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The stocks and flows of feedlot cattle that make up the cattle on feed report have a relatively 

straightforward interpretation when the underlying mix of cattle (sex, weight and age 

distribution) is relatively constant, at least on a seasonal basis.  For several months, changes in 

these animal demographics have made it much harder to interpret the cattle on feed report and 

anticipate the implications for future feedlot marketings and cattle slaughter. 

  

The most recent USDA Cattle on Feed report indicated that the feedlot inventory was 10.37 

million head, down 3.2 percent from one year ago.  This makes eleven consecutive months of 

year over year decreases in feedlot inventory. Feedlot inventories have been augmented by 

drought enhanced cattle movement since 2011 and the current inventory is the smallest for July 

since 2010.  The current inventory is down less on a year over year basis than it was earlier (the 

March 1 inventory was down 7 percent year over year) because of relatively large placements in 

the spring. March and April placements were up compared to the prior year and May was down 

only slightly.   

  

June placements were down 4.6 percent from one year ago.  For the first six months of the year, 

net placements (placements less other disappearance) were up 64,000 head, 0.6 percent higher 

compared to 2012.  A relatively large placement rate was sustained by a larger beginning feeder 

supply on January 1 and the likely diversion of some replacement heifers into feedlots.  There 

are indications that something between 100 to 230 thousand head of replacement heifers may 

have entered the feedlots since January 1.  The number of heifers on feed on July 1 was down 

from last year but not down nearly as much as on January 1.  Not only will these replacement 

heifers not be available to place in the remainder of the year, heifer retention may pick up again 

this fall and further squeeze feeder supplies.  Moreover, some 400 thousand fewer head of 

Mexican cattle have been imported so far this year.  By the end of the year, the reduction is 



likely to be 700 to 800 thousand head fewer Mexican imports.  The impact of this on feeder 

supplies will be more apparent and more pronounced in the second half of the year. 

  

More subtle but potentially more dramatic are the demographic changes (mostly weight 

distribution) of cattle entering feedlots.  The most recent Cattle on Feed report showed that while 

overall placements were down, placements of heavyweight (>800 pounds) animals was up 27 

percent.  At the same placements of animal under 700 pounds was down 30 percent.  For the first 

six months of 2013 the total placements of cattle under 700 pounds in weight was down 493 

thousand head, 10.8 percent lower compared to last year.  For the same period, placements of 

cattle over 700 pounds in weight were up 517 thousand head or 8.5 percent.  The feedlot industry 

is clearly transitioning to a more yearling based industry.  This is in response to the immediate 

incentives from record high corn this past year but also part of longer term adjustments to 

generally high priced corn compared to historical levels. 

  

June feedlot marketings were the lowest in the data series for the month.  However, the 

marketings number must be interpreted carefully in light of the level and weight distribution of 

placements in recent months.  June marketings as a percent of cattle on feed was also low but 

one less day in the month moderates that somewhat.  Increased placements of heavy feeders 

implies less days on feed.  Kansas feedlot data for April and May shows that steers were on feed 

an average of 9 days less this year compared to last year. Days on feed will decline more as 

marketings increasingly consist of higher percentages of heavy placements. In the June Cattle on 

Feed report, the number of cattle marketed as a percent of cattle on feed more than 90 days was 

nearly 3 percent higher than June 2012.  The combination of number and weight distribution of 

placements suggests that feedlot marketings will remain relatively strong from August into 

October but may drop sharply late in the year and into 2014.   

  

  

  

  

Take the Mystery Out of Mineral Nutrition 

Glenn Selk, Oklahoma State University Emeritus Extension Animal Scientist 

  

Without a doubt, one of the most confusing aspects of beef cow management has got to be 

vitamin and mineral nutrition.  Proper mineral and vitamin nutrition contributes to strong 

immune systems, reproductive performance, and calf weight gain. A properly balanced mineral 

program requires consideration of previous cow and calf mineral nutrition, hay or pasture forage 

intake and mineral concentration, and feed or mineral supplement intake and mineral 

concentration. Diets with mineral imbalances may cause poor animal performance, resulting in 

reduced profitability. 

  

Mineral nutrition is generally divided into two main categories: macro minerals and micro 

minerals.  Macro minerals include: calcium, phosphorus, potassium, magnesium, and sulfur, in 

addition to sodium (in salt).  Micro minerals of concern are: copper, cobalt, iodine, iron, 

manganese, selenium, and zinc. 
  



Several general principles are evident relative to supplementing minerals to grazing beef cattle in 

Oklahoma. 

  
1. Almost all forage requires salt supplementation as a source of sodium. 

2. Forage phosphorus concentration and digestibility in native and Bermuda grasses decline with 

advanced maturity and weathering. 

3. Most grasses common to Oklahoma are marginal to deficient in copper and zinc. 

4. It is apparent that good quality legume-based forages require very little if any mineral 

supplementation with the exception of zinc and salt, depending on the amount of this type of hay 

provided in the total diet. 

5. In addition, fescue forage is usually marginal to deficient in selenium, while Bermudagrass 

forage is marginal. 

6. Small grains (i.e. wheat pasture) forages may need magnesium supplementation when grazed by 

older cows at, or after calving. 

  
To better understand vitamin and mineral nutrition for grazing cattle in Oklahoma, download and 

read the Oklahoma State University extension circular:  Vitamin and Mineral Nutrition of 

Grazing Cattle (E-861) by Dr. Dave Lalman and Casey McMurphy.  Much of the preceding 

article has been adapted from this circular. 
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