
Futures were mixed over the week, while cash trade remained subdued 
as packers hesitated to procure more cattle amid steady supplies and 
declining boxed beef prices.

Live cattle futures were mixed over the week. The December contract 
lost a little less than 50 cents to close at $185.82, and the February contract 
gained 65 cents to close at $187.42.

“Things are just as quiet in the country as the negotiated fed cattle trade 
has yet to occur even though it’s Thursday at noon,” wrote Cassie Fish, 
market analyst, in The Beef on Thursday. “Packers own a lot 
of cattle thanks to four consecutive weeks of sizeable buys. 
And given that and the sloppy cutout, packers are not eager 
to worsen margins by paying steady, let alone higher for this 
week’s fed cattle buy.”

Cash trade through Thursday totaled less than 5,000 head. 
Live steers sold from $186-188, and dressed steers sold for 
$294.

Cash trade for the week ending Nov. 3 totaled 87,606 head. 
Live steers averaged $189.79, and dressed steers averaged 
$297.28.

The national weekly direct beef type price distribution for 

the week of Oct. 28 to Nov. 4 was the following on a live basis:  
• Negotiated purchases: $189.83.  
• Formula net purchases: $194.26.  
• Forward contract net purchases: $188.39.  
• Negotiated grid net purchases: $194.53.  
On a dressed basis:  
• Negotiated purchases: $297.48.  
• Formula net purchases: $302.38.  

• Forward contract net 
purchases: $298.04.  

• Negotiated grid net 
purchases: $300.
See MARKETS on page 19

Futures steady to higher; cash trade remains limited
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TAGGING TURMOIL — Fed-
eral cattle ID mandate faces 
legal challenge from ranchers. 
Page 6

FUNDING FALLOUT — 
Amid poultry debacle, Vilsack 
justifies USDA's financial strat-
egies. Page 11

A LOOK BACK IN HISTORY

In a time when our nation 
faces its own share of chal-
lenges, a call for unity and 
resilience rings as true today 
as it did in 1944: “The days 
ahead, following our certain 
victory over Germany and Ja-
pan, are certain to be fraught 
with complex problems; but 
America is strong and virile 
and common sense tells us 
that we can overcome our 
domestic problems just as we 
are overcoming the threat of 
aggressor nations against us. 
Let’s forget politics and get 
down to work,” wrote Nelson 
Crow in his November 1944 
“Observations by the Editor.”
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New research on the transmission of highly pathogenic avian influenza between mammals is leading to expanded testing 
and monitoring efforts.
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New HPAI findings raise transmission concerns  
— More human cases  
reported

A recent study found a highly 
pathogenic avian influenza (HPAI) 
H5N1 virus identified in an infected 
dairy worker proved to be lethal in 
lab mice and ferrets, as human HPAI 
cases continue to spread. 

USDA and Oregon state officials 
are investigating an H5N1 outbreak 
in an Oregon backyard farm with 
mixed poultry and livestock, while 
the USDA’s Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service (APHIS) plans to 
expand testing and monitoring ef-
forts.

Study
A recent study published in Na-

ture explored a HPAI H5N1 virus, 
known as huTX37-H5N1, that in-
fected a farm worker exposed to 
dairy cows. This virus, isolated from 
the worker’s eye after they experi-
enced mild conjunctivitis, was le-
thal in lab mice and ferrets. Notably, 
it could also spread through the air 
between separated ferrets and rep-
licate in human respiratory tract 
cells, raising concerns about its 
ability to potentially spread be-
tween humans.

In lab experiments, the huTX37-
H5N1 virus was able to reproduce 
in human eye and lung cells. Re-
searchers found that a very small 
amount of this virus—less than one 
plaque-forming unit (PFU)—was 
lethal in mice, whereas it took 31.6 

PFU of a similar virus from cow milk 
to be fatal. Additionally, huTX37-
H5N1 spread to all 15 types of 
mouse tissues tested, with the high-
est concentration found in the lungs 
and other respiratory tissues.

The huTX37-H5N1 virus has a 

mutation, PB2-E627K, often seen in 
avian influenza viruses that helps 
them adapt to mammals. This mu-
tation allows the virus to reproduce 
more efficiently, making it critical 

See HPAI on page 13

— No evidence of  
contract found

The 9th Circuit Court of Ap-
peals, in a unanimous decision, 
has denied an appeal by Cody 
Easterday asserting Tyson Fresh 
Meats Inc. violated a breach of 
contract by splitting profits for the 
beef label Cody’s Beef. 

“Easterday argues that he al-
leged sufficient facts to show an 
enforceable oral contract between 
him and Tyson,” the opinion said. 
“We disagree.”

The opinion said Easterday’s 
claim that he expected a 50-50 
profit split with Tyson fails legally 
because his belief was never ex-
pressed to Tyson, making it irrel-
evant in court. Since Easterday 
doesn’t allege that Tyson agreed 
to any specific profit division, he 
hasn’t shown an enforceable con-
tract, the court said.

Additionally, court documents 
said Easterday hadn’t provided 

facts to show an implied contract, 
which would require proof that 
Tyson requested work, Easterday 
expected payment and Tyson 
knew of this expectation.

The judges upheld a district 
court’s assertion that the unclean 
hands doctrine barred Easterday 
from pursuing unjust enrichment 
and promissory estoppel claims. 
The district court noted that East-
erday “admitted to submitting 
false and fraudulent invoices for 
non-existent cattle,” directly af-
fecting his current claims and 
“unclean hands cannot recover in 
equity.”

The 9th Circuit also found the 
district court did not abuse its 
discretion, dismissing the amend-
ed complaint as amendments 
would be futile. Since the statute 
of limitations bars Easterday’s 
claims, the court found no grounds 
for further changes.

9th Circuit denies Easterday 
appeal against Tyson

See EASTERDAY on page 10
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— Signs trilateral letter of 
intent

Leaders from the U.S., Canada 
and Mexico have signed an agree-
ment to strengthen coordination on 
conservation efforts for the Ameri-
can bison across its range in North 
America.

The countries plan to work to-
gether to promote the ecocultural 
conservation of bison through re-
gional activities, joint work plans 
and shared activity reports.

“Through a letter of intent, the 
countries will work to pursue bison 
conservation, restore ecological 
processes, and support traditional 
human use of natural resources 
with a particular focus on the 

unique historical connection be-
tween bison and Indigenous peo-
ples,” the Department of the Inte-
rior said.

The efforts will build on the 
Grasslands Keystone Initiative, 
which was launched in 2023 by the 
Interior Department and included 
a $25 million investment to restore 
bison across the country. A secre-
tary’s order established a Bison 
Working Group comprising repre-
sentatives from five bureaus with 
bison equities, which is working to 
develop a Bison Shared Steward-
ship Plan. 

Canada is currently studying the 
genetic diversity and population 
viability of Canadian bison herds, 
similar to a 2020 effort undertaken 

by the U.S. Department of the Inte-
rior. Mexico inherited 23 bison from 
the U.S. in 2019, establishing the 
country’s second herd, and is work-
ing to implement the Mexican Re-
covery Plan for the Bison.

Letter of intent
The letter of intent was estab-

lished following the 2024 Trilateral 
Committee for Wildlife and Ecosys-
tem Conservation and Manage-
ment Annual Meeting held in May. 
The committee was established in 
1996 in an effort to bring together 
the three countries to align efforts 
on conserving North America’s 

North America agrees to 
strengthen bison conservation

See BISON PLAN on page 16
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Animal ag for the win

The right to vote and ex-
press our confidential 
opinion on who should 

govern and what measures 
should define legislation is one of 
the greatest rights that legal citi-
zens in this country get to ex-
press. Politics and media outlets 
have become a major source of 
division, and the effects are felt 
worldwide. Being a global pow-
erhouse, our policies and procedures impact popula-
tions and our responsibility to uphold a powerful stan-
dard has been more and more compromised with each 
election. Our government has a duty to govern, but that 
duty extends beyond our borders. How our representa-
tives do that should start here within our borders by lis-
tening to what the constituents across the 50 states tell 
our leaders to do. The democracy we feel today seems 
backwards—the people should be directing government, 
not the government directing the people.

The voting booth is a place to send a message as to 
what matters most to the population in this particular 
time. One of the best quotes I heard in this election sea-
son was to “vote with your wallet, not your emotions.” 
This resonated with me deeply. This campaign season 
was so divisive and made many people feel “if you’re not 
with us, you’re against us.” This shouldn’t be the case. 
Voting one way does not make you wrong or right. It sim-
ply means you aligned with one candidate for whatever 
reason. As the dust is still settling as of the writing of this 
column, there were several places across this country 
that rural America and agriculture held a major place in 
the voting booth this past week and gained many key 
wins.

In the far West, a major piece of legislation was on the 
docket in Sonoma County, CA, where anti-agriculture 
groups from the Bay Area were targeting the definition of 
concentrated animal feeding operations (CAFO). While 
nearly 21 operations would have fallen subject to this rul-
ing’s changing definition, this piece would have set a ma-
jor precedence for other groups to run with across the 
country. This measure was a blatant target on farming 
operations in California. Local efforts—including a major 
push from Sonoma County Farm Bureau Executive Di-
rector Dayna Ghirardelli—to educate the voting popula-
tion proved majorly successful as nearly 85% of voters 
disagreed with the measure. 

Measures like this are going to continue to pop up in 
each election cycle. Take for example, the defeated Prop-
osition 3 in Oregon this past summer that wanted to es-
sentially ban all animal agriculture, fishing, trapping and 
hunting. The group behind Measure J, dubbed as the Co-
alition to End Factory Farming, was already planning 
protests for immediately after the election process. The 
donor pool they target will continue to foster ideas that 
target animal agriculture and will be seen on another 
ballot; it’s just a matter of time. 

In Colorado, Ordinance 309 targeted Superior Farms, 
Inc., a slaughterhouse facility in which nearly 20% of the 
nation’s lamb processing takes place. The ordinance was 
defeated as nearly 65% of voters disagreed with the in-
city ban. Animal agriculture was targeted with an addi-
tional measure: Ordinance 308, which was slightly softer 
in its wording, targeted the use of animal products to be 
manufactured, distributed, displayed or sold. This in-
cluded leather, furs used in products like cowboy hats, 
gloves, rugs, fly fishing gear and so on. Clearly this was an 
ordinance that would have quickly expanded its mean-
ings and gone after a much wider array of products and 
continued to target animal agriculture. 

Ordinance 309 was a much bolder move by a group 
named Pro-Animal Future. This ordinance set out to 
completely disarm, dismantle and go after animal pro-
cessing facilities, starting in the city of Denver. The bla-
tant attack used fear tactics and emotionally driven mes-
sages to sway votes throughout the campaign, but fortu-
nately, this proved to not be enough as the ordinance 
was beaten handily. Agriculture needs to be on the look-
out for future ordinances that reach the ballot because 
this clearly won’t be the last of its kind in Colorado where 
the trend is to continue to lean further left. 

Production agriculture has been the attacked party for 
far too long. Issues like these are going to continue to 
creep into the ballots. Continued efforts to educate the 
masses is an absolute must moving forward. Continuing 
to work together across trade associations to share suc-
cess stories, bounce ideas and work together is going to 
continue to be a need agriculture figures out. From the 
time seeds are planted to crops being fed to animals to 
their harvest, these industries need to have a steady 
stream of information sharing in order to combat activ-
ists and harmful legislation. 

Regardless of what side of the aisle you chose to be sit-
ting in the Oval Office, agriculture needs to remain at the 
forefront of our minds. Like-minded priorities that pro-
mote agriculture need to be a strong commitment from 
the new legislation. At WLJ, we are anxious to see who 
the new administration will place in important seats that 
will impact our readership over the next four years. One 
thing is for sure, there’s a definite shift happening out 
there. — LOGAN IPSEN

CCOMMENTSOMMENTS

IPSEN

Consilience: the linking together of principles from different 
disciplines especially when forming a comprehensive theory.

Politicians need to make policies considering a wide range of 
issues, such as the economy, immigration and the environment. 
Consilience, defined above and explained by the biologist E. O. 
Wilson, is required to do this properly. Politicians also use broad 
terms which can be vague. For example, there are new policies 
to identify and protect “old growth forests” without clear definition 
of what they are. All forests grow, so “old trees in forests” might 
be a more accurate term. The U.S. Forest Service recognized that 
forests in different areas have different growth rates, weather, soil, 
water conditions and tree species and defined old growth for 
different regions (see the References at wlj.net). The Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) is another example of vague terminology be-
cause subspecies and populations are considered “species” 
under the ESA.

Maintaining the economy while protecting the environment 
is an example of consilience and combining policies. Immigration 
must also be combined with these policies because immigration 
increases the U.S. population, population growth is the ultimate 
cause of environmental impacts, and population growth is con-
sidered necessary for economic growth (see the References). 

Consider that immigration increases the U.S. population. Todd 
Bensman of the Center for Immigration Studies reports that 7.6 
million illegal immigrants were encountered by the Border Patrol 
since January 2021, more than 5 million were allowed to stay in 
the U.S. and 10 million are expected to remain in the U.S. by 
January 2025. Increasing populations increases demand for re-
sources and land, with increased environmental impacts includ-
ing climate change. 

Immigration is advocated for economic growth. While discuss-
ing immigration reform, former president Bill Clinton recently 
said, “We’ve got the lowest birth rate we have had in well over a 
hundred years … We are not at replacement level, which means 
we have got to have somebody come here if we want to grow the 
economy.” The Penn Wharton Budget Model at the University of 
Pennsylvania reported U.S. population projections: “U.S. popu-
lation growth is projected to decline, and the population will 
become much older over time. Preventing these outcomes will 
require faster immigration by several multiples of its current rate.” 

This focus on economic growth ignores the environmental 
impacts of population growth. It appears we need consilience of 
economic, environmental and immigration policies. But first we 
need facts and clear terminology. Note the terms used in these 
quotes. Clinton refers to a lower birth rate and Penn Wharton 

refers to population growth declining. They don’t refer to popu-
lation numbers. You might consider birth rate and growth of your 
livestock herd, but ultimately you aim for a number of animals 
that fit your range. 

We need to know the number of people in the U.S. population 
and if it’s growing or declining for informed policy. I got the cur-
rent U.S. population data from the Census Bureau. The U.S. 
population was 337,269,340 as of Oct. 15 at 8 a.m. MDT. There is 
one death every 11 seconds, which is 5.5 deaths every minute or 
2,866,909 deaths per year, and one birth every 9 seconds, which 
is 6.7 births every minute or 3,504,000 births per year. Births 
minus deaths (3,504,000 minus 2,866,909) is an increase of 
637,091 people per year. There are more births than deaths. There 
is one immigrant every 28 seconds, which is 2.1 immigrants every 
minute, or 1,126,285 per year. The Census Bureau doesn’t say if 
this includes illegal immigrants. Combining the excess births and 
immigrants is 637,091 plus 1,126,285, which is 1,763,376 new 
people per year. The U.S. population is growing with or without 
immigrants. 

The Census Bureau also reports the U.S. population gains one 
person every 18 seconds, which is 3.3 new people every minute 
or 1,752,000 people per year. This is a little less than my calculation 
of net birth plus immigration of 1,763,376 per year (a difference 
of 11,376).

The U.S. population is increasing by about 1.76 million people 
per year with births and immigration. Fertility data indicate there 
are currently 1.62 children per woman, and this is projected to 
decline. But do we need more immigration as Clinton and Penn 
Wharton suggest, perhaps because immigration is currently an 
important political issue? I don’t think we need more immigra-
tion, especially illegal immigration, because it’s illegal. The U.S. 
population has increased at about the same rate since 1900. In 
my opinion, increased environmental impacts, crowding and 
traffic, loss of open spaces, and impacts on agricultural land is a 
result of increased population. The U.S. population can’t con-
tinue to increase at a high rate for only economic reasons without 
impacting our quality of life, environment and agricultural lands. 
Impacts of immigration on the U.S. population, the economy and 
the environment need to be assessed together. — Dr. Matt Cro-
nin 

 
(Matt Cronin is a biologist with Northwest Biology and 

Forestry Company LLC in Bozeman, MT, croninm@aol.com. 
He was a research professor at the University of Alaska. A full 
lit of references can be found at wlj.net.)

RRESOURCE ESOURCE SSCIENCECIENCE THE US POPULATION  
AND IMMIGRATION

GGUEST UEST OOPINIONPINION MSGA CALLS FOR CATTLE 
INDUSTRY UNITY

Beef producers are faced with a number of challenges and we 
don’t all agree on how to overcome them. These issues are com-
plicated, and often lead to tense conversations. Simply telling one 
another to get along isn’t enough, so I would like to share some 
of the overarching issues facing everyone in the industry and what 
we can do to overcome them. Finding common ground is im-
perative for our future. At the end of the day, I believe that, deep 
down, all Americans want to get along with one another; this is 
also the case for beef producers.

Something we discuss in agricultural policy is the Jeffersonian 
Effect. Thomas Jefferson was an avid advocate for American 
agriculture and believed that when we are considering a policy 
or law for our country that benefits the American farmer, we 
should pass it because agriculture is essential to our nation. Farm-
ing and ranching promotes family values, develops land, feeds 
people and promotes caring for others and animals. Our food 
supply is a critical part of national security, and ultimately our 
freedom.

Over the last two decades, we have moved away from this line 
of thought as the American people have become increasingly 
removed from agriculture. We often place blame on politicians 
when policy doesn’t go our way, but we must recognize that 
lawmakers are being presented with a variety of opinions, even 
from within our industry. In general, we are up against more 
opposition than ever in passing policies that will improve produc-
tion agriculture. We are facing more litigation and are constantly 
battling misinformation about how American farmers and ranch-
ers produce food.

We are all very aware of generational turnover, and the fact that 
fewer people are coming into production agriculture today. Re-
cently when we sat in front of the Senate Ag Committee staff, I 
pointed to this trend, and the concern that we could wake up one 
day and realize that we can’t feed our country anymore. To prevent 
this, we need policy that improves the landscape for American 
farmers and ranchers. Achieving this will require unity.

Within our industry, we aren’t always helping one another. It 
is easy to get lost in the weeds on industry-specific issues, like 

country-of-origin labeling, or international trade. We can argue 
with one another about these issues to no end, and while it is 
important that we find solutions, we must keep in mind their 
effect on the larger picture, keeping farms and ranches in produc-
tion.

The American food supply system, and importantly for indus-
try members, the American West, could look very different if these 
trends continue. Small communities in Montana have struggled 
as farms and ranches have consolidated or have been sold to 
special interest groups that take the land out of production. 
Fewer small farms and ranches means there is less population, 
which has a negative effect on everything from local economies 
to schools. Younger generations sometimes leave the commu-
nity to seek opportunity. It’s imperative that we find ways to 
create opportunities in our rural communities to help them re-
main in the area. This is important to carrying our traditions and 
keeping the farm and ranch lands in production.

It’s a unique life, and those of us who choose it have a passion 
for it. Even if someone is raised in rural areas, it isn’t easy to ask 
young people to commit to this life. The reality of living and work-
ing on a ranch often includes driving hundreds of miles every 
week to get kids to school, having extended power outages in a 
storm, less access to technology, among many other challenges. 
We need to think outside the box as we try to support the next 
generation of producers or maybe someone who wants to get in 
the business. This may be access to capital and land, or a program 
that helps increase profit margins for young or new producers.

How do we regain focus on these larger issues? Reach across 
the aisle and talk to the neighbor that you don’t always agree with. 
The only thing we can control is ourselves, and if someone doesn’t 
want to discuss an issue or says something you don’t agree with, 
simply move on. If you are presented with an idea you don’t agree 
with, be open to hearing the other person’s side. We can all find 
common ground, and sometimes all it takes is opening that door. 
Keeping farms and ranches in business and rural communities 
vibrant are goals we can all agree on. — Lesley Robinson, Mon-
tana Stockgrowers Association (MSGA) first vice president
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California water officials are 
taking another step forward as 
part of a broader process to 
improve conditions for strug-
gling fish populations in the 
San Francisco Bay and the Sac-
ramento–San Joaquin Delta 
and its tributaries.

The California State Water 
Resources Control Board re-
cently announced draft up-
dates for the Sacramento River 
and Delta phase of the state’s 

water quality control plan, 
known as the Bay-Delta plan.

Thad Bettner, executive di-
rector of the Sacramento River 
Settlement Contractors, a 
group that holds contracts with 
the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation 
to divert water from the Sacra-
mento River, said the draft up-
dates mark the beginning of 
the implementation process, 
which he said “could have sig-
nificant impacts on agriculture 

and the environment.”
State law requires the state 

water board to adopt and peri-
odically review water quality 
control plans for all surface 
waters. The draft updates re-
leased are the second phase of 
the Bay-Delta plan and follow 
the 2018 board adoption of 
new flow objectives for the pro-
tection of fish in the lower San 
Joaquin River tributaries—the 
Stanislaus, Tuolumne and 

Merced rivers.
Draft updates under consid-

eration for the Sacramento 
River tributaries include a 
regulatory pathway alternative 
by staff that proposes 45% to 
65% of unimpaired flows and 
other measures to support fish. 
The pathway sets year-round 
inflow and outflow require-
ments, proposes new mea-
sures to preserve cold-water 
habitat for salmon and steel-
head, drought protection re-
quirements and monitoring 
and reporting provisions.

