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Jackson County Agriculture and 
Natural Resources Newsletter 

 

Hello Jackson County! 

What a month! September is always my busy month that feels like a sprint with 
Farm-City Field Day, Farm Science Review, Hunter’s Education Class, and Beef 
Artificial Insemination School! Not to mention the day-to-day operations and 
responsibilities that must get done.  

This month we have a couple programs here in the county and in the surrounding 
areas. Here in Jackson County, we are hosting the Ohio Cattlemen’s Association 
round-up program for the area. This program will focus on heifer development 
and reproduction. In Gallia County, they are hosting a Small Ruminants class on 
October 14th. In Pike County, they are hosting a Small Farms College series that 
will help any new landowner that is thinking about starting a farm business.  

I have seen on the news a couple of combine fires that have occurred across the 
state. Combine fires may be caused by combustible material being ignited by an 
electrical short. These shorts are caused by insulation melting, rubbing through 
and grounding of bare wires, or rodent chewing damage. Fires can also be started 
by the combination of harvest materials (chaff and leaves), high temperatures, or 
mixing with oil or fuel. Engine sparks can start stubble or straw fires. Fires are 
often associated with the cooling system. Dust in these areas should be removed 
regularly. 

To prevent combine fires use heat-resistant insulation, keep wiring and fuses in 
proper operating condition and position, properly route and insulate all 
replacement wires, keep fuel lines in good condition with tight connections, 
never fill the gasoline supply tank near an open flame, while smoking, or with the 
engine running, remove excess crop residue from rotating units to prevent fires, 
put out small stubble fires immediately, and wipe up oil and fuel spills as they 
occur. This prevents chaff and trash from collecting and combining to start a fire. 

To manage combine fires, call 911 at first sign of the fire, keep a 10-pound ABC 
fire extinguisher on the combine, and shut down the combine and close any fuel 
valves on the machine. 

Have a great and safe October! 

Josh Winters 
Jackson County Agriculture and Natural Resource Extension Educator 
 
 

Table of Contents 

 

 

Table of Contents 

Page 1 

Introduction 

Page 2 

Monthly Calendar 

Page 3 

  Forage quality . . . what’s 
better than snowballs? 

Page 4-5 

Heavy Rain For Some, 
Status Quo For Others 

Page 6-8 

Selecting the Optimal 
Sheep for Solar Grazing 

Page 8-10 

October 1 brings open 
burning restrictions 

Page 11-16 

Upcoming Programs 

 



October 2025            2 
 

 
October 7th – Ohio Cattlemen’s Association Round Up Program 

October 10th – A Day in the Woods 

October 13th – Livestock Committee Meeting 

October 14th – Fair Board Meeting 

October 14th – Gallia County Small Ruminants Class 

October 15th, 22nd, 29th, - Pike County Small Farms College 

October 20th – Jackson County Farmers Club Meeting 

October 28th – Pesticide Exam  
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Forage quality . . . what’s better than snowballs? 
By: Stan Smith, PA, Fairfield County OSU Extension 
Source: https://u.osu.edu/beef/2025/10/01/forage-quality-whats-better-than-snowballs/ 
 
As we recently began our 30th year of publishing the Ohio BEEF Cattle letter I took a look at the hot 
topics that were up for discussion in 1996. Looking back it’s interesting to note we were concerned with 
how best we could manage feeding poor quality hay resulting from a very wet spring of ‘96, alternatives 
for feeding cows when faced with a shortage of high-quality feed, and marketing calves from a declining 
U.S. cow herd. Sound familiar? 
 
While it may feel like déjà vu all over again, today let’s only consider the feed management concerns 
we’re dealing with and leave calf marketing for another time. If there was any question regarding this 
year’s hay and forage quality, I hope you agree they were laid to rest a couple weeks ago when the 
results of 180 forage samples collected by OSU Extension throughout Ohio were released. To recap, only 
one of all the 180 samples tested will support a 1200 pound lactating beef cow and only a few will 
maintain a gestating cow post-weaning. 
 
For a refresher on that release including a chart summarizing the results from those 180 samples, see 
Navigating Forage Quality in a Year of Extremes . . . Again! 
 
For those who prefer to just see some numbers, consider this. While the average crude protein of those 
180 samples slightly exceeded 10%, TDN averaged barely over 51%. Unless supplemented, a beef cow 
simply can’t consume and digest enough of that poor quality of forage without declining her body 
condition. 
 
Let me try to put the concerns for the forage quality of all those samples tested into one more 
perspective. I recently had some early cut cereal rye straw tested. It’s TDN was 51% . . . the same as our 
“average” Ohio hay sample! 
 
