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Beef Exports Provide Strong Market Support 
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International trade continues to grow and play an increasingly important role in the U.S. cattle and beef 
market.  At a time when domestic beef demand is still struggling, demand for U.S. beef in export 
markets continues to grow.  The most recent monthly trade data show that beef exports in March jumped 
47 percent compared to one year ago.  Beef exports for the first three months of the year are up 32 
percent over last year.  This rapid export growth is a pleasant surprise as exports were expected to grow 
only moderately over last year’s 19 percent year over year increase over 2009.  March beef exports were 
led by a dramatic jump in exports to South Korea and a strong increase to Japan as well as increased 
exports to Canada and Mexico.   

  

For the year to date beef exports are up to all major markets with the exception of Vietnam (currently 
the fifth largest beef export market) and Taiwan (currently the sixth largest export market).  At the 
current first quarter pace, South Korea would replace Mexico as the largest U.S. beef export market.  
The Mexican economy continues to struggle but year to date beef exports are up slightly.  Also at the 
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current pace, Japan would rise to third place with Canada dropping to fourth place as a U.S. beef export 
destination.  Exports continue to be supported by a weak U.S. dollar, which has protected foreign buyers 
from much of the higher beef prices seen in the U.S.  Additionally, strong exports reflect growing 
international beef demand and decreased production from some other major beef producers including 
Canada and Australia.  International market strength is further indicated by record high beef by-products 
values, which are largely driven by exports demand for hides and offals. 

  

Beef imports continue to decrease thus far in 2011. Beef imports for March were down 21 percent from 
2010 and for the year to date are down over 19 percent.  Beef imports are down only slightly from New 
Zealand but are down sharply from Canada and Australia, the two major beef import sources.  Beef 
imports continue to be very limited from Brazil.   Among smaller importers, beef imports are up from 
Mexico, Argentina and Uruguay.  U.S. beef imports continue to be limited as strong international 
demand provides alternative markets for world beef producers and the weak U.S. dollar limits the 
attractiveness of the U.S. market. 

  

Live cattle imports may be playing a particularly important role in feeder cattle markets this spring.  
Mexican cattle imports were up 18 percent in March and are up 35 percent for the first three months of 
the year.  Most Mexican cattle imports are lightweight feeders and usually enter stocker production prior 
to feedlot placement.  However, there are indications that many, if not most, of the increased Mexican 
cattle imports this year are being placed directly in feedlots.  The upcoming May cattle on feed report is 
expected to show large placements that are largely the result of drought liquidation in the Southern 
Plains but secondarily by increased Mexican cattle imports.  This is offset to a degree by smaller cattle 
imports from Canada.  Nevertheless, total feeder cattle imports, combined with decreased veal slaughter, 
may explain more than one third of increased feedlot placements through April.  This estimate is based 
on preliminary weekly import data and expected April feedlot placements.  It is unlikely that the current 
pace of Mexican cattle imports can be maintained for the entire year but strong U.S. feeder cattle prices 
remain an important incentive for Mexican cattle to move north.  The drought that is affecting Texas and 
surrounding regions also has extended in to northern Mexico in recent months.  This may spur additional 
cattle exports if dry conditions in northern Mexico persist past May, which is normally the end of the 
dry season. 

  

  

Early Summer De-worming of Nursing Beef Calves 
Affected Summer Weight Gain 

Glenn Selk, Oklahoma State University Emeritus Extension Animal Scientist 

  

Five de-worming trials were conducted during the 1990’s at the Oklahoma State University Eastern 
Research Station located at Haskell, Oklahoma.  Crossbred cows and their Charolais sired calves were 
blocked by sex of calf, calf age and cow age then randomly allotted to four treatments:  1) non-de-
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wormed control, 2) de-worm calf only; 3) de-worm cow only; and 4) de-worm cow and calf.  Two or 
three treatments were applied each year including one control group.  Each treatment was applied two or 
three years. Cows and calves were individually identified and weighed in early June.  Treated animals 
received label-recommended dosages of an ivermectin pour-on.  Pairs grazed in rotation seven 
bermudagrass pastures overseeded with clover at a stocking rate of 2 acres per cow-calf pair during the 
144 to 181-day trials.  Initial studies indicated that a low worm infection rate was present in the first two 
years.  At that time fecal egg counts ranged from 0 to 28 eggs per 3 gram sample of feces.  De-worming 
cows in late spring had no significant effect on cow summer weight gains up until calf weaning time.  
All cows in this study were in excellent body condition and re-breeding performance was quite high in 
both treated and non-treated cows. 

  

Treating cows, but not their calves, resulted in a small advantage in average daily calf weight gains  (0.1 
pound/day) which resulted in a 15 pound advantage at weaning time.  When the spring-born calves were 
treated while nursing non-treated cows, they had significantly greater daily weight gains (0.14 
pound/day) and a 21 pound advantage at weaning time.  In other words, just de-worming the calves 
resulted in a 21 pound weaning weight advantage over non-treated controls.  Treated calves nursing 
treated cows had significantly greater average daily weight gains (0.17 pound/day) than the untreated 
calves nursing untreated cows.  Over the approximate 150 day period this weight gain advantage would 
total about 25 pounds additional weaning weight to calves in this treatment group OR just 4 pounds 
advantage over de-worming the calf only.  The most profitable economic return for the de-worming 
expense in this study was noted when the calves only were de-wormed.  A different response may be 
found in other situations where cow condition is poorer, stocking rates differ, or pasture worm-loads 
vary.  If calf prices remain high this fall, and each pound of added gain is worth about 1 dollar, de-
worming the calf in early June should be a profitable management tool. 

  

Concern about increasing parasite resistance to popular de-worming products suggests that 
producers may want to consult with their local large animal veterinarian about the choice of de-
wormers that are most effective in their area.  

  

  

Oklahoma State University, in compliance with Title VI and VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Executive Order 11246 as amended, Title IX of the 
Education Amendments of 1972, Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, and other federal laws and regulations, does not discriminate on the basis of race, 
color, national origin, sex, age, religion, disability, or status as a veteran in any of its policies, practices or procedures. This includes but is not limited to 
admissions, employment, financial aid, and educational services.  References within this publication to any specific commercial product, process, or service 
by trade name, trademark, service mark, manufacturer, or otherwise does not constitute or imply endorsement by Oklahoma Cooperative Extension Service.
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