As an alternative, the board 
is considering incorporating 
voluntary agreements, which 
propose flow and nonflow 
measures to protect fish popu-
lations. Known as Healthy Riv-
ers and Landscapes, the pro-
posal submitted by water agen-
cies and supported by Gov. 
Gavin Newsom (D) aims to 
double salmon populations by 
2050.

“The Healthy Rivers alterna-
tive is the best path forward for 
California,” said David Guy, 
president of the Northern Cal-
ifornia Water Association, 
which represents water suppli-
ers and local governments in 
the Sacramento Valley. “It is 
more implementable and will 
be so much more effective for 
fish and wildlife and will not be 
devastating to the whole entire 
state.”

Guy added that the volun-
tary agreements align with 
Newsom’s water priorities, in-
cluding building Sites Reser-
voir and the Delta Conveyance 
Project.

“The state water board (reg-
ulatory pathway) proposal 
would undermine every one of 

the administration’s (water) 
priorities that the governor has 
talked about over the last two 
to three years,” he said. “We just 
need to make sure that the 
Healthy Rivers program meets 
the requirements for a water 
quality control plan update 
and that we have a strong pro-
gram going forward with some 
regulatory relief to it if this 
doesn’t happen.”

The voluntary agreements 
propose an initial eight-year 
term. If approved by the board 
and shown to be effective, the 
term could be extended or 
modified. If the proposed vol-
untary agreements are not 
found to be effective, a regula-
tory pathway could apply. For 
parties and tributaries without 
voluntary agreements, the 
regulatory pathway would ap-
ply under the proposal.

The draft updates to the Bay-
Delta plan include options 
based on alternatives de-
scribed in a staff report to the 
board last fall.

The board has not yet de-
cided on how to move forward 
with draft updates for the Sac-
ramento River and Delta and 
seeks public input during a 
series of workshops.

“With the release of these 
possible updates to the Sacra-
mento (River and) Delta por-
tions of the plan, the board 
would like to hear significant 
public input, which will be 
carefully considered as we 
work toward a comprehensive 
update that provides for the 
reasonable protection of ben-
eficial uses of water in the wa-
tershed,” said Eric Oppen-
heimer, executive director of 
the state water board.

The Sacramento River Set-
tlement Contractors are still 
digesting draft updates to the 
plan, Bettner said. He added 
that farmers, conservation 
groups and other stakeholders 
must actively engage in the 
regulatory process, as updates 
could lead to considerable ad-
justments in water availability 
for agricultural use.

“The difficulty is, given that 
there are still a lot of options in 
terms of what the board may 
ultimately decide, it is hard to 
analyze what those effects 
would be,” Bettner said.

The Bay-Delta watershed, 
which includes the Sacramen-
to and San Joaquin River sys-
tems, is the hub of the state’s 
water supply network. The 
river systems, including their 
tributaries, drain water from 
about 40% of the state’s land 
area, supporting a variety of 
beneficial uses. The rivers and 
the delta provide a portion of 
the water supply for two-thirds 
of Californians and millions of 
acres of farmland.

Public comments on the 
draft updates for the Sacra-
mento River and Delta portion 
of the Bay-Delta plan are due 
Dec. 19. The mid-December 
comment deadline, Bettner 
said, doesn’t provide stake-
holders a lot of time to analyze 
the draft updates and prepare 
comments.

“They’ve kind of painted us 
into a corner,” he said. “We’re 
pretty much seeing the up-
dates for the first time and hav-
ing to review it and digest it and 
understand what it means.” 
— Christine Souza, Ag Alert 
assistant editor, California 
Farm Bureau Federation

CA water board seeks comments on Bay-Delta plan 
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FEEDER SALES EVERY WEDNESDAY-  WEEKLY S ALE EVERY WEDNESDAY - 

NOVEMBER 20
NO SALE NOVEMBER 27
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DECEMBER 18

UPCOMING WESTERN VIDEO MARKET SALES
CALL NOW TO CONSIGN TO THESE WVM SALES.

DECEMBER 3 - RENO, NV 
CONSIGN BY NOV. 14

JANUARY 6 - NORTH PLATTE, NE
CONSIGN BY DEC. 26

SPECIAL FALL FEEDER SALES
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In early October, wildfires 
driven by high winds and 
extreme drought conditions 
swept across northwestern 
North Dakota, burning more 
than 110,000 acres. In per-
haps one of the worst sea-
sons for fire in the state’s his-
tory, two people lost their 
lives, countless livestock 
were killed or affected by fire, 
and thousands of acres of 
grazing lands and infrastruc-
ture were destroyed.

Julie Ellingson is the ex-
ecutive vice president for the 
North Dakota Stockmen’s 
Association (NDSA), which 
is working to help provide 
disaster relief to livestock 
producers affected by fire.

“This is obviously the dry-
er time of year, and, of course, 
there can be some fire asso-
ciated with harvest from 
time to time,” Julie told WLJ. 
“But this season really stands 
out as maybe one of the 
worst in state history—not 
only because of its size, but 
the extensive losses.”

Fires broke out in the 
northwest portion of the 
state on Saturday, Oct. 5. A 
complex of two fires, the Ray 
and Tioga fires, burned 
across Williams County, 
burning nearly 89,000 acres. 

An additional three wildfires 
broke out in McKenzie 
County: the Elkhorn Fire, the 
Bear Den Fire and another 
fire that was controlled be-
fore it was worsened by 
wind. Investigations regard-
ing the fires’ starts are still 
ongoing.

Estimates for livestock 
losses are preliminary, Julie 
said. The National Weather 
Service predicts a significant 
loss in livestock, and the 
North Dakota State Univer-
sity (NDSU) Extension is in 
the process of assessing loss 
and tallying numbers. A pre-
liminary report as of Oct. 29 

shared one county had lost 
at least 254 head of cattle in 
the fires.

“There were many others 
that survived but have other 
issues—burns or respiratory 
issues that unfortunately will 
manifest over time,” Julie 
added. “Clinic care and re-
habilitating those animals 
will be an ongoing project.”

A better idea of the total 
livestock losses will likely 
come after Livestock Indem-
nity Program applications 
are submitted and NDSU 
Extension completes its as-
sessments. In addition to 
livestock impacts, many 

acres of rangeland burnt and 
at least four occupied farm-
steads were destroyed. 

“We do know that some 
families were very hard hit by 
the fire moving up to 80 miles 
an hour,” Julie said. “It’s hard 
to imagine what that would 
be like.”

Julie applauded the coor-
dinated response to the fires 
between state agencies and 
partner organizations.

“Responding to some-
thing of that magnitude—a 
fire with that large of foot-
print and that persists over a 
couple of weeks—is quite a 
feat,” she said. “So, I was re-
ally proud of the coordinated 
effort and the information 
sharing that was had through 
the process.”

Of the 10,884 acres burned 
during the Elkhorn Fire, a 
little less than half was pri-
vately owned, Steve Best, 
public affairs officer for U.S. 
Forest Service Dakota Prairie 
Grasslands, told WLJ in an 
email. The McKenzie Coun-
ty Grazing Association holds 
the permit for grazing within 
the area of the Elkhorn Fire, 
and parts of four allotments 
were affected by the fire. Best 
said that local range staff is 
working with the grazing as-
sociation to manage the du-
ration, frequency and inten-
sity of livestock use on allot-
ments affected by wildfire.

“Flexible management 
will be applied to the allot-
ments when possible,” Best 
said. “Some of those flexibil-
ities may include adjusting 
allotment entry and off dates, 
livestock number adjust-
ments and season of use.” 

Relief efforts
Several relief efforts are un-

derway for livestock producers 
impacted by fire.

“There has been an incred-
ible outpouring of support 
from people across the state, 
and across the nation for that 
matter,” Julie said.

NDSA and the North Da-
kota Stockmen’s Foundation 
are coordinating the “Out of 
the Ashes Wildfire Disaster 
Relief Program” to aid live-
stock producers. Monetary 
funds will be distributed to 
eligible ranchers through an 
application and nomination 
process. 

“Applications will be confi-
dentially screened and 100% 
of the pool of funds that we 
have available will be used for 
impacted producers,” Julie 
said. “We will steward those 
dollars like they were ours and 
distribute them in their en-
tirety to those who were im-
pacted.”

As of early November, more 
than 130 unique donors had 
already contributed to the 
fund, which was valued at ap-
proximately $350,000 on top of 
the initial $50,000 allocated to 
the fund.

“We are really, really grate-

ful,” she said. “Disaster like this 
really brings out the best in 
others, and the generosity, 
care and support that people 
provide in a time of need re-
ally is inspiring.”

Monetary contributions to 
the Out of the Ashes Wildfire 
Disaster Relief Program can be 
made two ways. Checks can be 
made to the NDSF with “Out 
of the Ashes” written in the 
memo and sent to 4520 Ottawa 
St., Bismarck, ND 58503. Cred-
it card donations may be made 
at tinyurl.com/mvedssf2.

Heading into the winter, af-
fected ranchers will now be 
faced with the loss of their 
grazing land and feed supplies. 

The North Dakota Depart-
ment of Agriculture is coordi-
nating donated hay resources 
through the Hay Hotline, as 
well as listing hay available for 
sale. Producers needing hay or 
wanting to list their hay can 
call 701-328-5110.

Farm Rescue is offering sup-
port through its “Operation 
Hay Lift” to haul livestock feed 
and supplies to ranchers af-
fected by fires. Those inter-
ested in donating hay can 
email info@farmrescue.org or 
call 701-252-2017. — Anna 
Miller, WLJ managing editor 

with Julie Ellingson

This exclusive column found only in 
WLJ features unique perspectives 
from some of the nation’s top  
producers, marketers, animal health 
experts, economists and more.

Courtesy photo
Julie Ellingson

(Send calendar of events 
information to editorial@wlj.
net.)
Dec. 5-7 – The United States 
Cattlemen’s Association will 
host their 2024 Annual 
Meeting in San Antonio, TX, at 
the InterContinental Hotel. 

Details: uscattlemen.org/
annual-meeting-2024. 
Dec. 4-6 – The National 
Grazing Lands Coalition will 
hold the ninth National Grazing 
Lands Conference in Tucson, 
AZ. Registration is open at 
www.grazinglands.org. 

CCOMING OMING EEVENTSVENTS
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A group of ranchers and 
cattle industry associations 
is suing the USDA in federal 
court in South Dakota to 
block a rule requiring elec-
tronic ear tags for cattle that 
cross state lines.

The lawsuit aims to undo 
a rule published in May that 
some in the ranching com-
munity see as expensive, un-
necessarily burdensome 
and implemented in conflict 
with federal rulemaking 
norms.

The rule comes from the 
USDA’s Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service, 
and versions of it have seen 

significant pushback from 
ranchers since 2019. Previ-
ous proposals were scrapped 
after public comment peri-
ods. The latest version of the 
rule was published in May 
and would phase out tradi-
tional ear tags in favor of 
electronic identification 
(EID) for cattle and bison 
older than 18 months that 
are shipped across state 
lines, all dairy cattle, and 
cattle or bison used for rodeo 
or recreation. 

Electronic tags, the agency 
says, reduce the possibility of 
human error, because they 
wouldn’t require a person to 

manually log information on 
ear tags. The electronic tags 
are also meant to make it 
easier for veterinarians to 
access information about a 
herd when attending to a 
sick animal.

The rule took effect Nov. 5. 
While many ranchers and 
ranch groups oppose the 
mandate, the opposition is 
not universal. The National 
Cattlemen’s Beef Associa-
tion supports the EID rule 
and has been releasing guid-
ance for livestock growers on 
how to comply throughout 
the year. The National Milk 
Producers Federation has 

also pushed for ID rules. 

New lawsuit 
The plaintiffs in the South 

Dakota lawsuit are the 
Ranchers-Cattlemen Action 
Legal Fund, United Stock-
growers of America (R-CALF 
USA), South Dakota Stock-
growers Association, Farm 
and Ranch Freedom Alli-
ance, Kenny and Roxie Fox, 
Rick and Theresa Fox, and 
Tracy and Donna Hunt of 
the MW Cattle Company of 
Wyoming and South Dako-
ta.

Some of the same plain-

tiffs challenged a similar 
mandate in 2019. The USDA 
dropped its pursuit of the 
mandate in the face of resis-
tance from numerous cor-
ners of the livestock industry 
shortly thereafter. The rule 
came back in a new form in 
2023 in the run-up to the 
May 2024 final rule.

The groups argue in their 
new lawsuit that by bringing 
the rule back in a form sub-
stantially similar to previ-
ously ditched efforts, the 
USDA violated federal laws 
on administrative rulemak-
ing.

The tags are expensive 
and impractical, the plain-
tiffs argue, and are not nec-
essary to achieve the goals of 
the law for which the USDA 
wrote the rule. The USDA 
has argued that the tags can 
help trace animal diseases 
across state lines more ef-
fectively than the brands 
and ear tags commonly used 
by smaller producers.

In comments to the USDA 
last year, the plaintiffs wrote 
that the rule “was unneces-
sary because current animal 
disease traceability methods 
are adequate” and “does not 
actually address a funda-
mental problem” with the 
current system.

“All of Plaintiffs’ com-
ments and concerns were 
rejected or ignored,” the law-
suit states.

The plaintiffs are asking a 
judge to invalidate the USDA 
rule and permanently pre-
vent the agency from impos-
ing it on them.

Case leans on  
SCOTUS ruling

The case is among the first 
filed in South Dakota that 
leans on this year’s U.S. Su-
preme Court June 28 deci-
sion in Loper Bright vs. Rai-
mondo, which undid a four-
decade precedent called the 
“Chevron doctrine.” The 
doctrine expected federal 
court deference to the judg-
ment of federal agents who 
write rules to carry out the 
mandates in laws passed by 
Congress.

Under Chevron, plaintiffs 
who sought to challenge 
agency regulations had to 
clear a high bar to prove that 
an agency overstepped its 
authority. Without Chevron, 
judges are no longer expect-
ed to give preferential weight 
to the expertise of agencies 
when rules are challenged in 
court.

Loper Bright has sparked 
a flurry of court challenges 
to federal rules since June. 
Google Scholar lists more 
than 200 federal cases na-
tionwide citing Loper Bright 
so far this year. 

The case in South Dakota, 
which cites Loper Bright, 
spins out of longstanding 
resistance in some quarters 
to the electronic tagging re-
quirements. 

Last month, a group of 
ranchers held a rally in Rap-
id City, SD, at which some 
speakers with the industry 
suggested the mandate 
would end the cattle indus-
try.

The rally was held in tan-
dem with the annual con-
vention of the South Dakota 
Stockgrowers Association.

According to coverage 

from The Dakota Scout, 
ranchers are concerned 
about the cost of the tags, but 
also fear that electronic 
tracking will be used to 
clamp down on ranchers in 
the name of climate change. 
Rep. Harriet Hageman (R-
WY-At large) spoke at the 
event and warned that ID 
tags in Denmark have 
helped that nation’s govern-
ment levy taxes on livestock 
producers over emissions 
from their animals.

Rounds aims to block 
rule with bill

Sen. Mike Rounds (R-SD) 
has railed against the rule 
for years. In May, shortly 
after the most recent 
version of the rule was 
published in the Federal 
R e g i s t e r ,  R o u n d s 
introduced a bill that would 
b a r  t h e  U S D A  f ro m 
instituting EID mandates. 
Hageman has introduced a 
similar bill in the House of 
Representatives.

South Dakota state law-
makers have also weighed 
in on the issue. In 2022, 
Gov. Kristi Noem (R) signed 
a bill into law that says live-
stock owners can choose 
any of the identification op-
tions available under fed-
eral rules from 2013, or op-
tions endorsed by the state 
Animal Industry Board.

Earlier  last  month, 
Rounds brought up Loper 
Bright during a question-
and-answer session with 
the Sioux Falls Chamber of 
Commerce. For too long, he 
said, agencies had too 
much authority in rule-
making, citing the electron-
ic tagging rules as a particu-
larly egregious example.

Ranchers aren’t opposed 
to ear tags necessarily, but 
Rounds said the USDA 
shouldn’t impose rules for 
specific types of tags from 
afar.

“Why in the hell is the 
federal government telling 
our farmers or ranchers 
what kind of a damn ear tag 
they’ve got to put in the ear 
of their livestock?” the sen-
ator said during the Oct. 9 
event in Sioux Falls, SD.

The rule “may be a good 
idea,” Rounds said, but he 
doesn’t think regulators 
should be making laws 
without listening to the in-
dustry and taking its con-
cerns seriously.

Overturning the Chevron 
doctrine, he said, has given 
ranchers a better chance to 
succeed in court. 

“On that type of a deal, 
can they come back in un-
der Chevron and challenge 
it?” he said. “Yeah, I think 
they probably can.” 

A representative from the 
USDA told South Dakota 
Searchlight by email that 
the agency cannot com-
ment on pending litigation. 
The attorney representing 
the ranchers in the federal 
lawsuit did not immedi-
ately respond to requests 
for comment.

An R-CALF news release 
says the rule “imposes pun-
ishing new financial and 
practical burdens, particu-
larly on smaller and inde-
pendent cattle producers.” 
— John Hult, South Da-
kota Searchlight

Cattle groups, SD ranches file suit to block federal EID rule
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In 2015, the Soda Fire 
burned 280,000 acres in 
southwest Idaho and south-
east Oregon, including large 
swathes of Malheur County.

One of the biggest contrib-
utors to the fire—and others 
like it—are invasive grasses, 
otherwise known as “fine fu-
els.” Not only do fine fuels 
worsen wildfires, they can 
also out-compete native 
plants that make up the 
unique biodiversity of the 
Northern Great Basin, where 
Malheur County is located.

Sergio Arispe, who’s been 
with the Oregon State Univer-
sity (OSU) Extension Service 
since 2014, knows all about 
the problem of invasive 
grasses and their effect on the 
local cattle industry. That’s 
because Arispe’s No. 1 prior-
ity as an associate professor 
with Extension and research 
appointments is to evaluate 
what is important to the com-
munity he serves.

Arispe often thinks about 
wildfires, invasive grasses 
and public lands—three vital 
concerns for a county whose 
ranchers rely on healthy 
rangeland for grazing. Almost 
three-quarters of Malheur 
County is designated as pub-
lic land.

When community mem-
bers and the Vale District Of-
fice of the U.S. Bureau of Land 
Management reached out to 
Arispe asking for help to 
manage fine fuels on public 

lands, he was more than hap-
py to oblige.

The subsequent eight years 
of research has been incred-
ibly successful with contract-
ed grazing beyond what was 
traditionally permitted that 
reduces combustible plant 
materials.

Arispe has been awarded 
$515,132 from the Fuels Man-
agement and Community 
Fire Assistance Program—
within the Oregon/Washing-
ton Bureau of Land Manage-
ment —to continue working 
on the project and incorpo-
rate drone sensing technol-
ogy.

Intricate ecosystem
“Within the northern Great 

Basin where we are in Mal-
heur County, you go out see 
birds of prey, apex predators 
like pumas and bobcats,” 
Arispe said. “You also see 
herbivores, elk, pronghorn 
antelope, smaller bird spe-
cies, water fowl and pheas-
ants. You find insects, all the 
way to bacteria and moss.”

The ecosystem is a special 
ecological and recreational 
resource, he said. “It’s just a 
very active, intricate ecosys-
tem that allows people like 
you and people like me to go 
out there, take a deep breath, 
and really appreciate the 
beauty.”

Seventy-seven percent of 
Malheur County is range-

land. The cattle and dairy 
industries make up 59% of 
the agricultural products 
sold, by value. Malheur has 
the second largest cattle in-
dustry in the state.

Rangeland forage and feed 
costs are big concerns of Mal-
heur cattle producers.

Arispe hoped that he could 
solve two issues at once: re-
ducing winter feed cost and 
wildfire risk. He enlisted part-
ner cattlemen to try answer-
ing the question: Would cattle 
eat invasive, fire-fueling 
grasses during the fall and 

winter seasons?
The cattle grazed during 

the fall, the dormant season 
for the native plants. This 
means the native plants were 
not experiencing new growth 
and were therefore more re-
silient.

The experiment to extend 
the grazing season paid off. 
Over the past eight years, 
Arispe’s research has led to 
the removal by grazing of 
over 6,000 tons of fine fuels 
from the ecosystem and 
saved his partner ranchers a 
total of $50,000 in feed costs 

during the contracted fall-
winter grazing period.

Perennial bunch grasses 
are native, create better hab-
itat and cause less risk of 
wildfire. “They are ideal 
grasses that we want.”

Notably, the grazing didn’t 
harm the native plants. 
“We’re not seeing any nega-
tive effects on the perennial 
bunch grass community,” 
Arispe said.

Arispe published these 
successes in Rangeland Ecol-
ogy & Management with 
partners from Boise State 

University, University of Ida-
ho, Brigham Young Univer-
sity, USDA’s Agricultural Re-
search Services, and the Uni-
versity of Nevada, Reno.

The next step, funded by 
Arispe’s new grant, will allow 
him to learn more about the 
relationship between cattle 
grazing behavior and the 
growth of different plant 
types on public lands.

