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MlNU'L'ES OF C.R. t·,1. P. LOCAL #1 

Humboldt Count,v Library, Winn0mucca ,, NV . 
November 12, 1981 

\1 / )~ /cg) 

Meeting called to order at 9: l15 a.m. bJ Chairperson Ugalde. E<.1ch per:.,on intro­
duced themselves. Copy of signature sheets are attached to the original minutes. 

Minutes -
Motion by Hill to accept the minute s without reading as copies had been sent to 

members with correction page 3 to be PRIA not prior. Biley seconded and motion 
carried. 

L 
Letter sent to Senator Laxal t was re·aa by · Ch.airperson con<::erning wi.1 rlhor ses ·. 

She was in contact with the Senators' office and they expressed concern about the 
publicity regarding the ·adoption fee changes. 

H. Reilly reported on meetings held concer_nJng the _Wildhor·ses. One in Octob e r, 
in Denver, Colorado and second on Novembe;r: 2, in Reno with Mr. Buford. He i.s try.inc; 
to get the wildhorse program to pay for itself and would lik e to see the 1971 law 
amended to have excess unadaptable horses sold for slaughter with funds returning 
to the area where horses were gathered with use designated. Propos ed am<'ndmen-t was 
read by Reilly to group. Other suggestions would be to increase the pen ·t]ty for 
illegal ga .thering from present misdemeanor to felony, $10,000, and chanr• · of 
gathering responsibility on military insta.llation to BLM rather than Def~ nse De-pt. 
Other discussion at their meeting: $25.00 adoption application, non r e f11•1dable feE• 
and a $145.00 maximum fee, (Sierra Club members at the meeting sugg e st : d a f1exibl e 
fee) iinplelD,entation and classification fees, direct gatl~ering fee ver ;.~s adminb-
trati ve fee in det (•rmining adoption fee, installing tax on horse equipn · )ilt earmarked 
for wild horses and burro program, that not over 1/3 of vild horses and! r)llrrows be 
gather e d until study by National Academy of Science study is compl ete d. Discussion 
on improving adoption procedur e , reinstatin g Wild Horse Committee to as8ist BLM aud 
su ggest a review of reco mme ndations b e fore final decisions are made with adequate 
public review in th e decision. An ad-hoc committee has been form e d in \.mich sh e 
is a member to come up with a recommendation, otherwise, some Senator mn.11 co me up with 
hi s own. (There curr ~ntly is a 90 day moratorium on ·the new adoption fE r, .) 

Reillys' great concern is funding which might stop the present gatr ,e rings an rl 
losing th e BLM gathering crew 8 . Present gathering crews are hired with variable 
resul ts . Discussion and qu est ions followed c oncerning auction and Blauc ;hter of 
excess unadaptable animals: follow up of adopted horses by 15 Pf-J'J3, tre ~,J)USS fee 
det e rmination, managing of wi l d horses by private firms, transfer and di spo sition 
of gathered animal s to wild horse groups . 

MOTIOi:'1 by Tina Napp e : Local #1 Wildhorse Sub-committee be reactivat e d to work o n 
a plan for this district. Seconded by Piquet, mo tion carried. 

Members on committ ee are : Chairman Buster Duf furena, Larr,r Hill, Gary 'J.:t1rash er , 
Hele n ReiJ.ly, Dawn Lappin, Paul Jan car, Sammye Ugalde, Frosty Ti pt on, ,Joe '11 hack abt• r ry , 
and Tina Nappe. ( Previous narn..::,s me ntion e d may not be complete.) Long discussion 
concerning ga th e ring of wi ld hors es by cr e ws. 

