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SOCIETY FOR RANGE MANAGEMENT 
POLICY STATEMENTS, POSITION STATEMENTS 

AND RESOLUTIONS 
March 1997 

Policy Statements 
Desertification 

Desertification is a permanent or semi-permanent reduction 
in the capability of land for biological productivity. Over long 
periods of time, desertification may result from change to a 
more arid climate. Desertification also occurs because of irre- 
versible reduction in the ability of the soil to supply moisture 
and/or nutrients to vegetation. On rangelands, soil erosion by 
wind or water is the most common cause for loss of soil pro- 
ductivity, although permanent degradation of soil structure, nu- 
trient loss, or salinization are other possible causes. 
Permanent loss of soil productivity may result from natural 
processes or human activity. 

The Society for Range Management advocates use and 
management of rangelands to provide sustainable benefits for 
people. Rangeland management should aim to prevent deser- 
tification resulting from human activity and, where feasible, to 
stabilize or improve productivity of lands which have already 
suffered such desertification. Rangeland managers should 
seek to identify and understand desertification processes re- 
sulting from all causes, and if possible, to mitigate adverse im- 
pacts of such processes. 

Education 
A continuing need exists for people formally educated in 

range management to play a major role in decisions regarding 
the management of rangelands. The Society promotes educa- 
tion providing expertise in the climate-soil-plant-animal com- 
plex in relation to human needs and uses of the resources. 

International Cooperation 
The Society promotes international development and dis- 

semination of range management knowledge and sound man- 
agement of rangelands worldwide. The Society maintains liai- 
son with relevant professional organizations around the world. 

Livestock Grazing on Rangeland 
The Society supports appropriately planned and monitored 

livestock grazing based on scientific principles that meet man- 
agement goals and societal needs. 

Maintaining and Improving Environmental Quality 
Range management programs must consider possible ef- 

fects on environmental quality. The Society advocates mea- 
sures which enhance beneficial effects and minimize detrimen- 
tal effects consistent with reasonable and prudent use of the 
rangeland resources. 

Management of Rangeland Ecosystems 
The Society believes that rangeland ecosystems should be 

managed to provide optimum sustained yield of tangible and 
intangible products and benefits for human welfare. This can 
only be achieved through the sound use of ecological and eco- 
nomic principles. 

Multiple Use of Rangeland Resources 
The Society supports managing combinations of rangeland 

uses, which best meet the needs and desires of people and 

are compatible with the adaptability of the land. Multiple use 
management, where appropriate, is encouraged on both public 
and private lands. 

Rangeland and Range Resources 
Rangelands, a broad category of land comprising more than 

40% of the earth's land area, are characterized by native plant 
communities, which are often associated with grazing, and are 
managed by ecological, rather than agronomic methods. 

The term "range" can also include forestlands that have a 
grazing resource, or seeded lands that are managed like 
rangeland. Range resources are not limited to the grazable for- 
age, but may include wildlife, water and many other benefits. 

Rangeland Inventories 
The Society promotes the use of valid resource inventories 

as basic requirements for planning and management of range- 
land resources. 

Research Needs Funding and Implementation 
The Society for Range Management recognizes the need for 

adequate and sustained public and private support of range- 
land research programs. Funding is also needed for prompt 
synthesis, dissemination and implementation of research re- 
sults to serve the growing needs of managers with diverse ob- 
jectives in diverse rangeland ecosystems. 

The Society supports strong programs based on long-term 
planning in both basic and applied rangeland research and 
prompt dissemination of results. 

Water Management 
Rangelands constitute a large portion of the water producing 

land area of the earth. The Society promotes rangeland man- 
agement that results in healthy ecosystems which enhance the 
quality of water and minimize soil erosion and sedimentation. 

Wildlife Management 
Rangelands provide habitat for many species of wildlife. The 

Society promotes ecologically sound wildlife management inte- 
grated with range management to maintain or restore desired 
wildlife habitat. 

