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meetings, three themes were decided on as the focus for the research at BBR:
1) reduce eastern red cedar (Juniperus virginiana L.) woody encroachment, 2)
increase heterogeneity on the landscape, and 3) maintain or improve livestock

Figure 2. Weight gains and average daily gains (ADG) for spayed heifers managed within a patch-burn graze and a 4-pasture deferred rotation
N - 5 N - 6 system in 2022 (left graph) and 2023 (right graph).
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in both years of the study (Fig. 3).

Management Implications

* Yearling spade heifers were weighed prior to turn out, at mid-season, and at
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heifers) that 1s typical on the ranch was compared to patch-burn graze * Using the CAM process has provided opportunities to more closely interact
system (106 heifers) at similar stocking rates (0.6 AUMs/Acre). * Early season burning did not reduce total biomass, but did reduce standing with stakeholders and allow for consistent feedback on what we are
dead and litter material (1.e., Total Dead). This provides insight into grazing learning.

* 5 to 8 heifers tracked with GPS collars 1n the patch-burn graze group during the year following fire

* Plant biomass collected from 30 grazing exclosures randomly placed along * While more years of data collection are needed, better understanding of
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