“We are going to use drone 
sensors to look at different 
stages of growth to improve 
degraded sage brush,” said 
Arispe. — OSU Extension

Dormant-season grazing is a win for all

In response to a recent 
question from a producer, the 
topic this week addresses the 
difference between a couple 
of growth performance mea-
sures commonly used in beef 
production. It also includes 
some anecdotal evidence ob-
served on a handful of Angus 
calves being fed at the Okla-
homa State University (OSU) 
Purebred Beef Cattle Center. 

The Beef Improvement 
Federation defines weight per 
day of age (WDA) and average 
daily gain (ADG) as follows:

• WDA: Weight of an indi-
vidual divided by its age in 
days.

• ADG: Measurement of 
the average daily body weight 
change over a specified pe-
riod of time of an animal on a 
feed test.

Both are measures of 
growth that are easy to calcu-
late but are distinctly differ-
ent. For example, if a calf was 
born weighing 80 pounds and 
later weaned at 200 days of 
age weighing 500 lbs., the 
WDA (500 divided by 200) is 
2.5 lbs./day. The ADG of the 
same calf from birth to wean-
ing would be 2.1 lbs./day (500 
minus 80, divided by 200).

The measure of WDA is 
useful to evaluate on young 
growing cattle from approxi-
mately weaning to yearling 
time. The measure of ADG 
has been used in perfor-
mance testing for decades 
and is commonly used to 
measure the growth perfor-
mance of pens of finishing 
cattle. Both these measures 
would be based on the ge-
netic potential of calves to 

grow as well as the environ-
mental effects of factors like 
weather and the plane of nu-
trition. ADG could also be 
heavily influenced by plane 
of nutrition prior to the test-
ing period which could im-
pact the amount of compen-
satory gain during the test 
period.

The OSU Purebred Beef 
Center is currently develop-
ing a group of four Angus heif-
ers and a group of four Angus 
bulls to potentially exhibit in 
Angus Pen of Three Show at 
the Cattlemen’s Congress 
Show in Oklahoma City, OK, 
in January. 

The calves were born from 
Jan. 17 to Feb. 25. The calves 
were on a 14% crude protein 
creep ration, fed ad-lib, for 
several months prior to wean-
ing in mid-August. Six of the 
eight calves have Weaning 
and Yearling EPDs in the best 
5% of non-parent Angus cat-
tle. The other two rank in the 
best 20% of the breed for 
Weaning and Yearling Weight 
EPDs. 

Based on weights taken at 
the beginning of October 
when the calves were 219-258 
days of age, the range of ac-
tual weights, ADGs and 
WDAs of the calves are sum-
marized as follows. 

• Bulls — Weight range: 
970-1,110 lbs. ADG range: 
3.83-4.1 lbs. WDA range: 4.14-
4.41 lbs.

• Heifers — Weight range: 
780-815 lbs. ADG range: 2.9-
3.2 lbs. WDA range: 3.2-3.55 
lbs. — Mark Z. Johnson, OSU 
Extension beef cattle breed-
ing specialist

Calculating weight per 
day of age and ADG
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When Jeff and Annie Main 
of Good Humus Farm began 
farming in Yolo County, CA, 
nearly half a century ago, one 
of the first challenges they 
encountered was finding a 
market for their organic pro-
duce.

“In order to sell something, 
you have to have somebody 
to sell it to,” Jeff Main said re-
cently during a farm tour or-
ganized by the California Cli-
mate & Agriculture Network, 
or CalCAN. 

Back then, with organic 
farming in its early days, there 
were few established chan-

nels for selling organic pro-
duce. So, in 1976, the Mains 
created their own, helping 
found the Davis Farmers Mar-
ket and the Davis Food Co-op.

Today, Good Humus Farm 
grows 200 varieties of organic 
fruits, vegetables, herbs and 
flowers on 30 acres, selling 
most of it to food co-ops, 
farmers markets and Com-
munity-Supported Agricul-
ture (CSA) programs, that 
prioritize local, organic pro-
duce.

The evolution of consumer 
demand for organic products 
has enabled organic farming 

to develop into a major indus-
try. But according to research-
ers and policy experts, new 
markets may need to be cre-
ated for California to meet its 
goal of converting more farm-
land to organic agriculture.

In April, Gov. Gavin New-
som’s (D) administration re-
leased a set of “nature-based 
solutions” for meeting the 
state’s climate targets. Among 
the solutions is a goal of con-
verting 10% of California’s 
annual and perennial crop-
land to organic agriculture by 
2030. By 2045, the state aims 
to have 20% of its cropland in 

organic production.
Those targets could be a 

heavy lift in light of recent 
trends in California’s organic 
acreage. In 2022, the most 
recent year with data report-
ed, about 4% of the state’s 
cropland was organic, and 
after years of expansion, the 
share of acreage that was or-
ganic had declined for two 
straight years.

“It could be that we have 
reached a plateau in terms of 
overall market forces,” said 
Ryan Galt, director of the Uni-
versity of California (UC), Da-
vis, Agricultural Sustainability 

Institute and professor of hu-
man ecology.

With organic acreage slid-
ing, some stakeholders are 
pushing for the state govern-
ment—as a major food buyer 
for schools, prisons and other 
publicly funded institu-
tions—to leverage its pur-
chasing power to create the 
market needed for California 
to achieve its goals. There are 
also market opportunities 
provided by federally funded 
programs.

Cathryn Couch, CEO of the 
Ceres Community Project, 
which contracts with publicly 
funded health care organiza-
tions to provide meals, said 
during a panel at the CalCAN 
Climate & Agriculture Sum-
mit that the state should align 
its food spending with its cli-
mate objectives.

“If we have a climate goal,” 
Couch said, “don’t we want to 
bring these two things togeth-
er?”

California does not track 
demand for organic products 
from public programs. Rough 
estimates suggest the pur-
chasing power of the state and 
federal government, if lever-
aged, could be significant. 

In 2022, organic producers 
in California grossed about 
$4.5 billion in sales, according 
to the California Department 
of Food and Agriculture     
(CDFA).

That was the same year the 
federal government began 
reimbursing food-as-medi-
cine programs in California 
and other states. Just 18 
months into the program, 
Couch said the Ceres Com-
munity Project, which exclu-
sively buys organic produce, 
and other partners were 
spending $200 million on 
food-as-medicine. 

“We’re starting to scale re-
ally fast,” Couch said, adding 
that studies showing the food-
as-medicine model results in 
significant cost savings for 
health care providers has gen-
erated further momentum. In 
the coming years, she said 
public spending on food in 
the health care sector could 
scale up to nearly $1 billion 
per year. “What if half of that 
is going to organic?” Couch 
said.

Another market opportu-
nity is California’s $600 mil-
lion yearly budget for the 
state’s Universal School Meals 
Program, which provides two 
meals per child per day. Ad-
ditional spending on food for 
schools is generated by grant-
funded programs such as 
CDFA’s Farm to School pro-
gram.

Nicholas Anicich, who 
manages the Farm to School 
program, said he is pushing 
for California to prioritize 
buying certified organic pro-
duce for schools. “We’re not 
mandating organic in the pro-
gram, but we do highly en-
courage it,” Anicich said.

A new federally funded 
program does focus on buy-
ing organic products for 
schools. The USDA recently 
launched its Organic Dairy 
Product Promotion program, 
which allocates $15 million 
for public educational institu-
tions and youth programs to 
purchase organic dairy prod-
ucts.

California State University, 
Fresno, is partnering with 

USDA to implement the pro-
gram at schools in California.

Organic farming groups 
such as California Certified 
Organic Farmers (CCOF) are 
looking to the California De-
partment of Pesticide Regula-
tion’s (DPR) Sustainable Pest 
Management framework as a 
means through which to se-
cure procurement commit-
ments from the state. Under 
the framework, DPR has di-
rected state agencies to de-
velop purchasing criteria, 
recommending they consider 
organic certification among 
other factors.

“We want all of our farmers, 
including those for whom 
organic makes the most 
sense, to have diverse market 
opportunities available to 
them,” said Chris Reardon, 
director of government affairs 
for the California Farm Bu-
reau.

CCOF Policy Manager La-
etitia Benador said contracts 
with public institutions are 
valuable for farmers because 
they ensure reliable sales. 
“Procurement means a stable 
market,” Benador said.

A significant shift in the 
state’s procurement priorities 
would inevitably bring chal-
lenges.

Built into the business 
model of organic farms is a 
higher price point to make up 
for lower crop yields. That can 
be an obstacle for institutions 
working with tight budgets. 
For school districts, Anicich 
said, “their job is to not lose 
money.” 

There are also challenges 
associated with establishing 
the infrastructure and supply 
chains needed to get organic 
products from farms to school 
cafeterias. 

Yael Cypers Kotick, pro-
curement manager for the 
Alice Waters Institute for Ed-
ible Education and Regenera-
tive Agriculture, has worked 
during the past year to imple-
ment CDFA’s Farm to School 
program in the Los Angeles 
Unified School District 
(LAUSD), the second largest 
school district in the nation.

Last year, more than 600 
schools in LAUSD partici-
pated in the Farm to School 
program, which purchased 
about 20% of its produce for 
the district from organic 
farms. The schools were able 
to find pricing that worked for 
them, Cypers Kotick said, but 
they encountered obstacles 
as basic as figuring out where 
a carrot—sourced from a 
small farm and shipped to 
schools with limited kitchen 
infrastructure or staffing—
was going to get washed.

“There’s this huge gap in 
the middle,” she said. “Physi-
cally, things are not set up to 
accommodate this kind of 
sourcing.” 

Still, Cypers Kotick and oth-
ers said working to establish 
those market channels can 
benefit schools and organic 
farms while advancing the 
state’s climate goals. 

“Public procurement 
seems to make a lot of sense,” 
said Galt, the UC Davis re-
searcher. “Farmers are going 
to need to be economically 
viable to continue to survive 
in the organic world.” — Ca-
leb Hampton, Ag Alert as-
sistant editor, California 
Farm Bureau Federation

Organic targets may require new markets
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September exports of U.S. 
pork and beef were higher year 
over year, according to data 
released by USDA and com-
piled by the U.S. Meat Export 
Federation (USMEF), with 
pork exports well-positioned to 
set annual volume and value 
records in 2024.

September pork exports to-
taled 238,047 metric tons (mt), 
up 8% from a year ago, while 
value increased 6% to $685.1 
million. Through the first 
three-quarters of the year, pork 
exports were 5% above last 
year’s pace at 2.23 million mt, 
with value up 7% to $6.36 bil-
lion.

“U.S. pork’s September per-
formance was especially en-
couraging because growth was 
mainly driven by small and 
medium-sized markets in Cen-
tral America, Southeast Asia 
and Oceania, and pork exports 
to Colombia continue to reach 
new heights,” said USMEF 
President and CEO Dan Hal-
strom. “It was certainly an-
other robust month for pork 
exports to Mexico and ship-
ments to Japan were above last 
year. But the broad-based 
growth reflects the U.S. indus-
try’s strong commitment to 
market diversification.” 

Through September, pork 
exports to leading market Mex-
ico are on a record pace, as are 
shipments to Central America, 
Colombia and several Carib-
bean markets. Shipments are 
also up substantially to South 
Korea, Oceania and the ASEAN 
region. 

September beef  
export growth 

Exports of U.S. beef totaled 
103,980 mt in September, up 
5% year over year, while export 

value climbed 6% to $843.8 
million. January-September 
exports increased 5% in value 
to $7.82 billion, despite vol-
ume falling 2% to 960,814 mt. 

With the exception of Chi-
na/Hong Kong, September 
beef exports trended higher 
than a year ago in all major 
Asian markets, while demand 
remained strong in Mexico 
and shipments to Central 
America were the largest in 18 
months.

“The tourism rebound in 
Asia has certainly provided 
momentum for U.S. beef, es-
pecially in Japan, Taiwan and 
Korea,” Halstrom said. “We 
also saw impressive growth in 
the Philippines and Indonesia, 
which are markets where we 
see a lot of untapped growth 
potential.”

Exports of U.S. lamb reached 
just 167 mt in September, down 
32% from a year ago and the 
lowest this year. Export value 
was $853,000, down 27%. De-
spite this slowdown, January-
September lamb exports were 
13% above a year ago at 2,113 
mt, while value increased 17% 
to $11.1 million. Shipments 
trended higher than a year ago 
to the Caribbean, Mexico, the 
Philippines, Guatemala and 
Taiwan. Lamb exports to Mex-
ico are on pace to be the largest 
since 2019, while shipments to 
the Bahamas are the strongest 
since 2011.

A detailed summary of the 
January-September export re-
sults for U.S. beef, pork and 
lamb, including market-specif-
ic highlights, is available from 
the USMEF website, usmef.org. 
— USMEF

September red meat exports above last year
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The University of Nebraska–
Lincoln (UNL) aims to better 
gauge the environmental im-
pact of the ranching industry 
with a new $5 million grant.

“We’re asking beef produc-
ers to make changes without 
the science to know it is benefi-
cial, and not being able to ac-
curately measure whether 
their change worked,” said 
Galen Erickson, professor of 
ruminant nutrition and leader 

of the Beef Innovation hub at 
Nebraska. 

Erickson’s team recently re-
ceived a five-year, $5 million 
Grand Challenges grant from 
the university to address that 
issue. The project will establish 
scientific processes and de-
velop technology to accurately 
measure greenhouse gas emis-
sions from grazing cattle.

Researchers will study cattle 
in grazing systems at three of 

the university’s research facili-
ties—the Eastern Nebraska 
Research, Extension and Edu-
cation Center near Mead; 
Barta Brothers Ranch, south-
east of Ainsworth; and Gud-
mundsen Sandhills Labora-
tory, near Whitman. 

The Grand Challenges ini-
tiative is funded by the Office 
of the Chancellor and the Of-
fice of Research and Innova-
tion. The grants are open only 

to Husker faculty and must 
address one of seven thematic 
areas. This grant, called Ad-
vancing Development of As-
sessments, Practices and Tools 
(ADAPT) to Produce Climate 
Smart Beef in Grazing Systems, 
addresses three of those pri-
orities—climate resilience, 
sustainable food and water 
security, and science and tech-
nology literacy for society. 

“The goal of the project is to 
develop tools that can be eas-
ily and economically em-
ployed to help predict the ben-
efits and any situations where 
we can improve relative to 
greenhouse gas in grazing sys-
tems,” Erickson said. “We want 
to provide tools that allow pro-
ducers to say this is or isn’t a 
practice that will have a posi-
tive effect on the environment.”  

The ADAPT team includes 
researchers in grazing systems; 
human dimensions; remote 
sensing, including drone tech-
nology; data modeling and 
management; greenhouse gas 
flux; ecosystem resilience; 
communications; plant eco-
physiology; soil science; and 
agronomy.

“This project brings together 
a diverse team with a wide 
variety of expertise,” Erickson 
said. “There are people work-
ing in beef systems on this proj-
ect who never thought they’d 
be working in beef systems.” 

Derek McLean, dean of the 
Agricultural Research Divi-
sion, said the university recog-
nizes how important the beef 
industry is to the state eco-
nomically and ecologically.

“For more than a century, 
UNL has provided research-
based recommendations to 
the beef industry so they can 
more responsibly and profit-
ably do business,” he said. “We 
will continue that support as 
the beef industry works to un-
derstand their environmental 
footprint. UNL is committed to 
furthering efforts that are sci-
entifically accurate and data-
backed, so we look forward to 
seeing the ADAPT project add 
information to the beef sus-
tainability conversation.”

Homer Buell, a beef pro-
ducer from Rose, NE, and for-
mer co-chair of the Beef In-
novation hub, was involved in 
the grant proposal. 

“It’s really important that we 
know what impact we are hav-
ing on greenhouse gases,” he 

said. “There are so many things 
we can do within our industry, 
but we really need to know 
how we’re affecting the envi-
ronment so we can tell our 
story.” 

The ADAPT project focuses 
on how much the greenhouse 
gas levels around grazing cattle 
change, rather than just how 
much the cattle produce. The 
growing vegetation and soil in 
a grazing system take up green-
house gases, which affects how 
much greenhouse gas is in the 
atmosphere.

The cow-calf sector has 
been largely ignored in the 
studies surrounding green-
house gas emissions, partly 
because of the variety and 
complexity of the grazing sys-
tems that produce beef.  

In closed-confinement sys-
tems like feedlots, only recent-
ly has the technology been 
developed to accurately mea-
sure greenhouse gas produc-
tion by individual animals. 
Even in buildings that are cli-
mate-controlled, animal size, 
genetics, diet, stress and other 
factors can cause variation in 
greenhouse gas production. 

A grazing system includes all 
those variables, plus tempera-
ture, wind, soil moisture, for-
age quantity and quality, and 
daily travel distance.

The ADAPT project will use 
satellite, airborne and on-the-
ground remote sensing to 
measure how greenhouse gas 
levels vary when cattle are in 
an area.  

“We have the expertise, the 
track record, and we’ve already 
done many of these methods, 
just not in a collaborative way,” 
Erickson said. “The science is 
accepted, but we’re applying 
unique science in ways it hasn’t 
been used before. It’s advanced 
science, but it’s well accepted 
in the research community.”

The technology leverages 
established research from the 
nationwide Long-Term Agro-
ecosystem Research Network 
and tools that have been used 
for years to measure variation 
in the gases associated with 
crop production.

The “carbon” in many envi-
ronmental conversations re-
fers to carbon dioxide, the 
greenhouse gas plants convert 
into oxygen. The system of car-
bon credits is offered as an in-
come opportunity for some 
cattle producers with grazing 

systems.
However, carbon contracts 

are based on assumptions 
about how much carbon diox-
ide is being absorbed by the 
soil versus how much is being 
produced. The ADAPT project 
is designed to provide some 
certainty for establishing prac-
tices that positively affect 
greenhouse gas levels so if pro-
ducers do enter those con-
tracts, the expectations are re-
alistic and science based.

Cross-discipline collabora-
tion and the process of gather-
ing producer and beef industry 
input are easier since the de-
velopment of the Beef Innova-
tion hub, which brings togeth-
er researchers, industry associ-
ates and beef producers to 
discuss issues and set priorities 
for the university’s research.

“That partnership has given 
us access to voices and per-
spectives we might not other-
wise have heard,” Erickson 
said. “It has resulted in collab-
orative research that moves 
our understanding ahead 
more quickly and efficiently, 
with a focus on practical out-
comes.” 

The diverse team is bringing 
unique perspectives to the re-
search.

“We need to not only be able 
to do the research and find the 
answers; we need to under-
stand what the beef industry 
and consumers need from this 
project and deliver the results 
in a way that they understand 
and can use,” Erickson said. 
“One of the biggest priorities in 
this project is to make sure the 
technology we develop is ac-
curate, economical and will 
have a legitimate use in the 
industry.”

A producer panel will gather 
feedback to meet that goal so 
the research can be adjusted 
accordingly. The producers 
who have been involved so far 
are looking forward to having 
data and guidelines to make 
decisions about practices that 
may affect their environmental 
impact and their bottom line. 

“Part of the problem has 
been research that was not 
done or not done right, so 
things came out that maybe 
weren’t real,” Buell said. “We 
have to find out what’s real and 
affect that as positively as we 
can.” — Maria Tibbetts, UNL 
Institute of Agriculture and 
Natural Resources 

UNL commits $5M to better measure environmental impact of cattle

Background
In 2022, Easterday filed suit 

against Tyson Fresh Meats, 
alleging Tyson breached an 
agreement to share profits 
from their Cody’s Beef sales in 
Japan. According to the suit, 
Tyson approached Easterday 
in 2013 to collaborate on 
branding and selling beef to 
Nippon Ham Foods in Japan, 
with Easterday’s name and 
likeness featured on the prod-
uct under the Cody’s Beef la-
bel. The arrangement was set 
up as a joint venture, with an 
agreement to equally share the 
risks and profits from supply-
ing cattle. 

The suit continued that be-
tween 2015 and 2020, Easter-
day Ranches Inc. sold 65,000 
head of cattle to Tyson, though 
not at premium prices. De-
spite acknowledging their 
written agreement as late as 
May 2020, Tyson allegedly 
failed to compensate Easter-
day according to the terms, 
prompting him to seek legal 
recourse.

In 2023, U.S. District Judge 
Stanley Bastian in the Eastern 
District of Washington ruled 
lawyers for Easterday failed to 
demonstrate an oral contract 
and the contract terms were 
not plausible. Bastian also 
ruled that unclean hands 
could not recover equity, and 
Easterday’s claims for relief 
were derived from cattle feed-

ing agreements that were sub-
ject to fraud. 

Easterday pled guilty in 
2022 to one count of wire fraud 
in a ghost cattle scheme of 
providing false invoices to Ty-
son for non-existent cattle, 
defrauding the company and 
another $244 million. Bastian 
initially sentenced Easterday 
to 11 years in federal prison, 
but the sentence was reduced 
to 8 years and 9 months due to 
a change in sentencing guide-
lines. 

According to federal prison 
records, Easterday is sched-
uled to be released in August 
2029, and he is currently serv-
ing his term at a medium-se-
curity facility in Victorville, CA. 
— Charles Wallace, WLJ con-
tributing editor

EASTERDAY
(from page 1)

Easterday scheduled to be  
released in August 2029
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Agriculture Secretary Tom 
Vilsack is defending USDA’s 
oversight of its loan guarantees 
and grants to small- and mid-
sized processors after Republi-
can lawmakers demanded ac-
countability for $45.6 million 
provided to an Iowa broiler 
processor that shut down and 
forced the state of Iowa to cull 
1.3 million healthy chickens on 
13 farms.

