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1.	PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  (Non-action item)

Vice-chair Reed led the Pledge of Allegiance.

2.	CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL (Non-action item)

Vice-chair Reed called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.  A quorum was established.

PRESENT:	Glen Copeland, Daryl Harwell, John Reed and Rick Smith. 
ABSENT:	Rex Flowers.

Vice-chair Reed noted that he would abstain from voting to avoid the potential for a tie vote and that Agenda item 14 would be heard when Carl Lackey joins the meeting.  

3.	PUBLIC COMMENTS (Non-action item) 

Cathy Brandhorst noted while her pets are smart movie stars at the Circus Circus they are filled with various types of bullet holes.  Ms. Brandhorst commented that pets should not be shot down and that hers are able to speak, sing and perform. 

Gerald Lent - Mr. Acting Chair and members of the board my name is Gerry Lent and in accordance with the Open Meeting Law I’d like my comments verbatim in the minutes of this body if that’s okay.  I just want to report on the auction of the Heritage tags at the Wild Sheep meeting.  It was the poorest presentation that I ever heard from NDOW (Nevada Department of Wildlife) and I just want to relay a little bit our tag in Nevada sold for $70,000.00 which was really an embarrassment.  There was no presentation, the director came up and there were no slides, no charts on what was killed in the past and did a 30 second deal and turned it over to NBU (Nevada Bighorns Unlimited) Mel Belding and you could not even hear him from the end of room and that is where the bidding was coming from and I was at the end of the room and you couldn’t even hear them.  The tag went for $70,000.00 the lowest it has ever been and the lowest of any tag with any State.  Then when the California tag came up if you read what was put in here by Mike Dobel its negative. You know it goes on here and says Nevada’s not known for large Boone and Crockett rams.  This California and that thing then went for $55,000.00 the lowest of anything when you talk negative about a program every other state had slides and charts and they talked up and Idaho says we don’t have much but you got a good chance of getting a 180 plus ram you always go the positive there.  And Dobel, the department doesn’t even want trophy hunting in the state and right now what we have here if these aren’t trophies, last year we’ve got sixteen California rams over 160 right now.  And we got five Desert green scores okay, five Desert greater than 175.  Now if these aren’t trophy animals why are we telling the public, if you told me that Nevada is not known for trophy California I wouldn’t bid on it either, I absolutely wouldn’t bid on it.  The bid amounts let me tell you what some of the other states did.  The bid amounts like Arizona Desert $160,000.00; Oregon $130,000.00; British Columbia $250; Utah and Montana $300,000.00; and California $80,000.00.  California hasn’t been known to have many big Desert but they are getting very few Desert Bighorn but they are getting some monsters in California but they have never had a tag go for more than Nevada.  We’ve got the biggest and best Desert Sheep program bar none in the country and we got the lowest.  Maybe by design get less tag money so it can go back to Nevada a group in Nevada.  Just wanted to let you guys know what happened there.  

4.	APPROVAL OF NOVEMBER 28, 2011, MINUTES (For possible action)

It was moved by Member Harwell, seconded by Member Copeland, to approve the November 28, 2011, minutes, as submitted.  The motion carried: Members Copeland, Harwell and Smith assenting; Vice-chair Reed abstaining; and Chair Flowers absent. 

5.	BOARD MEMBER MEETING ASSIGNMENT (Non-action item) – A discussion and selection of member(s) to attend the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners meetings on: 1) February 3 and 4, 2012, in Las Vegas, Nevada (Chair Flowers); and 2) March 23 and 24, 2012, in Reno, Nevada.

Vice-chair Reed noted that Chair Flowers had indicated he would attend the February 3 and 4, 2012, meeting in Las Vegas (Nevada).  

Voce-chair Reed will attend the March 23 and 24, 2012, meetings in Reno (Nevada). 

6.	COMMITTEE, MEMBER AND LIAISON UPDATES (Non-action items)  
6-1). Correspondence (including sportsmen’s concerns) and Announcements – Vice-chair Reed commented that there had been a significant amount of correspondence related to Agenda Item 14 (copies on file) including a recommendation from Nevada Bighorns Unlimited, which he will read in to the record at the appropriate time. 