Lovelo ck C.R.M.P. meeting report by Chai rp e rson Uga lde: 
-;, meeting, they elected officers and decided areas to start on. 

mee tin g scheduled was postpon<!U bec au sP the plan wasn't ready. 

r:or r e spond e n ce read by chalrperson: 

Group Heni. down to i ,he 
RP.ill y su id _the 

1. Letter from Soil Conservation Soci e t:r of America, Awards Comrni t tee Chair r1an 
Edwa r d Peterso n - tbat Local //1 is to r e c e ive the Senior Con s ervation A\,:ar d (a pl:1q_ue) 
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at the Award Banquet, November 3 in Reno. Ugalde said she was unable to attend, 
contacted Helen Reilly who also could not . Terry Berogan, SCS, then said he had 
the award and presented the plaque to Chairperson Ugalde. Response to be sent 
to the Society by the secretary . 

2. Letter from Tina Nappe to the Lovelock C.R . M.P. group conc(~rninr.; 
attendance and participation because of 1fme and expense restriction was read . 

.... 
BLM Selective Management Category-Dave Grigg ·explained new rangeland policy 

covered at last meeting. Handed out criteria sheet (MIC) and very generally 
reviewed what was covered . Then asked for cormnents from ·the group . Thrasher 
asked if this group should recommend which category a proposed allotment belongG 
when it is submitted. Griggs replied thjs would be a good vay to go except that 
the time frame is short for BLM to identi·fy allotments as to category. 

Molini, asked if BLM has determined the 5>rocess by which the categorizing 
will be accomplished. Recognizing that criteria is important, we are talkJng 
about time frame, when the policy act is still a proposed act not yet officially 
adopted. Asked if Bur ea u has a proposed plan for making the determination, 
Griggs stated that they were asked to go to the public and give them criteria. 
They have now asked for sugger;tions as to additional criteria and by the first 
week in December to send this into the state office for review then into the 
Washington Office. Thrasher said the problem with people looking at criteria is 
that it does look alright now but no one knows how it will effect him. 'l'here is 
a prepared list even though Local #1 at one time ob,jected to having a list, that 
public reaction would be quick if they knew their placing on the list. ·. Also 
C.R.M.P. input would be quick on allotments reviewed . 'J'his may be the starting 
place for reviewing. Ugalde asked if the Bureau when working on this j s going 
allotment by allotment or area, example: Paradise Valley, Kings River etc. 
Griggs reply, "It has to be allotment by allotment." Duf:furena suggested that 
because of unsureness even within the Bureau that {small) mee tings be held in 
committees to explain what policy is so that ranchers can underr; tand this better. 
Tipton expressed concern with categorization as maybe made by Bureau personnel 
and reverting back to situation of custodial care. Griggs stated that this was 
wrong interpretation. Further discussion concerning definition of each category 
and varied interpretation. Shield stated that it is complicated, not easily 
explained that the Bureau will set the categorizing of allotment and not burden 
the group with that but need help in doing this as well as they can . Emphasized 
the r e ason for doing this, to channel the funding and time spent. He would like 
to see a sub-comrnH tee that P,ureau could work with. The Suh-Committee appointed 
as follows: Larry Hill, B1.1:.;tPr Duf11rrena , Frosty Tipton, Gene Weller, . Bill 
Foree, Terry Berogan, Joe Thru~kaberry and Sammye Ugalde. l 

I 
Meeting: Wednesday, November 18, 1981, BLM Office, 7:00 p.m. Opdn to other~ 

interested not only c01,1mi ttee members. Thrasher asked weigr1t of listec{ criteria. 
Response by Shields and Griggs that it has to be by allotr;1 ent since th~re may be 
overriding factors affecting the criteria. Dick Wh~eler stated that local office 

~.is sending a letter to state office defining criteria. Examule ~eer winter range, 
water shed condition, allotments conditions, etc. with later meeting to clear up 
que stio ns . Weller ask ed if copy of letter could be available at meeting. Shield. 
questioned if letter would be ready but t!1at copies would be mailed to sub-committe e 

