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Anthrax found on Two Southwest 
Texas Ranches 
Country World 
  

 wo Sutton County ranches are under 
quarantine after the discovery of anthrax in     

several head of cattle, horses and deer, state authorities said 
 July 6. 
 
Pascual Hernandez, an agent with the Texas Cooperative 
Extension Service in Sonora, said several other ranches have 
reported livestock and deer deaths and are being investigated.  The 
ranches where the anthrax has been found will be under 
quarantine until veterinarians can determine that no other animals 
are infected, a process that could take six months to complete. 
 
Sonora veterinarian Mike Keller said in a story in the July 7th San 
Angelo Standard-Times that no infected animals are known to 
have entered the human food supply because the animals were 
found dead and no animals have left those ranches recently. 
 
Keller sent samples to the Texas Veterinary Medical Diagnostic 
Laboratory in College Station after discovering the suspected 
cases of anthrax. 
 
The disease associated with grazing animals is not normally 
transmitted to humans except by eating tainted meat or through 
exposure, via open wounds, to infected material.  In rare 
situations, anthrax can become airborne and be inhaled.  
 
Thurman Fancher, West Texas area director and veterinarian for 
the Texas Animal Health Commission, said it is important to 
notify the public of an outbreak.  He said livestock on infected 
property must be notified of the need to vaccinate their herds. 
 
“Anthrax is kind of lie a coiled-up-rattlesnake,” said Fancher.  
“You don’t need to be afraid of it as long as know it’s there, but 
you sure need to respect it.” 
 
Beef Markets Should Not Feel Brunt of Texas 
Cow Linked To Mad Cow Disease 
Blair Fannin 

attle trading throughout the Lone Star state shouldn't be 
impacted after a cow linked to Texas tested positive for mad 

cow disease. 

"I don't think it's going to make that much difference because this 
is a national market," said Dr. David Anderson, Texas 
Cooperative Extension livestock marketing economist. "The 
futures market already had built that trading in after the USDA 
(U.S. Department of Agriculture) first announced they were doing 
the retesting."  

Trading activity saw live cattle contracts for June finish at $82.77 
per hundredweight, up 40 cents per hundredweight (cwt).  

Texas is the nation's largest beef producing state with more than 
5.7 million head of cows. The more than 13 million head of beef 
and dairy cattle and calves in the state are valued at more than $10 
billion.  

The USDA said the second case of mad cow disease came from a 
12-year-old beef cow in Texas. Its location was not revealed.  

The cow originally tested negative in November 2004 but was 
ordered to be retested by the inspector general. A second test that 
came back positive was confirmed by a laboratory in Weybridge, 
England.  

Jim Robb, director of the Livestock Marketing Information Center 
in Denver, said the second case found in the U.S. "certainly adds 
uncertainty to the market place and the unknowns."  

"But it's clear that consumers recognize it's not a human health 
concern," he said. "This seems to be an isolated case and the 
USDA and researchers have said (all) along there will be some 
isolated cases (since the 1997 ruminant feed ban). The U.S. risk 
assessment said a small number of animals will be found. I think if 
this unfolds as anticipated, it's clearly related to an older animal 
born before the ban. It's isolated as most BSE cases are."  

After the Agriculture Department's announcement on June 24 
confirming the second case of mad cow disease, cattle futures 
finished the following Monday on a high note. Fed-cattle futures 
were up 35 cents a hundred pounds to finish at $82.52 per 
hundredweight (cwt). Fed cattle are those ready for slaughter at 
1,200 pounds. Boxed beef leaving the packinghouse was up 68 
cents per hundredweight at market close at $134.83 per cwt.  

Anderson said many fire walls are in place to protect the U.S. beef 
supply.  
 
Cattle Theft on the Rise!      
By Texas and Southwestern Cattle Raisers 
Association 

hen the Houston Chronicle runs 
a front-page story about cattle 

theft, you know you've got a problem! 

"Rustlers on Prowl," screamed the half-inch, all capital letter 
headline on June 18. "Higher prices, 'absentee ranchers' lead to a 
rise in cattle thefts." 