6-2). Overview of the September 23 and 24, 2011, meetings of the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners – Vice-chair Reed noted that a video of the meeting is available on at http://ndow.org/learn/com/video/index.shtm.  Vice-chair Reed then outlined actions taken at the September 23 and 24, 2011, meetings including the attempt by SNWA (Southern Nevada Water Authority) that would decimate agriculture and wildlife in eastern and north-eastern Nevada.  Other discussions focused on wind and solar power generation and the amount of water needed for solar energy production as well as other impact on the habitat when the equipment is dismantled.  Additional meetings are scheduled in both northern and southern Nevada on the trapping issue.  

Joel Blakeslee commented that he believes a final trapping proposal is expected to be completed in late May (2012). 

7.	RUBY PIPELINE MITIGATION PROJECT PROPOSALS (Non-action item) – An informational update on potential Ruby Pipeline Mitigation Project proposals.  

There was no update on this agenda item. 

8.	COMMISSION GENERAL REGULATION NUMBER 396, LCB (Legislative Counsel Bureau) File No. R051–11, INTERNET CONTINGENCY – For Possible Action – A review, discussion and possible action to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners (Commission) to approve, deny or otherwise modify proposed permanent regulations relating to authorizing the Director of the Nevada Department of Wildlife to extend the period for applying for a tag or bonus point under certain circumstances; and providing other matters related thereto.

Vice-chair Reed opened the agenda item to extend the application timeline under certain circumstances and opened the meeting to public comment.  Hearing no public comment Vice-chair Reed closed the comment and asked for board discussion or motion.  

Member Smith explained that this is a contingency in the event of a power outage or other circumstance that affects the applications for tags or bonus points through SCI, future vendors or the department (Nevada Department of Wildlife).  

During the discussion it was noted that the regulation will allow a three (3) to five (5) day extension and longer with the Commission’s (Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners) approval.  Other discussion noted that the Commission could call an emergency meeting in the event a longer period needed to be approved.  

It was moved by Member Smith, seconded by Member Harwell, to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners approve Commission General Regulation No. 396, LCB (Legislative Counsel Bureau) File No. R051–11, Internet Contingency as written.  The motion carried: Members Copeland, Harwell and Smith assenting; Vice-chair Reed abstaining; and Chair Flowers absent. 

9.	COMMISSION GENERAL REGULATION 402, LCB (Legislative Counsel Bureau) File No. R055-1, BIGHORN SHEEP AND SWAN CHANGES TO NAC (Nevada Administrative Code) 502.345 – For Possible Action – A review, discussion and possible action to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners (Commission) to approve, deny or otherwise modify proposed changes to provisions pertaining to miscellaneous requirements related to bighorn sheep hunting including elimination of mandatory indoctrination requirements, elimination of mandatory possession of certain optics while hunting bighorn sheep, plugging of skull/horns of harvested bighorn sheep, removing or altering the seal, plug or branded identification number once permanently attached, elimination of provision to notify the Department upon transfer of ownership of a bighorn skull, and changes to swan permit eligibility to allow youth and senior hunter access to permits consistent with state and federal waterfowl/migratory license and stamp requirements. 

Vice-chair Reed opened the agenda item and read proposed language into the record and opened public comment.

Cathy Brandhorst pointed out that it is unlawful to discharge firearms within city limits and individuals could take animals out of the city limits to shoot them.  

Hearing no other public comment Vice-Chair Reed brought the item back to the board for discussion.  

Vice-chair Reed read comments from Chair Flowers (copy on file) asking members to consider the quality of the harvest.  

Mike Dobel – NDOW (Nevada Department of Wildlife), explained that the modification would streamline the process while still providing indoctrination classes.  Mr. Dobel noted that the requisite paperwork has become problematic for staff and is a large administrative cost.  

Vice-chair Reed reopened public comments.

Larry Johnson suggested that perhaps a voluntary indoctrination coupled with a video of the training would be an alternative.  Mr. Johnson noted that there are times when it is not possible to attend a mandated indoctrination class due to emergency situations beyond the control of the hunter.  

Margaret Martini commented that mandatory indoctrination classes should not be discounted pointing out that the first Black Bear harvested had been done illegally.  Of particular concern is that the low fine for violating the hunt regulations.  Ms. Martini noted that current consequences for violation of hunt regulations perhaps gives the wrong perception to the public and suggested that the fine/penalty structure be reconsidered and that the board vote to retain the mandatory indoctrination class. 

Vice-chair Reed closed public comments.  

There was some discussion about the payment of fees and the change from language that allowed individuals under the age of 12 to receive a permit.

Vice-chair Reed reopened public comment.

