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Timely Tips 
Dr. Roy Burris, Beef Extension Specialist, University of Kentucky 
 
Spring-calving Herd 
 
 Overall condition of the cow herd should be evaluated.  Cows losing weight now are most likely to 

have weak or dead calves.  These cows will likely be a poor source of colostrum milk for the newborn 
calf.  Feed cows, if necessary to keep them in good body condition. 

 Have calving equipment, supplies and labor ready for the spring calving season.  Some supplies which 
may be needed are:  eartags and applicator (put numbers on eartags now), tattoo pliers and ink, record 
book, scales for calf weights, iodine for calves' navels and colostrum supplement.  Calving equipment 
(puller and chains, etc.) and facilities should be ready and clean. 

 Heifers should begin head-start calving in early February.   Move them to a clean, accessible pasture, 
away from cow herd and near facilities so that calving assistance can be given.  Cows may start calving 
later this month.  Signs of calving are relaxation of pelvic ligaments, enlargement and swelling of the 
vulva, and enlargement of the udder.  Expect calving difficulty if (1) calf's head and two feet are not 
visible, (2) only the calf's tail is visible, and (3) the cow has been in labor for 1½ hours.  Be sure calf is 
being presented normally before using calf puller.  Recognize situations that are beyond your 
capability and seek professional help as early as possible.  Calves that aren’t=t breathing should 
receive assistance.  Try sticking a straw in nostril to stimulate a reflex or try alternate pressure and 
release on rib cage. Commercial respirators are also available. Calves should consume colostrum 
within 30 minutes of birth to achieve good immunity. 

 Record birthdate, cow I.D., and birthweight immediately (use your Beef IRM calendar).  Identify calf 
with eartag and/or tattoo.  Registered calves should be weighed in the first 24 hours.  Male calves in 
commercial herds should be castrated and implanted as soon as possible. 

 Sub-zero weather can mean death for newborn calves.  During extremely cold spells, bring the cow(s) 
into a sheltered area as calving approaches to protect the calf.  Be prepared to warm-up and feed 
newborn, chilled calves.  Calving in mud can also cause problems. 
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 Increase feed after calving to 25-27 pounds of high quality hay.  Concentrate (3-4 lb. for mature cows 
and about 8 lb. for first-calf heifers) may be needed if you are feeding lower quality hay.  
Supplementation may have a beneficial effect on date and rate of conception.  The most important time 
to feed a beef cow is after calving.  Thin cows don't come into heat very soon after calving.  We must 
have cows in good condition, if we plan to breed them early in the season for best pregnancy rates, 
especially on high-endophyte fescue pastures. 

 Watch for scours in newborn calves.  Consult your veterinarian for diagnosis, cause, and treatment.  
Obtain fecal samples and submit to diagnostic lab, if scouring begins. 

 Separate cows that calve away from dry cows and increase their feed.  Avoid muddy feeding areas so 
that cows' udders won't become contaminated and spread scours.  Don't confine cows to muddy lots. 

 Replacement heifers should be gaining adequately to reach target breeding weights by May 1.  Be sure 
that their feeding program is adequate for early breeding. 

 
Fall-calving Herd 
 
 Consider creep feed or creep grazing (wheat, etc.) to supply extra nutrition to fall-born calves which 

may have to depend solely on their dam=s milk supply for growth.  They are not getting much except 
their dam=s milk now (i.e. there is nothing to graze).  February/March is the worst time of the year for 
fall-born calves. 

 Breeding season should end this month.  Remove bulls and confine them so that they regain condition. 
 Provide windbreaks or clean shelter for calves. 
 
General 
 
 Increase feed as temperature drops.  When temperature falls below 15 degrees, cattle need access to 

windbreaks.  For each 10 degree drop below 15 degrees, add three pounds of hay, two pounds of corn, 
or six pounds of silage to their rations. 

 Provide water at all times.  Watch for frozen pond hazards. 
 You should be feeding a mineral supplement with adequate magnesium to prevent grass tetany (~ 15% 

Mg) now.  The Hi-mag UK Beef IRM mineral can be used now. 
 Start looking for herd sire replacements, if needed. 
 Control lice.  Watch for signs such as rubbing. 
 Begin pasture renovation.  You can overseed clover on frozen or snow-covered pastures. 
 