"We're being inundated," confirms Larry Gray, director of law 
enforcement for Texas and Southwestern Cattle Raisers 
Association. Certified peace officers from the 128-year-old, Fort 
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Worth-based association are currently investigating reports of 
about 500 cattle missing across the state. 

TSCRA has 29 livestock theft investigators strategically stationed 
throughout Texas and Oklahoma. Thoroughly trained in all facets 
of law enforcement, they combine their comprehensive knowledge 
of the cattle industry with modern technology like computers and 
DNA tracing to track down missing cattle. 

In 2004, TSCRA inspectors investigated 1,214 cases and 
accounted for stolen livestock and ranch equipment worth more 
than $4.03 million. Gray expects higher totals in 2005.  

"Cattle prices are at an all-time high right now," he explains. "A 
trailer-load of cows and calves can bring as much as $20,000; 
that's a pretty big temptation for a thief."  

TSCRA's inspection system  

Cattle being sold to market go through auction barns, where 
TSCRA has its first line of defense. Seventy market inspectors 
monitor 125 cattle auctions and two horse-processing plants in 
Texas for stolen livestock.  

These inspectors have been protecting ranch property for more 
than 60 years-since the program was first authorized by the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture through an act of Congress in 1942. 

They inspect every animal that goes through the auctions-five 
million to six million head each year-meticulously recording 
identifying characteristics such as brands, sex, color, tags, horns 
and ear marks. They also document the shipper's name, address 
and vehicle license number 

All of this information is sent to TSCRA's Fort Worth 
headquarters where it is entered into the largest centralized, 
computer brand recording and retrieval system in the nation. 
When cattle are reported missing, their descriptions are matched 
against those in TSCRA's database. 

"It's a lot easier to find cattle if they're branded," Gray advises. "A 
hot iron brand is still the best form of identification," he insists. 
"It's permanent and visible from a distance. More modern types of 
ID like ear tags or electronic implants can be removed or require a 
reader."  

Theft prevention tips 

Gray suggests several steps ranchers should take to help prevent 
their cattle from being stolen. 

· Brand cattle and make sure the brand is recorded with the 
county clerk.  

·  Count cattle regularly.  

·  Don't establish a routine when feeding; vary the time when                     
you feed.  

·  Don't feed in pens.  

·  Don't build pens close to a roadway. 

·  Lock gates.  

·  Be cautious of who you give keys and combinations to.  

Natural Grazing Study Helps Find Pasture, Range 
Management Opportunities 
Paul Schattenburg 
 

 recently completed study on cattle grazing shows working 
with Mother Nature can benefit both cattle and cattle 

producer. 
 
The three-year "natural" grazing management study examined 
grazing patterns based on the natural behavior of cattle. The study 
was conducted by researchers from the Texas A&M Agricultural 
Research and Extension Center here, with support from the beef 
research and development department of Land O'Lakes. 
 
The study complements other research done by the Uvalde center 
over the past several years.  "We set out to identify the motives 
behind why cattle graze the way they do, then to find out what 
could be done to alter these natural patterns," said Dr. Bill 
Holloway, resident director of research at the Uvalde center and 
lead researcher for the study. 
 
The research team's goal was to find range management "tools" to 
help provide year-round nutrition for cattle, plus reduce costs for 
the producer and improve range or pasture quality. 
 
Researchers studied more than 100 crossbred cattle in two 
approximately 2,500-acre South Texas pastures. A third of the 
cattle studied were Brahman x Angus; another third were Senepol 
x Angus, and the final third were Tuli x Angus. 
 
"There have been different approaches to grazing over the years 
and there are problems with all of them," Holloway said. 
"Rotational grazing, especially high-intensity grazing, is labor 
intensive and requires a lot of time and money, increasing the risk 
in production. On the other hand, continuous grazing frequently 
leads to pasture deterioration from overgrazing. 
 
Even more moderate grazing systems often do not produce 
adequate range improvement, he added. 
 
"We wanted a natural approach that would mean better grazing 
uniformity and long-term pasture or range management at 
minimum added cost to the producer," he said. 
 
