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INTRODUCTION

The material for this paper was found in the office of the

Forest Supervisor, Eldorado National Forest, Placerviile, California.

Some literature, however, was obtained from the California Experiment

Station, Berkeley, California.

In that the paper is only intended to be a general survey and

discussion of range problems on the Eldorado National Forest in the past

and does not represent any great amount of original work. Much credit

for the contained information must be given to those investigators who

are listed at the end of the paper.

The purpose of this study is to present a discussion of range

problems as encountered on the Georgetown district of the Eldorado National

Forest so that interested students may secure information about problems

typical of those on this district. While at the school, I encountered

little information of this type and in my opinion it seems desirable to

have material of this character available.

The Georgetown district of the Eldorado National Forest annually

produces sufficient forage for approximately 3,800 head of cattle. Allot

ments of range are so made as to utilize all the forage available. The

number of stock grazed is limited to the carrying capacity of the range

and the animals are so handled as to insure the area against overgrazing

or other injury to the forage plants.

The demand for national forest range is such that all available

range is being occupied. Stockmen using the range keep from 36 to 300

head. The use of the range by these persons is so closely connected with

the use of their private range that any serious disturbance in the permittee
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system would force the stockmen to make several adjustments in their

operations, such as the obtaining of other summer range or the use of

supplemental feed. Forage on portions of the Georgetown district range

is poor and can be used only to aid in the production of feeder stock.

However, even such grazing prolongs the private winter range, and allows

the permittee to run a larger herd than if the summer range on the forest

were not available.

RANGE ALLOTMENT AND PERMIT STUDY

In studying the range allotments and number of grazing permits

on the Georgetown district, I found the following conditions:

1. The national forest policies have had little effect upon

stability of use,

2. Present conditions are largely the result of economic

problems namely:

a. Small operations

b. Poor Management

c. Reproduction and brush taking over grazing areas

d. Recreation closures.

Of course, forest administration cannot be dismissed as having

no relation to stability of range use. It has held the larger enterprises

in check through the application of limits and, therefore, has no doubt

maintained a larger number of enterprises on the area than would have been

built up had there been no control. On the other hand, the encouragement

of the small operator has maintained unbalanced and uneconomic enterprises

using national forest range under unprofitable conditions. For the greater

part, the range privileges of the small operators have gone to the large

operators. The small operator's demand for range has gradually decreased
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while the large operator's demand has remained strong; hence, the decline

of the small permittee on the Georgetown district.

Figures concerning allotments are contained in table 1 and 2.

(See appendix).

RANGE PROBLEMS

RECREATION AND GRAZING: The Forest Superivsor foresees the growing demand

for recreational area and has adopted the policy that recreation shall be

centered above 6000 feet elevations. This area is the most scenic and,

hence, the most desirable. It has no value for commercial timber produc

tion, this being limited to the areas below 6000 feet. The fire hazard

is low above this elevation also. With these conditions, the high country

is well suited to recreation and is logioally the most desirable use. The

action also seems justified on the basis of the large number of people

benefitted and the greater investments associated with this type of use.

Brazing does not conflict at the lower elevations but consti

tutes a serious problem above 6000 feet. In this area, 15,000 acres in

Desolation Valley have been completely closed to grazing and even larger

acreages have been closed elsewhere. It is expected that eventually live

stock will also have to be excluded from Rock-bound Valley. As recreation

use increases, it may be necessary to exclude livestock from most of the

area above 6000 feet, but this should not be necessary for some time.

By regulating grazing to avoid use at or near camp grounds,

summer homes, and other recreation areas, conflicts are being avoided.

The forest supervisor estimates a reduction of J00 head of cattle in the

next ten years. The reduction will be made by not transferring or extending

certain grazing permits when they have expired.

WILDLIFE: The stockmen seem to feel that the deer are taking their range.

Stockmen and landowners ordinarily are not interested in the increase of



game, however, hunters frequently have little regard for property lines

and therefore, increase in game invites trespass. The stockmen also can

receive no added profit by the increase of game on their range. Trespass

on the forest is very general because of so much open private and govern

ment land. Stockmen feel that if they control trespass, they may be burned

out or the hunting clubs will present petitions to have the grazing units

closed.

Predatory animals are cougar, coyotes and bears. Cougars kill

numerous calves and much wildlife during a year's time. The state offers

a bounty of $25 for male and $30 for female cougars and has a lion hunter

but he generally arrives after the damage has been done.

Bears are protected by law but they kill many sheep during a

year. The general opinion of stockmen is that the bear should be controlled

as the cougars are.

Eldorado County hires a year-round trapper who attempts to control

the coyotes, however, some loss from this predator is present.

LODGE POLE PINE (PINUS CONTORTA) The gradual increase of lodgepole pine in

suitable grazing areas has resulted in a decrease of forage. The mountain

meadows are being taken over by this tree. Red Fir (Abies Magnifica) and

White Fir (Abies Concolor) are doing likewise. Some stockmen are clearing

this poor grade of timber from their lends but present cost is out of reason

and some grazing units will be forced to quit unless some cheaper way to

handle this problem is found. It is hoped that government agencies will

furnish some aid in the future in order to build up the present range

conditions of the forest.