Animal Welfare or Animal Rights ? 
Dr. Roy Burris, Beef Extension Specialist, University of Kentucky 
 
The National Cattlemen’s Beef Association (NCBA) says that 96% of the population supports livestock 
production as long as proper animal care is provided.  That’s a pretty good market share.  This 96% of our 
population, including beef producers, believe that animal welfare is very important.  But what about the 
other 4% that don’t agree with us?  What do they believe and what are their goals? 
 
Animal welfare, according to the National Association for Biomedical Research, is the desire to implement 
humane care and use standards for animals in research, testing, teaching and exhibition.  Animal welfare is 
based on the belief that animals can contribute to human welfare by providing food, fiber, work, 
companionship, entertainment, or by serving biomedical research or education, and humans have a moral 



 
 

obligation to provide for well-being of animals.  Animal welfare supports the use of animals by humans, 
and seeks to improve their treatment and well-being.  Cattlemen don’t have a problem with animal welfare. 
 
So what is the problem?  The other 4% are generally animal rights activists that are well-funded through 
organizations like HSUS (Humane Society of the United States) and PETA (People for Ethical Treatment 
of Animals).  These folks have beliefs that are very different from ours and want to convert others to a 
vegan lifestyle (not to be confused with vegetarians). 
 
In fact, the philosophies of animal’s welfare and animal rights are separated by irreconcilable differences 
and the enactment of animal welfare measures impedes the achievement of animal rights, according to 
Gary Francione of the Rutgers School of Law.  What do animal rights activists believe and what do they 
want?  Didn’t we learn anything about the well-being of animals when horse slaughter was halted?   
 
Animal rights advocates generally fall into two categories: 
 

 Abolitionists – wish to do away with ownership of any sentient (capable of sensation) beings – 
cannot keep, possess or use animals.  But who provides sanctuary for these “freed” animals?  We 
have about 89 million cows in the U.S. that would require about 45 billion dollars per year for their 
upkeep. 

 Living property advocates – believe that it is ethically acceptable to have animals within the 
property status of “Living property”.  They want to add another category to legal properties that 
now exist – real, personal and intellectual properties to include living property.  “Animals would 
not be brothers, not equals but like children.”  Animals could own property, enter into contracts and 
file tort claims (sue humans). 

 
It is my opinion that both groups want to convert people to veganism.  “Veganism is more than a diet.  It is 
about abstaining from all animal use and animal products, whether it is meat, milk, leather, wool or silk”.  
It rejects the commodity status of sentient beings. 
 
What will animal rights advocates use as issues to combat animal ownership?  In my opinion, they will 
talk about (1) the growing human population and how animals compete for the food supply, (2) converting 
the younger population (especially school children) to a vegan lifestyle, (3) try to label our family farms as 
“factory farms” with its negative connotations and, (4) animal experimentation as violating animal rights, 
and (5) hunting and “any killing of animals whether it is done in a slaughterhouse or forest”. 
 
I doubt that we can change any animal rights activists’ position and believe that we might even respect 
their rights to their own opinions, but some things are worth fighting for – namely our beliefs and 
livelihood.  How can we do that?  Continue to produce beef cattle with a keen eye on their welfare and 
show the consuming public that we are concerned about animal welfare, too.  Let’s tell our stories in a 
positive manner and support those organizations that are busy looking out for our interests – like the 
Kentucky Cattlemen’s Association, the NCBA and other farm organizations.  Don’t forget to pay your 
dues and “sign up” a few of your neighbors as well.  KCA is representing them, too. 



 
 

Mid-South Stocker Conference Set for February 18-19 at Paris Landing State Park  
Dr. Jeff Lehmkuhler, Extension Beef Specialist, University of Kentucky 
 
The 2014 Mid-South Stocker Conference will be the ninth consecutive one and will be held February 18 
and 19, 2014. The conference will be hosted at the Paris Landing State Park and Conference Center at 
Buchanan, Tennessee. As with the preceding conferences, this one is a joint effort by the University of 
Kentucky Cooperative Extension, the University of Tennessee Extension, Mid-South Stocker Cattle 
Association, Bayer Animal Health, and BEEF. 
 
The objectives of the conference are to provide information that will aid producers in exploring ideas for 
the production of efficient performing healthy cattle and determining the role and contribution of stocker 
production in the total beef industry effectively meeting consumer expectations. These objectives are being 
accomplished through “take home” research based information and topics that present innovative ideas that 
can be readily applied to individual operations.  
 
The conference will also provide a unique opportunity for producers to interact with nationally renowned 
cattle specialists and other operators from the Mid-South and Midwest. In addition, industry professionals 
in the animal health, equipment, cattle nutrition and marketing participating in the trade show will be 
available for consultation.  
 
