
s cveral factors make beef production in 
the Kockv Mountain region of tht* wcst- 

vrn United States somewhat unique in 
oinpiirison to other parts of the country. 
In addition to the more \astnvss and size of 
graziri";reas. factors suc-li as public land-, 
altitude and lack of watrr liavc a major im- 
part o n  the production system. 

Many producers are forced to graze 
their cattle on nublie lands at certain tiint's 
of the yrar hecause they luck reasonable 31- 
ternativtx USD4 statistics show tin* foderol 
pow-rnmerit owns 63 percent of I h h ' :  
land surface. 48 percent of Vtyorning, 31 
rxwcnt of (Colorado and approxi~natcl> 28 
percent of Montana. These are often mar- 
ginal lands with lirnitrd available lorap* 
and/or water. In addition. those leasing 
public lands must abide by tlic d t ~ i * i o i i ~  of 
the managingaagency \\hen it t-orriei to 
"razing management decisions. Therefore. 
there is considerable unct~rtainty involved 
in this type of production s\stcin. 

r 7 I lit' public land grazing fec i w i t ~  is a 
"political hot potato" that will niost likcl? 
continue as long as livestock arc allow(d to 
graze these lands. 

ROCKY MOUNTAIN HIGH 

\lllioiig1~ tin-rr i +  (~)nsidcrahlc varia- 
tion. inurli ol till'- area lies at an altitude 
greater than 3.000 frct above ~ e a  level. Re- 
gions from 5.000 to 8,000 l'bvt '11,vation 
arc particularly (hall(~~iging. 

Under tlic latter conditions. winirr  
vvcatbcr often " u m r s  earl! and stays late." 
r 7 1 his can often add consid~rably to wintcr 
r e d  costs. 

Rriiket disease (sometime;' called hi& 
altitude disease) ran be a problmi for a 

. . 
acr~irniilatioii in tlio brisket area dm' to 
congt~ t ivc  right heart failure associatrd 
with lower o x p w  content of tlir air. 

Some purebred p r o d ~ i c e r s  test  for 
brisket disease wsccptihility iising F'ul- 
rnonary 'Vrtrrial I'rcssurc (PAP) rneanure- 
rnrnts. Some lines ol cattle appear to I N *  
morc s~iwqjt ihk to this p r ~ h l m i  t l ~ m  oth- 
ors. Incidence level may range from .5 to 2 
percent of tlie population. 

HIGH AND DRY - 
I r k  0 1  v~ater i<  another problem that 

often lilagin~h producers in this rcgion. 
Much ol this area is scmi-arid \\it11 annual 
precipit~tion rim$in"; from 0 to 18 iruh+. ., I his lack of watrr not only al'fwts forage 
prowth but also grazing distribution in dr- 
(-..is where adrq~iatc stock (drinkin.$ watcr 
is not avail.ihlc. 

l i e  relatively low level of precipitation 
leads to >tod<ingrates Irorn ur low as 10 to 
5 acres per cowall pair o n  WIIH- arras of 
hotter rangv loragrs. up to 50 to 75 acrc;' p S r  
pair on wine  hi$^ mountain ilcwrt areas. 
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Although the majority ol bcd prodindon 
in this area consists of cow-calf operations. 
tlirre arc a signilu'ant nmnb~-r  of stocker 
(~attlr that gram in the rcgion for 120 to 
1%) days during the summer months. 

M u c h  ol this  rcgion is considered 
mountain desert and/or mountain incad- 
ows. Foriips consist of lorb a n d  native 
range grasses. 

., 1 I K ~  region alio has a r tw where irripat- 
cd or sul)-irripted Foragw arr grown. Irri- 
p l ion  waif-r olten comes from melting win- 
tcr  snow pack rattic-r than froni wtblli. 
r 1 I IIIW' irriptcd foragw are genrrally hiir- 
v ~ s t v d  as ha\  to  help rnrct nutritional 
ncedh when grming is not available. Irrigat- 
t d  arras nia! also be usrd for crop produc- 
tion at the more moderate altitudes whore 
a sufficient grov\ing season exists. 