During the study, researchers discovered new information on 
grazing distances by placing global positioning system, or GPS, 
collars on different cattle to track their daily grazing activity. 
"We noted that larger-framed cattle like the Brahman x Angus 
grazed over greater distances than cattle with smaller frames," 
Holloway said. "Our data showed that an animal with a small 
frame will graze about three miles a day, while a large-framed 
animal covers up to a half-mile more in a day." 
 
The researchers also saw that cattle with smaller frame sizes or 
those not adapted to heat stay closer to water than larger-framed 
breeds or breeds adapted to heat. "So in order to help prevent 
overgrazing around water, producers should consider grazing 
large-framed, heat-adapted cattle," said Dr. Robert Warrington of 
Uvalde, a Texas Agricultural Experiment Station beef cattle 
researcher involved in the study. 
 
“The data relating to frame size will be useful to those with larger 
native ranges and pastures," he said. "It will help them determine 
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which cattle may get the most use from the available grazing 
area." 
 
The researchers also determined that cattle tend to graze into the 
wind.  "Grazing into the wind is probably a behavior cattle 
developed as a way to protect themselves from predators," 
Holloway said. "It also allows them to keep cooler while they are 
grazing." 
 
Most of the wind in Central and South Texas blows in a 
southeasterly direction, so cattle tend to graze in that direction, he 
said. "Our research showed cattle tended to overuse the windward 
portion of a pasture, so producers could potentially reduce grazing 
activity in that direction by making access to water in the 
windward area more difficult, "Holloway said. "Pasture shape can 
influence grazing behavior due to the terrain and the prevailing 
wind. We noted that a pasture should have a ‘broad front' on the 
windward side to prevent cattle from being funneled that 
direction." 
 
Another part of the team's research was to determine cattle's 
overall need for water.  "Our research validated that cattle need 
frequent access to water during their grazing," Holloway said. 
"Developing water resources in underused portions of a pasture 
was effective in making sure those areas would be used." 
 
Team members also noted that, like humans, cattle tend to travel 
the path of least resistance, said Dr. Bob Lyons, a Texas 
Cooperative Extension range specialist at the Uvalde center who 
was involved in the study. 
 
"Cattle use roads, pathways and trails to get from one place to 
another," Lyons said. "They will avoid rough terrain, so 
impediments such as dense brush or rock affect their overall use of 
range and pasture area. "Producers who have rough pastures will 
likely need to adjust their cattle stocking estimate to better reflect 
the true acreage cattle will use, he said. The researchers also 
studied how vegetation affected natural grazing. “We looked at 
livestock distribution in relation to natural vegetation  
distribution," said Dr. Keith Owens, Experiment Station range 
ecology researcher at the Uvalde center and a study contributor. 
"There are many types of vegetation cattle won't eat, so there will 
be range or pasture areas they won't visit as much." 
 
Researchers found that cattle only occasionally visited shallow 
ridges of the research areas which were dominated by guajillo and 
black brush. "These areas didn't provide a major forage resource 
for the cattle, "Lyons said. “They spent most of their time grazing 
in low areas or draws. A producer just can't stock a pasture as if 
it's all going to be used." 
 
Producers may also want to consider bringing in other animals, 
such as wildlife or goats, to eat the vegetation that is less 
appealing to cattle, he added. 
 
The team also studied whether an external food source could be 
used to alter grazing patterns. A molasses-based liquid feed was 
chosen as the "exogenous" or outside food source. "We wanted to 
see if the cattle would respond to the liquid feed, "Holloway said. 
"We limited the cattle's consumption of the feed, but provided it 
year-round so they had nutritional security. The result was fatter 
cows throughout the year, heavy weaning weights and high levels 
of reproduction."The liquid feed was also portable, so lick tanks 

could be placed in different areas of the pasture to see what effect 
it had on where the cattle grazed, Holloway added. 
 
Researchers discovered moving the lick tank was often effective 
in drawing cattle away from preferred grazing areas and water 
sources, as well as toward unused forage areas. "Grazing patterns 
can be influenced by applying knowledge of several natural 
factors relating to cattle and the physical area in which they 
graze," he said. "We feel this research will help producers get a 
better understanding of the natural behavior of cattle. This, in turn, 
will allow them to select which grazing management practices will 
be optimal for their range or pasture areas." 
 