For additional information, contact either local University of Kentucky Extension or University of 
Tennessee Extension offices or go to the web site: http://midsouthstocker.org/  
Or contact Mr. Rusty Evans, UT Extension, 1030A Cumberland Heights Road Clarksville TN 37040-
6901.  Ph: (931) 648- 5725 email: Jevans1@utk.edu 
 
Preparing Cows for Breeding 
Dr. Les Anderson, Beef Extension Specialist, University of Kentucky 
 
A successful breeding season actually begins with management decisions made at calving.  Cattlemen can 
impact rebreeding efficiency by focusing on body condition score (BCS), early assistance during calving 
difficulty, scheduling a breeding soundness exam for the herd sires, planning their herd reproductive health 
program, and developing a plan to regulate estrus in their first-calf heifers and late-calving cows. 
 
Reproductive management begins with evaluation and management of BCS.  Body condition score is a 
numerical estimation of the amount of fat on the cow’s body.  Body condition score ranges from 1-9; 1 is 
emaciated while 9 is extremely obese.  A change in a single BCS (i.e. 4-5) is usually associated with about 
a 75 pound change in body weight.  Evaluation of BCS prior to calving and from calving to breeding is 
important to ensure reproductive success.   
 
Rebreeding performance of cows is greatly influenced by BCS at calving.  Cows that are thin (BCS < 5) at 
calving take longer to resume estrous cycles and therefore are delayed in their ability to rebreed.  Research 
has clearly demonstrated that as precalving BCS decreases, the number of days from one calving to the 
next (calving interval) increases in beef cows.  Females with a precalving BCS of less than 5 tend to have 
production cycles greater than 1 year.  For example, cows with a precalving BCS of 3 would be expected 
to have a calving interval of approximately 400 days, while a cow with a precalving BCS of 6 would have 
a calving interval of approximately 360 days.  South Dakota research illustrates the influence of precalving 
BCS on the percentage of cows that initiated estrous cycles after calving.  This experiment demonstrated 



 
 

that the percentage of thin cows that were cycling in the first month of the breeding season (June) was 
considerably lower than for cows that were in more moderate body condition. During the second month of 
the breeding season, 55% of the cows with a BCS of 4 had still not initiated estrous cycles, while more 
than 90% of the cows in more moderate condition had begun to cycle. Thin cows need a longer breeding 
season, which results in more open cows in the fall. They may also result in lighter calves to sell the next 
year because the calves from these thin cows will be born later in the calving season. 
 
Management of BCS after calving also impacts rebreeding efficiency.  Maintenance requirements for 
energy and protein increase 25-30% for most beef cows after calving.  Ranchers need to plan their 
supplementation to match or exceed this increased nutrient requirement.  Rebreeding efficiency is 
enhanced in cows that calved thin if their energy intake is increased.  Although the best management plan 
is to calve cows in a BCS of 5+, increasing the energy to cows that are thin at calving can boost 
reproductive performance. 
 
Dystocia (calving problems) can severely delay the onset of estrus after calving.  Research shows that for 
every hour a female is in stage 2 active labor there is a 4 day delay in the resumption of estrous cycles after 
calving.  Early intervention helps; 16% more cows conceived when cows were assisted within 90 minutes 
of the start of calving.  The best method is to reduce the incidence of dystocia via selection but early 
calving assistance will increase the opportunity of cows to rebreed. 
 
One often overlooked management tool that can improve reproductive performance is breeding soundness 
exams in bulls.  Ranchers need to think of breeding soundness exams as breeding season insurance.  These 
exams are a low-cost method of insuring that your bull is not infertile.  Bulls should be examined for 
breeding soundness about 30 days before they are turned out. 
 
I have worked in reproductive management for nearly 20 years and it amazes me how many cattlemen still 
do not vaccinate their cow herd against reproductive diseases.  Several diseases are associated with 
reproductive loss (lepto, BVD, vibrio, trich, etc).  The main problem is that most reproductive loss due to 
disease is subtle and ranchers don’t notice the loss unless they have a massive failure.  Most cattlemen are 
not aware of their losses due to abortion.  Ranchers need to work with their local veterinarian to develop an 
annual vaccination plan to enhance reproductive success. 
 
