any young, regular or 
feeder member is eligible to apply. 
Detai ls:  calcattlemen.org/
scholarship. 
Oct. 15 – The New Mexico Cattle 
G rowe rs’  Asso c i at i o n,  i n 
partnership with Purina Mills and 
Depot Farm and Ranch Agency, is 
thrilled to announce fall scholarship 
applications are open. Details: 
www.nmagriculture.org.
Oct. 15 – The New Mexico Cattle 
Growers’ Association will welcome 
college interns at its 2025 Joint 
Stockmen’s Convention in 
Albuquerque, NM. Details: 505-
247-0584.

Youth OpportunitiesYouth Opportunities
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING  
GENERAL INFORMATION 

ADVERTISING RATES
BY THE WORD: 90 cents per word for each insertion.
MINIMUM WORD RATE: 17 words or fewer, $15.30 one time.
MAD RATES: (Bold headline) $2 more per insertion for your 
phone number, email and/or website, plus first 2 or 3 words in 
bold print. (Applies to word ads only)
BOXED AND BOLD: (Boxed with bold text) $5 more per 
insertion. (Applies to word ads only)
BLIND BOX AD: We will assign your confidential number and 
forward replies to you. Cost is $12 per 3 issues for mail and 
handling service.
BOXED DISPLAY ADS: $30 per column inch for each insertion.
MINIMAL ARTWORK: No additional charge.
BLACK AND WHITE PHOTO: $10, LIMIT OF ONE.
COLOR PHOTO: $35 EACH.
DISCOUNTS: 5% for running your ad 3 to 5 times; 10% for 6 
times or more; up to 35% for 52 times.
SUGGESTION FOR CORRECT WORD COUNT: Be sure to 
include your name, address and phone number in the count, as 
well as all initials and abbreviations. Hyphenated words count 
as two.
TEARSHEETS: Available upon request only. Can be faxed or 
mailed.
CONDITIONS
EMPLOYMENT WANTED ADS: Must be paid in advance.
DEADLINE: Tuesday at 4:30 p.m. MT, the week prior to 
publication date. Newspaper is published on Mondays.
LIABILITY: Advertiser is liable for content of advertisement and 
any claims arising therefrom made against the publication.
Publisher is not responsible for errors in phoned-in copy. 
Publisher reserves the right to refuse any advertising not 
considered in keeping with the publication standards.
COMMISSIONS: Classified advertising is NOT agency 
commissionable.

1 ..................Employment Wanted
2 .............................. Help Wanted
3 ..................... Situations Wanted
4................... Distributors Wanted
5 ................................ Appraisers
6 ................................... Auctions
7 ............................... Auctioneers
8 ....................................Feedlots
9 ................................ Lost Cattle
10 .......................... Cattle for Sale
11 ...........................Cattle Wanted
12 ................. AI/Semen/Embryos
13 ..................................... Brands
14 ............................Dogs for Sale
15 ...........................Horses/Mules
16 ........................... Bison/Buffalo
17 .................. Sheep/Goats/Hogs
18 .................... Livestock Supplies
19 .........Ranch/Livestock Services
20 ............... Real Estate Opportunities
20A ...........Pacific Real Estate For Sale
20B . Intermountain Real Estate For Sale
20C ...... Mountain Real Estate For Sale
20D .... Southwest Real Estate For Sale
20E .............Plains Real Estate For Sale
20F .........Midwest Real Estate For Sale
20G .....Southeast Real Estate For Sale

20H  ..... Northeast Real Estate For Sale
20I ........... Foreign Real Estate For Sale
21 .................. Real Estate Wanted
22 ...Real Estate Rent/Lease/Trade
23 ...................... Pasture Available
24 ........................Pasture Wanted
25 ...........................Mineral Rights
26 ........................Hay/Feed/Seed
27 .................................. Irrigation
28 ...............Ag/Industrial Supplies
29 ........................Fencing/Corrals
30 ..................Equipment For Sale
31 ...................Equipment Wanted
32 ..................... Building Materials
33 .........................Trucks/Trailers
34 ...............Tractors/Implements
35 .............. Business Opportunity
36 ......................................Loans
37 ................................. Insurance
38 ................ Financial Assistance
39 ............... Tech/Books/Art/Etc. 
40 ......................... Miscellaneous
41 .............................. Lost/Found
42 ...................................Personal
43 ...................................Schools
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Call & schedule your classified  
ad today!