Increased Energy Costs Make Corn Very Costly to 
Produce in Texas Southwest Texas: A High Corn 
Production Cost Region 
Jose G. Peńa 
 

he results of a recent 
national corn production 

cost survey by USDA-ERS 
indicate that the forecast of 
operating and ownership 
costs for producing corn in 
the U.S. in 2005 will increase 
about two percent.  This estimate compares to recent surveys of 
corn producers in southwest Texas which indicate that corn 
production costs in 2005 will increase close to ten percent.    The 
increase is primarily associated with increased energy costs which 
also influence most other input costs.  These recent increases in 
energy costs will have a greater impact on production costs in 
Texas, especially southwest Texas, than in the rest of the nation. 
 
The national survey indicates that close to 86 percent of the corn 
production cost estimate was based on production under dryland 
conditions, compared to corn production in Texas where a large 
proportion is produced under irrigation.   
 
Yields from corn production under irrigation in the high plains of 
Texas, where most of the corn in Texas is produced, average about 
210 bu/ac.  Total production costs of about $600 per acre, 
however, bring the break-even estimate to slightly below the 
break-even costs of production in southwest Texas.  Under these 
conditions, corn production in Texas, especially southwest Texas, 
would be considered a high cost area.    
 
A separate study by USDA-ARMS committee concluded that 79 
percent of U.S. corn farmers produced 93 percent of the Nation’s 
corn crop for less than $2.71 per bushel in 1996, a difficult 
drought year.  This break-even cost estimate in 1996 compares to 
the recent USDA’s total corn break-even production costs.  Corn 
production in high cost regions, such as southwest Texas, places 
that region at  major competitive disadvantage most of the time.  
While prices for corn in southwest Texas usually gain a positive 
basis since it is a deficit production area (use more corn than it 
produces), producers still carry increased risk over corn produced 
in lower cost areas.  Farm program benefits help off-set some of 
the risk. 
 
According to the USDA-ERS report producers with high corn 
production costs per bushel tended to have both lower than 
average yields and higher than average corn costs per acre.  Part-
time farmers and farmers with small corn acreage tended to have 
high corn production costs per bushel. 
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Competitive Disadvantage 
 
While corn production costs in southwest Texas are higher than 
the national average, it appears that a large proportion of the 
difference is associated with the additional costs of irrigation.  A 
large proportion of the U.S. corn crop is produced in the eastern 
portion of the corn belt under dryland conditions with average 
yields usually above 140 bu./acre.  Average yields in most of the 
U.S. corn belt are not only higher than yields in southwest Texas, 
but production in Texas carries an additional $60-$150/Ac in 
irrigation operating and overhead costs.  Some of the corn in the 
eastern portion of the corn belt is produced under irrigation, but 
average yield may bump 200 bu./acre.   
 
While supplemental water usage for corn and sorghum production 
in southwest Texas has been reduced to about an acre foot or less, 
through the use of more efficient irrigation systems, use of no-till 
practices, etc., scarce, expensive resources such as water are being 
used to produce a crop that can be produced cheaper in other parts 
of the country.  This appears to mean that consideration for the use 
of scarce, expensive resources should be made for production of 
crops with a competitive advantage in southwest Texas, such as 
corn production for specialty niche markets, cotton, winter 
vegetables, switching to more drought tolerant crops such as 
sorghum and/or to producing crops such as wheat, oats, etc., 
during the cooler winter/spring season. 
 
Fire Ant Awareness Week Aimed at Promoting 
Proactive Treatment Efforts 
Janet Gregg 

all is a prime time for treating fire ants in order to reduce the 
numbers that will appear in the spring, say experts. That's 

why, since 1998, Fire Ant Awareness Week has been held the 
second full week of September.  

Kimberly Engler, Texas Cooperative Extension program specialist 
in urban integrated pest management, said, "The goal is to educate 
people in Texas about fire ant biology and management 
techniques."  

The awareness campaign encourages community-wide efforts, 
where all residents on a block apply fire ant treatment at the same 
time on the same day, to maximize its effectiveness.  

This approach has been tried on a limited basis in two Dallas 
neighborhoods, she said, but documentation to support the effort 
or its results is not available.  