Lastly, ranchers need to develop a plan to enhance the rebreeding potential of their first-calf heifers and 
late-calving cows.  Young cows and late-calving cows have one characteristic in common that will greatly 
impact their reproductive success; anestrus.  After each calving, cows undergo a period of time when they 
do not come into estrus.  This anestrus period can be as short as 17 days but can also last as long as 150 
days depending upon a number of factors.  Typically, mature cows in good BCS will be anestrus for 45-90 
days (avg about 60 days) while first-calf heifers will be in anestrus for 75-120 days.  Research has shown 
that only 64% of mature cows have initiated estrous cycles about 70 day after calving while on 50% of 
first calf heifers have initiated estrous cycles at nearly 90 day after calving.  Let’s consider the impact of 
anestrus and calving date for a herd that calves from March 1 until May 10.  Bull turnout is May 20 and 
the length of anestrus for mature cows is 60 days and for young cows is 90 days.  A mature cow that calves 
on March 1 will begin to cycle on May 1 and is highly likely to conceive early.  However, the mature cow 
that calves on April 20 won’t cycle until June 20 and her opportunity to conceive early is very limited.  A 
first-calf heifer that calves on April 20 won’t begin to cycle until July 20 and will have limited 
opportunities to conceive.  Cattlemen can reduce the anestrous period by fenceline exposure to a mature 
bull or by treating the cows with progesterone for 7 days prior to bull exposure.  Sources of progesterone 



 
 

include the feed additive melengestrol acetate (MGA) or an EAZI-Breed CIDR  insert (Zoetis Animal 
Health).  Both sources have been shown to induce estrus in anestrous cows and exposure of anestrous cows 
to progesterone for 7 days before bull exposure will not reduce fertility.  Pregnancy rates will actually be 
increased in these females because inducing estrus will increase the number of opportunities these cows 
have to conceive in the breeding season. 
 
Managing for reproductive success actually begins at calving.  Cows need to calve with a minimum BCS 
of 5 and with little assistance.  Effective planning for reproductive health and management plan for 
limiting the impact of anestrus will ensure that cattlemen are happy, happy, happy at the end of the 
breeding season. 
 
Brazilian Beef in the US 
Dr. Michelle Arnold, Large Ruminant Extension Veterinarian, University of Kentucky 
 
On December 23, 2013, the Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS) published in the Federal 
Register a proposed rule to allow the importation of fresh (chilled or frozen) beef from certain regions of 
Brazil.  The current regulations prohibit the importation of fresh meat of ruminants or swine that originates 
in or crosses a region where Foot-and-Mouth Disease (FMD) is considered to exist.  Annual imports of 
fresh (chilled or frozen) beef from Brazil are expected to range between 20,000 and 65,000 metric tons 
(MT), with volumes averaging 40,000 MT. The economic models show that if the United States were to 
import 40,000 MT of beef from Brazil, total U.S. beef imports would increase by less than 1 percent. Due 
to the increase in supply, it is estimated that the wholesale price of beef, the retail price of beef, and the 
price of cattle (steers) would decline by 0.11 percent, 0.04 percent, and 0.14 percent, respectively. The fall 
in beef prices and resulting decline in U.S. production would translate into reduced returns for producers in 
the livestock and beef processing sectors. Under the 40,000 MT import scenario, cattle producers and beef 
processors are estimated to incur “declines in welfare” of 0.68 percent and 0.14 percent, respectively. The 
shift by consumers to beef due to the price decline would cause downward pressure on the prices of pork 
and other meats. The model indicates that, when the gains of beef consumers and the losses of producers 
are accounted for, the net welfare gain would be equivalent to about $185 million. For all modeled sectors, 
the net welfare change would be positive, with consumer gains of $354 million outweighing producer 
losses of $165 million.  To view the entire proposed rule, visit 
http://www.regulations.gov/#!documentDetail;D=APHIS-2009-0017-0010 
 
APHIS is considering all comments received on or before February 21, 2014. You may submit 
comments by either of the following methods: 
 Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to http://www.regulations.gov/#!documentDetail;D=APHIS-2009-

0017-0001.  
 Postal Mail/Commercial Delivery: Send your comment to Docket No. APHIS-2009-0017, Regulatory 

Analysis and Development, PPD, APHIS, Station 3A-03.8, 4700 River Road Unit 118, Riverdale, MD 
20737-1238 

 
Agriculture in Brazil is extremely important with agricultural commodities comprising 37 percent of total 
exports. Productivity has increased by 71 percent in the last 10 years. Approximately 90,000,000 hectares 
(roughly 222 million acres) are currently available for agriculture in the country and this is without having 
to cut forests. Brazil has about 2,403,006 cattle establishments. The domestic animal population consists of 
183,000,000 cattle, 1,100,000 buffalo, 14,800,000 sheep, 12,100,000 goats, and 33,000,000 pigs. The 
export region is located in the southern and central portion of Brazil and is considered to be FMD free 



 
 

although they must vaccinate in order to attain this status. Of the States in the export region, the last 
outbreaks of FMD occurred in Rio Grande do Sul (2000/2001), and Paraná and Mato Grosso do Sul 
(2005/2006). FMD is a fast moving, highly contagious viral disease that primarily affects cloven-hoofed 
animals. 
 
