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U.S. Senate committee passes Sen. Jerry Moran's 
amendment prohibiting 'threatened' listing of lesser 
prairie chicken By Justin Wingerter  justin.wingerter@cjonline.com 

The U.S. Senate Appropriations Committee on Thursday approved an amendment prohibit-
ing the use of funds to implement or enforce the threatened listing of the lesser prairie chick-
en. 

A U.S. Senate committee has approved an amendment barring the federal Fish 
and Wildlife Service from enforcing its listing of the lesser prairie chicken as a 
threatened species. 

On Thursday, the Senate Appropriations Committee approved a $30 billion 
measure to fund the Department of the Interior and Environmental Protection 
Agency, among other departments. The committee, the largest in the Senate, 
approved the measure along party lines, with all 16 Republicans voting in favor 
and all 14 Democrats voting against. 

Attached to the legislation was an amendment by Sen. Jerry Moran, a Kansas 
Republican, “to prohibit the use of funds to implement or enforce the threat-
ened species listing of the lesser prairie chicken under the Endangered Species 
Act of 1973.” 

Moran’s amendment was approved by the same 16-14 vote as the full legisla-
tion. A measure to remove the Moran amendment and other divisive measures 
limiting the powers of the EPA and Interior Department failed on a 14-16 party 
line vote. 

“I was pleased the Senate Appropriations Committee acted today to protect 
Kansas and rural America from the consequences of the listing of the lesser 
prairie chicken,” Moran said in a statement. 

Despite passage Thursday, the future of Moran’s amendment and the appropri-
ations bill it is attached to remain in question. Sen. Tom Udall, D-N.M., said the 
bill’s amendments are likely to draw a veto from President Barack Obama. 

“These riders are terrible policy,” Udall said of the bill’s amendments. “They're 
nothing more than a special interest giveaway to polluters. And they also have 
a proven track record of derailing the appropriations process.” 

In addition to Moran’s amendment, the Senate legislation contains a measure 
to bar the threatened or endangered listing of the greater sage-grouse and an 
amendment to remove the gray wolf from the endangered species list. 

http://cjonline.com/authors/justin-wingerter-0
mailto:justin.wingerter@cjonline.com
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Ag News Blog Site   
 

http://nmsuquayag.blogspot.com/ 
 

 

I have started a new blog site 

to  better inform the public 

of information that affects 

Agriculture in Quay County.  

The blog  automatically 

sends you the information 

through your e-mail and all 

you have to do is sign up. 

Visit   

http://

nmsuquayag.blogspot.com/ 

put your e-mail address in 

the e-mail space and submit.  

Then you will receive every-

thing I post on the site.  

Please check it out. 
 

 

(Lesser prairie chicken cont. from page 1) 

The attachment of amendments, or riders, to appropriations bills is a common 
tactic employed by members of Congress to direct federal agencies to act in a cer-
tain manner. During a speech Sunday at the conservative Ripon Society in Wash-
ington, Moran touted Congress’ power over federal agencies. 

“Only when we have the power of the purse do they start paying attention to us,” 
Moran said. “It creates a dialogue, an opportunity to have conversation with a 
cabinet secretary or an agency head. And if they don’t listen or are uncooperative, 
you have the greater threat, which is no money can be spent." 

The Fish and Wildlife Service has said the “threatened” listing of the lesser prairie 
chicken was the result of a steep decline in the bird’s populations in recent years. 
Five states are home to the lesser prairie chicken: Kansas, Colorado, New Mexico, 
Oklahoma and Texas. Together, the states had fewer than 18,000 lesser prairie 
chickens in 2013. 

But opponents in Kansas of the Fish and Wildlife Service’s listing have argued for 
years that classifying the lesser prairie chicken as threatened places unfair conser-
vation fees and restrictions on farmers, ranchers and oil companies. 