Judi Caron noted that the modification to allow individuals under the age of 12 had been to allow parents to introduce their children to the sport of hunting thus giving youth an opportunity to engage in the sport and harvest swans.  

Vice-chair Reed closed the public hearing.

Responding to Member Smith’s inquiry, Game Warden Randy Lusetti explained that there is a state law governing the possession of big game parts, including sheds.  The intent of the modification is to allow an individual to obtain a form so that Game Wardens’ can investigate the find and determine whether the animal was killed by human activity.  Once the investigation is satisfactory concluded the individual will then receive permission to pick-up the shed.  

During the discussion it was explained that the average age of rams had been increasing in recent years and that there are sufficient rams and sheep to maintain herd populations.  Other discussion noted that the younger rams are not necessarily the primary breeding stock and that a number of younger rams are lost annually to accidents, predators and other factors.  

In response to a suggestion to return the Swan to a tag instead of a permit, it was explained that such action would reduce hunter opportunity for youth who can legally hunt swan with a permit under the age of 12, whereas a tag cannot be issued to anyone under the age of 16.  

It was moved by Member Smith, seconded by Member Copeland, to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners approve Commissioner General Regulation 402 LCB (Legislative Counsel Bureau) File No. R055-1 Bighorn Sheep and Swan changes to NAC (Nevada Administrative Code) 502.345, as written.   

Member Copeland pointed out that a change from permit to tag for the Swan hunt could be brought as a separate agenda item in the future.  

The motion carried: Members Copeland and Smith assenting; Member Harwell dissenting; Vice-chair Reed abstaining; and Chair Flowers absent. 

Vice-chair Reed reordered the agenda. 

14.	COMMISSION REGULATION 12–1, Black Bear Season – For Possible Action – A review, discussion and possible action to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners (Commission) to approve, deny or otherwise modify regulations for the 2012 Black Bear season including open areas/units, dates, legal weapons, hours, and specific regulations for the hunting of Black Bears including proposed indoctrination provisions. [Taken out of agenda order]

Vice-chair Reed opened the agenda item and noted that a number of letters/e-mails had been received in opposition and one in support of the hunt (copies of all correspondence on file).  

Member Smith explained that this particular agenda item relates only to boundaries and seasons including open areas/unit, date, legal weapons and indoctrination provisions.  It is Member Smith’s belief that the permanent regulations pertaining to the Black Bear hunt would need to be modified using the LCB (Legislative Counsel Bureau) process to amend NRS (Nevada Revised Statutes).  Although a Bear Subcommittee was created by the Commission (Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners) that group has not yet met.
 
Vice-chair Reed read correspondence from Margaret Martini, Elaine Carrick, Patrick McLaughlin, Paulette Cash in opposition and one from the Coalition for Nevada’s Wildlife in support (copies on file). 

Vice-chair Reed opened public comment.

Carolyn Stark expressed her opposition to the hunt and drew attention the multiple recreational opportunities available in the Lake Tahoe Basin.  Ms. Stark noted that she had decided to recreate on the California side due to the lack of hunting in that area.  Of particular concern is the risk of bad publicity that would arise from an accident involving a hunter and other recreational user and what she believes is an unfair advantage for hunters in late fall as the bears prepare for hibernation.  

Member Smith pointed out that bear hunting does occur on the California side of Lake Tahoe. 

Commissioner Jack Robb noted that the agenda language included the words “specific regulations” and that, in his opinion, the board can discuss and make recommendation on all aspects of the regulations.  Mr. Robb noted that while NRS (Nevada Revised Statutes) is the state law, NAC (Nevada Administrative Code) can be modified by Commission action.  Commissioner Robb stated that he did not want to deprive the public of any opportunity to provide input and recommendations for Commission consideration.  

Vice-chair Reed noted that the public can make comment on any aspect of the regulations during the public comment period.  

Judi Caron commented that she believes recommendations on the indoctrination program can be made.  

Mike Smith recalled the August 2011 meeting and explained that the trail leading to the Mount Rose summit is one of the most congested in the region and that while the intent is not to halt hunting, the issue, in his opinion, is public safety for those living and recreating in the Lake Tahoe area.  Mr. Smith believes that the hunt is not intended for population management but rather for hunter opportunity.  Mr. Smith expressed his hope that the board would do what is right. 

Margaret Martini outlined her issues with the data collected and lack of scientific basis for the data collected.  Ms. Martini noted that in order for data to have value it must also have an independent peer review and that the information she was allowed to see appeared to be marginally completed.  Ms. Martini also outlined the costs associated with the Black Bear hunt which appear to outweigh the fees and fines collected.  Of particular concern is the continued disregard of the public’s opposition.  