Cattle, sheep, goats, deer, buffalo, and swine are all adversely affected by FMD, but the effects on cattle 
herds tend to be particularly devastating. The death rate from this disease is low; however, both temporary 
and permanent physical damage to infected animals results in costly losses in meat and milk production. 
FMD is transmitted to healthy animals through exposure to the active virus. Exposure may occur through 
inhalation of air-borne droplets (primarily from animals in close contact), ingestion, sexual transmission, 
conjunctival membranes (e.g., eyes, nose), contact with damaged/diseased skin, inoculation, and exposure 
from ticks or other animals that can carry the FMD virus. Keeping this disease out of the United States is 
particularly important in that the virus is highly contagious and can survive in the environment for 
extended periods of time.  It can survive up to 15 weeks in feed, 4 weeks on cattle hair, and up to 103 days 
in wastewater.  The survival of the virus in animal tissues is closely associated with the acidity of that 
tissue.  An acid environment where the pH is less than 6.0 will destroy the virus quickly.  After death, the 
production of lactic acid in the muscle tissues will drop the pH and inactivate the virus.  Several studies 
have shown that in tissues where no acidification occurs (e.g., lymph nodes, bone marrow, fat, and blood), 
the virus may survive for extended times in cured, uncured, and frozen meat. Heating up to 155° F will 
also inactivate the virus.  Given this, APHIS has established these conditions for the importation of fresh 
beef: 

1. Beef imported from Brazil will be deboned beef (excluding bovine heads, feet, hump, hooves, 
and internal organs) from carcasses that are maturated for 24 hours at a temperature between 4 
and 10°C.  

2. Beef will originate from animals in herds certified by governmental veterinary officials to have 
been born, raised, and slaughtered in the export region.  

3. All animals must pass both ante- and post-mortem inspections.  
4. All carcasses must be pH tested in the loin muscle and the pH must be less than 6.0.  

 
In the past, FMD has been introduced into Brazil from neighboring countries. According to Brazilian 
officials, illegal movement of animals from neighboring countries as well as mechanical transmission of 
the virus has resulted in introduction of the disease.  Brazil has several internal and external border areas 
with few or no natural barriers. Even where there are barriers or checkpoints, there is the potential that 
people, cars, and animal products can cross both domestic and international borders illegally. As long as 
FMD can be found throughout South America, APHIS concluded that there is a risk of reintroduction from 
adjacent areas into the export region of Brazil. As recently as 2011, Paraguay reported two outbreaks of 
FMD type O in the San Pedro region in cattle approximately 250 miles from the Brazilian border. 
Therefore, there is a risk that beef destined for the United States could originate from or be commingled 
with animals or animal products from affected neighboring areas. However, based on evaluation of many 
factors, observations from the site visits, and information provided by Brazil, APHIS concluded that Brazil 
possesses the detection capabilities, reporting systems, and emergency response systems that are necessary 
for combating FMD in the export region.  This includes any potential that undetected FMD-infected cattle 
that are presented for slaughter, processing, and export of meat would be effectively stopped through 
appropriate processing procedures. 
 
The consequences of an FMD outbreak in the United States would be extremely high.  In addition to the 
direct costs of FMD introduction, the major economic consequence of importing FMD would be export 



 
 

trade losses. The sum of the consumer impacts, direct costs and trade losses over a 15-year period would 
be between $37 billion to $42 billion (in 2011 dollars) depending on the magnitude of the outbreak and 
eradication strategy employed.  The impact of an outbreak of FMD on the rural and regional economic 
viability, including businesses reliant on livestock revenue, could also be substantial. Although such 
consequences are significant, it is important to note that the results of US government assessments 
indicated that the likelihood of introduction and establishment of FMD into the United States is low. 
 
Kentucky Beef Cattle Market Update 
Kenny Burdine, Livestock Marketing Specialist, University of Kentucky 
 
The end of January always brings the annual cattle inventory report.  This year’s numbers were heavily 
impacted by calf prices, weather challenges, strong corn and soybean prices in the spring of 2013, very 
high cull cow prices, and many other factors.  All told, cattle numbers decreased during 2013, but to a 
much smaller extent than was seen during 2012.  Estimates are shown in the table at the end of this article 
and include both 2013 and 2014. 
 