This year the focus is on a more organized, documented event to 
see how well a community-wide effort really works in North 
Texas and to build a proof-of-performance model for other 
communities to follow, Engler said.  

Studies in San Antonio showed the approach reduced fire ant 
mounds by 94 percent and reduced the cost of pesticides by 84 
percent.  

A statewide study determined community-wide efforts throughout 
the state could reduce the impact of fire ants by $234 million. 
Currently, fire ants cause about $1.2 billion each year for 
landscape treatment and medical costs. The cost savings alone for 
insecticides would be $313 million.  

Communities should fight fire ants with the Texas Two Step 
Method, Engler said. Step One is to broadcast a fire ant bait twice 
per year, in the fall and spring, when the yard has at least five fire 
ant mounds per quarter-acre, and to broadcast around 1 to 1-½ 
pounds per acre. That will place only a low level of insecticide in 
the environment.  

Step Two is to re-treat individual mounds in high traffic areas, 
such as along driveways and around mailboxes.  

Fire ant bait is made of defatted corn grit coated with soybean oil, 
which is attractive to fire ants. The insecticide is dissolved in the 
soybean oil. Worker ants collect the bait and take it back to their 
colony to share with other ants, including the queen. Some baits 
cause the queen to die while others make her unable to produce 
fertile eggs. Both methods ultimately cause the colony to die.  

Bait methods of fire ant control take longer than individual mound 
treatments, Engler said, but their effectiveness can reach a 90 
percent suppression rate for six to 18 months.  

"The bait should get rid of the fire ant population in your yard, but 
it usually takes longer, on average, two weeks," Engler said. "The 
range on the various bait options on the market is anywhere from 
two days to four weeks. Treating in September also means fewer 
fire ants next year."  

Community-wide treatment efforts are also considered an 
integrated pest management approach because the bait product 
contains less than 1 percent insecticide and solely targets fire ants, 
she said. This is a more environmentally friendly and safer 
alternative treatment than traditional methods, she added.  

For more information go to http://fireant.tamu.edu . The Web site 
contains pictures and information on fire ant research conducted 
since 1996.  
West Nile Still a Possibility, 
Even with Dry Weather 
Edith Chenault 
 

ven with the recent dry weather, 
Texans should still take precautions against mosquito-borne 

diseases, advised an expert with the Texas Agricultural 
Experiment Station.        

Dry weather is perfect for the southern house mosquito, the major 
urban vector of West Nile Virus and an older virus, St. Louis 
encephalitis, said Dr. Jim Olson.  

Like its name implies, the southern house mosquito likes to enter 
houses. And even though it feeds primarily on birds, when the 
mosquito is inside a house, it will feed on the next-best thing: 
humans. That is how the West Nile and St. Louis encephalitis 
viruses are transferred to humans, Olson said.  

"The dry weather is perfect because about the only water we have 
left now is standing and stagnant," he said. "This is the type of 
water the (southern house) mosquito likes to lay its eggs in and the 
larvae like to develop in."  

And, because this is about the only kind of water left, birds are 
congregating where the water – and the mosquitoes – are. This 
proximity amplifies the ability of the mosquitoes to infect birds 
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with the virus. "So, in essence, we have little virus incubators 
going on," Olson said.  

West Nile virus has been found in mosquito populations from the 
Houston-Beaumont area along the Gulf Coast and East Texas to 
Swisher County between Amarillo and Lubbock to El Paso and 
even in Austin, he said.  

In addition, two human cases in the Houston area – one from a 
mosquito bite and the other traced to a blood donation – have been 
found. Some cases have also occurred in horses, he said.  

St. Louis encephalitis has also"reared its ugly head again," he said.  

Testing procedures have found a pool of infected mosquitoes in 
Houston, and a possible human case has been reported in the 
Lower Rio Grande Valley.  

Texans may have been lulled into a false sense of security this 
year because the major backyard mosquito that bites humans, the 
Asian tiger mosquito, has not developed large populations, Olson 
said. Without mosquitoes biting on a regular basis, people may 
think the insects are not a concern.  

"This is, of course, wrong," Olson said. "It just not the Asian tiger 
mosquito that is active."  

