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RANGELANDS 19(3), June 1997 3 

The Advisory Council has recom- 
mended against international sum- 
mer meetings hosted by a section. 
There are some good reasons for 
that but also some against. I per- 
sonally hope that it will be left to 
the discretion of individual sec- 
tions. 1997 and 1998 summer 
meetings are already planned so 
they don't count—and a good thing 
for the 1997 meeting. By the time 

you read this the 1997 meeting will be history. But this 
meeting is addressing issues that exceed the boundaries of 
Montana and even the U.S. One is the theory of natural 
regulation, the other is whether dual standards are appro- 
priate: one for domestic livestock and another for wild, free 
roaming animals. 

Charles Kay reported [JRM 50(2):139-145, 1997] that the 
National Park Service originally based the "natural regula- 
tion" theory on the presumed "balance of nature" but that 
more recently the agency has cited Caughley's (1976) 
plant-herbivory model to support its natural-regulation para- 
digm. Park officials contend that elk and other ungulates in 
Yellowstone are "naturally regulated", being resource (food) 
limited. 

Under the natural regulation theory, predation is an as- 
sisting but non-essential adjunct to the regulation of ungu- 
late populations. The theory proposes that if ungulates and 
vegetation have co-evolved for a long period of time and if 
they occupy an ecologically complete habitat, the ungulates 
cannot cause retrogressive plant succession or range dam- 
age. The ungulates and vegetation will reach an equilibri- 
um, termed ecological carrying capacity. I do not know how 
long a "long" period of time is and what constitutes an "eco- 
logically complete habitat" and complete for what? 

If memory serves me correctly, Malthuse developed a 
theory to the effect that animal populations tend to increase 
faster than their food supply with inevitably disastrous re- 
sults unless population increases are checked. On top of 
these somewhat contradictory theories one must also factor 
in the vagaries of nature: floods, droughts, earthquakes, 
fires, and pestilence. All of these phenomena "naturally reg- 
ulate" populations of living organisms to one degree or an- 
other, typically in limited areas and frequently in boom and 
bust cycles. Left to its own devices, nature is an unruly 
place with proteins (prions) that cause disease, genes that 
jump between species, and species' extinctions; not, I 

think, the benign and stable system perceived by some. 
One of the more important ecosystems parameters is 

largely ignored in both of these theories—the soil. 

Populations of organisms can and do fluctuate widely and 
frequently rapidly, but accelerated soil erosion is forever, at 
least relative to human experience. The accelerated loss of 
soil results in a decline in the site potential and lowers the 
ceiling for the next boom cycle. The site is in a downward 
trend. Soil can usually be protected and even enhanced 
through management but where does management fit? 

Seems to be politically correct to manage some species 
like humans, introduced (exotic) plants and animals (except 
human exotics), and disease organisms; fishing is accept- 
able but not hunting. And what about soil? Well soil is so 
common and lacking in charm and charismatic appeal that 
no one thinks of managing the soil. Soil is ignored by all ex- 
cept those who have chosen to exist by the harvest of its 
bounty. Then the valuable attributes of soil become abun- 
dantly clear. Should be an interesting and memorable 
meeting in Billings; hope you are all able to attend. 

While I am on the subject of summer meetings, you may 
recall that the Texas Section hosted the 1996 summer 
meeting in San Antonio, Texas. The Texas Section 
arranged a most interesting tour of David Baumberger's 
ranch where, among other animals, he maintains a herd of 
scimitar-homed oryx, one of the rarest breeds of antelope. 
The story of the Baumberger ranch was reported in the 
April 1997 issue of the Economist under the caption "The 
defence of nature 1, How to be a green rancher". 
Baumberger's message is bigger than Texas. 

If all goes as planned, this will be my last article in 
Rangelands as the Executive Vice President. I plan to be- 
come more directly involved in resource management prac- 
tices such as controlling noxious weeds, improving soil 
cover and spot-checking fish populations. The Society is for- 
tunate to have had several extremely well-qualified candi- 
dates apply for the position. The selection committee is in 
the enviable position of having to make a very tough deci- 
sion, but I know these folks and will share with you the good 
news that the Society will be in fine hands regardless of the 
individual selected. I thank each of you for your support, as- 
sistance and encouragement over the years and especially I 
thank you for the opportunity to serve as your Executive 
Vice President. I thank the Denver staff for their support, 
comradery and for the great services that they perform for 
the Society on a daily basis. I thank Marie for her support of 
me as well as of the Society and we look forward to continu- 
ing our personal relation with SRM folks from a new vantage 
point. Quoting from that famous philosopher Richard H. Hart 
"our professional thoughts will be of the land, and the land, 
and the land".—Charles (Bud) Rumburg 
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