While nothing can be done to improve the quality of what’s harvested, consider these suggestions 
moving forward: 
 
Get harvested forages tested . . . we can’t efficiently manage what’s not been measured. 
Inventory the forages you have available according to differing qualities. 
Identify and value any supplemental feeds that might be available. IE: distillers grains, brewers grains, 
corn gluten, wheat middlings, corn screenings collected at the grain dryer, soy hulls, stockpiled forages, 
and even whole corn, etc. 
 
If not certain how to react to the information gathered from the three suggestions above, consult with 
your County Extension Educator or an expert in ruminant nutrition regarding how to best manage the 
feedstuffs you have available. 
 
Suggesting “it’s better than snowballs!” simply doesn’t suffice. The inability to evaluate and efficiently 
manage hay quality can easily result in loss of cow condition, breed back issues, failure to successfully 
gestate and retain the fetus until calving, poor quality colostrum, and ultimately poor calf health and 
performance next year. 
 
Considering the value of each pound of calf that will be born and weaned in the coming months, if ever 
there has been a year to begin with “don’t guess, forage test” it would be this one! 
 
 

https://u.osu.edu/beef/2025/10/01/forage-quality-whats-better-than-snowballs/
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Heavy Rain For Some, Status Quo For Others 
By: Aaron Wilson, OSU Extension Climatologist Specialist  
Source: https://agcrops.osu.edu/newsletter/corn-newsletter/2025-33/title-heavy-rain-some-status-quo-
others 
 
After 6 – 8 weeks of below normal rainfall, last week’s weather pattern brought widespread rain to the state 
(Figure 1). Many areas across southern and eastern Ohio picked up 3-6 inches of rain for the period September 
20 – 26, 2025. West-cental and northwestern counties did not fair as well, only receiving 0.5 – 2 inches over 
this time. The latest U.S. Drought Monitor Report, which only included observations through Tuesday 
September 23, 2026 showed some minor improvements in D1-D3 categories but widespread drought conditions 
were still present. With the additional rainfall last week after the cutoff, the next update to the US. Drought 
Monitor will likely show improvements in southern and eastern Ohio. Reports continue to come in highlighting 
low soybean moisture and field fires have been an increasingly common occurrence. The rainfall has slowed 
soil moisture depletion, with rivers recovering flow and pastures and landscapes greening up a bit. Please 
consider submitting your observations to the National Drought Mitigation Center’s Condition Monitoring 
Observer Reports platform. For the latest drought conditions and agricultural resources, please visit our Drought 
Conditions and Resources page or the State Climate Office of Ohio. 
 

 
Figure 1: Total precipitation for the period September 20 – 29, 2025. Figure courtesy of the Iowa 
Environmental Mesonet. 
 
Weather Forecast 
Just as quickly as the rain moved in, the pattern has turned dry and warm once again. Temperatures were 6-9°F 
above average last week, with daytime highs soaring into the mid to upper 80s over the weekend. We are 
starting off this week in the mid to upper 80s as well, but a slight cool down is in the forecast. Highs will drop 
by a couple of degrees each day, with overnight lows in the 40s and 50s this week. Rain ended last Friday, 
leaving a dry weekend across the Buckeye State. This dry weather is expected to continue for the next seven 
days (Figure 2). 
 

https://agcrops.osu.edu/newsletter/corn-newsletter/2025-33/title-heavy-rain-some-status-quo-others
https://agcrops.osu.edu/newsletter/corn-newsletter/2025-33/title-heavy-rain-some-status-quo-others
https://droughtmonitor.unl.edu/CurrentMap.aspx
https://go.osu.edu/drought_cmor
https://go.osu.edu/drought_cmor
https://go.osu.edu/Ohiodrought
https://go.osu.edu/Ohiodrought
https://climate.osu.edu/
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Figure 2: Total precipitation forecast for the period 8pm September 29 – 8am October 6, 2025. Figure courtesy 
of the National Weather Service Ohio River Forecast Center in Wilmington, Ohio. 
The 8-14 day outlook from the Climate Prediction Center for the period of October 6 – 12, 2025 and the 16-Day 
Rainfall Outlook from NOAA/NWS/Ohio River Forecast Center show warmer than normal temperatures and 
near normal precipitation are probable (Figure 3). Climatological normals for this period include a high-
temperature range of 69-73°F, a low-temperature range of 47-52°F, and weekly total precipitation of 0.55 - 0.75 
inches. 