TRESPASS: Trespass between grazing allotments causes little trouble on

the Georgetown district. However, natural boundaries are established and

cooperative agreements vdth the adjoining units and owners are made in order
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to insure good neighboring proaotices. The most froquent agreement is of

a mutual nature. However, when possible, good drift fences are more desir

able and beneficial.

The Forest Service has always operated under the policy of equal

opportunity thereby protecting the settlers and small operators. They have

cooperative agreements with local stockmen's Associations and give them a

voice in the management of the range land which they use. The Forest Service

policy is sound but it is the method and manner of how it is carried out that

causes trouble with the permittees.

Often times the Forest Guard in the back country could notify

the herders of trespass instead of the District Ranger notifying the herder

or stockman by means of a letter that does not reach the offender for at

1b ast a week. The guard should be a man who is acquainted with the Forest

Service policy. Too often, the forest officers know past grievances and tends to

continue the proceedings against a willing, cooperative stockman.

TRANSPORTATION: With the increase of paved roads, the stockmen are faced with

a difficult problem in driving their livestock to the summer ranges on the

national forest. The traffic is increasing from year to year and with more

hard surgaced roads it is becoming more difficult to drive stock to and from

the summer ranges. Roads are being improved but nothing has been done to

improve conditions for the livestock operators who in some instances must

drive their cattle for a week or more in the trip to and from the winter

range. In time to come, special driveways will have to be made.

MARKETING PROBLEMS AMD PRACTICES: Available feed supplies and the condition

of the range influences the marketing of oattle from this area in a material

way. Some cattlemen, however, operating under a load of heavy indebtedness,

must sell in accordance with stipulations which govern the granting of the loan.

Normally speaking, plentiful feed and good range tend to hold cattle for a
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longer period of time. Conversely, when the feed is short and when the

range is poor, stock cattle as well as calves, may have to be sold.

The market conditions also play an important part. Stockmen in

this area sell their stock normally twice a year. Grass-fat animals are

sold in the spring before entering the forest and in October, after they

have been on the mountain ranges. The majority of cattle sold out of the area

goes as feeders from the forest.

Most of the cattlemen on the Georgetown district operate their

cattle in the following manner:

1. Steer basis and sale at two years of age or over.

2. Operating mainly on a cow-and-calf basis and selling weaners.

3. Having no fefinite yearly plan but marketing animals mainly

with finish with market conditions as determining factors.

Approximately one-half of the operators interviewed could be

classed in group one, while group two and three comprise the balance. A

number of small operators sold their calves as veal to local valley butchers.

Since the advent of the truck and trailer, stockmen load one or two up to ten

animals when going to town, and can dispose of the animals very readily. In

one case a large stockowner has his own slaughtering house and keeps a logging

camp and may small butcher shops supplied with meat.

While weights and prices vary from year to year, nevertheless some

of the data which were obtained from 1936-1937 present some interesting studies.

The average weight of a two-year old steer which had been fed supplements to

some degree at least, was 968 pounds; the range in weight was from 800 to 1100

pounds. The average price received for these animals was $7.20 per hundred

pounds; the range being from $6.00 to $8.50.

During the same year the average weight of two-year old steers
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from a group of twelve owners which depended entirely on range forage for

maintenance of growth was 825 pounds. The average selling price of these

animals was $6.70 per hundred pounds. While the comparison is not such

that one can rely on the results, nevertheless it can be pointed out that

the animals fed supplement feeds weighed on the average 1U.3 pounds more

per head and they sold for an average of 57 cents more per hundred weight,

because of this better condition.

During this same period the seven to eight months old weaner

calves ranged in weight from 300 to 1+50 pounds. The sale price varied from

7 to 7e cents per pound.

DEATH LOSSES: Data on death losses of cattle were obtained from several of

the herds for the years of 1939-19UO. The smallest percentage of losses

occurred in the herds which numbered from 100 to 200 head. The largest losses,

on the other hand, were in the herds of 00 or smaller. The reason for the

excessive losses in the latter was probably because of the fact that the

smaller operators were running cattle as a side-line. These men who divide

their time between outside activities and running of cattle may ten to let

the cattle shift more for themselves.

Losses resulting from predatory animals and black leg were

relatively small. Most of the operators vaccinate for black leg. Some

cattle are lost and many of these cattle die on the range and their carcasses

are never found. Losses from cattle rustlers are almost nil. Most of the

operators are old timers who try to help each other out and whose motto is

honesty. Stockmen generally ear mark their young stock and very seldom brand.

Loss due to poisonous plants is reported by several operators.

POISONOUS PLANTS: The outstanding grazing problem on the Georgetown district

is the presence of plants which are poisonous to livestock. Poisonous plants

have been the cause of heavy losses among cattle and other domestic stock.

Not all poisoning can be prevented, but most of the losses are directly due
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to lack of familiarity with the common poisonous plants and the season in

which they are the most dangerous.

The Forest Service spend $250 a year on this district for the

control of Larkspur which gives the most trouble. Most of the stockmen feel

that more money should be alloted for the control of this weed.

