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+EEPING THE LIGHTS ON THANKS TO JUNIPER "Y $AVE 3ANDEN .2#3

7

WENTY ONE #ALIFORNIA RANCHERS IN
,ASSEN AND -ODOC COUNTIES ARE
AMONG THOSE IN  STATES PARTICIPAT
ING IN A PRIVATEFEDERAL INITIATIVE TO RESTORE
HABITAT FOR THE IMPERILED SAGE GROUSE 0RO
TECTING AND IMPROVING HABITAT IS IMPORTANT
BECAUSE THIS WILD BIRD IS CURRENTLY A CANDI
DATE FOR THE ENDANGERED SPECIES LIST )F ITS LIST
ED IT WILL DRAMATICALLY IMPACT WESTERN
RANCHING
4HE .ATURAL 2ESOURCES #ONSERVATION
3ERVICE .2#3 LAUNCHED THE 3AGE 'ROUSE
)NITIATIVE 3') IN  AS AN EFFORT TO
IMPROVE HABITAT FOR SAGE GROUSE AND IMPROVE
SUSTAINABILITY AND PRODUCTIVITY OF THEIR NATIVE
RANGELANDS 3EVERAL LARGE SCALE THREATS FACING
SAGE GROUSE ALSO AFFECT THE SUSTAINABILITY AND
PRODUCTIVITY OF GRAZING LANDS /NE OF THESE
THREATS IS THE ENCROACHMENT OF JUNIPERS
h0AST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES ESPECIALLY
FIRE SUPPRESSION HAVE ENABLED THESE CONIFERS
TO ENCROACH INTO SAGEBRUSH COMMUNITIES
REDUCING HABITAT FOR BOTH SAGE GROUSE AND
DOMESTIC LIVESTOCK v SAYS (EIDI 2AMSEY
.2#3 RANGE MANAGEMENT SPECIALIST IN
                          

3USANVILLE h4HIS HAS BECOME A COSTLY PROB
LEM FOR #ALIFORNIA RANCHERS SO ITS NOT SUR
PRISING THAT JUNIPER REMOVAL HAS BEEN ONE OF
THE MOST POPULAR PRACTICES AND IS A PART OF
ALMOST ALL OF OUR 3') CONSERVATION PLANSv
.2#3 WAS LOOKING FOR PARTNERS TO HELP
WITH THE COST OF REMOVAL h*UNIPER IS INVASIVE
AND NOXIOUS v SAYS $ARRELL 7OOD OF 7OOD
2ANCHES h7EVE PARTICIPATED IN .2#3 PRO
GRAMS FOR OVER  YEARS SO WHEN ) HEARD
ABOUT THE 3AGE 'ROUSE )NITIATIVE HERE ) WAS
THE FIRST ONE TO SIGN UPv
7OOD IS CURRENTLY PARTICIPATING IN TWO
3') JUNIPER TREATMENT PROJECTS ON A TOTAL OF
 ACRES IN ,ASSEN #OUNTY (E SAYS THAT
IMPROVEMENTS FOR SAGE GROUSE HABITAT AND
RANGELAND FOR CATTLE GO HAND IN HAND h7ED
BEEN LOOKING FOR MULTIPLE WAYS OF INCREASING
SPRING FLOWS FOR RIPARIAN MANAGEMENT AS WELL
AS INCREASING BENEFICIAL VEGETATIONNOT ONLY
SAGEBRUSH BUT ALSO FORBS AND GRASSES FOR FEED
FOR CATTLE AND WILDLIFE v7OOD EXPLAINSh7ERE
PRETTY EXCITED ABOUT THE GROUNDWATER
INCREASES WEVE SEEN SO FAR 7EVE ALREADY SEEN
A SIGNIFICANT INCREASE IN SPRING FLOWSv

2AMSEY ADDS h*UNIPER WATER USE IS ESTI
MATED TO BE AS HIGH AS  GALLONS FOR ONE TREE
PER DAY 7HEN JUNIPER IS REMOVED ACROSS
HUNDREDS OR THOUSANDS OF ACRES YOU CAN
ONLY IMAGINE THE HUGE VOLUME OF WATER THAT
IS RELEASED INTO THE SOIL PROFILE FOR OTHER
PLANTS TO USE &ORBS AND GRASSES HAVE MUCH
SHALLOWER ROOTING SYSTEMS THAN JUNIPER TREES
7ITH JUNIPER REMOVED THESE NATIVE SAGE
BRUSH STEPPE PLANTS CAN ONCE AGAIN USE WATER
CLOSER TO THE SURFACE TO COMPLETE THEIR LIFE
CYCLES AND IN TURN OFFER LIFE GIVING NUTRIENTS
AND MUCH NEEDED COVER FOR SAGE GROUSE AND
OTHER ANIMALSv
"UCK 0ARKS OF 0ARKS 2ANCH IS ANOTHER
3') PARTICIPANT (E AND HIS FAMILY HAVE
BEEN INVOLVED IN TREATING CLOSE TO  
ACRES OF WESTERN JUNIPER ON BOTH PUBLIC AND
PRIVATE LAND h4HE WESTERN JUNIPER HAS OVER
THE LAST  YEARS TURNED WHAT WAS ONCE
OPEN SPACE INTO FOR LACK OF A BETTER TERM
BRUSH PATCHES v 0ARKS SAYS h4HE IDEA OF THE
SAGE GROUSE BEING LISTED PROMPTED MY FAMI
LY TO TAKE A PROACTIVE APPROACH IN DEALING
WITH THE JUNIPER ISSUE BECAUSE WE FELT THAT
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aggressive steps had to be taken to improve
the conditions for the sage grouse and a
hands-off attitude would not work.”
Parks says that removal of juniper returns
these areas to open space and makes survival
of sage grouse and many other species more
likely. “There is an increase in plant and forage production and variety. Dense stands of
juniper create a monoculture that very few
species of wildlife or livestock get any good
out of. We’ve seen many plants and forage in
the sites where we’ve removed juniper, and
the ecosystem as a whole begins to improve.”
When juniper is removed, Parks notes,
livestock grazing and distribution become
much easier to manage and both livestock
and sage grouse do better. It also creates a
more difficult environment for predators.
“Fewer raptor perches and more open country will ultimately help sage grouse.”
Clearing junipers can cost from $80 to
$250 per acre, depending on tree density.
“With input costs on the rise,” says Parks, “it
is very important that people understand
the long-term benefits of juniper removal
and understand that cost sharing to get this
work done is vital to the success of achieving
those benefits.”
Some SGI participants are chipping
juniper for use as biofuel to produce electric
power. This led to a welcome additional benefit during last summer’s wildfire season,
when fire damaged PG&E power transmission lines in the Feather River Canyon and
caused recurring power outages. To turn the
lights back on in Susanville, the local utility
district switched to the nearby Honey Lake
power biomass/geothermal plant. This provided 30 megawatts of electricity, nearly half
generated from juniper chips removed as
part of the Sage Grouse Initiative.
“Our office would not have been open if
it weren’t for the juniper chips,” says Ceci
Dale-Cesmat, NRCS district conservationist
in Susanville. “The ranchers and our partners
in the Sage Grouse Initiative have been very
excited about the progress we’re making with
the juniper treatments. But I didn’t foresee
the junipers literally keeping the lights on.
This is definitely a win win.” ■