Lloyd Peake noted that he spends considerable time in the Carson Range and that the chief concern is and should be the public’s safety.  It is Mr. Peake’s suggestion that all Trailheads have posted warnings that hunting is allowed so that other recreational users of the region can make an informed decision on whether or not to use the trail.  

Cathy Smith commented that she had been reading a lot on the subject and had come to the conclusion that while she has no objection to ethical hunter, hunting has changed significantly over the past 100-years.  Ms. Smith noted that several states do not allow the hunting of bears with dogs, which raises the question of whether hunters in states banning the use of dogs are more proficient than in states allowing the use of dogs.  Ms. Smith noted that the negative perception of hunting, in her opinion, will continue to rise thus harming the wildlife sportsmen profess to love.  

Cathy Brandhorst commented that bears are used at the Circus-Circus and that guns are taken inside to shoot them. 
 
Heather Lackey commented that, in her opinion, public lands should be open to all types of public recreation not just some.  

Pamela Gartin outlined her concern about the methods used in hunting bears such as ATV‘s (All Terrain Vehicles), dogs, and other technology that is not in keeping with the fair chase principle.  It is Ms. Gartin’s belief that perhaps 75-percent of the population approve hunting for food but oppose trophy hunting.  

Judi Caron recalled that there had been significant discussion about setting seasons and quotas based on scientific evidence.  Of concern is the closure of a portion of the Lake Tahoe Basin west of the Rim Trail.  Ms. Caron noted that some individuals had missed the two (2) indoctrination classes held thus causing some hunters not to get their tag.  It is suggested that regulations be modified to require the removal of a carcass as is done with other big game animals.  

Jerry Lowry recalled the comments about hunting not being acceptable in certain areas and pointed out that hunting has occurred in the area for decades and centuries without conflict.  Mr. Lowery noted that hunting is as big a sport as hiking and other recreational uses.  Additionally, allowing the use of public lands by one group while denying other groups is, in his opinion, out of line. 

Joel Blakeslee noted that discussion about the use of dogs and/or GPS (Global Positioning Satellite) collars may be a slippery slope.
 
Bob Brunner commented that the season data had not yet been developed thus making it somewhat difficult to take action before the scientific data is available.  Mr. Brunner noted that California had 1,500 tags compared to the 40 tags issued for Nevada.  Additionally, those living in the Tahoe Basin cause more bear deaths than the hunt.  Mr. Brunner pointed out that congested and developed areas are already closed to hunting.
 
Larry Johnson – Coalition for Nevada’s Wildlife, commented that, in his opinion, bear hunting is not a public safety issue.  Pointing out that Nevada has a miniscule quota compared to California, Mr. Johnson suggested that if residents of the Tahoe Basin wished to make a difference they should lobby for legislation that would provide funding for mandatory bear resistance trash containers.  Mr. Johnson believes that it is not appropriate to take action before having the scientific data and input from the Bear Subcommittee. 

Vice-chair Reed closed public comments.

Carl Lackey – NDOW (Nevada Department of Wildlife), noted that while the first bear taken was done so illegally the individual was captured, and convicted.  Of the bears taken five (5) were female and nine (9) male.  Mr. Lackey noted that the hunters were a cross section of those hunting with and without dogs and was comprised of both men and women hunters with the last harvest occurring towards the end of the season.  Typically, hunters used about 25-days of the season with some individuals traveling from southern Nevada.  The harvest included mostly 7 to 8 year old bears with the largest weighing in at 430 pounds.  Mr. Lackey then noted that none of the bears harvested were taken in the Tahoe Basin as defined by the United States Forest Service (USFS).  However, about five (5) bears were killed and removed from the Tahoe Basin by Public Safety Management plus four (4) other bears were killed by vehicles.  The Black Bear hunt has raised community awareness of the Black Bear, which may assist in the development and implementation of effective ordinances.  Mr. Lackey noted that the Incline Village General Improvement District had passed an effective ordinance about 3-years ago, while Douglas and Carson City Counties passing have less effective ordinances.  However, Washoe County has not developed an ordinance.  

Vice-chair Reed stated that a break would be taken at the end of this agenda item and asked whether the board wished to take action or delay a decision until scientific data and recommendations of the Bear Subcommittee were available.
  
Member Copeland commented that he did not believe any decision should be made without the Bear Subcommittee’s input.  

