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Effects of Grazing Policies on Animal Husbandry in a Farming- Pastoral Zone

JIA Zhuo' , L1 Yan-chun', SON G Nai-ping’
(1. School of Resources and Environment, NingxiaUniversity, Yinchuan, Ningxia 750021, China; 2.United Research Center

for Exploitation of Ecology and Biological Resources in West China, Ningxia University, Yinchuan, Ningxia 750021, China)

Abstract : In order to analyze the effectsof grazing policieson animal husbandry in afarming - pastoral zone,
changes of feeding manner , livestock output , and input of animal productsin Ejin Horo Banner , Inner Mon-
golia Autonomous Region are analyzed and compared based on peasant household survey. After the grazing
policies, some househol ds abandon animal husbandry and others still work oninit at alower level , whichis
unfavorable to the development of the local animal husbandry. The input of animal husbandry in 2006 was
111. 3% of that in 1995, but the incomes from sheep and goatsincreased by 16. 33 % and 33. 15 %, respec
tively. For these reasons, the households must promote the development of the local animal husbhandry by
structural adjustment , change feeding manners, modify varieties, raise livestock breeding efficiency , and
adopt other effective measures.
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