Position Statements 
Biological Diversity 

The Society for Range Management affirms that considera- 
tion of biological diversity is important and appropriate when 
developing land management objectives. The Society advo- 
cates research, education, and development of management 
technologies regarding the role of biological diversity in range- 
land ecosystems. 

Biological diversity is the variety and variability of the world's 
organisms, the ecological complexes in which they occur and 
the processes and life support services they mediate. 



40 RANGELANDS 19(3), June 1997 

Biological diversity is a complex phenomenon influenced by 
the kinds of organisms (i.e. plants, animals, microbes), their 
genetic variation, spatial distribution (e.g. ecosystem, land- 
scape, regional, global), structural organization (e.g. vertical 
stratification) and functional role (e.g. nutrient and water cy- 
cling, energy flow). Biological diversity varies in time and 
space and is influenced by many natural processes and man- 
agement activities. It can be expressed in many different way 
including richness, evenness, community processes and orga- 
nization structure. No one expression is intrinsically superior to 
another. No single expression of biological diversity is suffi- 
cient nor is one scale of consideration paramount. 

There is no simple relationship between biological diversity 
and properties of ecological systems such as stability for all 
rangeland sites. Loss of biological diversity, however, may re- 
duce future land use options and the ability to maintain sus- 
tainable systems. Biological diversity is of fundamental impor- 
tance to the operation of ecological processes and directly pro- 
vides for human wants and needs. 

The Society for Range Management recognizes the value of 
biological diversity to ecosystem structure and function and 
promotes the inclusion of biological diversity in the array of 
facts to be considered in rangeland ecosystems. Maximizing 
biological diversity is not always possible or desirable at all lev- 
els of biological or spatial organization. Management for bio- 

logical diversity should focus at the landscape level of organi- 
zation or higher. This recognizes the natural mosaic pattern of 
ecosystems within landscapes associated with various in biotic 
and abiotic factors and disturbance regimes. 

Conservation Reserve Program 
The Society for Range Management supports the concept of 

sustainable rangeland ecosystems consistent with reasonable 
and prudent use. A detrimental effect to achieving this goal 
has been the conversion of highly erodible lands from range- 
land to cropland. The Conservation Reserve Program (CAP) 
has been successful in achieving soil conservation, clean 
water, clean air and enhanced wildlife habitat. 

The Society advocates that productive, sustainable, eco- 
nomically and ecologically sound management systems be de- 
veloped and applied on all CAP lands. This should be accom- 
plished by keeping highly erodible lands in permanent vegeta- 
tion cover. The Society also supports a strong education and 
information program so CAP contract holders can make in- 
formed land use and management decisions and expanded 
technical assistance programs that ensure all CAP producers 
receive conservation planning in a timely manner. 

Board of Directors Position on 
Conservation Provisions 
and CRP in the 1995 Farm Bill 

We Believe: 
—Landowners should be encouraged to make 

improvements to benefit wildlife, watersheds, soil 
conservation, and for future economic use of the land. 

—Non-highly erodible lands (Class l—-IV) should not be 
enrolled in CAP or other farm programs which pay 
farmers not to cultivate or graze this land. 

—Highly erodible lands (Class V—Vlll) should be kept in 
permanent cover. 

—"Deficiency", "subsidy", "target, "cost-share" or "disaster" 
payments should never be paid to landowners who 
cultivate highly erodible lands (Class V-Vlll). 

—Strong education and information programs must be 
implemented so landowners and managers can make 
informed land use and management decisions. 

Further, if CAP is continued, then 
—Planned grazing, haying, mowing or burning should be 

allowed as a conservation (sustainability) treatment to 
existing or future CAP lands. 

—CAP lands remaining in permanent cover could be grazed 
under provisions agreed to under a Conservation Plan. 
Such a plan would establish and monitor stocking rates 
and other grazing management options. Grazed CAP 
lands should not be eligible for CAP payments, if 
payments areincluded in the 1995 Farm Bill. 

—CAP lands remaining in permanent cover could be mowed 
or hayed under provisions agreed to under a 
Conservation Plan. Such a plan would establish and 
monitor mowing heights and frequency of mowing. 
Mowed lands should be eligible, but hayed lands (where 
forage is sold or fed to livestock) should not be eligible, for 
CAP payments if payments are included in the 1995 Farm 
Bill. 

