
 
CABMW RECOMMENDATIONS for the  May 2011     Wildlife Commission Meeting 

                (Month/year) 
 

________Lincoln___           County Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife meeting results 
               (Your County) 
 

Submitted by Chairman _________Cory Lytle_____ 
                                         (First and last name) 

To the Wildlife Commission, c/o Executive Assistant to Director Suzanne Scourby, sscourby@ndow.org 
 
(Use additional sheet if necessary) 
 
 
1. Action Item: Commission Policy #28, Mule Deer Policy- Chairman Raine: 

________________________________________________________ 
(Describe  the item up for action, ex: change fish regulation Y, change elk area plan,  change waiting periods.) 
 
   
Recommendation 
In Support _____    In Opposition_______  
(place an X in the appropriate recommendation)  
  
Other comments, including a dissenting viewpoint (different than the majority) or issue 
brought up during discussion.  
 

 Lincoln CAB Comments: 
Mule Deer Policy-P-28 
Part 3. Historical "high" numbers are difficult to place in absolute terms and there is no definition 
of historic "high."  The Lincoln CAB does not agree with placing absolute policy, such as season 
closures, with reference to historical numbers that are not clearly defined and do not necessarily 
represent sustainable populations.  
Survey data should be incorporated as much as possible.  Consistent and appropriate Buck-
Doe Ratios and more importantly,  consistent and appropriate fawn recruitment should be 
inclusive within the standard policy.  Historical data should also be incorporated as much as 
possible.    
Part 12. The Lincoln CAB does not agree with simply limiting hunting days to 60.  Different 
areas within the state experience different dynamics and variables are numerous.  There are too 
many factors that contribute to overall population increase/decrease to simply limit days of 
hunter pressure.  Biological data and input will determine reductions and increases in 
populations.  See Comment for part 3. 
Policy should include the following: 
-Reference to landscape-scale habitat restoration projects with an emphasis on the Nevada 
Partners in Conservation and Development.  
-Emphasis on survey and data gathering.  Consistency and Quality should be top priority. 
Biologists need to have the tools necessary to gather accurate data and information.  Funds 
should be allocated and available for surveys to be implemented with minimal bureaucratic 
barriers. 

  
 
 
2. Action Item: Commission Policy #67, Horse Policy- Chairman Raine: 

(Describe  the item up for action, ex: change fish regulation Y, change elk area plan,  change waiting periods.) 
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Recommendation 
In Support __X___    In Opposition______ 
(place an X in the appropriate recommendation)  
 
Other comments, including a dissenting viewpoint (different than the majority) or issue 
brought up during discussion.  
 
 
 

3. Action Item: Wildlife Heritage Projects-Heritage Committee-Chairman Lent:  
(Describe  the item up for action, ex: change fish regulation Y, change elk area plan,  change waiting periods.) 
 
Recommendation 
In Support _____    In Opposition______ 
(place an X in the appropriate recommendation)  
 
Other comments, including a dissenting viewpoint (different than the majority) or issue 
brought up during discussion.  
 NO ACTION:  
 
 
 

4. Action Item: Commission Regulation 11-10, Big Game Quotas 2011-2012:  
(Describe  the item up for action, ex: change fish regulation Y, change elk area plan,  change waiting periods.) 
 
Recommendation 
In Support _____    In Opposition______ 
(place an X in the appropriate recommendation)  
 
Other comments, including a dissenting viewpoint (different than the majority) or issue 
brought up during discussion 
 
 Lincoln CAB quota recommendations sent separately. 
 
 