 
Figure 3) Climate Prediction Center 8-14 Day Outlook valid for October 6 – 12, 2025, for left) temperatures 
and right) precipitation. Colors represent the probability of below, normal, or above normal conditions. 

https://www.cpc.ncep.noaa.gov/
https://www.weather.gov/images/ohrfc/dynamic/NAEFS16.apcp.mean.total.png
https://www.weather.gov/images/ohrfc/dynamic/NAEFS16.apcp.mean.total.png
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Selecting the Optimal Sheep for Solar Grazing 
By: Dr. Jake Thorne, Assistant Professor and Extension Sheep and Goat Specialist, Texas A&M AgriLife 
Extension 
Dr. Andrew Weaver, Extension Small Ruminant Specialist, North Carolina State University 
Source: https://u.osu.edu/sheep/2025/09/30/selecting-the-optimal-sheep-for-solar-grazing/ 
 
While this article focuses on solar grazing, the principles discussed are relevant to all low-input, grass-based 
production systems. This article was originally published in the August 2025 issue of the Sheep Industry News 
and is reposted with permission. 

The rise of agrivoltaics—where solar energy production coexists with agricultural practices—has created new 
opportunities for sheep producers across the United States. As solar developers seek sustainable vegetation 
management solutions, sheep have emerged as an ideal partner, offering cost-effective and environmentally 
favorable grazing services. However, success in this dual-purpose system depends on more than just turning 
sheep loose under panels. 

A balanced approach to animal selection, emphasizing longevity, adaptability, and health, is essential for flock 
sustainability, grazing enterprise profitability, and long-term partnerships with solar developers and managers. 
 
Why Sheep? 
On solar farms, vegetation under and between solar panels must be controlled to maintain panel operational 
efficiency, reduce fire risk, and allow personnel to easily work on equipment within the array. Traditional 
approaches such as mowing and herbicide use are costly, can be logistically difficult, and have negative 
environmental impacts. Grazing with sheep reduces these costs while adding value through lamb production, 
positive ecosystem services, and public perception. 
Solar development is certainly a polarizing topic amongst the agricultural community and this is something that 
is recognized by the developers, especially those constructing arrays on valuable farm or pastureland. 
Maintaining agricultural production at solar sites can maintain a greater level of public support of solar 
development and fortunately for our industry, sheep are the most suitable species in this scenario. 

While perception is highly important to the solar companies, from the perspective of the grazier, it’s important 
that providing this service is economically sustainable. However, in the scenario of being “paid to graze”, profit 
may be generated a little differently than we are used to. For an example, a 1000-acre utility-scale solar site in a 
moderate rainfall region might require four mowing passes per year, at ~$75 per acre per pass, totaling 
$300,000 in annual mowing costs. By integrating sheep grazing stocked at one ewe per acre, operators may 
reduce mowing to twice annually, saving $150,000 per year. If a ewe is responsible for one acre, her grazing 
service alone could save $150 per year. 

Consider a ewe purchased as a yearling for $300 and maintained at $30 per year from age two to seven. Over a 
seven-year lifespan, her total cost is roughly $480. During that time, she could save $1,050 in mowing 
expenses, not counting revenue from lambs. Even accounting for potential increases in cost, the longer-lived 
ewe delivers a favorable return. However, a different purchased ewe that only remains in the flock to age four 
might cost $390 but only save $450—highlighting the economic importance of ewe longevity in solar systems. 

While the second ewe still generated profit over her lifetime in our model, we all know that unexpected costs 
are a reality and her $60 mowing savings could easily get negated. Remember, these are just estimates for the 
sake of example and you should calculate your own numbers for specific solar sites and production systems. 

https://u.osu.edu/sheep/2025/09/30/selecting-the-optimal-sheep-for-solar-grazing/


October 2025            7 
 
Longevity vs. Prolificacy: A Production Trade-Off 
While prolificacy (lambs per ewe per year) is traditionally a key driver of profitability in sheep operations, its 
role in solar grazing systems is more complex. Ewes producing larger litters annually may have higher short-
term returns but could also face increased physiological stress, potentially reducing their lifespan in the flock. 
On the other hand, ewes that consistently produce singles but remain healthy and productive for more years may 
provide greater total value, especially when grazing services are factored in. 
Imagine the same two ewes: 
• Ewe A raises seven lambs over seven years. 
• Ewe B raises eight lambs over four years (twins each year). 

While Ewe B produces one additional lamb ($150), Ewe A provides three extra years of grazing service ($450 
in mowing savings). The combined value of longevity and moderate reproduction may outweigh short bursts of 
productivity. 
This scenario is not meant to suggest that prolific ewes should be culled, but rather to highlight the need for 
balanced selection. The most profitable ewe in a solar grazing system likely falls in the middle of the 
spectrum—long-lived, moderately prolific, easy fleshing, and resilient to environmental stressors. 

