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Table 4. Financial Statement
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Tem CEM? C5M + D2
Final value—dollars 275.00 268.00

Initial value—dollars* 200.00 199.50

Increase—dollars 73.00 68.50

Feed cogt—dollars® 66.92 60.06

Return over feed—dollars 6.08 B4

1C5M = Cottonseel meal,

T = Dehydrated alfalfa.

B = Urea,

L Appraisal values by experienced appraisers used for initial and final walues
5 Actual cost of the feeds and no processing or mixing charges were assessed to any treatment.

Differences in [eed consumptions, daily gains and feed efficiencies

were not significant, indicating that urea can serve as the sole sqpple—
mental nitrogen source in all-concentrate diets containing milo i

the

diet is properly supplemented with minerals and vitamins. Neither the
cottonseed . meal- nor the urea-containing diets improved by the addi-

tion of dehydrated alfalfa meal.




Feeders’ Day Report, 1967

Particle size of milo as affected by processing method. (See
Methods of Processing Milo for Fattening Cattle, p. 70) The
first seven columns show the percentage of milo remaining
on each sieve of the indicated size (in inches). The eighth
column shows the percentage of milo remaining on o 40-
mesh sieve (about 1/100 inch), and the ninth column shows
the percentage of milo passing through o 40-mesh sieve.