Member Smith explained that, in his opinion, the board could take action to set the season dates and determine hunt boundaries.
 
Vice-chair Reed commented that while he has some indication on the season proposal he believes the Bear Subcommittee should look at this.  

Member Harwell noted his concern that without the additional information the board may be “shooting in the dark.”
 
Member Smith suggested that the season opening be changed from August 20, to September 15, 2012.  

Responding to Member Smith’s inquiry about when the first bears were harvested, Mr. Lackey commented that two or three were taken during the first few days after opening.  One of the concerns expressed by hunters was the heat during the month of August which is difficult for bears and dogs.  Additionally, some indicated a desire to have the hunt start after the Labor Day holiday in the future.  

Member Smith noted that if a season is not set at the February 3 and 4, 2012, Commission meeting a special draw will have to be conducted since hunt applications are available in March as occurred in 2011.  

Member Copeland commented that the hunt occurs in Washoe County and that action taken may send a message to the Bear Subcommittee who will hopefully take note of the discussions.  

It was moved by Member Smith, seconded by Member Harwell, to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners approve Commission Regulation 12-1 Black Bear Season, and change the opening date to September 15, 2012 with a closing date of December 31, 2012, with the Bear Subcommittee developing Unit quotas and additional recommendations for other modifications to the hunt.  

Member Copeland commented that he believes a three month season on Black Bear is sufficient and suggested the season close on November 14, 2012.
 
During the discussion it was noted that most other big game seasons were 61-days or less   As the discussion continued, it was explained by Mr. Lackey that the season had been set to coincide with the State of California season

The motion carried: Members Copeland, Harwell and Smith assenting; Vice-chair Reed abstaining; and Chair Flowers absent.

Commissioner Robb noted that there were some misprints in the Commission’s agenda and that the Bear Subcommittee had not yet met.  Mr. Robb noted that Judi Caron representing Coalition for Nevada’s Wildlife had recently been appointed; Commissioner Jeremy Drew and himself representing sportsmen, Commission Chair McNinch representing conservation and a representative of the No Bear Hunt Nevada organization.  

The meeting recessed at 8:34 p.m. and reconvened at 8:42 p.m.  A quorum was present (Chair Flowers absent).

A motion by Member Copeland to reopen Agenda Item 14, died, due to lack of a second.  

10.	COMMISSION GENERAL REGULATION 403, LCB (Legislative Counsel Bureau) File No. R078-11, Unit Boundary Description Changes to NAC (Nevada Administrative Code) 504.210 – For Possible Action – A review, discussion and possible action to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners (Commission) to approve, deny or otherwise modify proposed changes to wildlife management area and unit descriptions. 

Vice-chair Reed opened the agenda item and asked for public comment.  Hearing no public comment Vice-chair Reed brought the matter back to the board for discussion.

Responding to Member Smith’s inquiry about the modifications, Mike Dobel – NDOW (Nevada Department of Wildlife) explained that the proposed changes had been in process for several years.  However, since the changes are not in the western region he is unfamiliar with the reasoning, which he believes to be more in line with house-keeping.  

Member Copeland noted that none of the changes were pertinent to Washoe County. 

It was moved by Member Smith, seconded by Member Copeland, to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners to approve Commission General Regulation 403, LCB (Legislative Counsel Bureau) R078-11 Unit Boundary Descriptions to NAC (Nevada Administrative Code) 504.210.  The motion carried: Members Copeland, Harwell and Smith assenting; Vice-chair Reed abstaining; and Chair Flowers absent. 

Member Smith commented that it would be useful to have someone from the Department (Nevada Department of Wildlife) that could provide background information on subject matter.

Mr. Dobel concurred noting that as the Commission (Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners) agenda expands it is more difficult to have subject matter experts present.  The board may wish to forward this concern to the director. 

11.	COMMISSION GENERAL REGULATION 404, LCB (Legislative Counsel Bureau) File. No. R091–11, Radio Telemetry and Satellite Transmitter Regulations – For Possible Action – A review, discussion and possible action to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners (Commission) to approve, deny or otherwise modify an amendment to Chapter 503 of NAC (Nevada Administrative Code) prohibiting the use of an electronic receiving device to locate wildlife fitted with an electronic transmitting device while hunting, requiring notification of the Department when a radio-marked animal with a transmitting device is harvested, coordinate the return of the transmitting device to the Department, and prohibiting the destruction of such a transmitting device except by qualified Department personnel and other matters properly relating thereto. 

