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Abstract; The grassland degradation did not just happen in current China. Historically, the“Dust Bowl”took place in
the Great Plains, including the North Dakota state. Nowadays in North Dakota,62. 7% of land is used for cropland,
and 1% is forest land. There are two important reasons, private property and higher profit rate of crops, for the big-
ger proportion of crops to livestock. The Conservation Reserve Program is supported by the United States finance,
and in North Dakota, the major of practice surrounds grass. The developed education system in USA takes a higher
flow rate,and makes the population in North Dakota stabilize the rangé of 600 000 to 700 000 after 1930s. Thus it
prevents the result of the increasing population press on the grassland in China, From the studies, we can conclude
that; (1) the grassland is an important nature resource,and can’t be protected completely; (2) private property maybe
take reclamation again without other measures; (3) the grassland livestock is also an important component of the
whole livestock,and the development of livestock production need cooperate with crops production especially the feed.
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Fig.1 Average month precipitation and temperature
of North Dakota from 1895 to 2005
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Table 1 The major land use area and percentage in North Dakota and 48 states in 2002

B4y Unit(1 000 i) #f#h Cropland i} Pasture FkHs Forest 5%k I H Special  H 2 Other
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Fig. 2 The area of cropland,forest and pasture
in North Dakota from 1945 to 2002
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4 # it Cropland

Year H A B CRP Pﬁ:f’re
g/ B0 Cultivated Noncultivated  Total

1982 4.3 0.9 4.0 — 0.9

1987 5.5 1.1 4.0 2.5 1.1

1992 3.4 0.7 3.1 0.7 1.1

1997 3.1 0.7 2.9 0.5 0.9
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