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_ Table 1
Bodyweight and Daily Growth Rate Targets

Bodyweight targets (kg) for dairy replacements
0 60 420 15
(birth)  (weaning)  (mating) (cafving)

Age in days
Jersey 25 20 190 300
Friesian-Jersey 29 o8 205 350
Friesian 32 65 220 390
Required daily growth rates (kg) for dair
| ¥egplacements (k9 Y
Frombirth ~ From weaning ~ From mating
to weaning to mating to calving
Jerse 0.42 0.39 0.37
Frresran -Jersey 0.48 041 0.50
Friesian 0.55 043 0.54
Bodywerght targets (kg) for adult cows
Before fter
drvrn off calvrn% ca vrn%
Jersey 360-39 325-34
Friesian-Jersey 350- 370 390-410 350-370
Friesian 370-400 420-450 370-400
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28-Day Submission Rate (SR) in 18 Experimental Herds
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L ' AUG  SEP  OCT = NOV DEC  JAN ' FEB ' MAR = APR = MAY |
Productron ear A (kg butterfat per hectare 254). Median

catvrngd August. (ke P )

------ Productron ear B (kg butterfat per hectare 320). Median

caIvrng date 15 August.*

Frgure 1. Correlation between calving time and productron on.a
farm Moller, 1978
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Table 5

Herd Wastage 1972-76 15 Herds
No. cows culled (%of total cows)

197273 1973-74 1974-75
190 (69%)  138(48%)  165(58%
Too (6008)  200(70% 177 (5.2%
0 (44%) 122 (43% 73 (25%
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Only 48 hours withholdihg time
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 , DAR LO :

sodium cloxacillin

New lactating COW m astitis formula
for timely action against staph and strep!

Dariclox offers a double-bonus mastitis
formula for lactating cows... the proven
bactericidal activity of cloxaciilin
against staph and strep and a milk-out
time of just 48 hours. Dariclox is particu-
larly effective against Streptococcus
agalactiae and Staphylococcus aureus.

Use and dispense new Dariclox, the lac-
tating cow formula from Beecham.

Brief summary—Before prescribing Dariclox (sodium cloxaciilin), please con-
sult Complete Product Information, a summary of which follows:

Indications—Dariclox® (sodium cloxaciilin) is indicated in the treatment of
bovine mastitis in lactating cows due to Streptococcus agalactiae and Staph-
ylococcus aureus, non-penicillinase producing organisms. Clinical experience
indicates that antibiotic efficacy in the treatment of mastitis in lactating cows
is directly related to the duration of infection. Therefore treatment should be
instituted as early as possible after detection.

Warning—Milk taken from treated animals within 48 hours (4 milkings) after
the latest treatment should not be used for food. Animals treated should not
be slaughtered for food purposes within 10 days after the latest treatment.

Caution—Federal law restricts this drug to use by or on
the order of a licensed veterinarian.

How Supplied—Dariclox® (sodium cloxaciilin) is sup-
plied in cartons of 12 syringes with 12 sterile alcohol
swabs. Each 10 ml single dose disposable syringe con-
tains sodium cloxaciilin equivalent to 200 mg of
cloxaciilin.

, Beecham

laboratories
D=V OF BEECHAM INC.BRISTOL.TENN. 37620
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Table 6 Table 7
Anal ggr g ctron Increase During the Experrmenha;/l Analysis of Gross Margin Gains Above the er&ge of Two
Di

G il

Recorged %re -eXperimenta Pre-experimental Seasons 1971-72 and 1972-73 ($ per Ha
f/-atHectare Experimental ~ Control  Diff £ std. error
Vg Increase . 1973-74 -30.29 2114 -325% 19.60 (NS
control - Diff £ standard 197-15 1355 700 25 OIS
h%fgs o7 +€f1f10£( . 1975-76 .44 S N E il 37&w )]
I NS = Not Significant
121 321 112 L = = Srgnn‘rcgnt at 1% level
204 414+ 120
126 1t 97 [+ NOTE: Gross margin = Qcome from milkfat, stock ac-
cumu atlons and stock sales_less costs of stock purchases
animal health, breeding, dairy shed expenses, purchased
feed and fertifiser.
. . Tatilﬁ8
Analysis of Animal Health Costs - $ Per Hectare
Experimental Control Diff £ std. error
1971-12 12.30 9.75 2,55 + 210 (NS
1973-14 11.12 9.35 101+ 2.88(*
1974-15 21.40 1082 1058 4 353 (**
1975-76 19.27 1428 499 + 3.84 (NS)
*S = Not Sr nificant

= nrpe nt at 5% leve
= Significant at 1% leve

NOTE Animal health costs for 1972-73 were not included since it
was during this season that the programme began and

onlg some of the P.A.H.A.P.S. costs would have been In-
cluded in th eend ofirear accounts. The financial year on
many farms in New Zealand runs from 1 June to 31 May.
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