The Iowa Department of Ag-
riculture and Land Steward-
ship (IDALS) last month was 
faced with feeding the 1.3 mil-
lion broiler chickens and even-
tually depopulating the flocks 
after Pure Prairie Poultry shut 
down its operations at a north-
ern Iowa processing facility at 
the end of September. 

Pure Prairie Poultry’s shut-

down affected growers in Iowa, 
Minnesota and Wisconsin, 
though the largest number of 
chicken farms were in Iowa. 
Growers were left scrambling 
to try to feed and care for rough-
ly 2 million chickens in total. 
Farmers in some cases resorted 
to offering free chickens to 
people who would come and 
take them. 

IDALS ended up culling 
chickens after finding a poten-
tial processor willing to take the 
birds only to have that plan 
quashed by creditors in court. 

Republican members of 
Congress from the three states, 
along with GOP leaders on the 
House and Senate agriculture 
committees, wrote a letter to 
Vilsack demanding answers 
about USDA’s oversight of its 

loan guarantee and grant pro-
grams. Pure Prairie Poultry was 
among the first companies to 
receive a loan guarantee ($38.7 
million) and grant ($6.9 mil-
lion) in 2022 when the Biden 
administration made an ag-
gressive push to expand pro-
cessing capacity nationally.

In a press conference on Oct. 
31, Vilsack defended USDA’s 
overall loan portfolio following 
Pure Prairie Poultry’s collapse. 
All told, more than 400 projects 
were funded in some way or 
another, the secretary noted, 
through the multiple loan guar-
antee and grant programs. That 
led to a total of $1.4 billion in-
vested not just by USDA but 
investors and lenders. The col-
lapse of the broiler processor 
was “an unusual circumstance,” 
the secretary said.

In USDA’s overall $250 bil-
lion or so loan portfolio, Vilsack 
said the loan success rate is 
close to 97%.

“You can compare and con-
trast our portfolio and its per-
formance to any commercial 
bank in the country—any com-

mercial bank—the default rate 
is very, very low,” he said.

Discussing the loan guaran-
tee program, Vilsack said USDA 
works with the lender, but 
banks do the underwriting. 
“The bank basically does the 
determination that they are 
willing to lend the money, and 
if they have the USDA guaran-
tee, they’re more willing to lend 
the money. Often times, the 
interest rate is impacted and 
affected.” 

He continued, “So, we work 
collaboratively with the bank, 
and it’s just a similar circum-
stance to any other business 
where the business goes in, 
borrows money from the bank 
and makes the payments or 
doesn’t make the payments. 
And the bank basically has a 
decision to make, and if they 
decide to foreclose, then at 
some point our guarantee is 
triggered.” 

For the producers who lost 
income growing chickens for 
Pure Prairie Poultry, Vilsack 
said they should have access to 
state indemnity programs. Al-

so, USDA is seeking to file 
claims for producers in bank-
ruptcy court under the Packers 
and Stockyards Act. Under the 
“dealer trust” provisions, pro-
ducers potentially could be 
given preference when the 
court decides how to divvy up 
proceeds from any assets sold 
to pay off claims. 

“We’ve been encouraging 
folks to fully utilize their right 
under the Packers and Stock-
yards to file a notice of claim,” 
he said. “That gets them on the 
list and provides them with a 
priority.”

The secretary said USDA 
won’t know how much it will 
have to pay on the loan guaran-
tee to the bank until the bank-
ruptcy is resolved. Once the 
assets are liquidated and mon-
ey is distributed, the bank will 
receive its funds. If the bank-
ruptcy pays 80% of the loan 
value, then USDA comes in and 
pays a percentage of the deficit. 

“It depends on how much 
the assets bring,” he said. 

The secretary declined to say 
if the creditors were wrong for 

stepping in and blocking IDALS 
from securing a processor for 
the 1.3 million broilers that 
were culled instead of pro-
cessed for food. 

“I don’t know the decision-
making that they went through,” 
he said, adding, “I just know 
that there were options, and 
ultimately, the options were to 
euthanize, which is unfortu-
nate and tragic, but that’s why 
you have an indemnity pro-
gram. That’s precisely why you 
have it, and it’s a good pro-
gram.”

Ideally, another company 
will reopen the processing 
plant in Charles City, IA, which 
is still considered a modern 
facility with its equipment. 

“I’m hopeful that we find 
somebody who’s willing to take 
it over and reopen it because 
obviously there’s a need,” Vil-
sack said. He added, “So there’s 
a long way to go here, but for 
producers the goal hopefully is 
to get the thing reopened and 
everybody frankly should be 
working toward that.” — Chris 
Clayton, DTN ag policy editor

Vilsack defends USDA loan oversight

Turkey prices low ahead 
of Thanksgiving holiday

Consumers should find 
good whole turkey prices, but 
that could change as the holi-
day season progresses due to 
lower production and supplies 
than last year, said Texas A&M 
AgriLife Extension Service ex-
perts.

David Anderson, Ph.D., 
AgriLife Extension economist 
and professor in the Texas 
A&M Department of Agricul-
tural Economics, said prices on 
whole birds typical for table 
centerpieces during the holi-
days have been below the five-
year average. The wholesale 
price for 8-16-pound hens was 
99/lb. the week of Oct. 19 com-
pared to $1.12/lb. last year and 
the five-year average of $1.22/
lb.

“Prices are good for con-
sumers, but they’re bad for 
producers,” he said. “Last year 
started off strong for producers, 
but prices bottomed out after 
Thanksgiving and they haven’t 
recovered.”

Production’s impact 
on turkey prices

Anderson said dismal prices 
for producers who continue to 
deal with higher input and la-
bor costs contributed to a drop 
in production. A USDA report 
showed turkey production 
dipped more than 6% com-
pared to this time last year.

Beyond the price-related 
production declines, Greg Ar-
cher, Ph.D., AgriLife Extension 
poultry specialist and associate 
professor in the Texas A&M 
Department of Poultry Sci-
ence, said avian influenza and 
an emerging issue with avian 
metapneumovirus continues 
to impact turkey and other 
poultry.

“We’re down in the total 
number of birds and hatch-
lings, so that will impact the 
supply side,” he said. “Produc-
ers have been dealing with 
avian influenza for three-plus 
years and now this metapneu-
monia is becoming an issue. 
They’re losing fewer birds from 
these diseases, but losses are 
still impacting production.” 

As of August, avian influenza 
outbreaks have resulted in the 
loss of almost 15 million tur-
keys in the U.S., according to 
USDA’s Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service 
(APHIS). Most of those turkeys 
were lost in 2022. Avian influ-
enza hits turkey production 
especially hard because flocks 
have more potential to be ex-
posed to the pathogens that are 

carried by wild birds like migra-
tory ducks. 

The time it takes to grow a 
turkey—smaller birds take 15-
18 weeks from hatching to har-
vest, whereas bigger birds can 
take 20-plus weeks to reach 
maturity—and the more open-
style housing facilities contrib-
ute to their risk of exposure, 
Archer said. Commercial broil-
er chickens on the other hand 
are raised in up to six weeks 
and in houses that are easier to 
apply biosecurity regimens to 
prevent pathogen exposure.  

Another factor for turkeys is 
that many commercial pro-
ducers are in areas like Min-
nesota with higher migratory 
duck populations. 

“The disease is more preva-
lent, and it just creates these 
potential hotspots for out-
breaks,” Archer said. “Incidents 
are low, and the hope is that it 
doesn’t become a broader is-
sue like it was a couple years 
ago.” 

Consumer demand 
trends

Along with reduced produc-
tion, the number of whole tur-
keys in cold storage is 1.6% 
lower than last year, which ties 
into the trend of fewer birds 
available this holiday season, 
Anderson said.

Anderson said he doesn’t 
see any trends suggesting the 
lower supplies or the threat of 
disease outbreaks will spur 
prices upward dramatically. 
But he said consumers could 
see slightly higher prices in the 
days leading up to Thanksgiv-
ing. 

There’s also a chance con-
sumers could see discounts 
and specials on whole birds as 
grocers try to draw customers 
who are likely to buy more 
items associated with holiday 
cooking, he said.

One trend Anderson has 
seen emerge on the demand 
side over recent holiday sea-
sons that could influence over-
all turkey prices is the move 
toward non-traditional meats 
for holiday meals after Thanks-
giving.

“Consumers want that tradi-
tional centerpiece turkey for 
Thanksgiving, but they’re also 
going with other meats like 
hams and briskets or prime rib 
for Christmas,” he said. “People 
are forgoing that second turkey 
for their holiday get-togethers, 
and that is impacting the over-
all historical demand.” — Tex-
as A&M AgriLife Extension
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Denver voters defeat anti-ag measures
Denver, CO, voters voted against two ballot initiatives that 

would have had far-reaching implications for agriculture. 
Ordinance 308, a measure to ban most uses of fur, and Or-
dinance 309, a measure to ban slaughterhouses from oper-
ating in city limits, failed to pass. As of Wednesday afternoon, 
58% of voters and 64.6% of voters voted “no” on Ordinance 
308 and Ordinance 309, respectively. In addition, 55.5% of 
Colorado voters voted against Proposition 127, which would 
have restricted management practices related to mountain 
lions and bobcats. “We have achieved a significant victory 
for Colorado’s rural communities and our agricultural 
heritage,” the Colorado Cattlemen’s Association said in a 
statement. “Thank you for standing with us and making 
your voices heard.”

Sonoma County CAFO ban measure fails
Sonoma County, CA, voters chose to overwhelmingly 

vote against animal activists’ ballot measure to ban concen-
trated animal feeding operations (CAFOs) in the county. 
Measure J received only 15% of votes in support. “While 
we’re disappointed by the results, one thing is clear: the 
measure put the factory farming industry on the defensive,” 
said measure proponent Coalition to End Factory Farming. 
“The opposition was forced to spend millions of dollars and 
resort to fearmongering and outright lies to scare voters 
into voting no.” The campaign said it plans to debrief, 
gather information and discuss new ways to come together 
and “end factory farming” in Sonoma County.

Canada ports shut down over labor dispute 
Port workers in Canada’s largest ports in Vancouver, Brit-

ish Columbia, began strike actions on Nov. 4 at 8 a.m. PST 
and the B.C. Maritime Employers Association locked work-
ers out at 4:30 p.m. As of Wednesday afternoon, port opera-
tions in the Port of Vancouver and the Port of Prince Rupert 
were at a standstill as negotiations continued between the 
International Longshore and Warehouse Union Local 514 
and the B.C. Maritime Employers Association. Union work-
ers have raised concerns over wages and working condi-
tions. Dockworkers in the Port of Montreal have also been 
on a partial strike, blocking 40% of container traffic. Potash, 
coal, pulse crops, beef, pork and forestry products are some 
of the commodities affected. “Alberta’s government is disap-
pointed and dismayed that yet another work stoppage is 
occurring in Canada’s transportation sector that has the 
potential to create widespread damage to Canadians, our 
country’s economy and our reputation as a reliable trading 
partner,” said Alberta Premier Danielle Smith and Trans-
portation Minister Devin Dreeshen in a statement.

Australia to resume beef exports to China
Two beef plants in Australia are planning to resume ex-

ports to China by the end of the year. Australian Trade 
Minister Don Farrell met with China’s Commerce Minister 
Wang Wentao at the China International Import Expo in 
Shanghai, China, where Wang said China would lift remain-
ing trade restrictions on Australian exports, according to a 
Reuters report. Two beef plants have remained restricted 
since 2020 and 2021, after China cited labeling irregularities 
and technical issues. Five other plants have had their bans 
lifted since earlier this summer. China is Australia’s biggest 
trading partner, with trade reaching $327 billion last year. 

Concerns with BLM board representation
The Montana Stockgrowers Association (MSGA) submit-

ted comments to the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 
on Nov. 5, expressing concerns with “unbalanced represen-
tation” on the agency’s national advisory committee for the 
Public Lands Rule. “We are very disappointed to see the 
BLM’s choice to not provide those with livestock grazing 
permits their own seat on the committee,” said Raylee 
Honeycutt, MSGA executive vice president. “Only one seat 
for federal grazing permittees and other permittees to share 
is disproportionate when you look at the other seats avail-
able to non multiple-use users.” BLM announced the com-
mittee’s implementation in October and its plan to choose 
15 members from various sectors to serve on the committee.

4-H goat case settled for $300,000
The legal dispute regarding a California 4-H member and 

her goat project at the Shasta County Fair has come to a 
settlement after more than two years of ongoing litigation. 
In June 2022, a 9-year-old member of the Cow Creek 4-H 
Club exhibited her market goat project at the fair but de-
cided shortly ahead of the junior livestock auction to with-
draw the goat from sale. However, because the Shasta 
County Junior Livestock Auction is a terminal sale, the goat’s 
withdrawal was not allowed. Following the auction, the 4-H 
member’s mother removed the goat from the fairgrounds 
and the Shasta County Sheriff’s Department recovered the 
animal, with the goat eventually heading to slaughter. The 
mother sued on behalf of her daughter against the fair staff 
and the sheriff’s department, which led to countersuits. On 
Sept. 24, the plaintiffs filed a motion to propose a settlement, 
which was approved on Nov. 1. The U.S. District Court for 
the Eastern District of California granted a settlement of 
$300,000, with $65,000 allocated to the junior member in a 
trust fund, $35,000 for attorneys’ fees and the remaining 
$200,000 to the mother, which will also cover any addi-
tional attorneys’ fees.

Legal LedgerLegal Ledger
October provided a sur-

prising pre-election bounce 
in farmer sentiment as the 
Purdue University-CME 
Group Ag Economy Barom-
eter index climbed to 115, 27 
points higher than in Septem-
ber. The biggest driver of the 
sentiment improvement was 
an increase in producers’ 
confidence in the future, as 
the Future Expectations In-
dex jumped 30 points to 124. 

The Current Conditions 
Index also rose in October but 
by a smaller amount. With a 
reading of 95, the Current 
Conditions Index confirmed 
that farmers think economic 
conditions this year are worse 
than last year and weaker 
than during the barometer’s 
base period of 2015-16, which 
was in the early days of a 
multi-year downturn in the 
U.S. farm economy. Produc-
ers expressed some optimism 
that economic conditions will 
improve and not precipitate 
an extended downturn in the 
farm economy. The October 
barometer survey took place 
from Oct. 14-18.

The overall improvement 
in farmer sentiment is better 

understood by examining re-
sponses to the individual 
questions used to generate 
the barometer. Much of the 
sentiment improvement was 
attributable to producers pos-
sessing a less pessimistic view 
of the U.S. agricultural econ-
omy. For example, the per-
centage of producers who 
expect bad times for the U.S. 
agricultural economy in the 
upcoming year declined from 
73% of respondents in Sep-
tember to 53% in October. 
Similarly, the percentage of 
producers who expect bad 
times for U.S. agriculture in 
the next 5 years fell from 48% 
to 33%. Looking at a related 
question, fewer producers 
said they expect their farm’s 
financial condition to worsen 
over the next 12 months, with 
just 23% looking for condi-
tions to worsen compared to 
38% who felt that way in Sep-
tember. 

However, despite the im-
provement in the main ba-
rometer indices, it’s clear pro-
ducers financial situation 
deteriorated in 2024. For ex-
ample, over half (56%) of the 
October respondents said 

their farm’s financial condi-
tion was worse than a year 
earlier. That was lower than 
reported in September but 
matches the response to this 
question in August.

When asked explicitly 
about their biggest concerns 
for the upcoming year, pro-
ducers still point to higher 
input costs and lower output 
prices as their biggest con-
cerns. The trend of fewer pro-
ducers citing interest rates as 
a top concern continued. Just 
15% of producers, down from 
as much as 26% of producers 
in late 2023, chose interest 
rates as one of their biggest 
concerns in October.

One of the biggest surprises 
arising from the survey was 
the increase in the Farm Fi-
nancial Performance Index. 
The index is based upon a 
question that says, “As of to-
day, do you expect your farm’s 
financial performance in the 
next 12 months to be better 
than, worse than, or about the 
same as in the past 12 
months.” The October read-
ing of 90 jumped 22 points 
above September’s and was 
just 2 points lower than a year 

earlier. High fall crop yields 
and a stress-free fall harvest 
season in the Corn Belt and 
Plains states likely contribut-
ed to the index’s rise.  How-
ever, those two factors alone 
don’t account for the index’s 
sharp rise. The index’s im-
provement provides another 
indication that farmers’ opti-
mism about the future shifted 
in October, leading to an ex-
pectation of better financial 
performance in 2025 than in 
2024. 

The Short-Term Farmland 
Value Expectations Index 
tends to be correlated with 
financial performance expec-
tations, and that was the case 
this month, with the index 
climbing up to 120, 25 points 
above the September read-
ing. The long-term index also 
rose, improving to 159 versus 
147 a month earlier. Once 
again, the rise in both farm-
land value expectation indi-
ces suggests that producers 
retain some optimism about 
the agricultural economy’s 
future strength, which, in 
turn, could support farmland 
values. — Purdue Universi-
ty, CME Group

Farmer sentiment in October rebounded 
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From 1948 to 2021, U.S. ag-
ricultural output grew at an 
average annual rate of 1.46%. 
The largest contributor to this 
growth came from improve-
ment in total factor productiv-
ity, which measures changes in 
the efficiency with which in-
puts are transformed into out-
puts. 

The major drivers of such 
productivity growth include 
innovations in animal and crop 
genetics, improvements in op-
eration management and 
changing farm sector structure. 

Over seven decades, total fac-
tor productivity added an an-
nual average of 1.49 percentage 
points to the output growth 
rate. 

Intermediate inputs, such as 
agricultural chemicals, energy, 
purchased services, feed and 
seed, added 0.46 percentage 
point. The positive contribu-
tions of intermediate inputs 
and total factor productivity 
were partially offset by reduc-
tions in capital (made up most-
ly of land) and labor inputs. 

The contribution to the out-

put growth rate of labor use 
decline was -0.42 percentage 
point, and that of capital inputs 
(including land) reduction was 
-0.07 percentage point, ac-
counting for a combined de-
crease of 0.49 percentage point. 

That decrease slightly ex-
ceeded the positive contribu-
tion from intermediate inputs, 
meaning fewer inputs were 
used during the period. As a 
result, farmers and ranchers 
are producing more with fewer 
inputs.  — USDA Economic 
Research Service

Most ag output growth is productivity improvement

for scientists to monitor similar 
viruses.

Researchers recently stud-
ied how the huTX37-H5N1 
virus affects ferrets, which are 
similar to humans in how they 
react to the flu. After infecting 
ferrets with a high dose of the 
virus, all of them died within 
five days, with high virus levels 
found in their respiratory sys-
tems. This virus also spread 
through the air to nearby fer-
rets, though only 17-33% of 
these exposed ferrets were in-
fected, showing that airborne 
spread is possible, but limited.

Researchers tested antiviral 
drugs on huTX37-H5N1, find-
ing that it was susceptible to the 
drugs favipiravir and baloxavir 
marboxil (Xofluza), and zana-
mivir (Relenza), but less sensi-
tive to oseltamivir (Tamiflu). 

Researchers think past ex-
posure to human flu viruses 
might give people slight pro-
tection against H5N1, though 
more research is needed. 

Cases
As of Nov. 4, the Centers for 

Disease Control (CDC), in col-
laboration with state health 
departments, confirmed 44 
human cases of H5N1 avian 
influenza in the U.S. Nineteen 
cases were linked to infected 
poultry, and 24 were tied to 
exposure to sick or infected 
dairy cows. Among these 44 
cases, 20 are dairy farm work-
ers in California, and nine are 
poultry farm workers in Wash-
ington.

Four probable cases were 
also reported but did not meet 
CDC’s confirmatory testing. 
People infected have shown 
only mild symptoms like eye 
irritation or mild respiratory 
issues, and none required hos-
pitalization. According to the 
CDC, the risk to the public re-
mains low, though exposure to 
infected animals increases in-
fection risk.

Since March 2024, USDA 
reports show 440 dairy herds 
across 15 states have been in-
fected with H5N1 avian influ-
enza, with most new cases in 
California. Infected poultry 
have also been confirmed in 45 
commercial and 30 backyard 
flocks, impacting over 22 mil-
lion birds. The USDA contin-
ues monitoring the spread 
closely as cases rise among 
dairy herds and poultry flocks.

USDA monitoring
USDA’s APHIS announced 

plans to enhance testing and 
monitoring of H5N1 avian in-
fluenza in dairy herds. Partner-

ing with state veterinarians, 
USDA will implement a tiered 
milk sampling strategy to track 
where H5N1 is present. This 
will help improve biosecurity 
measures and guide states in 
protecting farm workers ex-
posed to infected animals.

USDA said this proactive 
testing approach follows the 
agency’s steps to control the 
virus’ spread following its de-
tection in dairy cattle in March. 
USDA’s strategy includes bulk 
milk testing, modeled on pro-
grams like the one used to 
eradicate brucellosis, and will 
expand this testing in states 
where the virus persists. USDA 
has also instituted a federal 
order requiring cattle testing 
before interstate movement, 
which has helped reduce the 
number of affected states from 
14 to two.