'I'hcw arws. along with ilpland farmed 
arcas. havc nutritional altcrnativcs avail- 
able to tlie b c d  producer in the form of 
* r a p  rcsiiiurs such as corn stdlks and whcat 
straw. Tlii"- adds flexibility to the nutrition- 
al program and helps reduce feed eosts. 

SPRING CALVING 
, . I I n ~ ~ i o r i t ~  o l  cowcalf op i~ t i t ions  

I in flu' <print;. March and April are 
predominate calvin"; months with some 
Â¥Aiirtinga;ii earl! a- mid-Januac and others 
i ~ i s h i n g  u p  in Ma^ Data from (hlorailo's 
I ntcgrati~d Kesou rcc M a n a g v r ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i t  (1 1?W) 

point. is approximately 50 (lays prior to 
green pis;.. In much of this area. onl? lini- 
ited grazingis available prior to Ma! 1 ,  
with mid-June bcingmore typical at the 
higher elevations. The calving period last* 
60 to 00 I L Ã ˆ ~ S  

Some ol tlic more moderate climates 
with available nutritional alternativ~bs may 
utilize a fall-caking(Iatc Xugust tliroudi )-. October) !-(x~<on. l lo~scver, fall ca lv ing~s  
not a ma,jor coritrihutor to production in 
the Hock> Mountain rogion. 



MARKETING OPPORTUNITIES 

I r , ~ ~ l i t i t ~ ~ i i i l l ~ .  t l ic  riiiiiority u l  calves 

h a i r  hrni  ni,irkrt(d o i l  t lw  cow at WWII- 
in" I However. i n  rwthnt year'- more produc- 

er* arc cvaliittti~~~marketir~";Iternatives 
and often retaining ownership o n  the i r  

calvhs lor  sonu- pcrkxl lon";br than this tra- 
ditional "wcaner cal l"  rnurkcting period. 
r 3 I hey realize i f  t lwy arc going to be paid for 

improved gro\vth and carca;^ gem-tics. tlicy 
need to own calvvs longrr. 

I hyend ing  on It-cd prices and market 

ywt i i t i o r i s .  t h i s  rnay mean rctainingcwn- 
t w h i p  to the f i r~ i s lud  rndpoint. More ill- 

litinces art, Ix4ngIorrned where th r  feeder 

and t h r  cow-calf producer partnvr on a 
group o f  calves and own them unti l  the fin- 

ished product is sold to the packer. Pro- 
panik ~ i c h  a* the kyoniin"; l i e d  Cattle I m- 
prevenient A'"iociation's (WBGI 1) Fct-dint 
l ' rst  and (Lrcass I~A'aluation 1'ro";im (wv- 

t w l  *tat(* have similar programs) ha\(* al- 

lowed l ~ r o d ~ ~ c ~ ~ r - i  to evaluate a hiirnplr o f  

t lw i r  pne t i cs  and retain owncrsliil) on 21 

rvlativrly small hasis. This will help them 
l ~ v t t t ~  prqiartb lor valuo-based rnurkcting. 

r 7 I lie tntljority o f  cow-call producers i n  
this region prncratc t l iv i r  entire income 

Iroin thv cow-fall cntrrpr iw or i n  SOIIIP c<i+ 
rs, l rom an inttyrat~-11 production -.ystcni 

where tin" cows coiiiplrincnt a l 'arrnirigoi~ 
~ r ~ i t i o n .  [Inder t h t w  circurnstanw~. the 

typical row herd niinibrrs from 350 to 500 
co\+s. I lowever, there are ~ r i a l l e r  herds 

where ~ o w s  play more 01 'I roinplt~rncntary 
role. as wll as iniich larger op-rations that 

m i l  w ~ w l  thousand cow.  