Selection Challenges and Genetic Tools 
Identifying and selecting ewes with the right combination of traits—longevity, structural and udder soundness, 
disease resistance, and temperament—requires more than intuition. Comprehensive data collection and 
objective selection tools are essential but often limited in commercial grazing systems. 
The National Sheep Improvement Program (NSIP) offers valuable tools, including Estimated Breeding Values 
(EBVs) for growth, reproductive, and parasite resistance traits. Of particular importance for solar operations is 
the Fecal Egg Count (FEC) EBV, which quantifies genetic resistance to internal parasites like Haemonchus 
contortus. 

This trait is critical because solar grazing flocks are often large, mobile, and extensively managed. Variable 
forage management and inconsistent handling schedules may increase parasite pressure. Ewes must be able to 
maintain health under these conditions without frequent intervention. 

Selection for low FEC EBVs is a proven strategy to improve resistance and reduce dependence on 
anthelmintics, especially in humid regions where parasite loads are highest. Survival despite disease challenge 
is not only important to longevity, but ensures positive public perception in a service-based business model. 

Producers are encouraged to work with NSIP-participating seedstock suppliers who can provide animals with 
proven parasite resistance and other performance traits. More information on this topic is available through the 
American Consortium for Small Ruminant Parasite Control (www.wormx.info). 
These EBVs are scientifically proven, accurate selection tools. However, they don’t exist for all traits important 
to solar graziers. Some traits are more difficult to quantify, and respective genetic metrics have yet to be 
established in the sheep industry. Therefore, astute observation and recording keeping is necessary for 
improvement. 

Temperament: An Undervalued but Essential Trait 
In traditional systems, a calm, docile ewe is often appreciated. In solar grazing, she is essential. The operational 
realities of solar sites—including frequent trailering, constrained alleyways, breakable infrastructure, and 
dynamic group management—demand animals that are easy to handle and exhibit strong flocking instinct. 
While temperament is largely evaluated subjectively, it remains one of the most practical selection criteria in a 
solar grazing context. Wild or non-cooperative ewes increase labor costs and elevate risk of injury to people, 
animals, and equipment. Producers should consistently cull or avoid retaining animals that are difficult to 

http://www.wormx.info/
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manage. Likewise, positive behavior—such as consistently leading the flock or loading easily—should be 
rewarded in selection decisions. 

Additional Traits to Consider 
Beyond the traits of longevity, parasite resistance, and temperament, solar producers may benefit from selecting 
for the following: 

• Moderate Frame Size and Fleshing Ability: Smaller-framed ewes require less input and 
supplemental feed, maintain condition easier on lower-quality forages, and increase likelihood of 
breeding offering improved longevity potential. 

• Aseasonal Breeding: Ewes capable of lambing outside traditional seasons allow for flexible 
stocking strategies. 

• Nonselective Grazing: Sheep that consume a broad range of plant species are more effective at 
vegetation control. 

• Wool Shedding: Hair sheep or shedding composites reduce labor and costs associated with 
shearing. More importantly, long wool becomes an animal wellbeing concern as it can become 
entangled in the driveline and gear system of certain solar arrays. 
Not all of these traits are currently associated with formal EBVs, but they can be evaluated 
through visual appraisal, performance recording, and collaboration with seedstock breeders who 
emphasize functional traits for extensive environments. 

A Call to the Seedstock Sector 
Seedstock producers supplying genetics to the solar grazing industry hold a pivotal role in shaping its future. 
This sector’s long-term success depends on ewes that are not only productive but also well-suited to the unique 
environmental, health, and behavioral demands of solar arrays. 
Breeders who invest in genetic evaluation, collect relevant data, and prioritize traits like parasite resistance, 
structure, moderation and fleshing ability, along with temperament will be positioned to serve a rapidly growing 
and economically meaningful market. More importantly, they will help ensure that solar grazing remains a 
sustainable and profitable component of the broader United States sheep industry. 

As agrivoltaics continues to expand, the relationship between renewable energy and sheep production is poised 
to deepen. Producers who approach this opportunity with scientific insight, economic awareness, and genetic 
foresight will lead the way in transforming sheep from a commodity into an essential service provider. 

October 1 brings open burning restrictions 
By: Peggy Kirk Hall, Attorney and Director, Agricultural & Resource Law Program 
Source: https://farmoffice.osu.edu/blog/tue-09302025-1146am/october-1-brings-open-burning-
restrictions 
 
The warm, dry, windy months of October and November are upon us, and they bring increased fire risk 
across Ohio. That’s why Ohio law prohibits all open burning from 6 a.m. to 6 p.m. during October and 
November.  The risk of fire spreading is high during those times and  volunteer firefighters with daytime 
jobs aren’t readily available to respond to the higher fire risk. 
 