—CRP lands remaining in permanent cover could be burned 
under provisions agreed to under a Conservation Plan. 
Such a plan should establish timing and frequency of 
prescribed burns. 

Fire Management 
The Society for Range Management recognizes two kinds of 

fires exist: Prescribed fire and wildfires. Prescribed fires may 
be ignited or naturally caused and permitted to burn within 
specific conditions to achieve established management objec- 
tives. Fires outside of prescription are wildfires and appropriate 
suppression actions should be taken. The Society supports the 
concept of prescribed fires as a useful management practice. 
To exclude fire either as a natural force or as a management 
tool means that we accept a highly unnatural ecological envi- 
ronment. 

Integrated Pest Management 
Integrated pest management should be used as necessary 

and possible to rehabilitate range resources and/or control 
specific plant or animal pests. The Society supports such prac- 
tices when ecologically, economically, and socially sound. 

Livestock Grazing on Rangelands 
Properly managed livestock grazing is a sustainable form of 

agriculture and is compatible with a wide array of other sus- 
tainable uses of rangeland. the Society recognizes the cultural 
and economic importance of livestock grazing especially to 
rural communities. Livestock grazing is an efficient method for 
converting low quality forages to high quality agricultural prod- 
ucts that supply human needs worldwide. Managed grazing 
may be used for expediting desired changes in the structure 
and function of rangeland ecosystems. Livestock grazing can 
be complementary and synergistic with other rangeland 
restoration technologies. Livestock grazing may not be appro- 
priate on certain fragile and highly erodible lands; the removal 
of livestock grazing on other lands may be of no benefit. 
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Noxious and Invasive Weed Position Statement 
The Society for Range Management recognizes that native 

or exotic noxious and invasive plants have a major debilitating 
effect on rangelands and other grazed ecosystems world-wide. 
Noxious and invasive plants threaten biological diversity, and 
the structure, function, and sustainability of ecosystems. They 
diminish the multiple uses and values these ecosystems are 
intrinsically capable of providing. 

The Society promotes: 
1) educational programs for landowners, resource 

managers, and the general public on the causes of 
invasion and increasing abundance of noxious and 
invasive plants, their impacts on natural resource and 
society, and proven management technologies; 

2) research to improve technologies to manage noxious 
and invasive plants; and 

3) laws, regulations, and cooperation among land 
management agencies, private landowners, 
governmental entities, and other interested groups to 
minimize the dispersal of noxious and invasive plants 
and to maximize efforts to contain or reduce existing 
infestations. 

The Society believes it is ecologically and economically 
sound to prevent the arrival of noxious and invasive plants into 
new areas, and that the next best solution is to detect new out- 
breaks before seed production occurs and to initiate aggres- 
sive eradication efforts. Established infestations of noxious 
and invasive plants should be contained and controlled with in- 
tegrated management systems that utilize mechanical, chemi- 
cal, biological, or cultural control technologies. Neither single- 
treatment approaches nor short-term efforts will result in satis- 
factory long-term solutions to noxious and invasive plant prob- 
lems. The affected ecosystems and their native or desired 
species should be restored and protected after noxious and in- 
vasive plants have been controlled. 

Management of Aesthetic Value 

Rangelands possess natural beauty and other aesthetic val- 
ues. The Society supports the concept that range manage- 
ment activities should not detract from aesthetic values of 
rangelands and may often enhance them. 

Off-Road Vehicle Use 
Several kinds of off-road vehicles are used on rangelands to 

implement range management systems and for recreational 
purposes. The Society supports operation of these vehicles in 
a manner that protects the range resources and minimizes 
conflicts with other uses. 

Plantation Grazing 
Domestic livestock grazing is a useful management tool to 

bring about desired changes in certain plant communities in- 
cluding tree plantations. The Society encourages and endors- 
es continued research and development of plantation grazing 
as a method of achieving desired timber management goals. 
Emphasis should be placed on the importance of integrating 
silvicultural, wildlife, and livestock grazing management in 
order to more efficiently meet resource management objec- 
tives. 