APHIS said field trials are 
transpiring to approve a H5N1 
vaccine. The two vaccine trials 
involve non-viable, non-repli-
cating vaccines that don’t lead 
to virus shedding or transmis-
sion to humans, animals or the 
environment. USDA expects 
more submissions and ap-
provals for field trials as vaccine 
development progresses.

Pig infections
The Oregon Department of 

Agriculture reported on Oct. 
25 the first detection of H5N1 
in poultry in Crook County, 
OR. On Oct. 29, USDA con-
firmed that a pig tested posi-
tive on an Oregon backyard 
farm with mixed poultry and 
livestock, marking the first 
U.S. H5N1 case in swine. 

APHIS and Oregon state 
veterinary officials began in-
vestigating on Oct. 30. Al-
though the pig showed no 
symptoms, it was euthanized 
for further analysis, with test 
results negative for two other 
pigs and pending for the re-
maining two.

Michael Osterholm, direc-
tor of the University of Min-
nesota’s Center for Infectious 
Disease Research and Policy, 
noted that it remains unclear 
whether the pig was genu-
inely infected or if its nasal 
passages were contaminated 
by environmental exposure. 
Osterholm explained that a 
necropsy would determine 
whether the pig was infected 
by checking for the virus deep 
in its lungs. He also noted that 
previous research indicates 
the virus does not typically 
infect pigs easily.

Agriculture Secretary Tom 
Vilsack said at a recent press 
conference that the avian in-
fluenza found in the pig was 
a different strain than the 
H5N1 detected in cattle and 

is distinct from what’s typi-
cally seen in poultry. Vilsack 
emphasized that the food 
supply remains safe and no 
new precautions are neces-
sary for large-scale hog op-
erations. — Charles Wallace, 
WLJ contributing editor

HPAI
(from page 1)

First H5N1 case in swine detected



New technology called 
virtual fencing is catching on 
in Idaho and the West. Vir-
tual fencing works like an 
invisible fence for pets but at 

a much larger scale for live-
stock management.

“I think it’s been really 
beneficial and almost fun to 
get to do this and learn about 

it. It’s been a helpful tool, all 
in all,” said Chyenne Smith, 
who with her husband, Jay, 
runs J Lazy S Ranch in Car-
men Creek, ID, near Salmon.

“My wife’s happy, my 
cows are doing good, the 
range is managed well, the 
forest and the BLM are hap-
py, and our calf weights are 
up, and the market is good, 
how do you do any better 
than that?” added Jay Smith.

Jay and Chyenne Smith 
worked with a research team 
at the University of Idaho, 
the Salmon-Challis National 
Forest and Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) to set 
up a virtual fencing project 
on spring, summer and fall 
range.

The project really shined 
in allowing the Smiths to 
graze cattle in the Diamond-
Moose Allotment in the 
Salmon-Challis National 
Forest just one year after the 
massive Moose Fire.

“After the Moose Fire, the 
standard Forest Service an-
swer is to stay home for 2-3 
years,” said Jay Smith. “We 
went up there and did a self-

survey, in the fall of ’22, we 
could see with our own eyes 
that approximately 40,000 of 
the very best acres were un-
burned or lightly burned. 
With that much good forage, 
staying home for 2-3 years 
did not feel like the right an-
swer to me.

“So I reached out to the 
University of Idaho, and I 
said, hey, maybe this is the 
right time to negotiate a deal 
to not leave all that grass on 
the table.”

The Smiths also wanted to 
capitalize on the lucrative 
cattle prices in 2023 and 
2024, meaning they needed 
to find places to graze their 
cattle herds on public lands, 
despite the Moose Fire. “If 
we would have had to sell 
those cows, we would have 
missed the peak market,” 
Smith said.

Turns out, the University 
of Idaho was eager to sup-
port the virtual fencing proj-
ect. Joel Yelich, a Ph.D. se-
nior livestock researcher at 
the Nancy M. Cummings 
Research, Extension and 
Education Center in Salm-

on, jumped in with both feet.
“Not only did they have 

professional staff and knowl-
edge-base to help us get go-
ing and manage the virtual 
fences, they had the connec-
tions, time and resources to 
help us apply for grants and 
get funding. We would not 
have been able to do this 
without the University of 
Idaho,” Smith said.

The Forest Service and 
BLM also were helpful by 
investing in virtual fencing 
base stations to assist in the 
project. Base stations cost 
about $10,000 each.

“I’d say things are going 
quite well,” said Kyle Nelson, 
rangeland management 
specialist for the Salmon-
Challis National Forest. “Our 
first season, we went into it 
with a lot of unknowns, pret-
ty steep learning curve, and 
we’ve been able to take what 
we learned last year and use 
that with our implementa-
tion this year.”

Linda Price, manager of 
the BLM Salmon Field Of-
fice, agreed.

“I think it’s going great,” 
she said. “When I’m talking 
to permittees who are part of 
this, I’m hearing a lot of pos-
itive things.”  

That said, virtual fencing 
technology has limitations, 
currently. For example, it 
won’t work in remote areas 
outside of cellular range. 
That rules out a lot of remote 
rangelands in Idaho.

Ranchers who already 
have fenced pastures on 
state or federal grazing allot-
ments won’t need it. But 
virtual fencing may be valu-
able for controlling livestock 
in rugged areas where build-
ing fence is cost-prohibitive.

Jasper Holdsworth, a New 
Zealand rancher who want-
ed to create rest-rotation 
systems without fencing, 
partnered with Vence co-
founder Frank Wooten to 
make the technology more 
commercially feasible.

Vence provides the herd-
management software and 
base station interface tech-
nology for the virtual fencing 
system in Salmon.

Virtual fencing systems 
have three basic compo-
nents:

• A base station, typically 
solar powered, in a place 
where it can receive a strong 
cellular signal from an exist-
ing network.

• Vence GPS collars are 
placed on livestock.

• Grazing boundaries are 
set with Vence herd-man-
agement software.

To get started, it takes 4-5 
days to train the cattle in a 
small pasture so they learn 
to respect the virtual fence 
boundaries. 

“We initially set up a bar-
rier that’s 5-10 meters away 
from the physical fence,” 
Yelich says. “When the cows 
hit that virtual zone, they get 
a shock. The first day is strict-
ly shock.

“Second day, we go 
through a larger zone of 
shock 15-20 meters, and 
then the third day we go to a 
combination of the shock 
and sound. They hit the 
sound and then the shock, 
and the sound is reinforcing 
that they’ll be going into a 
shock zone next.”

Yelich works with Vence 

technicians to set up multi-
ple base stations on Forest 
Service and BLM lands to 
provide broad coverage in 
steep, mountainous terrain. 
Vence technicians check on 
the coverage with a radio 
frequency scan.

 If a rancher sees that a 
cow is moving out of the 
virtual fence pasture, they 
can create a second virtual 
fence to encourage the 
mother cow to move back 
into the pasture. If she 
doesn’t respond correctly, 
the rancher knows exactly 
where the cow is located, 
shortening the trip to herd 
them back into the right pas-
ture. 

Chyenne Smith notes that 
the GPS cattle data is shared 
only with producers, not the 
agencies.

“There’s been some con-
cern about the scientific 
data that the cows collect 
and who gets that,” she said. 
“Vence only gives that data 
to the ranchers. The govern-
ment doesn’t get it.”

The virtual fencing soft-
ware also gave the Smiths a 
head’s up when predators or 
other factors spooked live-
stock. She shows an example 
of the cattle running down-
hill, trying to escape some-
thing.

“You can see in real time 
that the cows are scattering 
for whatever reason, one 
reason was they were doing 
helicopter training, and our 
cows scattered,” she said.

Herding is still needed at 
times like that, but the GPS 
data show where to find the 
cattle. “Knowing where they 
were gave us so much peace 
of mind,” she said. 

Virtual fencing does not 
eliminate the need for pe-
rimeter boundary fences. 
“It’s not a perimeter fence. 
So where it really works is all 
of those interior fences, 
when you’re trying to go 
from pasture to pasture,” 
Yelich said.

Smith recommends that 
other ranchers may want to 
try virtual fencing if it could 
fit their operations and range 
management objectives.

“We were absolutely as-
tounded by how helpful it 
was, how beneficial it was for 
the range, for our cattle, for 
our workload, it seems like it 
would be something that’s 
super useful for just about 
anybody, however they 
wanted to use it,” she says. 

In terms of costs, the 
Smiths say it’s worth the 
money to invest in the GPS 
collars at $50 each, but it 
definitely helps to find grants 
for the cost of the base sta-
t ions (approximately 
$10,000 each). Individual 
ranchers could not afford to 
shoulder the costs of base 
stations alone, especially if 
several are needed.

“We’re very fortunate to be 
part of the pilot project, got 
some grants, and made this 
more affordable,” Jay Smith 
said. “And then hopefully 
our data and our usage 
makes it more popular, 
makes the cost go down, 
makes the product better. 
Definitely our goal, in being 
pioneers in this, is to help it 
benefit more people in the 
future.” — Steve Stuebner 
for the Idaho Rangeland 
Resources Commission

WESTERN LIVESTOCK JOURNAL14 NOVEMBER 11, 2024

Virtual fencing: A new tool for managing rangelands

Annual Production Sale
DECEMBER 2, 2024

Western Livestock Auction, Great Falls, MT 
Sale at 1:00 PM

Free Wintering & Delivery on Bulls

JJacobsen Ranchacobsen Ranch
Wade Jacobsen & Family • 1282 U.S. Highway 89 • Sun River, MT 59483

Phone: 406.799.5889 • Email: wadej@3riversdbs.net
Conrad • Phone: 406.781.1604

Sale Day: 406.727.5400 Sale Day: 406.727.5400 
REGISTER FOR CATTLEUSA AND BID ONLINEREGISTER FOR CATTLEUSA AND BID ONLINE

Salers • Salers-Angus Hybrids • Angus
325 Commercial Bred Heifers

Selling 95 Bulls

Fancy and functional set of bred heifers, including many home-raised heifers.
AI’ed to calve late-Feb.

Bull breds to calve in March - April. 
Featuring a fancy set of heifers weighing 1,050-1,100 lbs.

www.jacobsenlivestock.com
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Entrepreneur and con-
servationist Wayne Walker 
says the business of saving 
the lesser prairie chicken in 
Kansas required wider 
commitment to paying 
market rates to landowners 
dedicated to improving 
grassland habitat for the 
vulnerable birds.

He said companies in-
volved in energy produc-
tion within regions favored 
by the prairie chicken often 
had good intentions in 
terms of addressing the 
need for biological diver-
sity and addressing climate 
change concerns. But, he 
said, too many balked at 
paying the true cost of a 
landowner setting aside 
large tracts for benefit of the 
prairie chicken.

Walker, owner of Com-
mon Ground Capital and 
CEO of LPC Conservation, 
said on Kansas Reflector’s 
podcast that programs de-
signed to aid the lesser prai-
rie chicken tended to fall 
short because they didn’t 
pay farmers or ranchers 
enough to justify multigen-
erational shifts in land use.

“You can’t keep asking 
the ranchers to be good 
conservationists for free. 
That’s essentially what 
we’ve done to date and … is 
why we have lost so much 
prairie and this bird’s in 
trouble,” Walker said.

“Our financial system is 
designed to make a profit 
and conservation histori-
cally has been kept out of 
that model,” he said. “Until 
a rancher can make a prof-
it conserving prairie be-
cause of the prairie chicken 
or some other ecosystem 
service—just like he can 

make money selling his 
wind rights or his solar 
rights or his mineral rights 
or his development rights—
it’s not going to turn 
around.” 

In 2023, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service controver-
sially listed two distinct 
population segments of the 
lesser prairie chicken under 
the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA) due to habitat loss 
and fragmentation of grass-
land areas.

In the northern region, 
including western Kansas, 
southeastern Colorado, 
western Oklahoma and the 
northeast Texas panhandle, 
the lesser prairie chicken 
was listed as threatened. 
The southern range of the 
lesser prairie-chicken in 
eastern New Mexico and 
the southwest Texas Pan-
handle was listed as endan-
gered due to the threat of 
extinction.

The decision of federal 
regulators enraged mem-
bers of the Kansas congres-
sional delegation who de-
nounced the listing as an 
overreach damaging to the 
state’s agriculture and en-
ergy sectors.

U.S. Rep. Tracey Mann, a 
Republican serving the 1st 
District that includes much 
of the bird’s habitat in Kan-
sas, said the listing amount-
ed to a “proxy war on Amer-
ican agriculture and energy 
sectors that are vital to our 
economy.”

He said the federal gov-
ernment should get out of 
the way of farmers, ranch-
ers and landowners, who 
he described as the “origi-
nal conservationists.”

More than a cudgel
Years of brawling among 

energy companies, envi-
ronmentalists, elected offi-
cials and federal regulators 
led to the listing and fueled 
the inevitable flurry of law-
suits.

Mike Smith, who works 
with LPC Conservation 
projects in five states, said 
the population of lesser 
p r a i r i e  c h i c k e n  h a d 
dropped to perhaps 25,000. 
In certain years, due to good 
rainfall, there might be a 
temporary surge in the pop-
ulation. Drought has the 
opposite impact on the 
birds.

The long-term spiral, de-
spite a hodgepodge of vol-
untary programs and initia-
tives, justified intervention 
with the federal ESA, Smith 
said. 

He said mandates from 
the federal government 
could prompt greater envi-
ronmental awareness to 
deterioration of bird habitat 
and raise the profile of ap-

proaches anchored to busi-
ness principles.

“The Endangered Species 
Act provides a cudgel, and, 
you know, keeps everybody 
honest, but the outsourcing 
of conservation work to the 
states and then having state 
rangers or state wildlife 
managers in the land busi-
ness has not worked,” Smith 
said. “They don’t know how 
to cobble together the last 
of the best properties in or-
der to make … these ease-
ments, which is what Wayne 
(Walker) has done in his 
conservation banking busi-
ness.” 

Walker said collaboration 
could work if there was suf-
ficient financial incentive 
for property owners to redi-
rect land resources in a way 
that also benefitted the bird.

“The old conservation 
models have done some 
good things, but overall, 
we’re losing, right?” Walker 
said. “It just became clear to 
me … we had to bring some 
business acumen to it.”

It’s a business
Common Ground Capi-

tal works to identify land-
owners with property that 
possessed ecological and 
biological features that 
could be restored and pre-
served through a system of 
conservation banking. 
Property owners enter into 
long term protective land 
easements that serve inter-
ests of prairie chickens in 
exchange for a prescribed 
revenue stream. It would be 
ideal to build strongholds 
for the lesser prairie chick-
en with 25,000 to 50,000 
acres each, Walker said.

When the varied interests 
come together, companies 
with a large imprint on the 
environment—energ y 
companies, for example—
purchase conservation 
credits to position them-
selves as more clean and 
green. Wind and solar in-
dustries have taken to con-
servation banking more 
than oil and gas interests.

“We approach it like a 

developer would approach 
building a housing devel-
opment. You know, loca-
tion, location. Where are 
the birds? Where are there 
ranchers there that are will-
ing to talk to us about this 
arrangement. And then, of 
course, with the Fish and 
Wildlife Service, there are 
standards we have to meet,” 
Walker said.

Listing the bird as threat-
ened and endangered 
ought to build momentum 
for conservation banking. 
Common Ground Capital, 
and companies like it, 
would profit by bringing the 
diverse interests together.

“I really don’t want to be 
apologizing for that. I mean, 
people have accused me of 
trying to get rich off the 
prairie chicken,” Walker 
said. “Look, if it’s a get-rich-
quick scheme, it is the worst 
one in history because we 
do this for 12 years, and we 
still aren’t quite in the black 
yet.” — Tim Carpenter, 
Kansas Reflector

Prairie chicken advocates: Market incentives key to habitat expansion

Don’t buy an imposter.

Know what you’re buying. There are a lot of Angus bulls on the market , 
but not all are backed by the power of 80 million datapoints and a 
registration paper.  

Not all “Angus” bulls are  REGISTERED  Angus bulls.

Look for the  REGISTRATION NUMBER.
Bring the Power of Angus to your herd.

Angus.org/PBA.

SM

Cattle prices in 2023 and 
2024 have ranged from 
good to great depending on 
if your glass is half empty or 
half full. Adding to this, feed 
grains have been getting 
progressively cheaper since 
the start of 2023. And fi-
nally, Oklahoma has put 
together two productive 
hay seasons back-to-back. 

Cheaper feed and hay, 
along with strong calf and 
cull prices, all pave the way 
for some profitable years 
(keeping our f ingers 
crossed that the drought 
conditions are short lived). 
Yet, it hasn’t felt as rosy as 
one would have thought in 
2018, for example. A phrase 
heard repeatedly is that it 
just costs more to do busi-
ness than it ever has. That 
is something we can all 
agree on; it seems to cost 
more to do everything these 
days. If we subtract these 
earlier mentioned issues 
from the profit math, that 
leaves overhead expenses 
as a likely culprit for the 
less-than-rosy outlook.   

Overheads have been ex-
plained in many ways. They 
can be described as all the 
things that we need to take 
care of the cattle, that don’t 
go into the cattle. For ex-
ample, a bale of hay is not 
overhead. But all the things 
it took to get the bale in 
front of the cow likely is. 

The tractor, baler, rake, 
truck, hay bed, repairs, la-
bor, etc. all are a part of our 
overhead expense. 

Costs that fall into the 
overhead category tend to 
not follow a normal “com-
modity trend.” More spe-
cifically, when we enter 
drought and hay supplies 
are already tight, we can 
expect hay prices to climb. 
We expect hay prices to stay 
high until we have a good 
hay growing season and 
adequate supply returns. 
Most overhead items don’t 
behave like this. They tend 
to have a slow but steady 
increase in cost over time 
that is corrosive to our prof-
it margins.

There is a degree of over-
head that is required to care 
for the cow herd. That will 
vary among ranches based 
on goals, labor and re-
source availability. Mini-
mizing overhead costs is 
difficult. Just be aware that 
the decisions made to re-
pair, replace or upgrade 
these assets will impact 
profitability for many years. 
As the cost of these items 
that we need to do business 
with continues to increase, 
be especially diligent of 
how we can stretch each 
dollar a little further. — 
Scott Clawson, Oklahoma 
State University Extension 
economist

Evaluating overheads is a 
necessary step for ranchers
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Plant-based meat sales decline
While U.S. retail sales of refrigerated plant-based meat 

alternatives have sharply declined, frozen alternatives 
show signs of stability, according to new data from market 
information company Circana. In the year leading up to 
Sept. 29, combined sales of refrigerated and frozen plant-
based meat dropped by 9% to $1.1 billion, with volumes 
down 9.9%. Notably, refrigerated alternatives (29% of the 
category) saw a year-over-year decline of 22.8% to $22.6 
million, while frozen options (71% of the category) de-
clined only 1.3%, totaling $54.3 million. By contrast, tra-
ditional refrigerated and frozen meat sales rose 5.5% and 
8.3%, respectively.

Reward offered for missing WY cattle
A $5,000 reward is being offered for information leading 

to the recovery or location of nine missing steers taken 
from Millikin Ranch in Platte County, WY. The 850-pound 
Red Angus steers carry a sideways V and backward E brand 
on the left hip, along with blue numbered ear tags on the 
left ear (#1-53) and blue-gray fly tags on the right ear. The 
Wyoming Livestock Board Law Enforcement and Platte 
County Sheriff’s Office are investigating. You can contact 
Tim at 307-331-2398 or Lisa at 307-331-1714 with any 
information. Additionally, a livestock theft informational 
meeting will be held at Glendo Town Hall on Nov. 20 at 6 
p.m., with law enforcement present to provide updates 
and answer questions.

Environmental group buys CA ranch
The Peninsula Open Space Trust (POST), an environ-

mental group based in Palo Alto, CA, purchased 1,340 
acres on the southwestern edge of Sargent Ranch, known 
as Pescadero Ranch, for $15.6 million, according to local 
news outlet Monterey Herald. The newly acquired land, 
larger than San Francisco’s Golden Gate Park, features 
oak-covered hills, pastures and streams. POST plans to 
maintain cattle grazing on the ranch while preserving its 
natural landscape, with future transfer plans including 
restrictions against development. According to the Mon-
terey Herald, Sargent Ranch’s owners are pursuing a 
quarry project and completed an environmental impact 
report in 2022. The current owners purchased the ranch 
from a bankrupt developer in 2013 who was pursuing 
plans to build golf courses and a casino. 

Lumpy skin outbreak in South Sudan
A lumpy skin disease outbreak in South Sudan’s Lakes 

Region has resulted in the death of at least 273 cattle, while 
5,024 animals have been infected, according to a Radio 
Tamazuj report. Of those animals affected, 3,588 have 
recovered, but 1,480 remain sick. The disease has spread 
across eight counties, impacting cattle and goats in vil-
lages and camps. Lakes State Minister of Animal Re-
sources and Fisheries Samuel Gai has called on the na-
tional government and partners for urgent support as the 
lumpy skin disease outbreak continues. Local farmers 
report that calves are particularly vulnerable and stress 
the need for medical aid to contain the spread.

