|

7/ “““\\\ A ECO" SEARCH

% // RESEARCH IN AGRICULTURAL & APPLIED ECONOMICS

The World’s Largest Open Access Agricultural & Applied Economics Digital Library

This document is discoverable and free to researchers across the
globe due to the work of AgEcon Search.

Help ensure our sustainability.

Give to AgEcon Search

AgEcon Search
http://ageconsearch.umn.edu
aesearch@umn.edu

Papers downloaded from AgEcon Search may be used for non-commercial purposes and personal study only.
No other use, including posting to another Internet site, is permitted without permission from the copyright
owner (not AgEcon Search), or as allowed under the provisions of Fair Use, U.S. Copyright Act, Title 17 U.S.C.


https://makingagift.umn.edu/give/yourgift.html?&cart=2313
https://makingagift.umn.edu/give/yourgift.html?&cart=2313
https://makingagift.umn.edu/give/yourgift.html?&cart=2313
http://ageconsearch.umn.edu/
mailto:aesearch@umn.edu

PROCEEDINGS

of the

WESTERN FARM ECONOMICS ASSOCIATION

Fourteenth Ahnual Meeting

June 25, 26 and 27, 1941

Hotel Utah
Salt Lake City, Utah




~133=

SOME TRENDS IN THE WESTERN RANGE ARFA

E. R. Hochmuth

9$E3L§33blems of Range Use. The history of the western range can be
“%epﬂrated into threc periods: (1) 1860-1890, the period of livestock
i, O range forage; (2) 1890-1930, the period of oxpansion of cropland
:mt i and (3) 1930 to date, the period of adjustment of a reduced
}%si'lng range forage supply to the cultivated feed supply. It is
‘Lmlﬁtter period, ond with the balancing of the feed and forage

% we are most concerned in this discussion.

mffproblems involved in using the public rangcs and the complementary
'%rl?s may be viewed from two or more angles. One viewpoint holds
Hw\15 no inherent instability in range usc; that the large range
h%“not been declining progressively; that tho range grazing capacity
:%%P&tes because of climatic conditions. The other viewpoint is

t%g* have doteriorated bocauss of over-stocking or improper secasonal
%hthre is o distorted perspective as to the long-time precipitation
“iﬁs' and & lack of range control which forced the operator to get to
% early as possible to graoze the grass before his competitor.
historical perspective of two types of thought.

I%%:lﬁht review briefly the reasons for the thinking of these groups.
Uty °Ck producers have sincersly felt that over all range deterioration
ﬂmﬁ?hat it is only a local problem. They feel that the admitted
%‘Q}OH of the range during the 1930's is due mostly to the drought
%ulle, and with the return of "normal" precipitation the situation
I itself,

Y The
%ﬁvstOCkman's viewpoint is well put in & pamphlet published in

(4, Maintains that the major cause of recent range conditions is
;htJMPrecedented drought, that the stockmen depcndent upon range
;ﬂtwllingly destroy it. In instances where range destruction took
WQ.aS due to inability to control the open range and to transient

1

igigoﬂscrvationist's viewpoint grants that climatic fluctuation

Wty CSt deterrent to range stability but that the stockman has

$%omalize its significance on a long-time basis. Gencral over-

f%vf“Ps on the range during drought perinds, and the resumption

“wh Precipitation finds the range recovering more slowly than
s droughts.

b
i\.&t - .
%%;“er the basis for argument as to causes of range deteriora-
\\\:f;fi?m extended drought or overgrazing--it is generally agreed
lh
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“hnﬂ§n It Rains. The Stockman's View of the Range Question.
“1onal Livestock Association. Denver, Colorado, 1938,
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“Storn range reached the nadir of forage production in the middle

F the vresent time some degree of recovery seems evident, and

18 shared alike by conservationists and stockmen. The point is,

Mg the above statement, how can we best apply our physical and
,mformation on range and livestock production in creatins stebility?

, %Li§¥to be done? We havo now entered a new era in the many eras
torn range. The insistent cry that a great matural resource

.+ to destructive exploitation has been muted by the Taylor

i Sufficient information is now available regarding the nature
°f the raonge resources.
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v£§0b is now one of attempting to equitably distribute the range
'h“mine the extont of the complementary rclationship between the

28 and private pasture and croplands. The determination of the
I&GXtent of public range grazing privileges to be allotted to

_hﬂnt is by no means a small undertaking. Although a determination
;%hips between public range and private lands may be based on

o ‘Sources, the desired result is largely economic.

tﬁmﬂd_be unjust to accuse the range administrator of lack of
'@Srd ronge cconomic problems. He is faced constantly with the
t °Ct of his decisions on the livestock industry. An encouraging
“;};Voluntary seeking of information by the range administrator
E;m cconomic implications of his programs. This is our challenge:
1y 2gricultural economist contribute to the stability of the range
‘%;mHstry? In whot fashion can we take the factual information c¢.a
e ¥ the range management technicians and convert it into workable
ctices on the range?

4
'{?dn_difficultios are evident in our analyses of physical and
%catlonships between public and private lands in range areas.
Eﬁiory method has been devised for determining the physical
5%'0. gruzing capacity, of the range under the varying conditions
nmlmet over a num?er of yecars. Past record§ of animal numbers )
Ecoys known or reliable. Furthermore, changing methods of operation
w? feeds have assumed greater importance in the year's feed

Use any determination of past numbers supported by rangelonds.

y

4 Mﬂm economic side we lack information regarding the effect on farm
%slﬁnd income when reduction in range use is required on public

. %Om&ny years there has been consistent reduction in stocking on

Mtf public lands. We know what this reduction is in terms of

%, "onths of forage, but do not know its effects on farm organization.

Thflgnificant trands in the range aresa. A recent survey by the

{‘e Adjustments in the range area to meet war impacts supports this

i, “ho producer is less interested in increasing stocking on the range
i ?”Gstod in incroasing his turnoff. Morc stability and less

s now the program of the range arcos

Ntorest of ths stockman in the economics of conservation is one