720-370-7977
classified@wlj.net
303-722-0155 Fax
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Cattle 
For Sale 10

POWDER RIVER
LIVESTOCK EQUIP.

Best prices with delivery available.  
Conlin Supply Co., Inc.

Oakdale, CA

Ask for Larry or Albert
209/847-8977

Livestock 
Supplies 18

Excellent selection of Angus bulls 
for sale.

AI-sired from proven cow families.
Westwind Angus

(530) 736-0727

2 Bar 
Angus
Hereford, 
Texas
806/344-7444
877/2BAR-ANG
www.2barangus.com

150 Bulls For Sale 150 Bulls For Sale 
Home of 2 Bar Twenty XHome of 2 Bar Twenty X

Real Estate 
Pacific 20A

Pasture 
Wanted 24

Ranch lease wanted for pairs. 2025 
and beyond. Up to 1500 pairs but 

would consider smaller deals. 
Anywhere in the western states. Full 

care or our care.
(541) 377-3942

Irrigation 27

STAY UP TO 
DATE WITH WLJ

Real Estate 
Pacific 20A Real Estate 

Pacific 20A

Real Estate 
Southwest 20D Real Estate 

Southwest 20D

We need your listings on any types of ag properties in TX, NM, OK & CO.
RANCH & FARM REAL ESTATE

Scott Land Company, LLCScott Land Company, LLC

Escape to wide-open freedom on the Old Route 66 Ranch — 1,540 acres of 
rolling hills, native pastures, and rugged beauty nestled halfway between 
Santa Rosa and Tucumcari, New Mexico. Just minutes off I-40 near Newkirk, 
perfect for ranchers, hunters, and outdoor lovers alike, this Guadalupe County gem offers 
room to run cattle, space to roam, and unforgettable views in every direction. Sheltering 
terrain draws in wildlife, making this property the real deal for those who crave privacy, purpose 
and the outdoors. Privacy, potential, and panoramic skies — give us a call to 
walk the land and make it yours.
UNION CO., NM – divided into three tracts for rotational grazing of 1,822± ac. enrolled in 
the new Grasslands Conservation Reserve Program & 120± ac. of the property in the standard 
CRP program. GCRP can be grazed year-round each year. Excellent fencing, one mile of hwy. 
frontage together with all-weather roads on the remainder, equipped with almost new set 
of steel working pens with scale, a second set of almost new working pens, watered by subs 
on electricity with pipelines furnishing water for drinkers in each pasture. Gramma & buffalo 
grasses. Broker Owned.

www.scottlandcompany.com • 800-933-9698 day/eve
Ben G. Scott – Broker • Krystal M. Nelson – NM QB

NEW & USED PIPE 
Saw Cut Post, used sucker rod, used 

guard rail.  
Conlin Supply Company, Inc. 
Call Larry (209) 847-8977

Delivery available.

Ag/Industrial 
Supplies 28

Real Estate
Mountain 20C Real Estate

Mountain 20C

WWW.HALLANDHALL.COM   |   INFO@HALLANDHALL.COM   |  307.217.0545WWW.HALLANDHALL.COM   |   INFO@HALLANDHALL.COM   |  307.217.0545

S A L E S   |   AU CT I O N S   |   F I N A N C E 
M A N AG E M E N T   |   A P P R A I S A LS

MULLENGER RANCH 
B E U L A H, W YO M I N G

Located in Wyoming’s Black Hills near Spearfish, 
this 960± acre ranch features timbered canyons, 
Ponderosa pines, oaks, and springs, with quality 

grazing and abundant wildlife—elk, deer, and 
turkeys—offering a rare mix of beauty and utility.