Bluetongue virus affecting Sardinia sheep
Sardinia, Italy, where cultural tradition and economy 

are closely tied to sheep farming, is facing a severe blue-
tongue virus outbreak affecting nearly one-quarter of its 
13,000 sheep farms. The viral infection, transmitted by 
biting midges thriving in the region’s hotter climate, has 
killed 40,000 sheep and lambs this year, compared to 5,000 
in 2023. According to Reuters, Sardinia’s government has 
allocated €13.5 million ($14.7 million) to aid farmers. 
Industry group Coldiretti estimates losses up to €25 million 
($27 million). National officials are now devising an emer-
gency response, while farmers already impacted by sum-
mer droughts urge for swift support.

Funding to fight chronic wasting disease
USDA’s Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service 

(APHIS) has allocated $12 million to support state and 
Tribal partners in managing and responding to chronic 
wasting disease (CWD) in deer, elk and related animals. 
The funding focuses on improving CWD management for 
farmed herds and wild cervid populations, enhancing 
containment efforts in affected areas and advancing re-
search on testing methods and genetic management 
strategies. APHIS also aims to strengthen CWD education 
and outreach. Priority is given to states and Tribes with 
established CWD cases or those bordering affected areas 
with active or planned monitoring programs. 

USDA invests $1.5 billion in RCPP projects
USDA has committed $1.5 billion to 92 Regional Con-

servation Partnership Program (RCPP) projects, with 
partners contributing an additional $968 million to 
maximize impact. These projects support farmers, ranch-
ers and landowners in implementing locally led conserva-
tion strategies that address natural resource challenges 
and climate resilience. A dedicated $100 million is re-
served for Tribal-led projects, with seven awards granted 
to five Tribes. The USDA’s commitment to RCPP has led 
to over 800 projects, leveraging $8 billion to enhance ag-
ricultural and environmental sustainability nationwide, 
the department said.

SSTORY TORY SSHORTSHORTS

wildlife and ecosystems. 
“While the overall recov-

ery of bison over the last 
130 years is a conservation 
success story, significant 
work remains to ensure 
that bison will remain a 
viable species,” said Inte-
rior Secretary Deb Haa-
land. “Our collaborative 
efforts with Canada and 
Mexico are an important 
step forward as we work to 
restore this majestic spe-
cies and facilitate the re-
turn of bison to Tribally 
owned and ancestral 
lands.”

The letter of intent cited 
that about 31,000 bison in 
North America are stew-
arded for conservation 
goals but noted that most 
herds are “constrained by 
fences or human toler-
ance, isolated from each 
other, and have fewer than 
1,000 individuals, raising 
valid concerns about their 
genetic integrity, wildness, 

and long-term viability.”
Continuing that while 

the species may be secure 
because of these conserva-
tion efforts, the letter of 
intent highlighted that bi-
son are absent from nearly 
99% of their historic range. 
The letter calls for the cel-
ebration of conservation 
success and encourages 
the movement toward 
“ecocultural conserva-
tion,” a concept to protect 
both ecosystems and cul-
tural traditions.

Ron Hallman, Parks 
Canada president and 
CEO, said: “This transbor-
der relationship provides 
an opportunity, guided by 
a diversity of science-
based and Indigenous 
knowledge, in collabora-
tion with Indigenous peo-
ples and others, that will 
continue to improve the 
health and resiliency of 
bison across their varied 
environments.”

By signing the letter, the 
three countries agreed to 
enhance their coordina-

tion, collaboration and 
gathering and sharing of 
information to advance 
ecocultural conservation 
of bison in North America. 
Efforts include collaborat-
ing on regional activities to 
promote policies, practices 
and effective methods; and 
promoting joint work plans 
within the Trilateral Com-
mittee for Wildlife and 
Ecosystem Conservation 
and Management.

Though the letter says it 
was signed May 30, Depu-
ty Assistant Secretary for 
Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
Matthew Strickland digi-
tally signed the letter on 
Sept. 10, and the letter was 
released on Nov. 1.

The Nature  
Conservancy

On Oct. 31, The Nature 
Conservancy reported that 
through its work with In-
digenous partnerships, a 
total of 1,800 bison have 
returned “back to their an-

cestral grazing lands” since 
2020.

The Nature Conservancy 
partnered with the Inter-
Tribal Buffalo Council, the 
non-profit Tanka Fund and 
other Indigenous commu-
nities to restore bison to 
the Tribes. The Nature 
Conservancy is the second 
largest private owner of 
bison in the U.S., managing 
about 6,600 head on 11 
preserves. 

“On (The Nature Con-
servancy) preserves, a bi-
son’s primary job, so to 
speak, is to help maintain 
the health of grasslands,” 
the group said. “For the 
Indigenous Peoples (The 
Nature Conservancy) part-
ners with bison are much 
more. We send them to the 
Tribes as bison and they 
are welcomed home as 
buffalo—a cultural key-
stone—as much as an eco-
logical one, and core to 
tribal identity.” — Anna 
Miller, WLJ managing 
editor

BISON PLAN
(from page 1)

Countries plan to return bison to Tribal lands
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Texas A&M AgriLife re-
searchers uncovered a promis-
ing target for controlling gene 
expression and other cellular 
processes, which could lead to 
advancements in crop resil-
ience and our understanding 
of certain human diseases.

This target centers on RNA 
regulation, which, when dis-
rupted in humans, is often 
linked to neurodegenerative 
diseases like Alzheimer’s dis-
ease and Parkinson’s disease, 
as well as many types of cancer. 
On the other hand, improve-
ments in certain RNA produc-
tion processes can lead to new 
therapeutics and improved 
crop resilience in plants.

With this in mind, a group of 
researchers led by Xiuren 
Zhang, Ph.D., Christine Rich-
ardson Endowed Professor in 
the Texas A&M College of Ag-
riculture and Life Sciences 
Department of Biochemistry 
and Biophysics and jointly ap-
pointed professor in the Texas 
A&M College of Arts and Sci-
ences Department of Biology, 
aimed to explore how RNA 
processes are coordinated 
within cells. 

Their study, published in 
Nature Cell Biology, showed 
that a protein called Serrate 
connects RNA modification 
and microRNA production, 
two essential cellular func-
tions, in a way previously un-
known. 

“We found that, instead of 
working in isolation, certain 
RNA processes influence each 
other,” Zhang said. “These new 
insights could allow us to regu-
late gene expression more pre-
cisely for applications in crop 
science and human health.”

The study was led by Zhang 
and performed by postdoc-
toral researcher Songxiao 
Zhong, along with support 
from other scientists within 
Texas A&M AgriLife Research, 
the Texas A&M College of 
Medicine, the University of 
Nebraska and the Guangdong 
Provincial Key Laboratory of 
Biotechnology for Plant Devel-
opment. 

The project was funded by 
the National Institutes of 
Health, National Science 
Foundation and the Welch 
Foundation. 

RNA’s role in plant 
and human health

RNA plays critical roles in 
the cell, ranging from acting as 
messengers to translating ge-
netic code into proteins, cata-
lyzing reactions and even 
regulating other RNA mole-
cules to adjust gene expres-
sion. All of these are necessary 
to keep cells—and entire or-
ganisms—functioning prop-
erly. 

With RNA’s diverse roles, 
Zhang said its production re-
quires steps to ensure each 
molecule is precisely pro-
duced and properly decorated 
to perform its specific task. 
That’s where RNA modifica-
tions come in.

“You can think of RNA 
modifications like punctua-
tion in a sentence,” Zhang 
said. “These modifications 
can act like an exclamation 
mark to emphasize certain 
instructions, like a comma to 
pause others, or even like a 
period to stop some RNA from 
being used altogether.” 

Zhang and Zhong investi-
gated the processes behind 

these modifications in their 
recent research study. 

In particular, they looked at 
the most abundant kind of 
modification, which involves 
adding a small chemical 
group onto the RNA mole-
cule—called N6-adenosine 
methylation, or m6A modifi-
cation.

In agriculture, the yield of 
rice and corn has been shown 
to be influenced by m6A levels 
on messenger RNA, or mRNA, 
which are eventually trans-
lated into proteins. Levels of 
m6A also impact plant resil-
ience to viral infections. 

Zhang’s team examined the 
molecular machine respon-
sible for making this type of 
modification to the mRNA. 
They found that the protein 
Serrate interacts with this mo-
lecular machine to keep a dis-
ordered part of the machine 
from becoming too tangled to 
function.

They found that Serrate can 
also streamline the m6A mod-
ification process, making it 
more efficient, and prevent 
other enzymes from breaking 
it down. 

While Serrate’s roles in 
other biological processes 
w e r e  a l r e a d y  w e l l 
documented, its role in 
maintaining the m6A-adding 
machine is new. The discovery 
of Serrate’s role in RNA 
modification reveals a 
connection between this 
process and the production of 
a different type of RNA: 
microRNA. 

mRNA, microRNA 
connection

Zhang’s lab has been inves-
tigating Serrate protein for 
years, but not for its role in 
mRNA modification—in-
stead, they’d been studying it 
for its more well-known role 
in producing microRNAs. 

In the cell, microRNAs act 
as quantity control agents in 
protein production. These 
molecules can regulate gene 
expression by eliminating un-
necessary RNAs or preventing 
certain RNAs from being 
translated into proteins. 

Zhang and Zhong’s findings 
that Serrate is involved in both 
microRNA production and 
mRNA modifications show its 
unique position as a regulator 
of the fate of cells’ RNAs. 

“Both of these processes 
have been studied separately, 
but their cross-regulation has 
remained largely unnoticed 
until now,” Zhong said. “We 
found that Serrate acts as a 
bridge between these two cru-
cial mechanisms. This is an 
important step in our funda-
mental research. Understand-
ing the coordination is essen-
tial for developing new treat-
ments.” 

Impacts on health 
and agriculture

Zhang said this discovery 
opens the door to treatments 
that could target this RNA 
modification process to cor-
rect problems in gene regula-
tion, in addition to telling sci-
entists more about these fun-
damental processes.

“We now have a clearer un-
derstanding of how m6A is 
regulated in the cell, which 
opens up new possibilities for 
drug discovery,” Zhang said. 

“By targeting the pathways 
we’ve identified, we could de-
velop treatments for diseases 
that occur when these pro-
cesses go wrong.” 

Zhang said these findings 
are just as important for agri-
culture. RNA modifications 
help plants respond to envi-
ronmental challenges like 
drought, unfavorable salinity 
conditions, and pressures 
from pathogens. The team 
believes that by manipulating 
these RNA processes, they 
could improve crop resilience 
and productivity. 

Looking ahead, the re-
search team plans to expand 
their work to study how these 
RNA processes operate in 
other crops and in human 
cells. 

“This study gives us a new 
way to understand RNA regu-
lation in a variety of species,” 
Zhang said. “We’re excited to 
explore how we can use this 
knowledge to improve the fu-
ture of human health and ag-
riculture.”—Texas A&M 
AgriLife Extension

Identifying a potential target to regulate gene expression
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MARKET SITUATION REPORTMARKET SITUATION REPORT
WLJ WLJ compiles its market reports, ODJ stories and statistics from USDA and independent marketing organizations.compiles its market reports, ODJ stories and statistics from USDA and independent marketing organizations.

CANADACANADA
No report available
Lethbridge, Alberta

November 1 10,622 335-420 315-355 268-318 250-300 230-265 220-236 224-230 105-146 1,450-2,700
Alabama 280-310 258-305 230-272 208-270 200-240 192-225 130-174 900-2.400
November 4 1,683 305* 305-360* 255-305* 252-287* 236-272* 230-269* 200-244.25* 105-130
Lexington, KY 257.50-271* 232.50-265* 233-264* 230-256* 220-247.80* 188-215* 151-233.75* 130-169 1,425-1,875
November 4 5,403 330-345 295-350 269-302 257-282 250-271 233.50-256
Joplin, MO 285-305 264-304 248-272 240.50-258 232-240 220-226.50
November 4 10,556 285-367 270-352 252.50-325 230-290 222.50-277.50 211-253 180-237.75 102-149 1,500-3,025
Tennessee 240-315 215-297 202.50-285 208-268 200-245 116-178 1,060-2,175
November 4 4,243 290 225-322.50 247-312 225-288 227.50-272 220-251 185-243
Virginia 230-264 225-270 205-252.50 205-240 180-230 188-226 142.50-212

EA
ST

EA
ST

October 31 1,930 306.50-340 352.50-375 317.50-345 267.50-294 244-270 80-123 1,800-2,500
Willcox, AZ 303-337.50 309.50-335 277.50-320 242-276 217-230 115-145 1,725-1,950
November 4 16,455 415-447.50 355-455 311-385 250-326.50 250-292.50 233-271 197-243 88-187.50 660-2,650
Colorado 322.50-425 210-396 242.50-341.50 235-293.50 227.50-254 217-241 201-234 102.50-194 1,425-2,525
October 30 3,910 355-455 200-371 261-317.50 242-298 227-247 216-237 114-144.50
La Junta, CO 301-395 251-310 241-291 235-246 224-241 215-223 138-151
November 4 1,107 360-415 320-370 260-315 255-280 230-260 150-235 118-136
Loma, CO 330-350 280-330 265-285 230-250 210-240 180-220 130-165
November 6 1,880 394 331-380 285-335 259-290 246-264 239-253.25 97-128 2,700
Dodge City, KS 310-352 267-296 240-303 236-251 239-242 235.50 134-156 1,375-2,825
October 31 2,945 371-383 310-360 268-306 244-272 248-256 238-275.10 100-133
Pratt, KS 275-335 250-294 247-262 225-244 233-242 191-241 123-167.50 1,050-3,250
October 31 2,253 340-370 301-362 265-319 239-278 227-274.50 39.50-256.50
Salina, KS 320-362 284-311 221-295 223-260 217.50-238 219.50-244
November 6 1,395 308-367 298-368 261-305 234-272 214-235 181-226
Clovis, NM 312-350 265-290 222-288 201-255 200-237 168-190
November 6 3,428 315 282.50-320 270-307.60 235-279 235-262 216.50-260
El Reno, OK 242.60-255 240-277.50 237.50-252 235-252.50 225-244 223.75
November 5 365 299-323 243-310 232-260 229-247 227-242 192-230 98-122
McAlester, OK 262-283 235-263 215-236 202-239 211-222 195-201 110-146
November 4 1,995 300 380 275-331 260-307 244-264 243-254 212-238
Oklahoma City, OK 338 270-287 250 219-257 210-244 229.50-230.50
November 1 1,499 185-400 237-325 242-316 227-260 215-250 204-230 80-125 1,800-2,000
Cuero, TX 215-300 227-296 226-320 214-266 201-238 187-229 110-148 800-1,750
October 31 2,641 400 317.50-407.50 285-335 260-300 214-277 210-258 221-247.50 75-122.50
Dalhart, TX 272.50-352.50 232-295 210-273 208-235 128-149
October 31 1,207 275* 252-267* 225-232* 219-228* 100-118 2,300
San Angelo, TX 238-244* 212-225* 204-216* 197-202* 122-145 1,425-2,225
November 7 585 264-291 246-253 230 100-110
Tulia, TX 305 269 245-255 221 115-130
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November 4 9,756 300-420 275-367.50 240-330 231-319.75 230-278.25 218-265 100-175
Iowa 300-355 263-335 225-307 223-270 222-252.35 214-244 110-174
November 5 3,135 465-491 372.50-415 317-365 282-326 262.50-295 240.50 233 90-129
Miles City, MT 395 327.50-365 283-315 255-286 235-260 248.75 217.50-235.50 121-161 1,350-1,575
November 6 1,285 375-406.50 325-367.50 297-324 269-292 267 262.75-267
Bassett, NE 356-385 292-330 267-286 253-262 241 228-236
November 2 3,320 360-467.50 310-375 294-333 265-319.50
Ericson, NE 410 315-395 282-337.50 268-290 268.50 219
No report available
Imperial, NE
No report available
Kearney, NE
November 1 4,952 440 359-416 315-377.50 294-336.50 274.50-313.50
Lexington, NE 300-350 283-325 265-295.50 258.50-275.50 240 1,500-2,600
October 31 5,313 360-419 331-390 285-329 272.50-286.50 255.50
Ogallala, NE 296-382.50 288-330 270-308.50 245 251 244-251
October 31 4,010 380-430 343-400 303-344 269.50-294.50
Valentine, NE 325-410 304-339 276-309 259.50-295 235-240 196-228
November 1 5,722 370-415 337.50-392.50 294-326 268-305.50 260-269.25 253.50-262.25
Herreid, SD 325-380 294-331 254-287.75 247-250 246-260.50 214.25-250.75
November 6 4,236 397-432.50 335-393 289-347 277-327 255-264 238-265
Torrington, WY 340-377 290-343 265-307 262-288 240-247 193-239.50

NO
RT

H C
EN

TR
AL

NO
RT

H C
EN

TR
AL

October 31 1,430 230-300 220-300 200-263 190-235 110-132 2,000-3,375
Orland, CA 210-288 200-270 180-240 170-217 100-146 2,500
No report available
Escalon, CA
November 4 302 250-300 250-300 250-275 220-253 200-220 160-190 105-160
Famoso, CA 230-275 230-275 200-250 200-230 190-205 115-138
No report available
Galt, CA
November 5 1,449 270-320 275-339 272-335 260-291 228-244 205-228.25 97-117
Turlock, CA 270-312.50 268-299 360-288 230-250 210-223 200-210 120-147.50
November 5 2,464 310-405 280-400 245-360 225-311 195-274 212.50-245 202.50-242 97.70-135.80
Salina, UT 265-375 250-360 220-345 192.50-289 280-250 105-235 192.50-219 112.35-181.25

FA
RW

ES
T

FA
RW

ES
T

November 1 N/A 290-344 280-337 265-320 235-282 230-262 215-242 87-117
Blackfoot, ID 270-313 255-307 235-289 230-270 220-244 205-235 112-131
October 31 869 321-405 325-361 271-320 268 245 148 86-120
Burley, ID 300-325 280-307 255-279 226 120-140
No report available
Emmett, ID
November 2 788 230-265 230-270 235-289 190-230 185-200 102-114.50
Eugene, OR 210-273 211-281 285-239 180-228 170-201 124-140 700-1,600
November 4 944 338-365 275-320 240-265 230-256 220-230 95-125 1,500-2,525
Madras, OR 250-300 230-260 220-250 192-233 176-206 125-140
November 6 913 330-390 285-347 265-297.50 250-277 220-235 216-231 100-125
Vale, OR 300-362 262-332 240-271 220-241 119-131
No report available
Davenport, WA
October 31 1,450 230-242.50 110-160
Toppenish, WA 242 230-240 225-231 128-135 1,450
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Selected AuctionsSelected Auctions
Week Ending November 7, 2024Week Ending November 7, 2024

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 2,004
Nov. '24 176,146 Neg. Sales 21+ days 773
Dec. '24 145,068 Formula sales 4,035
Jan. '25 106,558 Forward contract sales 71
Feb. '25 87,726 Domestic sales 6,221
Mar. '25 92,562 NAFTA Exports 129

NATIONAL WEEKLY FED BEEF SLAUGHTER VOLUME: NOVEMBER 4, 2024NATIONAL WEEKLY FED BEEF SLAUGHTER VOLUME: NOVEMBER 4, 2024
Domestic Imported

Forward Contract 24,913 3,885
Formula 269,834 4,514
Negotiated Cash 84,304 135
Negotiated Grid 39,725 1,757
Packer Owned 10,602 N/A
Total 429,378 10,291

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

WEEKLY WEIGHTED AVERAGES  
Live FOB Steer 346 1,448 187.71
Live FOB Heifer 340 1,264 187.90
Dressed Del Steer N/A N/A N/A
Dressed Del Heifer N/A N/A N/A
SAME PERIOD LAST WEEK
Live FOB Steer 31,974 1,545 189.79
Live FOB Heifer 10,573 1,339 189.94
Dressed Del Steer 5,726 1,002 296.95
Dressed Del Heifer 1,589 872 296.94
SAME PERIOD LAST YEAR
Live FOB Steer 1,785 1,490 180.81
Live FOB Heifer 1,509 1,337 181.45
Dressed Del Steer 1,517 949 286.65
Dressed Del Heifer 942 848 287.58

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 - 
Compared to Tuesday, steer calves and 
yearlings sold 1.00 higher. Heifers traded 
1.00-2.00 higher. Trade active, demand 
good. Supply consisted of steers and 
spayed heifers weighing 300-700 lbs.

Feeder heifers: Medium and large 1&2
300-400 lbs 286-298
400-500 lbs 266-276
500-600 lbs 246-256

Feeder steers: Medium and large 1&2
300-400 lbs 336-346
400-500 lbs 306-316
500-600 lbs 276-286

Douglas, AZ - 
Compared to Tuesday, steer calves and 

yearlings sold steady. Heifers traded steady. 
Trade active, demand good. Supply 

consisted of steers and spayed heifers 
weighing 300-700 lbs.