Also active, but perhaps not biting as much, are the species like 
the southern house mosquito that like to breed in standing, 
stagnant water, he said.  

He urged everyone to take all the precautions necessary to prevent 
mosquitoes from entering homes and breeding on their on 
property or premises.  

"And continue protecting yourself when you are outdoors during 
times of the day and evening when mosquitoes are actively out 
seeking blood meals," he said.  

"Keep up the vigilance. We're not out of the woods yet."  

 
        Bats Help Produce Cotton, Corn and Other Crops 

  Jose G. Peńa 
  
 

bout 100 million Mexican free-
tailed bats, the official Texas 

State Flying Mammal (also known as 
the Brazilian free-tailed bat) migrate 
from Mexico to and reside in Texas from March to October each 
year.  The bats return to Mexico for the winter.   
 
Female bats, which weigh about one-half ounce, give birth to a 
single off-spring in Texas and can consume up to two-thirds of 
their body weight in insects each night.  These bats nightly 
consume massive numbers of insects, especially moths that lay 
eggs on local crops upon which the newly hatched larvae feed.  
Subsequent generations of adult moths migrate through Texas on 
their way to the U.S. Corn Belt.   
 
Estimates indicate that each night these 100 million bats consume 
approximately two million pounds of insects, the state’s most 
damaging agricultural pests.  The process of eliminated and/or 
reducing insect populations saves millions of dollars in insecticide 
spraying costs, reduce crop damage and help in the production of 
cotton, corn and many other crops. 

 
A team of scientists from Boston University, University of 
Tennessee, U.S. Department of Agriculture and Texas Parks and 
Wildlife Department returned to the Winter Garden region for the 
second year of a five-year bat research project.  The project, under 
the supervision of  Dr. Gary McCracken, of the University of 
Tennessee and Dr. Thomas Kunz of Boston University is being 
funded by a $2.4 million National Science Foundation grant.  The 
researchers are hoping to estimate numbers of Mexican free-tailed 
bats in Texas and determine the dollar contribution of bats to 
agricultural production.   
 
While it is difficult to accurately estimate the benefit that bats 
provide to crop production, early  estimates indicate that bats 
delay the need for pesticide applications and reduce at least one or 
two insecticide applications to cotton each season.  In addition, 
bats benefit the natural environment.   
 
For example, about 5.8 million acres of cotton are annually 
planted in Texas.  In 2004, Texas produced 7.5 million bales of 
cotton.  Reduced insecticide use translates to the reduction in 
annual production costs, not to mention the residual benefit of 
protecting the environment.  About 52,300 acres are annually 
planted to cotton in the southwest region of Texas.  Reduced 
insecticide use in this region translates to annual production costs 
savings of up to $1.6 million.   
 
Bats save production costs in many other crops and help make 
possible the production of cotton, corn and many other crops in 
outreach areas such as southwest Texas  Corn ear worms, a 
favorite bat moth diet, cause extensive damage to corn.  Reducing 
the population of corn ear worm moths probably makes it possible 
to economically produce corn in south Texas. 
 
It is interesting to note how this bat research project got started: 
According to Dr. McCracken, the research developed after 
weather forecasters from National Weather Service radar in 
Central Texas in the early 1990s picked up mysterious large 
"clouds" in areas where no storm activity was expected.  The 
clouds turned out to be millions of bats emerging from cave 
roosts. 
  
Soon after this discovery, as another National Weather Service 
radar service became operational in south Texas, additional 
strange clouds were detected which were intersected by the bats at 
altitudes of thousands of feet.  These were found to be clouds of 
millions of migrating moths-a favorite food of free-tailed bats. 
 
A few years later, following a variety of studies incorporating bat 
detection devices riding on weather balloons, insect identification 
from bat guano and the development of genetic markers for moth 
species, scientists were able to document that the Mexican free-
tailed bats were feeding on some of the state's most damaging 
agricultural pests, those which feed largely on cotton and corn.  
 