The permittees on the Georgetown district should be better acquaint

ed with the most common poisonous plants. Chart I in the appendix shows the

more important species.

SUMMARY

The foregoing material is a presentation of the grazing problems

as I understand them from the sources of information that were available.

It is hoped that the material will be of benefit to students in the future

7/ho may be seeking such information.
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GRAZING USE

Table I

Georgetown District

Acreage Meadows &

Grasses

Grazing
Month

Period

Allotment Gov't Patented Total Month

Bryant 5,753 380 6,138 510 June 16 Oct. 31
Brush Creek 9,798 3,602 13,400 80 June 1 Oct. 31
Devils Peak 9,082 5,418 14,500 565 July 1 Oct. 15
Deer Creek 6,281 — 6,281 470 July 1 Oct. 15
Fashoda 9,566 7,167 16,753 272 June 16 Oct. 31
Gerle 2,048 150 2,148 75 June 16 Oct. 31
Hunter Valley 1,531 9,181 10,712 ~ June 16 Oct. 31
Horse 2,322 2,322 45 July 16 Oct. 15
North Silver 6,238 1,697 7,935 — July 16 Oct. 31
Otter Creek 15,803 11,307 27,110 1,220 May 1 Oct. 31
Pearl Lake 2,575 568 3,143 330 July 16 Oct. 31
Peavine 4,203 12,856 17,058 495 June 1, Oot. 31
Rubicon River 5,107 717 5,824 250 July 1 Oct. 31
Rock Bound 10,632 — 10,632 1,175 July 16 Oct. 31
Rock Creek 7,935 6,432 14,367 830 May 1 Oct. 31
Robbs Peak 7,954 5,940 13,894 305 June 16 Oct. 31
Rodoni 4,365 3,942 8,307 60 June 16 Oct. 31
Sierra 16,220 7,532 23,752 1,907 July 1 Oct. 15
Stumpy Meadow 2,694 2,302 4,996 1,088 June 1 Oct. 31
Sugar Pine 2,590 5,308 7,895 460 June 1 Oct. 31
Slate Mb. 6,464 6,491 14,955 270
Spanish Flat 652 30 682 - April 16 Nov. 30
Stone Cellar 4,350 907 5,257 280 June 16 Oct. 31
Quintetee 1,213 2,998 4,211 500 June 1 Oct. 31
Uncle Tom 4,272 4,499 8,771 1,960 June 16 Oct. 31
Union Valley 460 2,000 2,460 530 June 1 Oct. 31
Tells Peak 9,504 2,040 11,544 1,270 June 1 Oct. 31
Long Canyon 23,151 19,000 42,151 105 June 1 Oct. 31
Nevada Point 5,382 4,965 io,347 - June 1 Oct. 31
Grizzly 11,971 3,599 15,570 60 June 1 Oct. 31
Hell Hole 2,950 2,638 5,565 315 June 16 Oct. 31
Bunker Hill 3,650 3,080 8,730 445 June 16 Oot. 31

Total 208,696 136,738 345,434 15,872



TREND OF Livestock Use

Years Number of Stock Number of

Allowed to Graze Permittees

1911 7620 108

1912 7781 111

1913 8882 122

1914 8869 121

1915 8902 116
1916 9334 119
1917 10753 129
1918 10093 134
1919 11250 122

1920 10294 113
1921 10741 121

1922 10577 120

1923 10365 110

1924 9248 101

1925 8357 97
1926 8251 92
1927 7317 80

1928 7216 76
1929 6981 79
1930 7039 79
1931 7350 76
1932 7437 78

1933 7468 79
1934 7234 71
1935 6796 73
1936 7098 77
1937 7425 74
1938 7046 65
1939 7319 67
1940 7138 64
1941 7044 71
1942 6720 68

10.

Table II



Chart I. Outstanding

Plant

Black Night Shade
Solanum nigrum

Bracken fern

Pteris aquiliana
Fitweed

Corydalis caseana
Larkspur
Delphinium
Laurels and

Azalea
Loco Weeds
astragalus

Lupines
Lupinus
Milkweeds

asclepins

Water Hemlock

Cicuta

Poison Hemlock

St. Hohnswort

Hyper icum

Poisonous Plants of the Georgetown District of the

Location in Forest Parts

Lower edge of forest
Waste places on shady, rich soil
and open fields at low elevation
Lower part of forest fairly moist
soil, in shade and full sun
High elevations of forest

Through forest at all elevations
well drained soils

Forest wet meadows along streams
"Well drained grassland

Through the state in widely
different soils and climate

Along Georgetown Irrigation Canal
and other ditches in forest

Higher elevations swamps and
along streams

Up to 5000 ft. elevation open
grassland

TIT

Eldorado National Forest

of Plant that usually causes Poison

Leaves and stem

Fronds and possibly young leaves

Leaves chiefly

Leaves of young plants

Leaves

Leaves of young plants and fruit

"Leaves of young plants and fruit

Leaves of braod leaved species;
leaves, stems of narrow-leaved or
whole-leaved species
Leaves

Leaves and young stems
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