“The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service acted prematurely when listing the lesser prai-
rie chicken," Moran said. "The five states with habitat area ... came together with 
stakeholders to develop a broadly supported plan to conserve the bird. However, 
they were not given adequate time to implement the conservation plan due to 
the federal government unnecessarily stepping in and listing the bird as a threat-
ened species.” 

A U.S. House version of the Interior-EPA appropriations bill doesn’t limit the Fish 
and Wildlife Service’s ability to enforce its listing of the lesser prairie chicken as a 
threatened species, though it does contain amendments similar to those in the 
Senate bill, including a measure by Rep. Lynn Jenkins, R-Kan., to defund the EPA’s 
efforts to update ozone regulations. 

On May 15, House members agreed 229-190 to approve an amendment to the 
National Defense Authorization Act that would “prohibit the further listing of the 
lesser prairie chicken as a threatened or endangered species until 2021.” All four 
members of Kansas’ House delegation voted in favor. 

“With passage of this amendment, we begin ending the massive regulatory threat 
to our rural way of life from the ill-conceived listing of the Lesser Prairie Chicken,” 
Rep. Tim Huelskamp said in a statement that day. “It is high time that we place a 
greater value on the citizens of rural America than the Lesser Prairie Chicken.” 

Rayless Goldenrod and Livestock Poisoning  
Kieth W. Duncan: Extension Brush and Weed Specialist, Department of Extension Animal Sciences 
and Natural Resources, New Mexico State University.  
 
Rayless goldenrod, also called jimmyweed, is a native, perennial, multi-stemmed plant that is toxic to cattle, 
sheep, horses, and goats. Poisoning is most common in late fall and winter. 
 
Description 
Rayless goldenrod is a deciduous half-shrub with several upright branches growing from a stout, woody root 
crown. Stems will be from 2 to 4 ft tall. New stem growth is gray to white, hairless, and shiny. Older stems are 
alternate, simple, narrow (1/2 in.), and about 2 inches long and sticky. Leaves are usually hairless, but may 
have short, stiff hairs on the margins, or may be slightly toothed. Yellow flowers appear in clusters on stem 
tips from August to October. The plant dies back to ground level each winter, and regrowth starts from the 
root crown beginning early the following spring. The plant is most abundant on alkali or gypsum soils. It also 
grows especially well in river valleys and along drainage areas in eastern New Mexico. (Continued on Pg. 5) 
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Grasshopper Control 
 

Grasshoppers are a yearly prob-

lem in New Mexico. Especially 

if there is enough food and for-

age for larger populations to 

exist. Last year grasshopper 

populations in Quay County 

were high and we can assume 

that populations this year will 

also be high unless something 

like a long dry spell occurs that 

will reduce populations.  

Since grasshoppers are capable 

of migrating from location to 

location, they are especially 

problematic. They begin in 

open rangeland where the eggs 

were laid. Then they feed on 

grasses and weeds, when these 

are gone, they can migrate to 

other locations and feed on 

more plants.  

Insecticides can be used to kill 

grasshoppers and are more ef-

fective when grasshoppers are 

small but when used on limited 

areas, such as small private 

property, the effects are mini-

mal. All areas need to be treat-

ed in a comprehensive multi-

agency program to have a 

greater impact, but even then it 

must be economical to warrant 

control.  

Insecticides that have a long 

residual are more effective 

against grasshoppers. They can 

be applied around the boarders 

of properties for crawling in-

sects and can reduce local pop-

ulations, but also pose a high 

risk to beneficial insects. If you 

choose to use insecticides, be 

sure to choose a product la-

beled for your plant types and 

grasshopper control and al-

ways, follow the label direc-

tions of the product. If you 

would like more information 

about controlling grasshoppers 

please call the Extension office.  

 In The Cattle Markets  

John Michael Riley, Assistant Professor Department of Agricultural Eco-

nomics, Oklahoma State University—A Return to Normalcy  

At the height of the financial crisis most analysts were discussing the validity of 

a “new normal”. At the time, equity markets – as well as many other markets – 

were definitely out of kilter and the common rules of thumb and typical pat-

terns no longer existed, thus the reason for these discussions. Today, market 

norms are still not exactly what they used to be, but it is safe to say that more 

normal patterns have returned. The exception today is the agricultural market-

ing world.  