OFFERED AT $4,320,000

Contact: Mike Fraley  |  mfraley@hallandhall.com

Visit 
www.wlj.net 

today!

Schools 43

Get thorouGh practical  
traininG in: 

Pregnancy testing—A.I. 
herd health—calf  

delivery and care. Many  
additional subjects.

Our business is to help you 
improve your business.

Learn more by working with 
live animals under expert 

supervision.

GRAHAM SCHOOL, INC.  
641 W. Hwy 31 Garnett, KS 66032  
785/448-3119  
www.grahamschool 
forcattlemen.com

Over 100 years of 
continuous service

CATTLEMEN

 Fair Prices . Good Service . Rancher Owned 
  DELIVERY THROUGHOUT THE WEST 
CCAALLLL  TTOODDAAYY::  777755--665577--11881155  

HDPE PIPE for Ranch Water Systems

2 x 2.WLJ.option.qxp_Layout 1  5/31

Loans 36

303-773-3545
You Call Steve, I’ll Come to You.

RATES AS LOW AS 5.5%!
Business & Financial Consulting.
Designed for the Farmer/Rancher 

(Not the Banker)
www.agrionefinancial.com

Equipment 
For Sale 30

We manufacture tank coating for 
concrete, rock or steel tanks:

Call for our free catalog.

Virden Perma Bilt Co.
806-352-2761

Amarillo, TX

www.virdenproducts.com

NEED EXTRA INCOME?
Advertise a hunting  

or fishing lease!  
CALL NOW!CALL NOW!  

800-850-2769800-850-2769

Help  
Wanted 2

Ranch Worker Needed
Located in NW SD.

Will Simpson – (325) 277-8420
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Sale Calendar is a service 
to our advertisers. There 
is a minimum advertising 
requirement to be 
eligible to be listed in the 
Sale Calendar. Contact 
your fieldman for more 
information or to have your 
date added to the Sale 
Calendar. We will only run 
auction sale dates or private 
treaty start dates.

ALL BREEDS
Sep. 14 – Visalia Livestock 
Market, Bull Sale, Visalia, CA
Oct. 4 – California Breeders, 
Bull & Female Sale, Turlock, 
CA
Oct. 5 – Cal Poly Bull Test 
Sale, San Luis Obispo, CA
Oct. 18 – FAMOSA 
All Breeds, Bull Sale, 
McFarland, CA
Nov. 1 – World of Bulls & 
Replacement Female Sale, 
Galt, CA

ANGUS
Sep. 4 – Vintage Angus 
Ranch, Bull Sale, La Grange, 
CA
Sep. 5 – Byrd Cattle Co., 
Bull & Female Sale, Los 
Molinos, CA
Sep. 6 – Rhoades Angus, 
Bull & Ranch Horse Sale, 
Cambria, CA
Sep. 6 – Parnell’s Dunipace 
Angus w/ Bar KJ Angus, Bull 
Sale, Farmington, CA
Sep. 7 – Heritage Bull Sale, 
Wilton, CA
Sep. 9 – O’Neal Ranch, Bull 
Sale, Madera, CA
Sep. 10 – Teixeira Cattle, 
Bull Sale, Pismo Beach, CA