 Meanwhile, in addition to consuming millions of pounds of very 
damaging insects, bats help support the growing nature tourism 
industry in southwest, Texas.  All told each year in Texas, tens of 
thousands of people witness clouds of bats spiraling out of caves 
at places like Devil's Sinkhole State Natural Area near 
Rocksprings, Old Tunnel Wildlife Management Area near 
Fredericksburg, Bracken Cave north of San Antonio, and the 
Congress Avenue Bridge in Austin, home to the world's largest 
urban bat colony. 
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ROUND BALE, SQUARE BALE, NO BALE 
Wayne Hanselka 
 

ry weather has reduced the state’s hay harvest by about 50-
percent. That yield reduction has made quality hay harder to 

find. Since most hay is grown in house by livestock producers, the 
yield drop affects them the most. It has put some producers in the 
market to buy hay. When shopping for hay for cattle, choose hay 
that has at least 8-percent protein with few weeds. Although things 
are dry now, Extension specialist Wayne Hanselka (HAN-SELL-
KUH) said it wasn’t time to worry. Most of the state’s rain falls 
during the fall and spring. That means there’s still time for forage 
lands to get the moisture they need. 
CONTACT: Dr. C. Wayne Hanselka, 
 (361)265-9203,c-hanselka@tamu.edu  
 
SUPPLEMENTS HELP BOOST PIGLET IMMUNITY 
Mark Clark 
 

eeding nutritional 
supplements to piglets could 

help boost immunity. They are 
traditionally given growth-
promoting antibiotics, but USDA 
researchers in Lubbock are 
testing the effects of spray-dried 
plasma and fish oil. The plasma is fed for a few weeks after 
weaning to enhance growth and feed efficiency. This by-product 
of the meat-packing industry may also increase immunity by 
preventing pathogens from binding to the piglets‚ intestines. Fish 
oil is given to help build immunity in the animals‚ cells through 
high levels of omega-3 fatty acids. The researchers are testing the 
supplements as alternatives to drugs like antibiotics. Many 
countries are phasing out medicated animal feed. It is expensive 
and the animals are developing resistance.  
CONTACT: Marty Clark, (301)504-1024, 
MartyClark@ars.usda.gov   
 
CEU OPPORTUNITIES 
 
Managing For Wildlife in  
an Urban Island    
Paul Schattenberg 
 

or some people, the idea of managing wildlife in an urban 
setting might conjure up images of bar-hopping or 

nightclubbing.  For those attending the “Managing for Wildlife in 
an Urban Island” seminar, it means learning how providing a 
habitat for wildlife can benefit animals – and the property owner. 
 
Local organizations and agencies, including  Texas Cooperative 
Extension, will sponsor the two-part seminar. 
 
The first part of the seminar will be Sept.15th in room 100A of the 
Palo Alto College Performing Arts building.   It begins at 5:30 
p.m. and ends at 9:00 p.m.  Topics include plant identification, the 
value of butterflies and hummingbirds, and an agricultural and 
wildlife tax valuation update. 
 
The second part will be Sept. 17th at Mitchell Lake Audubon 
Center. The program begins at 7:00 a.m. with birding at the 

center, followed by registration at 8:30 a.m.  The program ends at 
noon.  Topics for this seminar will include urban ecology, habitat 
management and water conservation.   
 
The cost for the Sept. 15th or Sept. 17th program alone is $15 per 
person.  The cost for both is $25 per person.  One general CEU 
will be offered for each part. 
 
For more information please contact Helen Holdsworth at the 
Texas Wildlife Association by calling 1-800-839-9453 or Sheilah 
Wright at Texas Cooperative Extension at 210/467-6575. 
 
For information on upcoming CEU opportunities, please check 
our website at: bexar-tx.tamu.edu. 
  
Private Applicator Training 
 

exar County Extension Office will be conducting a Private 
Application Training on Thursday, September 1, 2005 

beginning at 8:30 a.m. located at 3355 Cherry Ridge Dr., Ste 212.   
Class is $25.00 which includes the manual and worksheet. 
 
Mailing List                
 
 

o help defray costs, we are updating our mailing list.  If you 
no longer wish to receive this newsletter, please contact 

Sheilah by phone (210/467-6575) or email at 
(sjwright@ag.tamu.edu).  Be sure to indicate that you wish to be 
removed from the Beef Cattle Newsletter list. 
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