Professional Qualifications 
Government agencies must bear responsibility for sound re- 

source management and equitable, ethical work force man- 
agement. The Society for Range Management supports the 
principles of work force diversity and equal employment oppor- 
tunity, but in achieving these principles, professional qualifica- 
tions in natural resource disciplines must be retrained and pos- 
itive educational requirements be maintained for positions with 
responsibility for making natural resource decisions as well as 
professional and scientific positions. 

Protection of Rangeland and Open Space Values 
The Society for Range Management recognizes the agricul- 

ture industry as a critical element in maintaining private land 
ownership in a changing society. Public land grazing is often 
associated with this private land base, which provides valuable 
resources for multiple use. Changes in use of these private 
holdings affect the balance of multiple uses and interdepen- 
dency of resources on public and private land. 

A healthy and viable agriculture industry, among other multi- 
ple uses, provides incentive for maintaining or enhancing 
rangeland open space values. Agriculturalist/conservationist 
partnerships could offer such needed business stability. 

The Society supports continued multiple use management of 
public lands, which are interwoven with private land, in a man- 
ner to promote the open space concept. 

Recreational Use of Rangelands 
Rangeland provides recreational opportunities. The Society 

supports development of recreational opportunities, as appro- 
priate, in range management planning, providing that such use 
is compatible with other rangeland resource values. 

Responsibilities and Rights of Private Rangeland Owners 
The Society for Range Management recognizes the role of 

the private land owner as a primary steward of rangelands. 
The Society supports the right to own and use private property 
and recognizes that within those rights are imbedded certain 
responsibilities. These rights should be respected and protect- 
ed. The Society also recognizes that owners of private range- 
lands—whether they be individuals, institutions, or commercial 
businesses—have a vested interest in the condition of their 
rangelands, an incentive which often leads to maintenance or 
improvement of the resource. 

Privately owned rangelands, and those lands that are ancil- 
lary to the sound management of rangeland ecosystems (pas- 
ture, haylands, woodlands, and croplands) greatly influence 
the economic and environmental health of nations throughout 
the world. These privately owned lands, when thoughtfully 
managed with stewardship of all resources, serve many bene- 
ficial purposes. Included among these are: Healthy watershed 
function, the retention of the essential habitat for many 
species, including threatened or endangered plants and ani- 
mals, and the supply of food and fiber to the work economies. 

Private rangeland ownership carries responsibilities. The 
Society supports rangeland owners in managing their re- 
sources, within the context of the whole ecosystem, in such a 
way as to protect resource health and long-term sustainable 
production. 
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Riparian Values 
The Society for Range Management believes that many 

uses are compatible with proper riparian area function and ri- 
parian values. SRM actively encourages the implementation of 
management strategies for riparian areas and watersheds that 
optimize their values while protecting or restoring npanan and 
watershed function. 

Riparian areas are integral components of watersheds that 
are the transition between aquatic and terrestrial elements of 
the ecosystem. These lands occur adjacent to streams, 
springs, seeps and other bodes of surface and subsurface 
water. Soil moisture content is significantly higher and, in many 
regions, nparian areas support different plans and animal com- 
munities than adjacent uplands. 

Complex hydrologic, soil, and biotic relationships in riparian 
areas are important to watershed function. These functions in- 
clude flood energy dissipation and sediment capture; ground- 
water recharge, nutrient cycling and maintenance of water 
quality. Riparian areas support and depend upon the water- 
shed as a whole. 

Riparian areas are essential for structural and biological di- 
versity in the landscape. They offer important habitat elements 
for fish, wildlife and other organisms. Human health and safe- 
ty, and aesthetic, economic and recreational opportunities re- 
quire properly functioning riparian areas. 

