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New to Herd Summary I is a ten
month projection of cows to be
milking and dry at the beginning
and end of each month. This lists
the number of cows and heifers to
calve, cows to dry off and an esti-
mated number of cows to be
culled (died/sold) each month. A
monthly estimate of milk pro-
duced, shipped and the income
from milk sales is also provided.

J. Herd Dates

4. Ration densities on a dry
matter basis, a) Dry matter per-
cent: b) Crude protein percent; c)
Net energy percent

5. Footnote code that is tied to
the “ration message” footnote area
that appears at the bottom of page

6. Body condition averages
D. Profile of Feeds Fed These appearedon the old Herd

Summary I, but in a differentThis profile is new to Herd
Summary I, It provides for each format.

K. Group Milking Times

County Annual Banquets

January 3
January 3

Butler
Lawrence

t January 4 Mercer
,

January 12 , Clinton
January 13 ! Dauphin

i January 16 Clearfield/Jffsn
’ January 16 - i Lan. Red Rose

Old Bonanza, Ligdora
Extension Office
Mercer Co Extension Office

| Big Wrangler, Mill Hall
! Western Sizzler, Progress Ave
iLuthersburg Community Center

Shady Maple Restourant

11:30 a.m.
8:00 p.m.

11:30
Noon
10:45 a.m,

7:30 p.m.

D. Slusser
D. Slusser
D. Slusser
D. Slusser
D. Amick

11:30 a.m. ;D. Amick

Aden
Aden
Aden
Aden
Shenk
Aden
Shenk

G. Cudoc
G. Cudoc
G. Cudoc i
F. Orner
D. Hoover
F. Orner
N.Hershey j