Feeder heifers: Medium and large 1&2
300-400 lbs 280-290
400-500 lbs 260-270
500-600 lbs 240-250

Feeder steers: Medium and large 1&2
300-400 lbs 330-340
400-500 lbs 300-310
500-600 lbs 270-280

USDA WEEKLY IMPORTED FEEDER CATTLEUSDA WEEKLY IMPORTED FEEDER CATTLE
November 6,  2024
Mexico to United States Feeder Cattle Import Summary
Receipts EST: 6,800 Week Ago EST: 8,850 Year Ago Act: 9,750

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 174.11 -0.83
Slaughter Heifers, mostly Choice & Select 1-3, 1200-1400 lbs 173.49 -0.42
Ontario Auctions
Slaughter Steers, mostly Choice & Select 1-3, 1300-1500 lbs N/A N/A
Slaughter Heifers, mostly Choice & Select 1-3, 1200-1400 lbs 175.64 +1.04
Slaughter Cows, Cutter and Utility 1-3, 1100-1400 lbs 118.51 -0.58
*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, November 5, 2024Average feeder cattle prices (CND) for week ending Tuesday, November 5, 2024
Steers: Alberta Saskatchewan Ontario

501-600 lbs  307.86 319.06 299.52
601-700 lbs 288.68 287.53 275.57
701-800 lbs 267.89 270.36 250.78
801-900 lbs 244.46 247.89 239.73

Heifers:
401-500 lbs 312.69 311.69 287.91
501-600 lbs 285.16 274.70 270.53
601-700 lbs 259.20 257.61 245.21
701-800 lbs 237.25 243.55 227.14

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

10/28/2024 10/21/2024
Feeders 31,083 28,976 1,145,981 996,596

CATTLE FUTURES: CME Live CattleCATTLE FUTURES: CME Live Cattle
11/1 11/4 11/5 11/6 11/7 High* Low*

Dec. 18593 18508 18478 18540 18583 19975 16853
Feb. 18690 18593 18595 18673 18743 19000 16668
Apr. 18770 18688 18700 18780 18825 19043 17005
Jun. 18130 18068 18088 18178 18258 18258 18068

  CATTLE FUTURES: CATTLE FUTURES: CME Feeder CattleCME Feeder Cattle
11/1 11/4 11/5 11/6 11/7 High* Low*

Nov. 24688 24635 24615 24770 24765 26460 21920
Jan. 24320 24243 24235 24403 24433 27095 22268
Mar. 24115 24025 24050 24175 24225 26625 22460
Apr. 24200 24118 24123 24240 24315 24315 24118
*High and low figures are for the life of the contract.
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CutoutsCutouts FED BOXED BEEFFED BOXED BEEF
DATE CHOICE SELECT COW BEEF CUTOUT 50% LEAN 90% LEAN
Nov 7 309.46 279.72 270.12 73.38 345.00
Nov 6 315.59 283.20 269.09 74.72 336.66
Nov 5 317.21 285.24 273.15 N/A 343.84
Nov 4 316.91 287.16 273.92 75.09 347.81
Nov 1 316.34 285.03 273.16 70.87 343.48

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

November 1 6,884 316.14 223 362.28 1,206 323.89 2,088 314.98 785 291.31 2,582 272.57
October 25 7,310 315.41 216 359.26 1,248 323.73 2,068 315.81 807 292.43 2,970 275.73
October 18 7,570 310.98 270 354.94 1,383 316.87 2,339 312.38 783 290.02 2,795 275.53
October 11 6,410 304.11 215 347.12 1,170 309.49 1,879 302.07 711 286.86 2,435 271.97

MARKET AT A GLANCEMARKET AT A GLANCE This Week: 11/7/2024This Week: 11/7/2024 Week AgoWeek Ago Year AgoYear Ago
Choice Fed Steers 187.71  189.79 180.81

CME Feeder Index 249.92  251.20 237.01

Boxed Beef Average 309.46  317.60 299.42

Average Dressed Steers N/A  296.65 286.65

Live Slaughter Weight*  1,382   1,416  1,381 

Weekly Slaughter**  615,000   623,000  632,000 

Weekly Beef Production*** 532.1  537.20 525.0

Hide/Offal Value 11.05  11.08 12.65

Corn Price 4.27  4.11 4.68

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

MMARKET ARKET NNEWSEWS



Slaughter through Thurs-
day totaled about 494,000 
head, a few thousand head 
more than a week earlier. To-
tal slaughter for a week earlier 
is projected at 615,000 head. 
Actual slaughter for the week 
ending Oct. 26 was 625,186 
head. The average steer 
dressed weight was 957 lbs., 
down 3 lbs. from the prior 
week.  

Boxed beef prices fell over 
the week. The Choice cutout 
lost more than $8 to close at 
$309.46, and the Select cutout 

lost $5.65 to close at $279.72.
“The ends of the carcass 

have been under seasonal 
pressure and the Select qual-
ity grade has been especially 
weak and the Select cutout 
appears vulnerable for further 
downside,” Fish said.

September beef exports 
were reported down 3% year 
to date from a year earlier, 
while imports are up 21% year 
to date from a year ago. Im-
ports increased from Austra-
lia, Uruguay, Brazil and Ar-
gentina. Fish noted the U.S. 
has not been this much of a 
net importer of beef since 
2008.

Feeder cattle
Feeder cattle futures saw 

gains over the week. The No-
vember contract gained $2.28 
to close at $247.65, and the 
January contract gained $3 to 
close at $244.32.

“Between the support of 
the live cattle complex's high-
er trend and the continued 
support of strong buyer de-
mand in the countryside, the 
market has all the support it 
needs to continue to press 
onward into the afternoon,” 
ShayLe Stewart, DTN live-
stock analyst, wrote in her 
Thursday midday comments.

The CME Feeder Cattle In-

dex lost $1.28 to close at 
$249.92.

Corn futures were higher 
over the week. The Decem-
ber contract gained 17 cents 
to close at $4.27, and the 
March contract gained 14 
cents to close at $4.40.

Missouri: Joplin Regional 
Stockyards in Carthage sold 
5,403 head on Monday. Com-
pared to a week earlier, feeder 
steers under 625 lbs. sold 
from $10 lower to $2 higher. 
Heavier weights sold from $3 
lower to $6 higher. Feeder 
heifers sold steady to $8 lower. 
Benchmark steers averaging 
766 lbs. sold from $253.50-
271, averaging $260.62.

Oklahoma: Oklahoma 
National Stockyards in Okla-

homa City sold 1,990 head on 
Monday. Compared to a 
week earlier, feeder cattle and 
calves were not well tested. 
Demand was moderate to 
good. Benchmark steers av-
eraging 719 lbs. sold from 
$248-254, averaging $251.

South Dakota: Sioux Falls 
Regional Cattle Auction in 
Worthing sold 2,817 head on 
Monday. Compared to a 
week earlier, there was a lim-
ited number of light steers. 
Steers 550 lbs. sold $9 higher, 
800 lbs. sold $3 higher, 850 lbs. 
sold $12 higher with instanc-
es of sharply higher and 950 
lbs. sold $11 higher. Heifers 
700 lbs. sold $8-9 lower, 750 
lbs. sold $3 lower, 800 lbs. sold 
$1 higher, 850 lbs. sold $3-4 

higher and 900 lbs. sold $7-8 
higher. Benchmark steers av-
eraging 763 lbs. sold from 
$243-265.50, averaging 
$261.48.

Wyoming: Winter Live-
stock in Riverton sold 2,902 
head on Tuesday. Compared 
to the last auction, feeder 
steers under 500 lbs. sold with 
instances of $8-11 lower, over 
500 lbs. sold with instances of 
$3-5 higher and 600 lbs. were 
$9 lower. Heifer calves under 
400 lbs. sold $7-12 lower, over 
400 lbs. sold with instances of 
$3-10 higher, 450 lbs. calves 
were $4-6 lower and over 600 
lbs. sold $9-12 lower. A group 
of steers averaging 679 lbs. 
sold for $255. — Anna Miller, 
WLJ managing editor

MARKETS
(from page 1)
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Text for Your 
Sale Book!

(406) 350-5443

PO Box 170 • Hobson, MT 59452 (406) 423-7500 

StevenSonAnguS.com.com

Why settle for less… 
Buy theBuy the Best!Best!

America’s Longest Established Bull SaleAmerica’s Longest Established Bull Sale

December 3December 3
     2024     2024

tueSDAytueSDAy

400 AnguS Sell
140 two yeAr olD bullS 

Never Been Picked Over
Developed Specifically for This Offering

125 yeArling bullS 
Our Most Progressive Genetics, 

Trait Leading Sire Groups

60 regiStereD 
breD HeiferS 

75 commerciAl
breD femAleS 

One Load of AI Bred Heifers
One Load of Young Spring Calving Cows

FREENationwide Bull Delivery!

The 2022 Census of Agricul-
ture shows that around 84,000 
farms operated by a producer 
with military service engage in 
cattle farming (29%), making 
it the most common commod-
ity specialization among those 
with military service. 

It is followed closely by “oth-
er crop farming” with 79,000 

operations (27%). “Other ani-
mal production” ranks third 
with approximately 59,000 
farms, while operations spe-
cializing in “oilseed and grain” 
and “specialty crops” are less 
common, with around 37,000 
and 30,000 farms, respectively.

In 2022, there were 289,372 
farms operated by at least one 

producer with current or prior 
military service, which repre-
sents about 15% of all farm 
operations. These farms were 
mostly small, with an average 
farm size of 373 acres, com-
pared with the overall U.S. av-
erage farm size of 463 acres. 
— USDA Economic Research 
Service

Veterans most often choose 
cattle as commodity choice

TURLOCK LIVESTOCK 
AUCTION YARD

2024 Upcoming                                        Sales                            

Online Bidding at www.LMAAuctions.com

209-634-4326 • 209-667-0811 • WWW.TURLOCKLIVESTOCK.COM209-634-4326 • 209-667-0811 • WWW.TURLOCKLIVESTOCK.COM

Call today to consign your cattle!

Max Olvera  209-277-2063Max Olvera  209-277-2063
Steve Faria 209-988-7180Steve Faria 209-988-7180
Justin Ramos  209-844-6372Justin Ramos  209-844-6372
John Luiz  209-480-5101John Luiz  209-480-5101
Jake Bettencourt Jake Bettencourt  209-262-4019 209-262-4019
Travis Johnson Travis Johnson  209-996-8645209-996-8645
Tim Sisil  209-631-6054Tim Sisil  209-631-6054

John Bourdet  831-801-2343John Bourdet  831-801-2343
Celeste Settrini 831-320-1527Celeste Settrini 831-320-1527
Matt Miller  209-914-5116Matt Miller  209-914-5116
Brandon Baba  209-480-1267Brandon Baba  209-480-1267
Bud Cozzi  Bud Cozzi  209-652-4480209-652-4480
Eddie Nunes Eddie Nunes In Memory of In Memory of 

1944-20241944-2024

������������
RENO, NVRENO, NV

When marketing When marketing 
your calves at TLAY, your calves at TLAY, 

don’t forget how don’t forget how 
essential  the 2essential  the 2 ndnd 
round of shots is. round of shots is. 

Make sure to include Make sure to include 
a modifi ed live a modifi ed live 

vaccination.vaccination.

SALE DAY SALE DAY 
IS PAY DAYIS PAY DAY

����������������������������������������
TLAY FALL ROUNDUP FEEDER SALESTLAY FALL ROUNDUP FEEDER SALES

Mark your calendars!Mark your calendars!

�������������������
���������

SPECIAL FEEDER SALE & SPECIAL FEEDER SALE & 
CUSTOMER APPRECIATION DAYCUSTOMER APPRECIATION DAY

����

1919 thth 
AnniversaryAnniversary

�������������������

SMALL/YOUNG PRODUCERS SPECIALSMALL/YOUNG PRODUCERS SPECIAL

FEATURING CONSIGNMENTS FROM 50 HEAD OR LESS AND OUR YOUNG INDUSTRY LEADERSFEATURING CONSIGNMENTS FROM 50 HEAD OR LESS AND OUR YOUNG INDUSTRY LEADERS

������������������������������������������������������������������
6060 BRED COWS  BRED COWS •• 50% 50% AKAUSHI AKAUSHI / / 50% 50% BLACK ANGUS AND RED ANGUSBLACK ANGUS AND RED ANGUS
BRED TOBRED TO AKAUSHI BULLSAKAUSHI BULLS FROM FROM HEART BRAND BEEF — TEXASHEART BRAND BEEF — TEXAS

BULLS OUT ON MAY 6 - JULY 22BULLS OUT ON MAY 6 - JULY 22 •• RUNNING IN FT JONES, CA.RUNNING IN FT JONES, CA.
AGESAGES 3-8-YEARS-OLD 3-8-YEARS-OLD

Feeder cattle see gains on the board



For ranch horses, a forage-
based diet is not just a recom-

mendation; it’s essential for 
their health, energy and over-

all performance. Under-
standing their unique diges-

tive system helps highlight 
why forage is a critical com-
ponent of their diet.

Working ranch horses play 
a vital role in daily ranch op-
erations, and their ability to 
perform these tasks effec-
tively relies heavily on their 
overall health, which begins 
with fueling their bodies to 
perform optimally. 

Whether its checking fence 
lines, herding cattle or rotat-
ing pastures, these tasks de-
mand a steady supply of en-
ergy for ranch horses. Forage 
provides the nutrients that 
help sustain energy levels 
throughout the day. The slow 
fermentation process in the 
hindgut allows for a gradual 
release of energy. 

Benefits of a forage-
based diet

“The horse is an amazing 
athlete and is uniquely de-
signed to perform the diverse 
set of tasks required on the 
ranch,” said Jennifer Zoller, 
Ph.D., Texas A&M AgriLife 
Extension Service horse spe-
cialist and associate professor 
in the Texas A&M Depart-
ment of Animal Science. 

“Thankfully their digestive 
system is built to help them 
survive and thrive on a natu-
ral forage-based diet, supple-
mentation with concentrates 
is not always necessary,” 
Zoller said.

A diet high in forage can 
help prevent gut-health is-
sues in horses. When ranch 
horses graze forage, they con-
tinuously have something in 
their stomach to absorb natu-
rally produced stomach acid. 
Horses that are not provided 
a minimum of 1% of their 
body weight in forage can 
have a diminished buffer, 
which can lead to very pain-
ful gastric ulcers. 

A horse’s teeth grow con-
tinuously throughout its life-

time, and the grinding mo-
tion of chewing helps main-
tain an even wear pattern. 
However, if a horse doesn’t 
receive enough long-stem 
roughage, its teeth may de-
velop hooks and points due 
to uneven wear, leading to 
painful dental issues later in 
life. 

Long-stem roughage also 
has a “scratch factor” that can 
aid in the overall digestive 
health of the horse. As the 
roughage passes through the 
tract, the rigid structure of the 
forage can gently “scratch” 
the intestinal lining to sluff off 
old cells and promote the 
generation of new healthy 
cells.

“Forage should be the cor-
nerstone of a working ranch 
horse’s diet, and in many 
cases can provide a balanced 
intake of nutrients to pro-
mote the overall health and 
longevity of your ranching 
partners.” 

A horse’s digestive 
system

Horses are non-ruminant 
herbivores, designed to graze 
continuously throughout the 
day. Their small stomachs 
mean they can only consume 
small amounts of feed at a 
time, which is why a continu-
ous grazing diet rich in forage 
is ideal, Zoller said. 

When horses ingest forage, 
it enters the stomach, where 
gastric acids begin the diges-
tion process. This acidic en-
vironment prepares the for-
age for further digestion.

The partially digested for-
age then moves to the small 
intestine, where enzymatic 
digestion occurs. This pro-
cess breaks down complex 
carbohydrates into simple 
sugars. Additionally, fats and 
proteins are also simplified 
and absorbed into the blood-
stream. 

Any forage that isn’t fully 
digested in the small intestine 
proceeds to the hindgut for 
complex fermentation to take 
place, allowing for the break-
down of fibrous materials. 
The horse absorbs the vola-
tile fatty acids produced dur-
ing this fermentation, which 
can serve as a significant and 
sustaining energy source.

Balancing forage,  
nutrients

Horses may require addi-
tional energy if their work-
load demands it, and the 
easiest way to know if sup-
plementation is required is 
to monitor their body condi-
tion score, Zoller said. The 
body condition score is a 
subjective assessment of fat 
coverage and overall condi-
tion. 

Depending on the quality 
of forage available and the 
specific energy demands of 
the horse, some ranchers will 
choose to supplement with 
grains or commercial feeds. 

“The hardest part of sup-
plementing your horse is 
choosing what source of 
supplement you’re going to 
use,” said Zoller. 

There are many national 
and local brands of feed sup-
pliers to choose from that 
can all provide quality sup-
plementation to horses. 
When choosing which sup-
plement to feed ranch hors-
es, it’s crucial to select one 
that best fits the class of the 
horse, and then feed the 
supplement as directed on 
the tag. 

“Forage should be the cor-
nerstone of a working ranch 
horse’s diet, and in many 
cases can provide a balanced 
intake of nutrients to pro-
mote the overall health and 
longevity of your ranching 
partners,” said Zoller. — Tex-
as A&M AgriLife Extension
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Why forage is the cornerstone of a working ranch horse’s diet
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Houston Dobbins manages 
his family’s 2,500-acre ranch in 
Val Verde County, near Del Rio, 
TX. An area of transition, lo-
cated between the hill country 
and the Trans-Pecos region, it 
is referred to as South Texas 
brush country. The area’s veg-
etation is varied, a mix of 
shrubs, cactus and low growing 
grasses. With a desert-like cli-
mate, everything living here 
must be able to withstand the 
rigors of this area.

Though challenging, it also 
contains unexpected beauty 
and hidden gems of history.

With help from USDA's Nat-
ural Resources Conservation 
Service (NRCS) in Texas, Dob-
bins is working to maintain and 
improve his piece of the land-
scape. 

Dobbins has been manag-
ing his ranch for more than six 
years, but this fourth-genera-
tion rancher has family con-
nections to the property that 
began long before. Dobbin’s 
great grandfather, a Swiss im-
migrant, purchased the prop-
erty—site unseen—from a 
newspaper article in 1890. The 
land was passed down to Dob-
bin’s grandparents and eventu-
ally, to his mother. 

“It’s nice being out here on 
the ranch, it’s just something I 
always enjoyed doing,” said 
Dobbins.

His great grandfather’s gam-
ble proved to be a smart one, 
the desert-like property has an 
unexpected resource.  

The ranch has 30 miles of 
waterfront that rolls down to 
Amistad Reservoir and the Rio 
Grande River. For an area that 
averages less than 20 inches of 
rainfall yearly, this water source 
is precious and makes ranch-
ing possible.

“Being located along Lake 
Amistad, I don’t have to worry 
about water. It helps my opera-
tion as there’s a constant source 
of water,” said Dobbins.  

Though the land has re-
mained unchanged, the 
ranch’s livestock operation has 
transitioned over time.  

Cattle, sheep and goats have 
all been raised on the ranch at 
some point. Dobbins grew up 
raising Rambouillet sheep and 
Spanish goats. He recalls it be-
ing everything from a show 
lamb operation to more com-
mercial animal production, 
which it is now. Currently, most 
of the livestock are Dorper 
sheep, a breed more suited to 
arid regions. 

Though not new to ranching 
when he took over the family 
operation, Dobbins was new to 
being the lead at the ranch and 
making all the decisions. His 
initial struggles included sev-
eral things, but infrastructure 
was his main concern. 

He reached out to the NRCS 
and Val Verde County District 
Conservationist Reagan Gage 
for assistance with managing 
his family’s property. 

Both men agreed the ranch 
needed work.

“NRCS has been able to help 
tackle issues with the land-
scape more than anything,” 
said Gage. “Our first meeting 
was getting together and look-
ing at the ranch. Being able to 
see what kind of (brush) spe-
cies we’re working with, what 
the situation was, and what the 
soils were like to narrow it 
down. We were able to find the 
best recipe to help meet his 
goals.”

Dobbins utilized the Envi-
ronmental Quality Incentives 
Program (EQIP) for the conser-
vation work he has accom-
plished on the property. EQIP 

provides technical and finan-
cial assistance to agricultural 
producers to address natural 
resource concerns. NRCS 
works one-on-one with pro-
ducers to develop a conserva-
tion plan that outlines conser-
vation practices and activities 
to help solve on-farm resource 
issues. EQIP helps producers 
make conservation work for 
them.

Bringing his fences up to par 
was a large part of that process.  

Without the fences, Dobbins 
could not have an effective 
rotational grazing system. 
Planning and installing cross-
fencing allowed for better rota-
tional grazing, further improv-
ing the health of the land and 
keeping his livestock thriving.

Another major challenge for 
the ranch was brush manage-
ment. 

“Houston’s place was pretty 
much brush dominated,” said 
Gage. “It had some grass, but 
not as much as the potential—
not as much as Houston 
would’ve like to see. And so, it’s 
been very rewarding to see the 
difference before and after.” 

They decided to use chemi-
cal control methods to attack 
the brush problem.  

“Reagan got me interested in 
the idea, telling me how ben-
eficial it would be towards my 
operation,” said Dobbins. “It 
would help me with my stock-
ing rates, promote grass growth 
and kind of get rid of things that 
are in over abundance.” 

The recommendation for 
chemical control also came 
from the challenges Gage saw.  

Traditional mechanical 
methods can be time-consum-
ing, expensive and invasive. In 
arid areas, less ground distur-
bance is often beneficial for 
recovery. For his situation, 
chemical control was the best 
solution.  

“We had an area that is very 
dry, rocky, often steep slopes—
country that you would really 
have a hard time adapting any 
mechanical brush work,” said 
Gage. 