Vice-chair Reed opened the agenda item which prohibits the use of electronic receivers to locate animals wearing radio collars and the destruction of such equipment. 

Responding to Member Smith’s inquiry, Mike Dobel – NDOW (Nevada Department of Wildlife), explained that some dog tracking devices have been able to track collared deer, several of which were harvested.  Mr. Dobel noted that there are +600 collars on big game and other species.  

Hearing no public comment, Vice-chair Reed asked for board discussion or a motion.

It was moved by Member Copeland, seconded by Member Harwell, to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners approve Commission General Regulation 404, LCB (Legislative Counsel Bureau) File No. R091-11, Radio Telemetry and Satellite Transmitted Regulations, as written.  The motion carried: Members Copeland, Harwell and Smith assenting; Vice-chair Reed abstaining; and Chair Flowers absent. 

12.	REQUEST FOR ANTELOPE FROM THE YAKAMA NATION IN WASHINGTON STATE – For Possible Action – A review, discussion and possible action to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners (Commission) to approve, deny or otherwise modify a request from the Yakama Nation for up to 100 antelope for release on tribal lands in Washington State; and  
13.	REQUEST FOR DESERT BIGHORN SHEEP FROM THE UTAH DIVISION OF WILDLIFE RESOURCES – For Possible  Action – A review, discussion and possible action to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners (Commission) to approve, deny or otherwise modify a request from the State of Utah for desert bighorn sheep for release in Utah.

Mike Dobel – NDOW (Nevada Department of Wildlife), noted that a request had been received.  While a capture is not planned this winter, Desert Big Horn, Rocky Mountain and other sheep have been received from other states including Idaho, Oregon, Utah, Washington as well as British Columbia and other Provinces in Canada.  Mr. Dobel commented that the Yakima Nation does not, to his knowledge, open hunting on the reservation to the general public.  However, the herd tends to move on and off the reservation lands seasonally.  Mr. Dobel pointed out that there is a sufficient Pronghorn Antelope population to support the transplant request, without any detrimental effects.  Mr. Dobel explained that the State of Utah and the Yakima Nation would be responsible for all costs associated with the capture and transport.  

Hearing no public comment, Vice-chair Reed asked for board discussion or a motion.  

During the discussion concern was expressed about how the Yakima Nation would keep the Pronghorn Antelope on reservation land and whether the public would have hunting access.  As the discussion continued, it was pointed out there is limited winter range for the herd in Nevada which has increased ten-fold with no additional areas in the State of Nevada to move excess populations.  Additionally, a dramatic increase in the number of tags would be unacceptable to the public.  It was emphasized that a transfer of Pronghorn Antelope to the Yakima Nation would be a betterment of the species as many animals could be lost during a severe winter.  

Vice-chair Reed noted that the assistance of the sovereign nations will be a benefit in the fight with the federal agencies when dealing with wolves and other species.  

It was moved by Member Smith, seconded by Member Copeland, to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners approve: 1) a request from the Yakima Nation in Washington State for up to one-hundred (100) Pronghorn Antelope; and 2) a request by the State of Utah for Desert Big Horn to be released in the State of Utah.  The motion carried: Members Copeland, Harwell and Smith assenting; Vice-chair Reed abstaining and Chair Flowers absent. 

15.	COMMISSION REGULATION 11–03, AMENDMENT No. 1, Big Game Seasons – For Possible Action – A review, discussion and possible action to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners (Commission) to approve, deny or otherwise modify amendments to recommend changes to big game season dates and bighorn sheep indoctrination provisions.

Mike Dobel – NDOW (Nevada Department of Wildlife), drew attention to the information provided and noted that there are only minor modifications.  Mr. Dobel noted that the previous Commission (Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners) had made changes to the Elk recommendations last year that were not compatible with Elk Management Plans and policies.  Mr. Dobel explained that the change to a specific date opening had both pros and cons.  However, a consistent policy of season opening dates provided greater clarity to Game Wardens when dealing with season opening issues.  Mr. Dobel also noted that there are a number of overlapping seasons opening/closing that occurs under either opening date criteria.

Vice-chair Reed opened public comment. 

Jerry Lowery noted concerns that a specific opening date may lead to hunting becoming a sport only the rich can afford as not everyone can take days off in mid-week.  Mr. Lowery also noted that split seasons were problematic and that he believes season opening should revert to a Saturday rather than a specific date.