Grain markets remain in an awkward state given that nearby old crop prices are 

below harvest contract prices (typically stored grain is priced higher). Granted, 

July 2015 corn futures contract prices, for example, stayed above December 

2014 corn futures prices through the life of the December 2014 contract life. 

However, the July 2015 contract price has consistently been below upcoming 

harvest contract months. Similar relative prices have been noticed in soybean 

markets. Therefore, the only incentive to empty the bins is to make room for 

the next crop. The reasons for this largely center on the estimates from USDA 

that show large quantities of grain in storage and market dynamics in the South-

ern Hemisphere.  

Beef cattle futures and cash prices are also out of line with their “norms”. As 

prices heated up in the second half of 2014, seasonality went out the window. 

Since that time, prices have steadied quite a bit, but are still not showing their 

typical price patterns that have, historically, been in place. This has led many to 

ask: “When will seasonality return to cattle markets?”  

This is a tough call because the events of the past 12-18 months of the current 

cattle market is still not at all a common occurrence. Heifer retention has been 

ramped up since at least mid-2014 which has limited the available feeder vol-

ume. Herd rebuilding will likely continue for the short term, especially given 

the recent rains in much needed areas where pasture capacity is available. Sec-

ond, the high market price levels has led to earlier marketings of calves and 

feeders, which will limit off-farm supplies moving forward. Finally, feedlot 

capacities, while shrunken over the past number of years, still indicate available 

space.  

A return to “normal” seasonal patterns does not appear to be on the horizon for 

calves or feeders through the remainder of 2015 as a result of these reasons. A 

look at fed cattle prices since the start of 2015 indicates tendencies of moving 

in this direction, but a consistent pattern has not fully developed. Carcass and 

beef primal prices have been moving in more typical fashion. However, over 

the past two weeks high valued middle cuts (rib and loin primals) have weak-

ened quite a bit and this has filtered through upstream markets. It would be 

foolish to think these unusual moves will not linger as buyers and sellers con-

tinue to adjust to the “new normal” in cattle market prices!  
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 Keeping an Eye on it! 

Russian Knapweed (Acroptilon 
repens) is a creeping herba-
ceous perennial weed that is 
currently invading New Mexico. 
Within New Mexico it can readily 
invade pastures, degraded 
croplands, alfalfa fields, range-
land, roadsides, riparian areas, 
and irrigation ditches. Russian 
knapweed shoots emerge early 
in the spring and form a rosette. 
By late spring, flowering stems 
begin to develop with flowers 
visible by early summer. Flowers 
senesce by mid summer, but 
shoots remain green and photo-
synthetic until the first frost in the 

fall. 

This plant is originally from 
southeastern Asia; it is now 
widespread in northern states 
including Colorado, Montana and 
Wyoming. In New Mexico, it was 
first documented in 1943 in Quay 
County and to date can be found 
throughout most counties. Distri-
bution is extensive in the north-
ern counties of New Mexico 
where large infestations exist. 
Small populations exist in central 
and southern New Mexico and if 
not managed, Russian knap-
weed infestations could become 
common throughout the entire 
state. Rapid response and eradi-
cation of these small infestations 
is critical to prevent the spread of 
this invasive weed.  
Russian Knapweed NMSU Weed Factsheet 

 Calf Vaccination Guidelines 
 Guide B-223 
John Wenzel, Clay P. Mathis, Boone Carter1 

 

Calf vaccination is an important part of every herd health program. An effective vaccination 
protocol can be developed to fit most operation and management approaches. This guide 
describes three calf vaccination approaches that have been successfully implemented in cow-
calf operations in New Mexico. However, producers should consult with their local veterinarian 

to design a vaccination program that fits their particular operation. 

