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In representing a range biologist view 
on this panel today, I hope that my 
comments, which are supported by nearly 20 
year s of exper I ence I n several d I Herent 
land areas, reflect also those of the 
majority of my fellow range professionals. 

To address the subject of successfu I 
management approaches In range and wildlife 
management which we are challenged with 
today, I be I I eve I t necessary to ref I ect 
first upon our educational foundations and 
to assess how well prepared we are, or have 
been, to accept the resource management 
challenges before us, and to work 
cooperatively In a positive manner to 
ameliorate any given problem. 

As a range student at a Montana 
university, I can recall some of the 
animosity which was evident and 
demonstrated between wi Idllfe and range 
students, and also the lack of contact when 
c I asses and I abs were shared. The range 
students were obv I ous I Y co I ned as pro-cow 
and the wildlife students anti-cow, the 
range students pro-herbicide, the wildlife 
students anti-herbicide, and the list went 
on and on. The range students were gl ven 
tours of range project areas wh Ich were 
chemically treated, or plowed and reseeded, 
and were shown all the positive attributes, 
such as I ncreased forage product Ion, 
Improved watershed protect Ion, and so 
forth. The w I I d II fe students toured the 
same area and were told how several hundred 
deer would be dramatically Impacted because 
abundant sagebrush was no longer available 
for deer winter cover or sage grouse 
habitat. 

It's amaz I ng how the th I ngs that we 
learned through these ectlvlties have 
extended Into our post educational 
careers. I reca II that government cost 
share programs such as those admln Istered 
by ,the Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service, and the Soil 
Conservation Service were under continual 
assault by wildlife Interests in Montana to 
eliminate those portions of the programs 
which provided cost-share dollars for 
herbicide treatments of sagebrush on 
pr I vate range I ands. We were a I I heav II y 
Influenced In those days and probably 
rema I n so today, by the preach I ngs of our 
profound and Infallible university 
professors, the field specialists of the 
various agenCies, and of course our own 
personal biases, which are not always 
rationally founded. 
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While I was deeply embroiled in this 
controversy at times, I failed to see a 
rational alternative until, of course, the 
other s I de wou I d see the light. And you 
know what - the other side rarely ever 
d Idl Perhaps the reason Is, we have a 
propensity to push hard for those concepts, 
approaches, and Ideas which we Individually 
accept as be I ng the most reasonab Ie, 
desp Ite what others say and fee I. I f we 
explain our plan once, we feel that should 
be good enough for anyone to fu I I Y 
comprehend and embrace with open arms. 

In realIty, In order for any Idea, 
concept, or proposed treatment to be 
accepted and supported, we have a 
respons I b Illty to first se II what we are 
propos I ng. I f no one I s buy I ng, then the 
idea just might have a flaw or lack 
adequate backup. AI so, In tOday's 
management, particularly on the public 
lands, advanCing an Idea means seiling It 
to more than one I nterest or disc I P II nee 
With al I the multiple resource activities 
today such as cultural resources, critical 
wildlife habitat, riparian areas, and 
recreation use, what we do In one area can 
potentially effect several other resources 
sometimes In a less than desirable way. 

Growing concerns, and a more Interested 
and Informed public, in recent years have 
led to the need for new approaches for 
resolving resource problems. As we proceed 
Into a new era of resources management some 
Innovative and obviously concerned folks 
have either created or resurrected some 
techniques which provide a forum for 
addreSSing the complex challenges 
encountered In today's resource management. 

Coordinated Resource Management 
Planning (CRMP) has blossomed as one of the 
primary vehicles for use In resolving 
resource problems and providing the al I 
critical local Input Into a planning 
process. While not being flaunted as a 
panacea for resolving al I resource 
prob I ems, I t has exper I enced cons I derab Ie 
success through Its Infancy In Nevada and 
California. Probably one of the most 
notable aspects of CRMP, In my opinion, Is 
the ability to bring various Interests 
together I n a techn I ca I rev I ew team and 
direct site specific technical expertise 
on-tha-ground In an attempt to develop 
viable alternatives for the CRMP core group 
to evaluate. 

The CRMP process a I so prov I des a key 
role to the livestock permittee who 
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Gomprlsed of range researchers, range 
managers. wi Id II fe hab ltat spec laH sts. end 
consu Itants who represent severa', Sute 
Grulng Boerds. The committee 15 'QI'klng 
to hopefu II y standard I ze the cr I ter~. and 
appr9aChes to eva' uate and rate r I pa" Ian 
habitats tnthe state. It weare all using 
the SaN gul de II nesand speaking the __ 
language. then a new direction for progress 
and less t nterpreNve eonf II ct becomes 
apparent. Nevada ha~ exper lenced success 
In a previous effort by the State 
Non I tori ng Task Group In deYe I op I n9 
Statewide g"ldellrte$for monitoring our 
rangelands. I ne.senee, we reso I. ve our 
problems If wetre talking and working 
together. _ 

Overcoming the problems which ~llt 
between r-esourcedlsolpllnescanOnd statW 
begin at the Un Ivar.1 ty, lew h.Stw~$ 
have an Ideal opportunity to JAt.rf~ln 
universities where range end ."BdtHe.re 
taught In the 58ID8 depertillentf or eel I .' 
particularly -where cur-tlc .. l .... overlap In 
Iq>ortant fundamental tlCQlogJcal c!uses 
such as soils, plants. ecology, and so on. 

In this meMer. the basic principles of 
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resource manag..-nt ar-e I earned I n connon 
as t~ foundation for building Individual 
ph H o$opb les., 

When all Is said an~cloite. _ are all 
atteq>tlng to carry QCltftfectlve 
I118nagell8nt with the s.., resourC',*,· the 
land - with the COfIIIPldenOllllnetor of 
protecting and enhancIng the JJatural 
resource base to provide sustal ned use.. IJJ 
actuality range end wHdllfe manag_nt are 
not all that far.tapatt. 

The rangellvutock Industry Is 
strugglln, with I_n .. economic woes and 
ilSdesperately In ~of practical 
elterlJatlvefte belpgenerate addltlofltll 
cnft' Uow. I 8M cony I nced that 
coord:tftotlllg~'Mg' end.Hdt tte expertise 
OR..,..,y.·,gl_OPMet~ c.n'iI"Ntdt In 8fteor 
more viable eaernetiws, forlf;..i. adell t tonal 
IIDr'k@eMe r~~:, en;,,,,ft8·,reng8. 
Opf)ortunltlesa'"' fot·· ·fJsh:.· ;fetta.lng. 
recreation. hunting.· and seY8ra~' other 
elternatlves when aU the various resOUrce 
areas are evaluated. Perhaps thereat 
challenge Is stili before liS. I trust'that 
we're up to .. tlng that challenge In a 
progressive and .professional menner. 