~foni taring Schedule-Dave Griggs - At this point don ' t have a. "ehedulc for each 
allotm ent but will be developinf; a monitoring schedule as C.R .M. P . plans cornE> in. 
Hopeful]y for fiscal year "83'' if funding is available will have program for d.l .l 
I and M category allotments but probably not the::: cat ego ry. 
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Back billing and funding- Griggs - Carne up at last meeting when discusf;ing 
actual use data, getting accurate data and tying it in with monitoring prograr: 1 
that Thackaberry felt after the fact ~illing may be a way to do this. Be,·au:c,c~ of 
the problems encountered previousely Nevada pol~cy now is before the fact b.i.ll'Lng . 
Shield added the flexability of billine; for excess use and cre.diting for und e r 
use and feels that present system flexability is doing the job, 

UC-Law Suit Report-Thrasher- NFC and BU! attorneys have worked on it. so tha t 
they now have what he feels is a reasonaljJ_e way of handling the situation so that 
cOlLld go ahead . with an outright; suit dismissal · from NFCs' stan¢lpoint. However · 
not certain that BLMs' solicitor will fully approve. What it amounts to is 
dismiss the suit, and in suit dismissal it states the C.R.M.P. plan will be plan 
used to 'manage the allotment under a cooperative agreement which will be :dgnE' il 
exactly like the cooperative agreement used in __r,ange • improvemen tc.:. Amounts to 
a contractoral document like one when doing a spring development, obligat i.ng 
them to so much and you so much. This wolLld do a great deal to show that ict 

C.R.M.P. plan can fit into a cooperative agreement and be signed as a contractora] 
document. What needs to be worked out in the authority of the BLM person 
signing cooperative contract.oral agreement for the ELM. 

Knappe - questioned how C.R.M.P. could follow up on implementation of al1otment 
plan approved. Thrasher response that only thing C.R.M . P. conurdttee can do as 
authority is make recommendation to ELM how allotment should be manaf~ed, bases 
for recongnition is the strength of groups knowledge represented by interests 
of membership. They (ELM) would have to listen to us even more! that their own 
people. The strength is in cooperative ae;reement beh _ind the decision thus p 1·ote cU ng 
indi viclual interest input. There is no way of enforcement, unless there i.s a 
contract.oral agreement to follow the allotment management rilan . If RLM doesn't 
accept the conditions of the law suit, then will have to start all over again. 

I.folini 1-lildli fe service asked how contract.oral agreement woLLld affect the other 
agencies cornmi tment in allotment plans. Thra~ :her answered the cor 1+.ract wan betwe <:,11 
permit.te e and BLM. That if conditions were tinged upon completion. of commitm ent 
of other agencies, than one or other of contract signers would have to resolve 
the condition. Concern by Molini was in fuJ fillinr; the signi ture sheet fltatement-, 
in which the C.R.M.P. committee members respresentatives signed an acknowledgment 
of participation in the plan development, cor ,c uring with the decisions ancl to act 
implimentation to the best of our ability. Much discussion concerning the l eg al 
binding nature of UCs' contract and th e e ffect upon the C.R.M.P. alJ.otment plans . 

Nappe expressed concern that the ~redibility of the C.R.M.P. developed 
-plans hinges on how they are implimented and the review process follow up of the 
plans each year. 

Little Owvl1er.· . Plan review by 'l'hrasher - Copies of plan handed out. Briefly 
went over allotment resources, pages listing problems, concerns and ob ,jecti v es 
remain the same. Individual ob.j e ct :i. ve sheets were then reviewed page for page. 
Discussed at great length, 250 viable w-ild horse herd management coverinr~ both Little 
Owhye'? and BullHead a1lotmentf;. Se-oaraUon \./Ould be impractical _so both :,lans 

-;'would be the same. More gates a.nd times allowed to remain open to allow rree­
roaming access by wild horses. Much of management was deveJoped with the Wi]d 
Hors e Committee. 
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-.1 Shield Expressed concern about realistically implementing wild horse 
recomendation in plan because of funding for this kind of man age ment probably 
would not be available _. Af'ter inuch dtscussion, Thackaberry sugr:;ested leaving 
recommendation concerning funding to implement as listed with annual review, 
action could be taken, after determinining reason for not accomplishing schedulecl 
items. Shields commented he would still like a preface statement to include 
availabilty of funding. 