Sep. 11 – Donati Ranch Bull 
Sale, Oroville, CA
Sep. 12 – Tehama Angus 
Ranch, Bull Sale, Gerber, CA
Sep. 13 – Arellano Bravo 
Angus, Bull Sale, Galt, CA
Sep. 15 – The Chosen Bull 
Sale, Turlock, CA
Sep. 16 – Thomas Angus 
Ranch, Bull Sale, Galt, CA
Sep. 17 – Bullseye Breeders, 
Bull Sale, Modesto, CA
Sep. 18 – Rancho Casino 
& Dal Porto Livestock, Bull 
Sale, Denair, CA
Sep. 19 – Dixie Valley Angus 
w/ O’Connell Ranch, Bull 
Sale, Galt, CA
Sep. 20 – Ward Angus 
Ranch, Bull Sale, 
Gardnerville, NV
Sep. 25 – Beef Solutions, 
Bull Sale, Ione, CA
Sep. 28 – Traynham-Cox 
LLC, Production Sale, Fort 
Klamath, OR
Oct. 3 – Elwood Ranch, Bull 
Sale, Red Bluff, CA
Oct. 4 – Colyer Hereford 
& Angus, Female Sale, 
Bruneau, ID
Oct. 10 – Kern Cattle 
Female Sale, Visalia, CA
Oct. 11 – Evergreen 
Exclusive Sale, Ellensburg, 
WA
Oct. 11 – Vintage Angus 
Ranch, Female Sale, 
Modesto, CA
Oct. 12 – Arellano Bravo 
Angus, Female Sale, Walnut 
Grove, CA
Oct. 14 – 9 Peaks Ranch, 
Bull Sale, Fort Rock, OR
Oct. 14 – Coleman Angus, 
Female Sale, Charlo, MT

Oct. 14 – Fish Creek Ranch 
of Montana, Female Sale, 
Online
Oct. 15 – Montana Ranch, 
Female Sale, Big Fork, MT
Oct. 16 – Thomas Angus 
Ranch, Production Sale, 
Baker City, OR
Oct. 17 – Basin Angus, 
Female Sale, Billings, MT
Oct. 17 – Hall Ranch, 
Complete Dispersal Sale, 
Bassett, NE
Oct. 18 – NILE Angus 
Female Sale, Billings, MT
Oct. 24 – Birch Creek 
Angus, Bull Sale, Ruby 
Valley, NV
Oct. 25 – Bear Mountain 
Angus, Female Sale, 
Palisade, NE
Oct. 27 – Dal Porto 
Livestock, Female Sale, 
Anselmo, NE
Nov. 6 – Memory Ranches, 
Bull Sale, Wells, NV
Nov. 8 – Montana Ranch, 
Bull Sale, Big Fork, MT
Nov. 10 – Green Mountain 
Angus Ranch, Bull Sale, 
Billings, MT
Nov. 12 – Riverbend Ranch, 
Bull Sale, Idaho Falls, ID
Nov. 13 – JR Ranch 
& Sackmann Cattle, 
Production Sale, Othello, 
WA
Nov. 17 – J&L Livestock, 
Female Sale, Billings, MT
Nov. 19 – TD Angus, Female 
Sale, North Platte, NE
Nov. 22 – Frank Cattle & 
Genetics and Baldridge-
Tiedeman Angus, Female 
Sale, Lodgepole, NE
Nov. 22 – Redland Angus, 

Bull Sale, Buffalo, WY
Nov. 22 – Spring Cove 
Ranch, Female Sale, Bliss, ID
Nov. 25 – Paint Rock Angus, 
Bull Sale, Hyattville, WY
Nov. 28 – Vermillion Ranch, 
Bull Sale, Billings, MT
Dec. 1 – Stevenson’s 
Diamond Dot, Fall Sale, 
Hobson, MT
Dec. 2 – Stevenson Angus, 
Fall Sale, Hobson, MT
Dec. 2 – Zumbrunnen 
Angus, Bull Sale, Lusk, WY
Dec. 3 – McDonnell Angus, 
Bull Sale, Columbus, MT
Dec. 4 – Sitz Angus Ranch, 
Bull Sale, Harrison, MT
Dec. 6 – Reverse Rocking 
R Ranch, Bull Sale, Maxwell, 
NM
Dec. 8 – Shipwheel Cattle 
Company, Bull Sale, 
Chinook, MT
Dec. 13 – Gaugler Angus, 
Bull Sale, Judith Gap, MT
Dec. 18 – Bobcat Angus, 
Bull Sale, Great Falls, MT