Species Conservation 
The Society for Range Management supports the conserva- 

tion of species and the maintenance and/or restoration of their 
habitats through the application of sound ecological and eco- 
nomic principles supported by rigorous research. Furthermore, 
the Society advocates that legislation and laws governing the 
conservation of species should be implemented and managed 
in a cooperative manner cognizant of social and economic im- 
pacts. 
Universal Soil Loss Equation 

The Society opposes use of the Universal Soil Loss 
Equation as a determinant of rangeland resource condition, 
treatment needs, treatment effectiveness, program funding, 
stocking rates, or any other management or regulatory deci- 
sions. The refinement of data is inadequate, thus use of the 
model is inappropriate to detect the subtle changes in the re- 
source that indicate a need for management changes. Plant 
composition should be used to indicate early changes in re- 
source condition in these rangeland ecosystems. 
Wetlands 

The Society for Range Management believes that many 
rangeland uses are compatible with proper wetland function 
and values. SRM actively encourages the implementation of 
management strategies for wetlands that optimize their values 
while maintaining or restoring the wetland function. This may 
include restoration techniques when these values have dimin- 
ished or in creating wetlands where their values are designed. 

Wetlands are areas characterized by soils that are usually 
saturated or ponded (i.e., hydric soils) that support mostly 
water-loving plants. Wetlands are unique ecosystems that vary 
in their complexity due to hydrology, soils, climate, animal and 
plant interactions. The function of wetlands may include water 
quality enhancement, flood control, nutrient cycling, sediment 

capture, groundwater recharge and the provision of habitat for 
a diversity of living organisms. 

Wetland values provide for human health and safety, biologi- 
cal diversity, aesthetic, economic, and recreational opportuni- 
ties which require properly functioning wetland areas. 

Wild Horse Management Method 
The Society believes in the practice and enhancement of 

multiple use values of rangelands, while maintaining basic soil, 
water and vegetation resources. The Society also believes that 
a "thriving natural ecological balance" is essential to the health 
and maintenance of viable wild horse and burro populations. 

Therefore, SRM recommends that public land agencies de- 
velop the planning, implementation and monitoring of vegeta- 
tion management that incorporates wild horse management 
strategies along with other resource demands. Funds saved 
through the following recommended strategies should be used 
for the basic resource management in the herd management 
areas. 

The Society for Range Management believes new and inno- 
vative herd management strategies can reduce the number of 
unadopted wild horses that are removed from the rangelands. 
These herd management strategies should include: 

a. Leaving the breeding herd on rangeland for its natural life. 
b. Removing excess from the young of the herd. 
c. Leaving sufficient young to offset death loss and sustain 

the integrity of the herd. 
d. Retaining desirable characteristics. 
e. Removing undesirable characteristics from the gene pool. 
The Society for Range Management urges the Bureau of 

Land Management and the Forest Service to adopt the use of 
herd management strategy and explore other cost effective 
methods. 

Wilderness Management 
Wilderness areas are established primarily to preserve 

ecosystems for purposes of scientific study and wilderness ex- 
periences for generations to come. The Society supports the 
concept of multiple use management, as appropriate, on those 
wilderness areas. 

Wildlife Management Incentives for Private Land Owners 
The Society for Range Management recognizes that private 

lands commonly supply important wildlife habitat and recre- 
ational opportunities. Habitat quality and quantity may be criti- 
cal factors limiting wildlife populations. Without appropriate in- 
centives, land owners may not devote the necessary re- 
sources toward enhancing wildlife habitat and increasing 
recreational access. Monetary compensations may provide in- 
centives for land owners to incorporate wildlife management 
as an integral part of their total land management strategy. 
Further, state, provincial, and federal agencies should be en- 
couraged to provide private land owners with educational pro- 
grams, technical support, and financial incentives to enhance 
and sustain productive natural resources on private lands. 

Wildlife/Livestock Interactions 
With increases in big game numbers on rangelands, there is 

an increasing potential for conflict between domestic and wild 
herbivores. 