The foundation for each vaccination approach discussed below is the administration a 7- or 
8-way clostridial vaccine at 2 to 3 months of age (branding), plus a modified-live virus (MLV) 
vaccine given at the same time for viruses commonly associated with bovine respiratory dis-
ease (BRD) complex. The viruses included in most MLV-BRD vaccines are: infectious bovine 
rhinotracheitis (IBR), bovine viral diarrhea (BVD), parainfluenza-3 virus (PI3), and bovine res-
piratory syncytial virus (BRSV). Vaccinations given at 2 to 3 months of age produce initial im-
munity. However, additional “booster” vaccinations should be administered at or near weaning 
so that the immune systems of the calves become even better prepared to fend off actual dis-
ease challenges. The difference in the three options described below is the timing of booster 
vaccinations at or near weaning. Producers should consult their veterinarian to determine 
which MLV vaccine to use at branding. 

These are suggested guidelines to induce immunity in calves. Producers should be aware 
that many of the value added calf marketing programs have more specific guidelines that must 
be followed for enrolled calves to be eligible to receive price premiums (for more information 
see Preconditioning Beef Calves, New Mexico State University Extension Circular 637, availa-
ble at http://cahe.nmsu.edu/pubs/_circulars/CR-637.pdf, and Value Added Calf Programs for 
New Mexico Livestock Producers, NMSU Extension Guide B-220, available at http://

cahe.nmsu.edu/pubs/_b/B-220.pdf).  

 
Option A describes the most effective protocol for developing immunity, but it may not be com-
patible with all ranch management systems. This option is for calves that will remain on the 
ranch at least three weeks after weaning (45 days is recommended). Research from New 
Mexico State University using data from over 800 calves from 48 sources showed that sepa-
rating weaning and feedlot entry by 41 days or more produced greater net return in the feedlot 
than when calves were shipped to the feedlot less than 40 days after weaning. However, if the 
ranch does not retain ownership, this approach is only cost-effective when a sufficient premi-
um is paid for the calves to offset the extra risk and costs of labor and management. 
 
Vaccination Timeline—Option A:  2 to 3 MONTHS OLD 

 Clostridial 7-way  
 MLV – IBR, BVD, PI3, BRSV  

Weaning: (Let calves sit overnight before processing; this gives time for their cortisol levels to 
drop prior to vaccination, enabling a better immune response.) 

 MLV – IBR, BVD, PI3, BRSV  
 Pasteurella  

 
Post-Weaning: (3–4 weeks) 

 MLV – IBR, BVD, PI3, BRSV  
 Clostridial 7-way with Haemophilus somnusH. somnus  
 +/- Pasteurella (a pasteurella booster may be required by some marketing venues)  

 
Continued pg.5 



 

Calf Vaccination Guidelines (Cont.) 
 

Option B 
Option B is designed for calves processed 3 to 4 weeks prior to weaning, then shipped the day of weaning. This op-
tion is preferable over Option C because it allows time for the calves to maximize immunity in response to the boost-
er vaccinations they received 3 to 4 weeks before weaning. With this approach, calves are more capable of handling 
the stress from weaning and shipping combined with the stress and disease challenge inherent to commingling. 
 
Vaccination Timeline—Option B: 2 to 3 MONTHS OLD 

• Clostridial 7-way  
• MLV – IBR, BVD, PI3, BRSV  

Pre-Weaning: (3–4 weeks prior to weaning) 
• MLV – IBR, BVD, PI3, BRSV  
• Clostridial 7-way with H. somnus  
 Pasteurella  
 

Option C 
Using Option C, calves are processed at weaning. This protocol is a good approach to calf vaccination when it is not 
practical to gather prior to weaning. When employing Option C, calves should not be shipped until 3 to 5 days after 
weaning because it is not as effective to vaccinate calves if they are weaned and shipped on the same day unless an 
intranasal vaccine is used at least six hours prior to shipping.  
 