CHAROLAIS
Oct. 18 – Fink Beef 
Genetics, Production Sale, 
Randolph, KS

HEREFORD
Sep. 8 – Genoa Livestock, 
Bull Sale, Minden, NV
Sep. 18 – Churchill Cattle 
Company, Complete 
Dispersal, Manhattan, MT
Sep. 20 – Ehlke Herefords, 
Female Sale, Townsend, MT
Oct. 4 – Colyer Hereford 
& Angus, Female Sale, 
Bruneau, ID
Oct. 18 – Lambert Ranch, 
Bull Sale, Oroville, CA

Nov. 24 – Berry Herefords, 
Bull Sale, Cheyenne, WY
Dec. 5 – Western States 
Hereford Sale, Reno, NV

OPTIMIZER
Dec. 1 – Jacobsen Ranch, 
Bull Sale, Great Falls, MT

RED ANGUS
Sep. 21 – Stegall Cattle Co., 
Bull & Female Sale, Colusa, 
CA
Sep. 27 – McPhee Red 
Angus, Production Sale, 
Lodi, CA
Nov. 1 – Bet on Red, Female 
Sale, Reno, NV
Nov. 6 – Memory Ranches, 
Bull Sale, Wells, NV
Nov. 10 – Ludvigson Farms, 
Bull Sale, Park City, MT
Dec. 3 – Big Sky Elite, 
Female Sale, Three Forks, 
MT
Dec. 12 – 5L Red Angus, 
Bull Sale, Sheridan, MT

SALERS
Dec. 1 – Jacobsen Ranch, 
Bull Sale, Great Falls, MT

SIMANGUS
Sep. 24 – Eagle Pass Ranch, 
Bull Sale, Dos Palos, CA
Sep. 25 – Beef Solutions, 
Bull Sale, Ione, CA
Sep. 28 – Traynham-Cox 
LLC, Production Sale, Fort 
Klamath, OR
Nov. 7 – Table Rock Ranch, 
Production Sale, Ririe, ID
Dec. 5 – Yardley Cattle Co., 
Female Sale, Beaver, UT
Dec. 6 – Western Choice 
Female Sale, Billings, MT
Jan. 26, 2026 – APEX 
Cattle, Bull & Female Sale, 
Dannebrog, NE

SIMMENTAL
Dec. 5 – Yardley Cattle Co., 
Female Sale, Beaver, UT
Dec. 6 – Western Choice 
Female Sale, Billings, MT 
Jan. 26, 2026 – APEX 
Cattle, Bull & Female Sale, 
Dannebrog, NE

STABILIZER
Nov. 21 – Leachman Cattle 
of Colorado, Bull Sale, 
Meriden, WY
Dec. 6 – Leachman Cattle 
of Colorado, Bull Sale, Loma, 
CO

COMMERCIAL
Sep. 11 – Cattle Country 
Video, Cheyenne, WY
Sep. 15 – Northern 
Livestock Video Auction, Fall 
Premier, Billings, MT
Sep. 16 – Western Video 
Market Sale, Ogallala, NE
Oct. 17 – Western Video 
Market Sale, Cottonwood, 
CA
Nov. 21 – Rollin’ Rock 
Angus, Bred Heifer Sale, 
Pilot Rock, OR
Dec. 2 – Western Video 
Market Sale, Reno, NV

HORSE
Sep. 6 – Rhoades Angus, 
Bull & Ranch Horse Sale, 
Cambria, CA
Sep. 13 – Legacy Ranch, 
Horse Sale, Prescott, AZ
Sep. 13 – Reno Snaffle Bit 
Futurity, Horse Sale, Reno, 
NV
Sep. 20 – Weaver Quarter 
Horses, Horse Sale, Great 
Falls, MT
Oct. 12 – Will Gill & Sons, 
Horse Sale, Madera, CA

Sale CalendarSale Calendar
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