They targeted species like 
cenizo, guajillo, white brush, 
black brush and prickly pear, 
all common to the area.  

The changes in manage-
ment and infrastructure have 
worked, providing several ben-
efits to the ranch. 

“It’s helped me with the di-
versity of plants for the sheep 
and goats,” said Dobbins. 
“We’ve been months without 
any rain and the sheep are still 
healthy and a lot of it’s because 
of the work we’ve done.”

Ancient art within 
the rocks

The property holds another 
resource as special, or maybe 
more so, than the rest.

The property is home to sev-
eral caves, some of which have 
numerous Lower Pecos Region 
Rock Art or pictographs, along 
their walls.  

The pictograph sites found 
on the Dobbins’s ranch are 
estimated to cover a time span 
from the 19th century to over 
10,000 years ago. They demon-
strate some of the earliest 
forms of human communica-
tion and storytelling.

“The Indians that inhabited 
(the area), they wanted to live 
here for a reason,” said Dob-
bins.  

The cave walls reveal red 
monochrome figures, includ-
ing people and animals of 
various size and scale. The art-
work tells the story and records 

the history of the people who 
called it home. 

While the cave art has an 
incredible amount of historical 
value, it is also something that 
Dobbins likes to share. 

“I try to bring as many peo-
ple down here as possible, es-
pecially friends,” he said. 

Past, present and  
future

Vision, commitment, and 
lessons learned are all part of 
carrying on the legacy of those 
that came before him. 

Whether it’s with the ani-
mals, the land, or the history of 
the area, Dobbins will continue 
to evolve on his journey as a 
rancher and becoming part of 
its story. 

“Being here, (this ranch) has 
a deep history of the people 
that inhabited this area,” said 
Dobbins. “Its natural resourc-
es—the water, the plants, and 
the diversity of animals that live 
(here)—it’s just rich in history. 
That’s what draws me to being 
around here. It’s a family his-
tory.” 

Knowing where you came 
from is the first lesson but mak-
ing it work may be the hardest. 

Dobbins’s attitude, determi-
nation, and willingness to learn 
and implement new ways of 
doing things has proven to be 
a winning combination.  

“With ranching you have to 
care about the animals that 
you’re raising and give them 
the best opportunity you can to 
survive and thrive in this kind 
of area,” said Dobbins. “Being 
outside every day, working 
with the sheep and goats, it’s a 
rewarding job. You actually get 
to see things progress and 
there’s always something you 
could be doing better.”

The assistance and collabo-
ration with NRCS have helped 
to bridge that gap. 

“Whenever I have an idea, or 
something that might work, or 
something I’ve heard about, I 
talk to the NRCS,” said Dob-
bins. “(They) know what other 
producers are doing and what 
works in this area—awesome 

to bounce ideas off of.” 
The same can be said of 

Dobbins as well. 
“It’s been great working with 

Houston because he’s been 
very open-minded and willing 
to adapt to new ideas,” said 
Gage. “He wants the best for 

the land and that’s what you 
want to see when you work 
with someone.” — Wade Day, 
USDA public affairs specialist

Ranch with a view, rancher with a vision

18 BRED BALDY HEIFERS RAISED HERE 
Average PAP score 38 in Walden, CO.

We have summered between one and two hundred 
breeding age females there the last three summers.

For more information contact:
Jay and Janice Berry

3049 County Road 225
Cheyenne, WY 82009

(307) 634-5178
E-mail: jaberryherefords@msn.com

www.WhereCowmenBuyBulls.com

B BIG VALLEY 28L • 44463131 • 3/27/2023 • Polled
Sire: YV 8Y VALLEYGROWN ET 62G — 16 sons 

CE 5.4 BW 3.7 WW 68 YW 115 MM 38 MG 72 REA .44 MARB .06 CHB 110

B KINGDOM 61L • 44464027 • 4/1/23 • Polled
Sire: CHURCHILL KINGDOM 128J ET — 8 sons sell

CE 6.9 BW 2.2 WW 66 YW 103 MM 36 MG 69 REA .88 MARB .27 CHB 143

B 1235 DOMINO 40L • 44463809 • 3/29/2023 • Horned
Sire: CL 1 DOMINO 1235J — 10 sons

CE -2.4 BW 4.1 WW 66 YW 107 MM 28 MG 61 REA .51 MARB .1 CHB 128

B IDEAL 90L • 44468624 • 4/8/2023 • Horned
Sire: K&B PARAGON 940G ET — 3 sons

CE 1.6 BW 2.9 WW 61 YW 93 MM 28 MG 59 REA .72 MARB .1 CHB 129

New Sale Date!

Videos and catalog online mid-November.

If unable to attend, bid online at:

Monday, 
November 25, 2024

at the ranch • Cheyenne, WY

Cows and Bred Heifers
For Sale Private Treaty 

We PAP tested 84 Hereford females
 in Walden with an average score of 38. 

40 for sale AI bred to CL1 Domino 345L and 
Churchill Advance 0317 .
50 younger Hereford cows AIed to our herd bull battery. 

We have breeding interests in these herd bulls:
Sherman, Stanfield, Long Haul, NJW 76S 27A, 

Longrange 203D.



CLASSIFIED ADS WORK!
www.wlj.net

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.
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CLASSIFIED INDEX

Call & schedule your classified  
ad today!

800-850-2769
classified@wlj.net
303-722-0155 Fax

C L AS S I F I E D  C O R R A L

22  FORFOR  11 PLACE A CLASSIFIED PLACE A CLASSIFIED 
AD, SEE IT IN PRINT  AD, SEE IT IN PRINT  

& ONLINE& ONLINE

CLASSIFIED CORRAL
7355 E. Orchard Road, #300 • Greenwood Village, CO 80111 

1-800-850-2769 • Fax:  303-722-0155
www.wlj.net  •   classified@wlj.net

DO NOT PHONE IN RESPONSES TO BLIND BOX ADS.  
ADVERTISERS' NAMES AND LOCATIONS ARE CONFIDENTIAL. 
INCLUDE THE AD DEPARTMENT NUMBER IN YOUR EMAIL 
RESPONSE OR ON YOUR ENVELOPE AND YOUR REPLY WILL BE 
PROMPTLY FORWARDED.

WWW.WLJ.NETWWW.WLJ.NET 303-722-7600303-722-7600
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Cattle 
For Sale 10

Take WLJ with you 
wherever you go!

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

Pasture 
Wanted 24

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

5th generation rancher in search of 
winter ground for 100-200 fall pairs.

 References available. 
Based in Orland. 

916-705-6861

Irrigation 27

 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

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

PRICE REDUCED! CHOICE 320± ac. – irrigated farm, w/pivot sprinklers, irrigation wells & an 
older home which would be liveable or could be moved. Located on pvmt. in prime farming area of 
Castro Co., TX.

PRICE REDUCED! MULESHOE RANCH – 1,074.18± ac. grassland, great access conveniently 
located outside of Muleshoe, TX.

UNION CO., NM – Just out of Clayton, NM, 2± sections  located on pvmt. complete with two 
large circles containing 398.4± ac. & 452.94± ac. irrigated by pivot sprinklers w/five irrigation wells & 
accompanying irr. equipment, on pvmt. together w/a lease of 800± ac. of Kiowa National Grassland.

UNION CO., NM – Just out of Clayton, a large feedyard w/four circles irrigated by ¼ mile sprinklers, 
six irr. wells and accompanying irr. equipment just across the hwy. from the two sections w/the grass 
lease. The two sections w/the grass lease & the feedyard w/four adjoining quarters can be purchased 
together or separately.

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

Real Estate Rent/
Lease/Trade 22

Ranch for Lease
Accepting bids for irrigated Clove

Ranch in Dixon, CA.
434 Acres, cross fenced into 10

pastures. Irrigated by Rec District
2068 with a guaranteed water

supply.
Stock water well on property, feeds

all pastures and corrals.
Full set of working corrals with a

capacity of 500 head.
Ranch will be available 5/1/2025 for

the grazing season.
Send bids & information requests to:

rongilliland7@gmail.com

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

Real Estate 
Opportunities 20

Excellent selection of Angus bulls 
for sale.

AI-sired from proven cow families.
Westwind Angus

(530) 736-0727

80 head black baldy heifers
Calving date 3/10/2025 - 5/1/2025.

Bred to low birth weight Angus bulls.
Vira Shield 6VL5, dewormed and 

poured with cleanup.
Located in south central Oregon.

Call (707) 484-5696

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

4 acres of chopped corn from a 
maze.

Corn and chopped stalks for sale as 
feed.

San Jose, CA.
Kevin: (510) 368-3040

Hay/Feed/ 
Seed 26

Visit 
www.wlj.net 

today!

Dogs 
For Sale 14

Great Pyrenees, 6 years old. 
Having to rehome due to health 
and selling farm. Nov 5th male 

will be neutered, female already 
spayed. Need secure fence, like 
to dig. Bonded pair, guards home 

and barn, arena with sheep. 
Located in AZ.
(949) 275-4910

HISTORIC ‘FORT ROCK RANCH’ 
for sale in Seligman, AZ.

 This is a rare opportunity to own 
a magnificent piece of western 

history.
Lindon Gareis 

Designated Broker 
DOWN-HOME REALTY LLC

602-810-4523

Real Estate 
Pacific 20A

“If you are feeding lots of 
big squares, Sinch Bale 
Feeder is the solution!”

Videos & more on website.
Phone Charles: 
(435) 459-1848

We have couples of adorable 
mini Cows & Donkeys. 
For more info Text/Call: 

(662) 625-6381

Horses/Mules 15

Available for Metal, 
Composition Shingles or Tar 
Roofs. Long lasting and easy 

to apply. We also 
manufacture Tank Coatings 

for Concrete, Rock, Steel, 
Galvanized and Mobile 

tanks. 
Call for our  
FREE 
CATALOG. 

TANK COATINGS 
ROOF COATINGS 

VIRDEN PERMA-BILT CO.
806/352-2761

www.virdenproducts.com

Equipment 
For Sale 30

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.  
Dept. WLJ • 641 W. Hwy 31 Garnett, KS 66032  

785/448-3119  
www.grahamschool 
forcattlemen.com

Over 100 years of 
continuous service

CATTLEMEN

Subscribe today!
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Real Estate 
Plains 20E Real Estate 

Plains 20EReal Estate 
Plains 20E Real Estate 

Plains 20E

JAMISON QUARTER 
HORSES PRODUCTION 

SALE
Oct. 10, Quinter, KS

7 Brood mares. . . $5,643
50 Foals . . . . . . . . . . 5,460

Auctioneers: Lynn & 
Seth Weishaar

TOPS—Ranch geldings: 
JA Frostem Jaydrif t, 
5/20/2019 by PC Frost Em 

Peppy; to Alice Lawaetz, 
Plains, VA, $40,000. JA 
Dandy Sunfrost, 4/5/2021 
by JD Dandy Streaker; to 
CW Ranch, Howard, PA, 
$37,000. JA Frostem 
Rosebush, 5/14/2021 by PC 
Frost Em Peppy; to Hy-
Plains, Montezuma, KS, 
$36,500. Brood mare: Red 
Fox Starlight, 5/13/2010 by 

Chics Red Fox; to HCM Farm 
Partners, Cherry Valley, AR, 
$ 3 6,0 0 0 .  Fo a l s:  P C 
Redwood Manny X Miss Tuff 
colt, 5/8/2024; to BV 
Livestock, Cimarron, KS, 
$18,000. The Rockin Cowboy 
X JA Elegan colt, 5/29/2024; 
to Martin Ranch, Keystone, 
NE, $14,000. JA Wily Sun 
Frost X JA Lady THR filly, 

5/11/2024; to Vicki Kinser, 
Morristown, TN, $12,500. PC 
Cajunistic X JA Lady Baretta 
filly, 4/25/2024 by PA 
Cajunistic; to Jordan Diehl, 
Bradford, OH, $11,000. — TY 
GROSHANS

DAL PORTO LIVESTOCK 
FEMALE SALE

Oct. 28, Brewster, NE
43 Total lots . . . . . $8,668

Auctioneer: Greg 
Goggins

Sale Manager: Rance 
Long

TOPS—Open heifers: Dal 
Porto Sandy 4547, 5/7/2024 
by PVF DLX King Pin 0058; 
to Rick Smith, CO, $51,000. 
Dal Porto Sandy 4561, 
5/14/2024 by EXAR Classen 
1422B; $32,500. Dal Porto 
Sandy 4563, 5/18/2024 by 
PVF DLX King Pin 0058; 
$26,000. 4M Princess 2436, 
2/9/2024 by PVF DLX King 
Pin 0058; $14,500. Flush: 
DPL Sandy 9560 x Bull of 
buyer's choice; $12,500. — 
TY GROSHANS

SPRINGLAKE ANGUS 
DISPERSAL SALE

Oct. 30, Lynch, NE
252 Angus total  
lots . . . . . . . . . . . . . $3,948

Auctioneers: Dustin 
Carter & Cody 

Lowderman
Sale Manager: CK Sales 

& Marketing LLC
TOPS:  Carlson Lady 

4005, 1/28/2014 by Sinclair 

Fortunate Son bred to Rito 
707  I d e a l  3 4 07 ;  t o 
Trendsetter Genetics, 
Sulphur, OK, $12,500. SLA 
RB Lady Standard 6033, 
3/11/2016 by RR Rito 707 
bred to SLA Rainmaker 6169; 
to Josh Scheckel, Bellvue, 
I A ,  $ 9, 5 0 0.  —  T Y 
GROSHANS

BIRCH CREEK ANGUS 
BULL SALE

Oct. 25, Ruby Valley, NV
53 Angus bulls. . . $6,555
11 Red Angus  
bulls . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,195

Auctioneer: Rick 
Machado

TOPS:  B i rc h  C re e k 
Al ter nat ive 32 29,  by 
Baldridge Alternative E125; 
to Neff Livestock, Ruby 
Valley, NV, $13,000. Coleman 
Rock 3818, by Coleman Rock 
7200; to Neil McQueary, 
Ruby Valley, NV, $13,000. 
Birch Creek Scale House 
386, by S A V Scale House 
0845; to Neil McQueary, 
Ruby Valley, NV, $10,000. — 
JARED PATTERSON

WORLD OF BULLS BULL 
SALE

Nov. 2, Galt, CA
51 Angus bulls . . . $5,635
1 Gelbvieh bull . . . . .4,750
2 Beefmaster  
bulls . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,300
4 Brangus bulls . . . . 4,100
2 Ultrablacks  
bulls . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,600
1 Charolais bull. . . . 3,250

Auctioneer: Jake 
Parnell

TOPS:  Av i l a s  20 07 
Upward 2357, by Thomas 
Upward 01202; to Dittmer 
R a n c h,  CA,  $1 2,0 0 0. 
Roadrunner Bomber 4960, 
by Casino Bomber S39; to 
Slagowski Ranches, NV, 
$9,250. HCC Transcendent 
304, by G A R Transcendent; 
to J. M. Lasgoity, Madera, 
CA, $9,000. Roadrunner Grit 
4954, by Roadrunner Grit 
2197; to Slagowski Ranches, 
NV, $8,500. — JARED 
PATTERSON

BET ON RED SALE
Nov. 2, Reno, NV

1 Red Angus bred  
heifer . . . . . . . . . . $40,000
44 Red Angus open  
heifers . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,159

Auctioneer: Matt 
Lowery

Sale Manager: Garrett 
Knebel

TOPS—Bred heifer: 
OOO Hayley 23144, by Lacy 
Mov'N On 417 063G bred to 
Alternative 21041; to Sand 
Ridge L&C, OK, $40,000. 
Open heifers: BRTL Mandy 
407M, by Duff HD 2046; to 
Jacob Jung, Mina, SD, 
$18,000. LASO Rainbow 
E29M, by Duff No Regrets; 
t o  To d d  H i l l e g a s , 
Montoursville, PA, $10,000. 
MHC Chica 214M ET, by Red 
Diamond EL REV 102; to 
Steven Rodgers, MO, 
$10,000. — LOGAN IPSEN

Sale ReportsSale Reports

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.

ANGUS
Nov. 11 – Green Mountain 
Angus Ranch, Bull Sale, 
Billings, MT
Nov. 13 – Riverbend Ranch, 
Bull Sale, Idaho Falls, ID
Nov. 14 – Hoffman Ranch, 
Bull Sale, Thedford, NE
Nov. 15 – Jorgensen Land & 
Cattle, Bull Sale, Arcadia, FL
Nov. 16 – TLC Ranch & 
Sugar Top Angus, Bull Sale, 
Jerome, ID
Nov. 18 – J&L Livestock, 
Bred Females Sale, Billings, 
MT
Nov. 21 – JR Ranch & 
Sackmann Cattle, Bull Sale, 
Othello, WA
Nov. 22 – TD Angus, Female 
Sale, North Platte, NE
Nov. 23 – Baldridge/
Tiedeman & Frank Cattle 
and Genetics, Female Sale, 
Chappell, NE
Nov. 23 – Diamond Peak 
Cattle Co., Female Sale, 
Loma, CO
Nov. 23 – Redland Angus, 
Bull Sale, Buffalo, WY
Nov. 23 – Spring Cove 
Ranch, Female Sale, Bliss, 
ID
Nov. 23 – Queen Ann 
Cattle, Female Sale, Loma, 
CO
Nov. 26 – Paint Rock Angus, 
Bull Sale, Hyattville, WY
Nov. 29 – Vermilion Ranch, 
Bull Sale, Billings, MT
Dec. 2 – Jacobsen Ranch, 
Bull Sale, Great Falls, MT
Dec. 2 – Stevenson’s 

Diamond Dot, Bull Sale, 
Hobson, MT
Dec. 3 – Stevenson Angus 
Ranch, Bull Sale, Hobson, 
MT
Dec 3 – ZumBrunnen 
Angus, Production Sale, 
Lusk, WY
Dec. 4 – Beef Country 
Breeders, Bull Sale, 
Columbus, MT
Dec. 5 – Kern Cattle, Bull 
Sale, Visalia, CA
Dec. 5 – Sitz Angus, Bull 
Sale, Harrison, MT
Dec. 6 – KG Ranch, Bull 
Sale, Three Forks, MT

HEREFORD
Nov. 25 – Berry Herefords, 
Bull Sale, Cheyenne, WY
Dec. 6 – Western States 
Hereford Sale, Reno, NV

RED ANGUS
Nov. 11 – Ludvigson Stock 
Farms, Bull Sale, Park City, 
MT
Nov. 18 – Lautenschlager 
Red Angus, Female Sale, 
Othello, WA
Dec. 4 – Big Sky Elite 
Female Sale, Three Forks, 
MT

SALERS
Dec. 2 – Jacobsen Ranch, 
Bull Sale, Great Falls, MT

SIMANGUS
Dec. 6 – Yardley Cattle Co., 
Female Sale, Beaver, UT

STABILIZER
Nov. 16 — Leachman Cattle, 
Bull Sale, Alma, NE

COMMERCIAL
Nov. 15 – Rollin’ Rock 
Angus, Bred Heifer Sale, 
Pilot Rock, OR
Nov. 18 – COLA’s 21st 
Century Female Sale, 
Madras, OR 
Nov. 23 – Spring Cove 
Ranch, Female Sale, Bliss, 
ID

Sale CalendarSale Calendar

H O M E  O F  C H O I C E  S A N D H I L L  H O M E  O F  C H O I C E  S A N D H I L L  &&  W E S T E R N  N E B R A S K A C AT T L E W E S T E R N  N E B R A S K A C AT T L E

LIVESTOCK LIVESTOCK 
AUCTION MARKETAUCTION MARKET OGALLALA, NE ~ 308-284-2071OGALLALA, NE ~ 308-284-2071

Special  Stocker  &  Feeder  SaleSpecial  Stocker  &  Feeder  Sale

CalvesCalves

YearlingsYearlings

Jay Nordhausen
308-289-1548       

Lance Van Winkle
308-874-4435        

Scott Van Winkle  
308-289-0249

***Many more valued and high-quality consignments can be viewed at www.ogallalalive.com***

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 14TH, 2024

RUSHCREEK LAND & LIVESTOCK – SOUTH (825) Ang & BWF strs, 375-525#
EMERALD RANCH / MAURY HORST (275) Ang & SimAng strs & hfrs, 550-650#

EDWARS RANCH / TAD EDWARDS (270) (180) Ang & BWF strs, 550-650#, (90) Ang & BWF hfrs, 
550-650#, High Elevation Cattle.

JERRY & SALLY WEEKES (210) Ang & BWF strs & hfrs, 500-625#
SEVENTEEN RANCH (145) Rd Ang strs & hfrs, 500-600#

T LAZY S – CARR (130) Ang strs & hfrs, 475-575#
CAMERON CHRISTENSON (130) Ang, Few Rd & Char X strs & hfrs, 525-650#

TRIPLE D RANCH (120) Rd & Blk Ang strs & hfrs, 300-450#
LOGAN & MEGAN CRISWELL (100) SimAng strs & hfrs, 500-650#

JUSTIN & AILENE CLEVENGER (145) (62) Ang, Rd Ang, Few Char X strs, 700-750#, (83) Ang, Rd 
Ang & Few Char X strs & hfrs, 550-600#
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