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Nevada Wild Horse (WR). These documents being returned for
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horses as the factor causing dust pollution and resul opetnli:mr-
ference on the NWER, ’m-huisﬁ*:’th:lsmﬂmimis in the
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» when it occurs, generally results in a reduction of vegeta-
cnlyw!m 1 m While overgrazing may have altered
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- lems on the NWHR is vegetation rvemoval hy wild horses and not
causitive agents or a combination of agents e.g., natural geologic
erosion, disturbed areas such as roads or bomb craters or other par-
ticulate matter. If the USAF or Sandia has data substantiating an
iwindstmedbywﬂdhorsu,ﬂﬂsinfomﬁms&mﬁbe
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_2. Pmlvnoft%wmmmmmﬁfmmwmpmnisimm
: problem on the range. If these collisions are a problem, documenta-
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Sandia. In addition, further analysis is suggested to identify when
ﬂmwllbimmmrmmmwmdtyofﬁtm
u}moollisimsaremm'ing Increased driver swareness may be
a morve appropriate mitigating measure than wild horse removal. P:u'tlwr,
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3. menofth-mmmmmuawdimormm-
versy by wild horse advocates and those who oppose encroachment of wild
horses. As written, we do not imderstand what this section means.
Further, wmmtmmimufmmmrdiuwim
}homthotherecudmm

4, Part VA(1)(s) of the MR EAR should have & verification of
the problem before the items mm«mumﬁwm

~. sij(a)oftham:lsmtmdictmytothelw uhidxstnes
: horses on the NWR are in good condition. ! ;

6. MVAalcﬂofﬂmmRuitmhmmmMcupmnfw- '
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area.

7. Part V D(5)(b) of the FAR needs correction. The M#R is an estab-
lished refuge for wild horses. Itmutabliahadinlsezbyﬁnmpm =
mtdmmmmimﬁthﬁnmtofm }

Inadditimwthem Iminmthutthempmmmmﬁceiw
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No. 80-15, 2, Further, itisstrmgl reconmended that you redraft the
mmmmmwtm Asmlywritten,thisphnis
primﬂyhjustiﬁe&imfwmmmdmrm The plan lacks specificity,
coordination between sections, and a logical thought process for development of
m?a-ntactims The plan also contains statements which are u e
data, We that more emphasis be given to the of wild
hwusfurthebmﬁtofbigtnmmup This does not mean that you should
- present unsubstantiated conflicts as existing on the M#R, but should discuss
ﬂnfmtﬂnthigtnmthmmustedasasminwwmuﬂﬂutbiologistsl“
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have for many years held the professional opinion that burros and horses are
detrimental to bighorn sheep. In other words, BIM is giving the benefit of

doubt to the sheep by removing wild horses. Finally, the HMAP needs to be
" closely coordinated with wild horse interest groups to assure that their con-
cerns are addressed. I realize that guidance in the preparation of [MAPs is
 extremely limited in BIM, However, if you would like assistance in preparing
a HMAP which addresses the concerns touched upon briefly above, please feel

free to contact NSO (930).

/s/ Roger J. McCormdck
: Associate

3 Enclosures :
Encl, 1 - Memo dated July 1, 1982
Encl, 2 - Wild Horse Herd Management Area Plan
Fncl, 3 - Wild Horse Removal Plan
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