Discussion centered _upon concern to! ~:impliment the wild horse managt :ment 
plan and where an how to get the funds. 'Concensus of opinion _appeared to favor 
keeping the management plan even though it is a new apporach. 

Knapp suggested requesting BLM disgressionary · funds for special project. 
Something above the regular funding for wild horse management. 

As a result of the discussion the concesus appeared to be that the 
wild horse sub-conunittee should prepare a letter to Nevada Congressional 
Delegation and Dept. of Interior, stating the management plan developed with 
agre ement by various interested groups . 'The concern of having larger pe rcent age of' 
wild horses with out proportionate share of' funds al.located, and th e ne ed for 
sufficient funds to implement the plan. Millaz ,._o suggested retaining the 
C.R.M.P. concept of local problem solution and going through BLM channels with 
this request before going the u.pper echelon route. Molini ar;reed and added he 
would take this problem back to the task force for presentation to Vie Executive 
Group. 

Short discussion ensued as result of Shield emphasis of unsuf f':i eient fund s 
for wild horse management be included in a statement. Jones and UgAlde express ed 
concern th at a similar statem ent could b2 needed in any portion of each plan 
submitted. 

Thrasher b r ought up the tre s-pass fee situation. Disscussed includin~ 
vari ed fee rated different district imposed, resulting effect upon horses 
begin claimed, and re-opening the ,~la .iM~ug of horses. The issue ar•peared to be 
removal of wild ho _rses that ar e really un cla imed animals if trespa ss fee rat e were 
sufficiently low enough that owner would c l aim, yet sufficJ.ent to provide BLM 
credibility in exercising their authoriti ve duty. 

LUNCH BREAK 

1:30 p.m. continued wildhorse discus s ion on Little Owhyee Allotment. 

'I'hackaberry- directing comment to Shield -- after visit. ing with members over 
lunch, appears feeling are to leave wildhorse recommendation ~, in the plan as listed 
andas with other plans review this protion annually , aft e r which time action could 
be taken, ( following determinatj on of reas on s that scheduled accom plishments were 
not completed) to correct or modify the pla.n . Shield stated he does not disagre e 
with the plan but wou.ld still like a preface statement in a more r ealistic 
manner as to available fund s . Would like to work with the developm ent or vording 

•· of commitment in th e plan to satisfaction of al l concern ed. 
Agreement by Thackab erry , Shields and 'Thrasher to le ave as is for now, to be 

t.Rk:en up at th e sub-committee. 

Continued on with page 9 - regardin g workding to include "Trailin g Rights" 
or "'!'railing Pri vil _igcs" with Les Stewart. 

Wildlife Riparian Area- Conditions concern so that 95% of gorge would be 
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fenced off from livestock and hors es e;.:ce,it f e r 3 
reservoir developm ent to r educe pr e ssur e on wate r 

or Li water gaps. A'l $0 :i rnol v1:d 
gan and fncilib.te \-dldlife. 

. I 

' Also discussed other reservoir develop~ e nta. 

Weller asked about East Fork of LittlE, Owhye ~- why it wae,;'t inc.lul: ,:,l in t,:11~ 

plan as other riparian areas were addressed. He is to work with NFC o! this. 
l 

Wilderness Ar ea -Mus t comply within estA.blish1d guidelines. 

L 
Range Improvement Pro i,:ram - Na.p!)e asked about planned ""-'~•eed i ng. 'l'hrash e r· 

replied reseeding has' t been ~)lanned. In wildli L: and sage grouse s ... ct'ion d0ef; 
include feasibility determ ination and inplimentation. So p Lan do es 1,.llow for 
reseeding but doet1 not specify ex&.ct are8.s . 

