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Fenceline weaning
provides nose-to-nose
contact through a
fence between'cow
and calf. Butis it an
advantage?

By Burt Rutherford
Senior Editor
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Table 1. Performance of fenceline-weaned calves
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2006 488
2007 520
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Table 2. Observed calf behavior 3 days post-weaning and cumulative weight gain
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