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Introduction " Producer Bull Selection Criteria
» Calitornia Cow/Calf producer operate Demcgraphics Expected Progeny Differences (EPDs)

in diverse regional climates,
! ! Calvmg Ease Weanlng Yearllng Scrotal

topography and rangeland conditions.
*Wide variety of environmental factors
bulls are exposed to and need to be
EPDs California producers utilize for bull selection (highest to lowest priority, N = 220)
EPD are used to promote genotypic selection in the majority of utilized beet breeds.
Breed associations collaborate with research scientists to improve EPD breed.

Producer

able to adapt and perform.

Limited research has analyzed factors
related to selection and purchasing
criteria, management and subsequent
longevity of bulls.

Factors of Importance for Bull Selection
Bull preview —89

Bull condition | S /
Carcass data & EPDs | S 5

Objectives:

 Assess factors involved with bull
purchasing, management, and
culling decisions of California beef

oroducers.

* ldentify research and extension

oriories that can enhance economic

return on bull investments of

Cow/Calf producers.

Multi-trait selection index _— 85
Vaccination program _— 80
Feed efficiency/ADG _— 80
Scotal circumference _— 80
EPD accuracies _— 78
Genomically-enhanced EPDs _— 53

Weight of bull _— 26 N = 220
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Survey Methodology:

1,140 surveys mailed to California Cattlemen’s Association

Average Primary Bull Culling Criteria

Preferred age

b hi bull Age 34.88
memimoers |p. at purchase: Soundness 29.07
e 220 responses with a 16% response rate purchase Injury
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» Data analyzed with summary statistics, chi-square, and Pearson ne .
Correlation in SAS 9.4 Condition pmm3.49 . . . . . . . -
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