.Q!i_.jecti ve #9 - the wildlife fj gure,:;_ .given and interr) e t ,~d at last. mee ting 
should be AUMs' not numb e rs. Also had no t excluded mule de ,!r on Elko side of 
spring range area so this was now inc l uded. 

Ob.jecti ve #10 - slight chanr; e protecting, shrubs, forb :;, winter faL and r.1c~aduw 
area as compatable with objectiv es #7 also a 1 acre study '!Xclosure at l>ottom lak ,· 
area. 

Ob,jecti ve #11""" Wordinr; chang e fl to assure imput of resourse inte:rst protect in/'. 
sage grouse strutting area s . 

Objective #1 2 - Objective #5 - Concerns wildl:i fe habitut. with n~servoir 
develol'):rnent. 

Ob,jecti ve #13- Minin g activity r ema ins sG.me. 

Objective #lh - Coordination wHh Elko distdct import.anee, empnasized by 
Thrasher with local offic e to kee p them informed. 

Ob,jecti ve #15- Base property de vel opmen t -cooperating \.ii th SCS o f:fi ce. 

Ob.jective #16- Monitoring-d ete rmi ng key areas for varjou:c: stud.i.es. Ectabl.i .~;li 
utilization plot, nhoto condition, and trend plot. Honi taring schedule and incl 1ii k 

annual review. Molini r equested that State Wildlife Dept. also l1e i!1cluded on 
Committee selecting key area. Griggs menti one d extending to 198? establif;hinp; 
monitoring schedul e . 

Uga lde asked Kilpatr lck if Unj versi ty o f Nevada would also r;erve on the 
moni taring committee. !G.l patrick answered affirnati ve. 

'l'hrasher again quickly r e view ed eac h ob,j ec t :·_ve to &."sure eornpl c tn e ss o f 
ad dj_t ion or comments . 

T Quarter Circle Plan Herort-F'rosty 'ri:rton- Their wilt l horse suit st i 11 on. 
The so lution of UC suit would solv e mos t of th e i .· problems also. Bri.efly revi ewPd 

-;.,· their ob _jecti ve : l. '\>late r developmc>nt 
2.Wildh orse s ituati on 
3. Fencc:, •-Derime t er £\, ·:ces as none exists 
4. Mani torin g-sirn:i lar o other G. R. M. P. a :,proved plans 
5. Nee d for a lt er nat.i v · or addi t,ional fon :.f'/::-such as reseedin g , 

spraying or burned , area long enough t o iandle T 1iuarter Ci J·clc for 1 or '.? n:onL h" 
f;o that a 3 or 5 year stud,Y would indi ·at e f'ora ,:i;e needs and possibly man ag<•ment 

changes. Thes e . suggestions are needed .o minimi ·.e effect on th e ranch. 
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Ugalde asked if ready for sub-committee to WO!'!.. on. 'ript.on response "not as yet" 
He needs to visit with BLM about feasabili ty of his propos ed plans. 

Knapp expr esse d concern that ev~ryone in volved in developm ent of plans 
understand and follow the C.R.M.P. establ1.she dp rocess and procedure to us:3ure Uu i.t 
all resource information is included so that consideration is given to alJ. 

Discussion included: Cont ent of a llo tme nt plans needed for review by th e 
C.R.M.P. Committee, existing resources,f,alternatives etc, as it r ela ted to tq.e 
T Quarter Circle present ri)norted plan. " 

Agreement that Tipton meet with BL!-! personell and adopt his information to 
th e suggested C.R.M.P. formats to actually begin the C.R.M.P. process-allotment 
tour etc. Thackaberry emphasiz ed that this rsl)ort was simple and exposure so the;v 
could get going on it. 