worked. The power of special interest has
clouded the removal to the point that commitments with a rancher are easier to ignore
than fight with the advocate groups.
Range rights were adjudicated prior to
the Taylor Grazing Act and county sheriffs
collected taxes for livestock. The TGA predated WHBA by decades, with all prior
rights to be maintained. The TGA is no big
deal unless it’s your family’s livelihood and
range that are being destroyed. Ranchers
move their stock in a prescribed manner;
seasons of use and allowable levels of use are
demanded of stockmen.
If Ms. Maddy wants to run horses that are
branded and managed, that is free enterprise
at its best. If she expects to run her branded
horses outside, then get a permit. One of the
haunting questions for me is, does she realize
that the Sorenson family sold out because of
uncontrolled overgrazing by feral horses and
special-interest groups’ power so these horses
were never kept under control?
Please tell me why her operation should
be subsidized or given special consideration.
If it is that lucrative, why would it need federal monies? What about mining, water rights,
hunting, and recreation? If you think this
wielding of power can’t affect you, think
again. The environmentalists want Nevada to
be a wildlife-corridor state. They want a buffalo commons in the Midwest. The list goes
on forever.
You have a deed to the property that can
be traced back to the federal government.
Incrementally, the power of these groups
could take the right to own property. It
sounds crazy but what can stop it?
Let’s face it. As long as those feral horses
are allowed to multiply unchecked, Ms.
Maddy will have to buy every ranch in the
West. The only answer is humane slaughter
of the unwanted ones. If you wish to adopt
one, knock yourself out. The rest should go
to market to defray the expense of handling
them. We are talking about tens of thousands of animals that many countries consume for meat. We let them cost a lot, earn
nothing, and breed like rabbits. It ain’t pretty, but it’s true.
Hank Vogler, sheepherder, Ely, Nevada

Dave Sanden works for the Natural Resources
Conservation Service in Red Bluff, Calif.
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Of the $74.9 million spent this year by the BLM
to run the wild horse program, $43 million is

spent to feed and care for more than 47,000
excess horses in short- and long-term holding
facilities. Jerry Reynoldson has served as the
policy advisor to Madeleine Pickens’ outfit,
Saving America’s Mustangs, and accuses the
ranching industry of benefitting from the BLM
coffers. However, that horse-holding program
works with 23 privately held farms and ranches
in the Midwest, none of which operate under
the BLM grazing-permit system. Nor do those
outfits compete with wild horses for forage and
water on their ranges.
Reynoldson highlights disparity between
revenues and expenditures in the BLM grazing
program and, like a broken record, cries “subsidy.” The inconvenience he ignores is that the
BLM charges ranchers a grazing fee to cover the
costs of that rancher using his own property.
The right to graze cattle on public land is a
deeded, taxed, inheritable property right
attached to the private ground or water a rancher owns (see page 33).
From figures given to RANGE by the BLM
in December 2012 for FY 2011, the BLM collected $12.4 million for grazing fees. These are
not user fees, and rates are adjusted annually in
relation to the beef market. Total management
costs charged to the grazing program is $76.9
million, with $37.8 million allocated for permit
renewals, billing, inspections and compliance.
The other $39.1 million includes invasivespecies management, monitoring (not just for
cattle), and vegetation management (which is
hugely affected by excess horses).
Ranchers owned water rights and grazing
rights on public lands before the BLM existed.
In 1934, the Taylor Grazing Act allowed for
what became the BLM to organize ranchers
into grazing districts, issue permits to use land
they had been using for years, and begin charging them a fee for that service. With or without
the BLM, the rancher must take care of the
range in order to make a living. The rancher
should not be blamed for what the BLM
spends to run its administrative program.
Reynoldson, a former staffer for Senate
Majority Leader Harry Reid, is named as an
officer in three separate wild-horse corporations in Nevada, and is a generous supporter to
Reid’s campaigns. He lists his address on campaign contribution forms as Valentine, Neb.
He probably never taught school or served as
an elected official. He should, however, know
that elected county commissioners, by definition, represent the views of folks in the county
who elected them. It cannot, however, be
assumed that relatives necessarily share the
same view of political issues.
Rachel Dahl, teacher
Fallon, Nevada
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