Given current drought conditions across Ohio, any open burning at any time is highly dangerous and not 
advised; waiting to burn in Winter is the best strategy. But Ohio law does allow farmers and farmland 
owners to burn “agricultural waste” after 6 p.m. in October and November under certain 
conditions.  Some burns may require prior permission or notification to government entities, and burning 
some substances is illegal due to the environmental harms they cause, such as food waste and materials 
containing rubber, grease, asphalt and petroleum.  
 

https://farmoffice.osu.edu/blog/tue-09302025-1146am/october-1-brings-open-burning-restrictions
https://farmoffice.osu.edu/blog/tue-09302025-1146am/october-1-brings-open-burning-restrictions
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Burning agricultural wastes.   Ohio law allows the burning of “agricultural wastes,” which are any 
waste materials generated by crop, horticultural, or livestock production practices such as woody debris 
and plant matter from stream flooding, bags, cartons, structural materials, and landscape wastes that are 
generated in agricultural activities. But note that: 
 

• Agricultural waste does not include buildings; dismantled or fallen barns; garbage; dead animals; 
animal waste; motor vehicles and parts thereof; or "economic poisons and containers," unless the 
manufacturer has identified open burning as a safe disposal procedure. 

• Agricultural waste does not include "land clearing waste," which is debris from the clearing of 
land for new development for agricultural, residential, commercial or industrial 
purposes.  Burning of “land clearing waste” requires prior written notification to Ohio EPA. 

• If an agricultural waste pile is greater than 20 ft. wide x 10 ft. high (4,000 cubic feet), permission 
from Ohio EPA is necessary. 
 

The burning location matters.   Agricultural waste must be burned on the property where it was 
generated.  It is illegal to take agricultural waste to a different property for burning.  It is also illegal to 
receive and burn agricultural waste from another property.  Other laws regulating the location of the burn 
include: 
 

• A burn must be located more than 1,000 feet from any neighboring inhabited building. 
• Burning inside a “restricted area” requires providing a ten day written notice to Ohio EPA.  A 

restricted area is any area inside city or village limits, within 1,000-feet of a city or village with a 
population of 1,000 to 10,000, or within one-mile zone a city or village with a population of more 
than 10,000.  
 

Local laws matter too. A local government can also have laws that regulate burning activities, so it’s 
important to check with the local fire department to know whether any additional regulations apply to a 
burn. 
 
How to manage the burn.  Ohio open burning laws impose practices a person must follow when 
conducting open burning, which includes: 

• Remove all leaves, grass, wood, and inflammable materials around the burn to a safe distance. 
• Stack waste to provide the best practicable condition for efficient burning. 
• Don’t burn in weather conditions that prevent dispersion of smoke and emissions. 
• Take reasonable precautions to keep the fire under control.  
• Extinguish or safely cover an open fire before leaving the area. 

 
The risks of violating open burnng laws.  Violating state and local open burning laws creates several 
risks for farmers and farmland owners.  First is the risk of enforcement by the Ohio Division of Forestry 
and local law enforcement, which can result in third degree misdemeanor charges, penalties of up to 
$500, and a potential of up to 60 days of jail time, depending on the seriousness of the violation. 
Enforcement by the Ohio EPA is also possible.  The EPA has the authority to issue fines of up to $1,000 
per day per offense for an illegal burn.  According to the EPA, the most common violations by farmers 
include burning substances that are not “agricultural wastes,” such as tires and plastics, failing to meet 
the 1,000 foot setback requirement, and burning waste from another property. EPA enforcement officers 
regularly patrol their districts, investigate fires they see, and investigate complaints from neighbors or 
others who report burning activities, so “getting caught” is quite possible. 
 
Most important, however, is the risk of harm to people and property if a burn goes wrong.  It’s possible 
for a fire to escape and burn unintended property, interfere with people, animals, crops, or buildings, or 
reduce roadway visibility and cause accidents.  These situations can easily lead to insurance claims or 
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lawsuits.  Because the risk of such harm is high in October and November, waiting until winter to burn 
agricultural waste is an excellent risk management strategy. 
 
To learn more about Ohio’s open burning laws, visit the Ohio EPA website 
at https://epa.ohio.gov/divisions-and-offices/air-pollution-control/permitting/open-burning. 

https://epa.ohio.gov/divisions-and-offices/air-pollution-control/permitting/open-burning
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