After questioning by Monlini, Ugalde explained the t,tep by step proce ns by 
which UC and Little Owhyee plau have been develop ed by Local #1 Committ ee. Gatheri11g 
of initial resource information , the handbook, sub-committee appolntment, and 
recomendatlon, the tour, the viewing and revie·.ring of obj ectives in -planned fina1 
approval. Thrasr1er further explained th e mechanics of the proce s!:;. 

I 
Tipton continu ed with T Quarter Cir cle object:i ves info1· mation whj' :h .included: 

Trailing privilPrres-cro ssing seasonal allotment rather than .rue king 
Possibly some minor road devel opment needed · 
Recognition of utilization of annuals for forage deter minat:i ,n . 
Trend studies and water devel opment 

Major problems or issues include: 
1. Wildhorse s 
2. Poor maint enance of allotment projects. 
-:., 
J• 

li. · 

5. 
6. 

1. 
8. 

9, 
10. 

Need for fences-no apparent deer migration problems. 
Po ss ible big horn sh eep migration potental. 
Unauthori zed live s tock tre spass . 
Use of run-off water from farms in Silver State Valley. 

(Brink e rhoff,Smith,NFC) 
Cattle in Jungo res identi al area. 
Wildlife-left up to wi ldlife interest for impu t , winter deer range 
on perimeter of Big Horn Sheep area. 
City dump 
Mining 

Bull Head Plan-first introduction b.v Thr11.sher-limi t ed number of· allotment plans 
passed out to group. All otment area was shown on map with terrain and stream 
fe at ures, 1/3 of ar ea in Elko County rf'maind.er in Humboldt, burn areas, deeded 
property areas, seeding area, 169 ,069 acre total in allotment, 12,000 active AU!-l , 
No farming in allotment, no pav ed ro ads , no utilities cross ing , mining cl ose by 
but not in allotm ent. Stre ams identified South Fork of Little Humboldt , First 
Creek , Snow Storm Cree k, Kenny Cre ek, Kelly Creek . There is a wildern ess stud y 

"'5:. -;, ar ea within 4500 to 7500 feet elevat ion, a lot of wil d horses, especj_aJJ ,v r ever flat 
area approximately 800 head pres enty there. }foch recreational us e fi s hj ng and 
hunting. 
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Presented ob,jectives which NFC has for allotrnE.,nt. i,imilar to other plant; 
with additional. 

Would like to establish a wint e r range area to assist with the econornieL~ of' 
this allotment. Establish a r,_,s-rotation system, wi ldhorr;e m:rnagement r j oarian an•:t 
development, protect wilderne:,'.; characteristic, range improvement, water shed prob 1,~r.,:. 
protect wildlife, open public acces,;, establish AUM, prott~C'. : sage ::..;truLt, :treas i. f 
found there, protect mining & mineral rikhts, establish wildlife gru.,,j np; ,;yr,t.em:c;, 
nwnber and protection. 

Thrasher reviewed problems-generally relating to t he objective,; coven:d. 
(not listed in minutes) l•1o11ni asked who or how the problems and issue wvn: 
developed. Thrasher replied, "the list is froni, problems that BT.M, fffC, ,w othcrc, 
know to exist." 

Each objective was then discussed more thoroghly by Thra~;her , (:3,-:cretax,y 
attempted only to include quentions or comments ot· the p] A.n.) 

Catron quer;; tioned the sequence of grazing as proposed in rilan, re~t 
rotation. Discussion followed with referral to the subcommittee. 

Nappe asked dur:ing discussion of aspen groves about critical area f'or wi l d­
life habitat . and that they be :identified. Nappe and Mo1ini commented Clll1L'erninc: 
specific identification of critical wildlife area where AUM , wt~re ulloc.-d.ed. 

Little Owhyee Plan didn't have-Thrasher and Hill r-~que s ted State W il,11 ife 
Department to identify these areas so they could be included. 

'rhrasher requested a subcommittee be appointed to further review ancl develop c, 
the allotment plan. 