The Society has developed the following position statement: 
The land management agencies are responsible for habitat 
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management. These legally mandated roles necessitate a co- 
operative approach to resource planning, management and 
monitoring with wildlife agencies. This cooperative approach 
should involve all concerned users, interest groups and land 
owners. Management goals and population objective numbers 
should be developed in a consultative manner on a herd unit 
basis, and management direction incorporated in land and re- 
source management plans. 

Land management agencies should establish and implement 
monitoring of ecological status of the range resource influ- 
enced by annual herbivore use. 

Land management agencies must cooperate with wildlife 
agencies to insure consistency and compatibility of data used 
in determining range vegetation status and wildlife population 
trends. 

Adequate funding must be provided to support achievement 
of land and resource management plan goals and objectives. 

Adequate funding and staffing must be provided for collec- 
tion, analysis, and interpretation of ecological status and 
trends towards meeting plan objectives. 

Timely land resource decisions should be based on the best 
and most current data. It is in the best interest of basic re- 
source management to make decisions with the best available 
data. 

Resolutions 
Conservation Reserve Program 

WHEREAS, the Society for Range Management supports 
the concept of sustainable rangeland ecosystems consistent 
with reasonable and prudent use; AND 

WHEREAS, a detrimental effect to achieving this goal has 
been the conversion of highly erodible lands from rangeland to 
cropland; AND 

WHEREAS, the Conservation Reserve Program (CAP) has 
been successful in achieving soil conservation, clean water, 
clean air and enhanced wildlife habitat; AND 

WHEREAS, Conservation Reserve Program contracts will 
begin to expire September 30, 1995; AND 

WHEREAS, the future use and management of these lands 
depend on the decisions of 350,000 CRP participants; AND 

WHEREAS, their decisions will be guided by USDA program 
policy, economics of alternative land uses, and resource po- 
tential of the land. 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Society advo- 
cates that productive, sustainable, economically and ecologi- 
cally sound management systems be developed and applied 
on all CRP lands. This should be accomplished by keeping 
highly erodible lands in permanent vegetative cover. 

THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT, the 
Society also supports a strong education and information pro- 
gram so CRP contract holders can make informed land use 
and management decisions and expanded technical assis- 
tance programs that ensure all CRP producers receive conser- 
vation planning in a timely manner. 

The Reauthorization of the Endangered Species Act 
WHEREAS, the Society for Range Management supports 

the conservation of species and the maintenance and/or 
restoration of their habitats through the application of sound 
ecological and economic principles supported by rigorous re- 
search; and 

WHEREAS, the Society advocates that legislation and laws 
governing the conservation of species should be implemented 
and managed in a cooperative manner cognizant of social and 
economic impacts; and 

WHEREAS, the Society defines an ecosystem as 
"Organisms together with their abiotic environment, forming an 
interacting system, inhabiting an identifiable space." 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the Society supports reau- 
thorization of Public Law (93-295 as amended; 16 U.S.C. 
1531-1543) entitled, "The Endangered Species Act of 1973" 
with the following amendments: 

a. Redirect the focus of the Act from the individual species to 
the management of ecosystem function and 
sustainability. 

b. Require external peer/technical review of the information 
used in the listing process and recovery plans; 

c. Identify key information needs and provide for research, 
inventories, monitoring, and specific timelines to fill 
information voids; 

d. Designation of critical habitat and development of 
recovery plans shall comply with the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 as amended; 

e. Provide a cooperative approach to the management of 
private lands that may include: 
1. development of voluntary, cooperative management 

plans/agreements; 
2. purchase of easements; and 
3. land exchange or just compensation for landowners 

who cede control of their property to society for species 
conservation. 

Salmonid Fisheries and Rangeland Watershed 

Management 
WHEREAS, the Society for Range Management supports 

the conservation of species and their habitats and recognizes 
the importance and function of biological diversity, and 

WHEREAS, salmon, steelhead and trout, because of their 
specific requirements of quality water and stream conditions, 
are indicators of watershed conditions in many parts of the 
world, and 

WHEREAS, several species or populations of salmonids 
have been federally listed as sensitive, threatened, or endan- 
gered, and many other salmonid populations are at historically 
low levels because of many human impacts, and 

WHEREAS, among these impacts, improper watershed 
management and certain competing water uses where identi- 
fied can affect salmonid populations by altering timing and du- 
ration of flow and stream channel morphology and by degrad- 
ing water quality and fish habitat, 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Society for Range 
Management encourages all federal, state and provincial land 
management agencies and private land owners to plan and 
apply land and water management that maintain or restore wa- 
tershed functions, and stream and riparian conditions. 