Judi Caron recalled that an emergency depredation hunt in Unit 231 had been discussed at the December meeting of the Commission.  

Vice-chair Reed closed public comment.  

Responding to Member Copeland’s inquiry about Unit 145, Mr. Dobel explained that the intent is to remove Elk from that particular unit.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Member Smith suggested that the early and late deer seasons start five days later and closing on November 5.  

Chris Hampson – NDOW (Nevada Department of Wildlife), outlined the staff discussions and recalled that some season dates were changed at the Commission level.  Mr. Hampson noted that that the date change did reduce the number of overlapping seasons but some overlap still remains just due to the fact that there are so many hunts and seasons to deal with. 

Member Smith recalled that one of the discussions about moving to a date specific opening was that it would reduce printing errors.  

Vice-chair Reed commented that he supports Mr. Lowery’s suggestion to move back to the Saturday opening date, which provides greater hunter opportunity. 

Mr. Hampson noted the internal discussions and pointed out that in some areas of the state the primary industry works most weekends resulting in different perspectives on season opening.  

Vice-chair Reed read Chair Flowers’ comments (copy on file) into the record.
 
Antelope Hunts

It was moved by Member Smith, seconded by Member Harwell to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners approve Hunts 2151, 2251, 2171, 2161, 2261 and 2181 as written.  The motion carried: Members Copeland, Harwell and Smith assenting; Vice-chair Reed abstaining; and Chair Flowers absent. 

Elk

It was moved by Member Harwell, seconded by Member Smith, to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners approve Hunts 4102, 4151, 4251, 4156, 4256, 4161, 4261, 4181, 4176 and 4111 as written.  The motion carried: Members Copeland, Harwell and Smith assenting; Vice-chair Reed abstaining; and Chair Flowers absent.  

Bighorn Sheep

It was moved by Member Smith, seconded by Member Harwell, seconded by Member Smith, to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners approve Hunts 3151, 3251, 8151, 8251, 9151, 7151 and 7251 as written.  The motion carried: Members Copeland, Harwell and Smith assenting; Vice-chair Reed abstaining; and Chair Flowers absent.

MULE DEER

Vice-chair Reed conveyed Chair Flowers’ recommendations on season opening and closing dates (copy on file).   

Mr. Dobel stated that there would be no issue with changes to the opening/closing dates.  

There was some discussion about the opening and closing dates.  During the discussion opinions were expressed in support of and in opposition to split seasons.  Other discussion suggested that all seasons, including the Youth Hunt close on November 5 regardless of single or split season.  

It was moved by Member Smith, seconded by Member Copeland, to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners approve Hunt 1107, 1101, 1181, 1235, 1331, 1371 and 1341 with all non-split season hunts opening October 10 and closing November 5.  The motion carried: Members Copeland, Harwell and Smith assenting; Vice-chair Reed abstaining; and Chair Flowers absent.

2012 Bighorn Sheep Indoctrination Courses 

It was moved by Member Smith, seconded by Member Copeland, to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners approve the 2012 Bighorn Sheep Indoctrination Courses as written.  The motion carried: Members Copeland, Harwell and Smith assenting; Vice-chair Reed abstaining; and Chair Flowers absent. 

16.	COMMISSION REGULATION 11–06, Amendment No. 2, 2012 Wildlife Heritage, Silver State, and Partnership in Wildlife Tags – For Possible Action – A review, discussion and possible action to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners (Commission) to approve, deny or otherwise modify an amendment to annual regulation regarding the 2012 Silver State Tag species and seasons by adding a Nelson Bighorn Sheep tag and other matters related thereto.

Vice-chair opened the agenda item.

Member Smith disclosed that he is a member of the Subcommittee and that he will convey the actions of this board but will vote as an individual on the Subcommittee.  Member Smith asked whether any other board member wished to attend and convey the Washoe County position.  Member Smith pointed out that the Silver State tag exceeded expectations.

During the discussion it was noted that there is a set number of tags that can be used for the Heritage, Silver State and PIW (Partnership in Wildlife) tags.  Other discussion noted that the inclusion of a sheep tag should enhance the process.  As the discussion continued, it was explained that the Silver State, Heritage and PIW tags come from a pool of fifteen (15) tags, whereas the Dream Tag is a single tag from each species having a total of fifty (50) tags the previous year.  It was pointed out that the limited number of Black Bear tags precluded the inclusion of that species in the Dream Tag offering.