Bullhead Sub-Committee appointed as follows: Chairman either Hil 1 or 'I'hrasf1e1·, 
'l'hackaben:y, Marge Scott, Hiley, Nappe, Weller, Berogan, Larrnneta, Bill Foree, 
Plus BUt. personel 1. (Whe eler, B.vergo). Short discussion concerninr; Cherry Steaminr: 
wilderness area, what is it? 

Jordan Me adow-Daveytown ,Sod House , Allotment Plan-Hill reviewerl. CopieB of 
plan and maps distribute d to g:·oup. Jordon !-1eadow aref1 is sp ring, summe r- range 
and Daveytown-Sod Hous e is winter area with a 25 mile separation. 

Jordan Meadow allotment has been on a plan since 1968, 1:1.nd is in ft,oo,J shap e: 
but needing some development- primarily water, some new seeding to help aJ lotmer :t . 
It contained 2h6,2l15 acre total, 19,340 privnt e belonging to N,J Ranchet,. 

Problems and .Issues 

Long range stocking rate, i.mproper . li. veo;tock dis tr i. but ion, lack of range 
improver.1ent, lack of spring range, wildlife prolems and numoer, f .i~~hc~riei, and 

~ riparian habitat, access, trailing right, uining activity, "f.,hetlanJ. Pon ·ics", 
monitoring. 

Ob.jectives 
Active preferenc e 10 ,292 .l\.Ui,! for 1i vestock since 1 'J68 A.MP. Hi th improvement 

this should be obtained . Will start at a lower rate u1tiJ. seeding c a n he establi~-hf'd. 
5300 active presenty on winter range. This will be sta•·ted at 5100 AUM range. No 
problem with winter ranGe. 
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Wildlife: resonable number estabHshed by BLM in their EIS. _;.·rovi:,ion in 
plan to proportionate increses if improvement dictates-AnL 0 ] ~1•e,D ee r , Guge Hen, 
Chuckar. (Hill reviewed page by pa ge tpe ob,jectives in plan t h c rc>fore no included 
in minutes.) 

Discussion concerning the numbers given whether deer nur.ihers or AlfM. - Again 
re-emphaizing the need to ident:ify area of allocation, sprin g sun.me r, wintPr. Mc,)i1:i 
brought up the question of irn_oroving allotrnE--nts which are in good c oncl i tton wrwn 
other allotments could benefit much mord, Re2.ponse by sever-:ll Loc :;:.J //1 membe-_rs 
again er:rphasizing the C.R. 14. P. proces~ .; :is on voluntary bai ,F•.--.. 

Thrasher explained that NF'C has submitted thre,) plans rnai nly ·oecause other 
plans were not forth coming and their concern to se0 the C.R. M. P. ":) TOC( ·'t;~~ conti Tl U i n 1~. 

Jordan Meadows Sub-cornmi tt ,;e appinted: Larry fl ill ;Cha r i man- , LTeff Whj te, 
Weller and Forree, Berogan, Nappe , Scott, Lm·raneta, and BI.M per so nn~L 

MEETING SCHEDULE 

Wildhorse sub-committee-'J 'hursday December 3, 1981, 1:0 0 p.m. 
BLM will provide transportation. Kilpatrick-UNR-wi 11 find :< p] ac e . 

C.R.M.P. #1 meeting-Fri.tloy, <Tanuary 15, 1982 - 9:30 A.M. l..i.br::;.r; r , Wimit:rnuce :t 

Handbook Revision 

Discussion-in agreement that handbook i~ good. Doe :,, contain ~,xce:;~ _:·1 ve 
information which could be back of handbook. 

Agreement for member to review their copy of hanbook and wL! l re vi nr at t}w 
January meeting. 

Meeting . adjourned 4: 45 P. ~-!. 

Respectfully submitted, 

-) I . 
/_

, · 1 / ff 

'-- -:,2--17 1:;:"jd',/7§.1v---c".2e'_,,__.,, 

Ken Saku r ada 
Secretary 