MATCH TO THE ENVIRONMENT 

\ o  ini i t t r i  v\hiit t l i r  -i/r of' t i w  opera- 
tion. tin* indior rliiillcnge lor nianapmcii t  

is to ~tidtcli the Itiologi~tl l type o f  row to the 
environment under which Ã§ih inii'it pro- 

diicc. A rroshlircd (v~w allows roinincrcial 

prodi iwrs thv opportunity to take advan- 

tage of lwtcro'-i'-. This t ~ n h ~ n c e s  tin- rnorr 
lowly I i c r i t A h  trait3 such as fertility. I n  ;I 

majorit> of ( as(,". this cow h'is Angus l)rcr<l- 

records. Still. how can a producer develop a 

plan to meet hisgoals i f  l ie doesn't know 
t h r  starting point? 

FEED COST CONTROL 

I~.coiioitiic t i i i~ i l \ws of' production units 
i n  t l i i s  rrgion Â¥-u;";rs that as murh as 50 to - J r p.rcvnt of ariniial cow costs ;irv due to 

f r i d  cost*. A ina,jority of this is associntcd 

viitli wintcr I t ~ d  costs. l ' ~ t o r <  ~ i c h  ;is cow 

size. level of mi lk production and t imr  of 
calving have a ma,jor impart on the cow's 

nutritional rcqiiircinrnt.-.. 

Nutrition p m p i n s  i n  t lw Rocky Moun- 
tain rrgion art* Imilt around availal~lÃ§ for- 

agw. 4s long as grthrn gr'is-i and wat1.r â€˜i 

available, tin- cow can prrtty wll ti ikr car(* 
of her niitritional needs. 

I n  the late wminer cind fall. i f  dry rtiinil- 

irigloragc is available. she can iiirt.t her cn- 
fbr" rnetdq h i t  nidy bc ~ I c l i c i c ~ i t  i n  protein. 

A source o f  natural p ro t r in  '-i ipplri i icnt 

during thcw periods \\ill iillow tin- cow to 
itiorc dl ic irnt ly u t i l iw this low quality for- 

age and enhance l i r r  boil> condition. '1'Iii'- 

is typically during tht. mid-third o f  gwtation 

when her nntrit ional nt-wl. (her calf has 

gion. thcre are large' diffcrcnces i n  row 
size. Desert areas may be inhabited by 900- 
pound cows while 1.200- to 1.250-pound 

c o w  may b r  inure con~nion where more 
plentiful nutritional rcsoiircvi? exist. l l o w ~ v -  

vr. largcb cow size can b t w m w  a liabil ity 
from the standpoint of maintenance costs. 
, I . her(-lore. optimums are emphasized. The 

cow mu.'-t be able to add body condition 
when po-.siblc i n  o n k r  to maintain herself 

diirir igpt~rioda o l  IFS* available nutrition. 

+IK r r - s l i i l  producers i n  this region of 

the ( ~ ) u n t r \  do a p o d  job o l  u t i l i z i r i p w  
p w t d  prop1)  diflrrcnccs (EPIIs) to assist 

i n  matcIiiii";attle to  their environment. 
r 7 I lw? understand how to IIM- t l i t ~ n  to niakc 

directional &an";. i n  t l ic i r  p n r t i r  pro- 
gram. They realize that "more is not always 

better" as it relates to growth. mature rize 

and milk when only l iniitrd niitritiorial re- 
mirc f i  arr available. I t  is inort- importmt 

to (I&rniinc optimum Irvcls of protlurtion 

rather than maximums. 
, I 7 IIP rrp l i~ceinwt  h r i f r r  and tin- lirst-rall 

hci fcr (two-vbar-old) and cven thv three 

vrar-ol~l arc good nioiiitoririg tools when it 
wines to determining how well your heel' 
genetic-! are matched to their environment. 

(Â¥a1 thrsc joi ing l'rmalcs (lo what thcy cirr 
h i n g  t i s k t d  to do - grow r w 4 1  pii1)t~rty. 

calve. milk. rcbrred. and wean a (kill that i e  

prof i tahlc t o  produce - wi th  a l imi ted 

arnoinit of siipplrintmtal fwd?  P r o d i i r t ~ r ~  

who ran win-rate h n a l t ~ s  that can do t l i r ~  
t l i i r i p  with the appropriate amount of in- 

puts will be the most profittihlc. 
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