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THE FACTS ON ALPINE GRAZING TRIALS
Rebuttal of claims 2011
“There has been 50 years of research that shows conclusively that cattle do not reduce fire risk in the whole of the Alpine National Park” (Doug Humann The Age 22 Feb 2011) This is untrue.

The only applicable research done in the Alpine National Park has been on a very small section of The Bogong High Plains and most of it not specifically about fuel, grazing and fire. 

Other research that opponents of grazing disagree with is never quoted.

“Cattle only eat grass and don’t like shrubs, sticks or bark” (ecologist Henrik Wahren The Age Video Feb 5 2011)
Studies by Van Rees in the 1900’s that cattle do eat larger shrubs and most likely keep the grassland open have been ignored by opponents of grazing.  Cattle movements trample down fuel such as sticks and bark. Keeping the grass down between the trees reduces the intensity of any bush fire and protects sphagnum bogs 

“The predominant grass is a tussock and cattle don’t like it” (Scientist Jamie Kirkpatrick, Mansfield Courier Feb 16 2011)
This is ridiculous as anyone that knows how cattle love snow grass would testify to.
“It’s a National Park not a farm” Tony Burke Weekly Times 23/2

Alpine areas throughout the world are grazed for management and aesthetics.  Grazing was stopped in some European countries then brought back by popular demand.  National Parks in other countries and in Australia are grazed.  In Victoria Terrick Terrick national Park is grazed.  

These facts make a mockery of Ministers Burke’s assertion which comes straight from the Greens propaganda sheets.

The concept that Parks are only for biodiversity is one promoted by one section of the community only and is not specific worldwide criteria for National Parks or Heritage areas.

Grazing cattle in National Parks occurs in USA, Asia, South America, the Pyrenees, Great Britain, and others.  Some sections of Parks in USA were withdrawn from grazing due to visitor numbers pressure.  This was done in close consultation with ranchers to preserve their culture.  

Why does the Green movement ignore these facts and mislead the people about what are worldwide uses in National Parks?

Data below from http://www.publiclandsranching.org/
The Extent of Public Lands Grazing
	Jurisdiction 
	Animal Unit Months 
	Acres 

	  
	Federal Lands 
	  
	  

	  
	Bureau of Land Management 
	7,872,8191 
	163,311,163 2 

	  
	National Park Service 
	81,752 3 
	< 3,000,000 4 

	  
	U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
	258,166 5 
	1,416,005 6 

	  
	USDA-Forest Service 
	7,963,2337 
	89,550,382 8 

	  
	Subtotal (federal lands) 
	16,175,970 
	± 257,277,550 

	  
	State Lands 
	  
	  

	  
	Arizona 
	1,185,030 9 
	8,400,000 10 

	  
	California 
	* 
	75,00010 

	  
	Colorado 
	598,980 11 
	2,600,00010 

	  
	Idaho 
	240,000 12 
	1,900,00010 

	  
	Montana 
	1,090,000 13 
	4,100,00010 

	  
	Nevada 
	* 
	110,00010 

	  
	New Mexico 
	135,937 14 
	8,000,00010 

	  
	Oregon 
	68,844 15 
	550,00010 

	  
	Utah 
	198,000 16 
	3,150,00010 

	  
	Washington 
	* 
	873,000 17 

	  
	Wyoming 
	900,000 18 
	3,600,00010 

	  
	Subtotal (state lands) 
	±4,416,791 
	33,358,000 

	  
	TOTALS 
	±20,592,761 
	± 290,635,550 

	
	
	
	
	
	


* Data unavailable. 
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Since the cattle trials commenced there has been an orchestrated anti grazing campaign that includes activists selectively quoting Bogong research and then extrapolating that research to the rest of the Park.  This is at best deceptive.  

The Park is huge and covers almost 3% of Victoria.  The cattle trials are not on the Bogongs.  No significant research on fire, fuel or anything else relevant had been done where the cattle are.  The trial sites are in vastly different country to the Bogongs.  The Government quite rightly signalled it wants relevant information about those sites. 

“No recognized experts in the field of grazing in the High Country have been consulted” Doug Humann The Age 22 Feb 2011)

This is untrue and a direct slur on Professor Mark Adams.  The Victorian Government is engaging Sydney University and Prof. Mark Adams to undergo long term trials. Mark Adams credentials are impressive. 
http://sydney.edu.au/agriculture/staff/find_staff_member/staff_profiles/mark_adams.shtml
http://ussc.edu.au/people/mark-adams
‘As I read it some 400 cattle are getting a free feed in the fragile ecosystem of the Alpine National Park (Humann The Age 22 Feb 2011)

This is untrue.

The cattlemen are taking part in this trial at their own expense.  The expense is considerable with one owner reporting he has spent around $10,000 already to repair infrastructure and open tracks.
These tracks have not been maintained or kept open since the cattle were removed which is one indication the value the presence of the Cattlemen is in the High Country.

“Philip Ingamells worries that the return of cattle will affect the flora including wildflowers growing near Falls Creek pictured below” (caption on Photo of Ingamells and flowers” The Age Jan 9 2011)

This is deceptive and very misleading.  No cattle trials are around Falls Creek or the Bogong High plains.  There are no trials in that type of country or at that altitude.
“I have seen damage” 

Minister Burke after spending a few minutes  at one grazing site.

The flying visit by the minister with the VNPA and green groups in tow was not about concern about Alpine grazing or the Alpine frog.
It was about keeping the Federal Government in power by keeping the Green party in Canberra happy.
It is very clear the people of Victoria are being gravely misled by the orchestrated campaign against Alpine grazing.
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