Federal Noxious Weed Act 
WHEREAS, the basic ecological functions and productivity 

of U.S. pastures, rangelands and wildlands are being lost to 
non-indigenous plants (weeds) at an alarming rate; and 

WHEREAS, the threat to these ecosystems by non-indige- 
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nous invasive plants has been documented in the 1993 Report 
on harmful non-indigenous species by the Congressional 
Office of Technology Assessment, and in numerous other doc- 
uments; and 

WHEREAS, serious deficiencies in the Federal Noxious 
Weed Act have undermined federal and state efforts to prevent 
the introduction and spread of non-indigenous invasive plants 
in the United States; and 

WHEREAS, there has been no action by the Congress to 
amend or strengthen the Federal Noxious Weed Act since 
these deficiencies were first brought to light in a hearing before 
the U.S. Senate Sub-Committee on Agriculture by Senator 
Tom Daschle (D-SD) in May 1989; and 

WHEREAS, recent and projected line item funding of 
$338,000 under the Federal Noxious Weed Act prevents the 
Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS) from im- 
plementing effective programs to detect and eliminate new in- 
festations of non-indigenous invasive plants in the U.S.; and 

WHEREAS, there is an obvious lack of understanding by 
federal, state and other officials about the need for effective 
measures to prevent the introduction and spread of new 
weeds in the U.S., 
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Society for Range 
Management strongly urges the U.S. Congress to: 

1. Make needed changes to the Federal Noxious Weed Act 
during 1995, including: 
a. Expand the definition of a Federal Noxious Weed to 

include weeds of natural upland and wetland 
ecosystems; 

b. Grant emergency listing authority to the Administrator 
of APHIS; 

c. Prohibit interstate sale or transport of Federal Noxious 
Weed species; and 

d. Regulate imports of all seeds, live plants, and plant 
propagules. 

2. Provide adequate funding under the Federal Noxious 
Weed Act to provide for eradication of newly detected 
weeds and control of widespread infestations on public 
and private lands. 

3. Create a national initiative to document the problem of 
non-indigenous invasive plants as biological pollutants 
and to determine a proper course of action to prevent 
future introduction and spread of non-indigenous invasive 
plants in ecosystems of the U.S. 

1995 Farm Bill 
WHEREAS, privately held rangelands are a broad land cate- 

gory of approximately 400 million acres within the United 
States, characterized by native plant communities that are 
often grazed by domestic livestock and wildlife species, and 
that are managed by ecological, rather than agronomic meth- 
ods; and 

WHEREAS, healthy and productive rangelands provide soci- 
etal benefits including: 

—clean water for domestic, industrial and agricultural uses; 
—clean air; 
—social and cultural resources; 
—removal of atmospheric carbon; 
—biologically diverse ecosystems; 
—aesthetics and open space; 

—forage for domestic livestock; 
—quality fisheries and functioning aquatic systems; 
—recreational opportunities; and 
—wildlife populations and habitats. 
WHEREAS, the 1985 and 1990 Farm Bills addressed single 

focused cropland issues, e.g., highly erodible lands and wet- 
land protection and enhancement, but did not address range- 
lands and other land types; 

THEREFORE IT IS RESOLVED, that the Society for Range 
Management strongly urges the U.S. Congress: 

—that conservation of rangelands be a part of the 1995 fu- 
ture Farm bills; 

—to stress voluntary application in the management of these 
lands; 

—to promote coordinated planning for all lands operated as 
an economic unit regardless of ownership, respecting laws, 
cultures and custom; and 

—to increase funding for research, technical assistance, co- 
operative extension, education and conservation treatment 
programs on private rangelands. 
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