It was moved by Member Smith, seconded by Member Copeland, to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners approve Commission Regulation 11-06, Amendment No. 2, 2012 Wildlife Heritage, Silver State and Partnership in Wildlife Tags (PIW), as written.  The motion carried: Members Copeland, Harwell and Smith assenting; Vice-chair Reed abstaining; and Chair Flowers absent. 

17.	COMMISSION REGULATION 07–07, Amendment No. 9, Overton-Key Pittman Hunter Reservation System – For Possible Action – A review, discussion and possible action to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners (Commission) to approve, deny or otherwise modify an amendment to a portion of Commission Regulation 07-07 to address issues of concern related to the current method of awarding dove hunt reservations at the Overton Wildlife Management Area.

Hearing no public comment on the agenda item Vice-Chair Reed asked for board discussion or a motion.

It was moved by Member Harwell, seconded by Member Copeland, to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners approve Commission Regulation 07-07, Amendment No. 9, Overton-Key Pittman Hunger Reservation System, as written.  The motion carried: Members Copeland, Harwell and Smith assenting; Vice-chair Reed abstaining; and Chair Flowers absent.

18.	COMMISSION REGULATION 12–03, 2013 Heritage Tag Regulation – For Possible Action – A review, discussion and possible action to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners (Commission) to approve, deny or otherwise modify an annual regulation relating to the 2013 Heritage Tags, species, seasons, unit groups and other matters related thereto.

Vice-chair Reed opened the agenda item outlining support materials provided and opened public comment. 

Jack Robb, speaking as a private citizen, commented that, in his opinion, the date for the Heritage Tag should be moved to August 1. 

Vice-chair Reed closed public comments.  

Vice-chair Reed read Chair Flowers’s comments (copy on file) noting that Chair Flowers was opposed to adding the Nelson Bighorn to the mix.  

Member Smith noted that he disagreed with Chair Flowers’ recommendation and explained that he believes the addition of the Nelson Bighorn will be an asset.  Additionally, Member Smith believes that a better job can be done in promoting the Heritage tag process, which he will discuss at the meeting tomorrow (January 27, 2012).  

It was moved by Member Smith, seconded by Member Copeland, to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners approve Commissioner Regulation 12-03, 2013 Heritage Tag Regulation and change the opening for the California Bighorn to August 1 with a closing date of November 15.   The motion carried: Members Copeland, Harwell and Smith assenting; Vice-chair Reed abstaining; and Chair Flowers absent.

19.	COMMISSION REGULATION 12-04, 2012 Dream Tag Regulation – For Possible Action – A review, discussion and possible action to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners (Commission) to approve, deny or otherwise modify an annual regulation relating to Dream Tag seasons, unit groups, legal weapons, hunting hours and other matters related thereto.

Vice-chair Reed outlined the agenda item and summarized the background material provided (copy on file)

Hearing no public comment Vice-chair Reed asked for discussion or a motion. 

During a brief discussion it was noted that annual; stamp allowed individuals to purchase tickets at $5.00 each.  Other discussion noted that the funds from the sale of the Dream Tag tickets benefitted habitat restoration only and could not be used for predator control projects.  It was pointed out while there is no limitation on the number of tickets an individual could purchase the non-transferable tag could be returned to the Department (Nevada Department of Wildlife) for reissue or held by the recipient if a non-hunter is awarded the tag.  

It was moved by Member Copeland, seconded by Member Smith, to recommend that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners approve Commission Regulation 12-04, 2012 Dream Tag Regulation, as written.  The motion carried: Members Copeland, Harwell and Smith assenting; Vice-chair Reed abstaining; and Chair Flowers absent.

20.	WASHOE COUNTY ADVISORY BOARD TO MANAGE WILDLIFE MEMBERS AND/OR STAFF ANNOUNCEMENTS, REQUESTS FOR INFORMATION AND SELECTION OF TOPICS FOR FUTURE AGENDAS (Non-action item) – Selection of additional agenda item(s) for the Thursday, March 15, 2012, meeting.

A consensus was reached to allow Member Smith to represent the Washoe County Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife’s position 

No new agenda items identified.  

21.	PUBLIC COMMENTS (Non-action item) 

Cathy Smith noted that of the ten states not allowing the use of dogs, four allow baiting. 

Jerry Lowery noted that the board had not offered public comment during each of the species under Item 15. 

22.	ADJOURNMENT (Non-action item)

Vice-chair Reed adjourned the meeting at 10:08 p.m.