Vaccination Timeline—Option C: 2 to 3 MONTHS OLD 

• Clostridial 7-way  
• MLV – IBR, BVD, PI3, BRSV 
• +/- Pasteurella 

Weaning: (Let calves sit overnight before processing.) 
• MLV – IBR, BVD, PI3, BRSV  
 Clostridial 7-way with H. somnus  

(Rayless Goldenrod Continued from pg. 2) 

Toxic Principles 

The poisonous substance in rayless goldenrod is tremetol, an alcohol that is present throughout the plant in both 
green and dry material. Tremetol is toxic to all livestock, and produces a condition knows as "trembles." Young 
animals and humans can be poisoned by drinking milk from animals that have been feeding on rayless golden-
rod. Daily consumption of only 1–1.5% of an animal's body weight of green or dried plant material, for a week or 
more, usually will produce poisoning symptoms or death. Rayless goldenrod can cause livestock losses through-
out the year, but most losses occur in late fall through early spring. 

Symptoms 

Trembling in the muscles in the nose, legs, and shoulders, especially after exercise, is common in affected ani-
mals. As the condition worsens, the whole body may shake. Animals stand humped up and move with a stiff gait, 
especially in the forelegs. Affected animals are lethargic, inactive, and show signs of depression. Constipation, 
vomiting, quickened and labored breathing, and almost constant dribbling of urine are also common symptoms. 
Affected animals will die if not removed from access to the plant. Purgatives, stimulants, and laxative food will im-
prove the chance of recovery. Drugs should be administered by stomach tube or injection because some animals 
experience throat paralysis. Consult a veterinarian as soon as possible. 

Management and Control 

Because of its unpalatability, rayless goldenrod is usually not eaten by livestock, except during or immediately 
following snow or ice storms, during extreme drought, or on severely overgrazed areas. Supplemental feeding on 
areas where good forage has been depleted, and fencing of infested areas to prevent fall and winter grazing, are 
management practices that will prevent some losses. Rayless goldenrod is susceptible to the herbicides listed in 
Table 1, and good kill is possible when the plants are treated at the right time. Picloram is applied as a foliar 
spray, and is effective after the plants have bloomed but before frost. Spraying can be done with ground or aerial 
equipment. Sparse stands of rayless goldenrod can be economically treated with a knapsack or power sprayer.  



Contact Us  
Give us a call for more information.   
Quay County Coop. Extension Service 
PO Box Drawer B 
Tucumcari, NM 88401 
(575) 461-0562 
 jalamb@nmsu.edu  
Visit us on the web at  
http://quayextension.nmsu.edu 
 
We are updating our mailing list. If you 
no longer want this publication please 
contact us.   
 
Thank You  
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Common 
name 

Trade 
name 

Broadcast/individual 
plant 

Time of application 

Picloram Tordon 
22K 

0.5 lb/ac fall after bloom and before 
frost 

1%  spray to wet; fall after 
bloom and before frost 

Tebuthiuron Spike 20P 1.0 lb/ac summer—before rainfall 

1/2 oz/plant summer—before rainfall 

Note: Reference to commercial products or trade names is made with the un-
derstanding that no endorsement by the Cooperative Extension Service is im-
plied and no discrimination is intended. 

Quay County Extension Office 

PO Drawer B 

Tucumcari, NM 88401 
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Table 1. Herbicides currently labeled (1989) for rayless goldenrod on rangeland. 

The pelleted formulation of the soil-active herbicide tebuthiuron (Spike 
20P) effectively controls rayless goldenrod when applied at 1/2 oz per 
plant. Timing of application is more flexible with pelleted herbicides than 
with foliar sprays, and the risk of herbicide drift to susceptible crops is 
reduced. Pelleted herbicides are most effective when applied in summer 
or early fall before peak rainfall. High priority should be given to range-
land where rayless goldenrod plant numbers are high, and where desira-
ble forage can be reestablished after control. Removing the goldenrod 
makes soil moisture and nutrients available to desirable forage plants, 
and reduces the potential for livestock poisoning. 