US beef cow inventory was estimated at just over 29 million, which was down almost 1% from 2013.  
Continued decreases in beef cow numbers were seen in TX, although increased heifer retention was also 
observed.  Other general areas where cow numbers fell included the Northern Plains and Upper Mid-west, 
western states, and several southeastern states.  Sizeable increases in cow numbers were noted in Kansas, 
Missouri, and Oklahoma.  Some of this was no doubt cattle moving across states.   
 
A lot of attention will likely be given to a 2% increase in the number of heifers held for beef cow 
replacement.  Much like last year, it is important to put these numbers in perspective of overall beef cow 
numbers.  Remember that cow numbers and heifer retention can’t be compared on a simple percentage 
basis because of the magnitude differences in the two numbers.  The 2% increase in heifer retention 
amounts to around 90,000 more heifers being held for beef cow replacements this year.  As a percentage of 
the 29 million US beef cow herd, this would be about 0.3%.  So, these heifer retention numbers, while 
significant, are not going to result in major changes in beef cow numbers next year. 
 
While much of the focus on expansion is usually centered on heifer retention, I think it is very prudent to 
consider the current dynamics of the cowherd and note that cow culling patterns can also have a huge 
impact on cattle numbers.  Drought has forced many areas to cull very deep over the last several years.  It 
is reasonable to expect that a larger share of older cows were slaughtered as a result of drought in recent 
years.  Further, strong cull cow prices are providing additional incentive to cull older cows a bit sooner 
than they might have been several years ago.  These two factors have both resulted in a rapid decrease in 
cow numbers, but have also likely led to a slight decrease in the overall age of the US beef cow herd. 
 
If the US beef herd has gotten younger over the last few years, it is important to understand the likely 
implications.  First, a smaller proportion of a younger cow herd is likely to be culled in a typical year.  
Multiple years of extremely deep culling may well be followed by several years of lighter culling as the 
younger herd ages.  This will be especially true if weather conditions are more favorable and / or if cull 
cow prices move down from their current high levels.  A potential for decreased culling in the coming 
years could have just as much impact as heifer retention on total beef cow numbers.  In fact, whereas heifer 
retention takes times before leading to increases in beef cow inventory as those heifers are being 
developed, the impacts of changes in culling patterns are seen much faster.   
 



 
 

Also relevant to the discussion is the fact that many areas, especially the Southern Plains, are likely to be 
very anxious to add cows if weather permits.  Texas alone has seen a 22% decrease in beef cow numbers 
from 2011 to 2014, a decrease of over 1.1 million cows.  It’s hard to imagine that such areas won’t grow 
their herd quickly once weather allows them to do so.  It is very possible that the combination of a younger 
beef cow herd, an increase in beef heifer retention, and some catchup expansion could result in relatively 
rapid expansion once expansion does begin.  
 
The Kentucky numbers came in pretty close to most expectations.  USDA estimated Kentucky beef cow 
numbers down about 1.5% and estimated that fewer heifers were being held for replacements in the state.  
Kentucky cow inventory estimates have bounced around quite a bit, but current estimates place Kentucky 
beef cow numbers at just over one million head, down by 195,000 (-16%) since January of 2007. 
 
USDA January 1, 2014 Cattle Inventory Report 
 2013 

(1,000 hd)
2014 

(1,000 hd)
2014 as % 

of 2013 
Total Cattle and Calves 89,299.6 87,730.0 98
 
Cows and Heifers That Have 
Calved 

38,515.2 38,251.0 99

     Beef Cows 29,297.3 29,042.4 99
     Milk Cows 9,217.9 9,208.6 100
 
Heifers 500 Pounds and Over 19,133.9 18,751.4 98
     For Beef Cow Replacement 5,380.6 5,470.8 102
     For Milk Cow Replacement 4,550.7 4,539.2 100
     Other Heifers 9,202.6 8,741.4 95
 
Steers 500 Pounds and Over 15,812.7 15,414.9 97
Bulls 500 Pounds and Over 2,055.8 2,034.8 99
Calves Under 500 Pounds 13,782.0 13,277.9 96
 
Cattle on Feed 13,363.7 12,695.3 95
 
 2012 2013 
Calf Crop 34,279.0 33,930.0 99
Source: NASS, USDA 
 


