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Wednesday, November 9, 2011 @ 1:00 p.m. 

 
1 Call to Order ï Chairman McNinch 

 
Chairman McNinch called meeting to order at 1:00 p.m. 

 
Chairman McNinch welcomed everyone in attendance and introduced the committee 
members. Commissioner Jeremy Drew, Rural Sportsman Representative, Jack Robb, 
Washoe County Sportsman Representative, Rob Buonamici, Chief of Law Enforcement, 
and he is the Washoe County Representative for Conservation Community.  The 
meeting in Las Vegas, there were individualôs expectations, quorum, have an open 
dialogue and respectful to everyoneôs comments. Everybody has concerns from a 
different prospective. In Las Vegas there were concerns from the meeting they had 
walked slightly outside the intent of the Legislation, SB 226 and possibly with the 
agenda.  He has had communication with the Chairman McBeath of the Nevada Board 
of Wildlife Commission and the Attorney Generalôs Office. The decision was they took 
note of the concerns. We will manage honoring the system, there has not been a formal 
complaint filed. This is a complex difficult process to go through. There are a lot of 
different interest and issues. There is a lot of interpretation in regards to SB226. There 
may be a point when we go through the public comment he will bring back your 
comments to the public safety, he referred to agenda item number 4.  
 
 2 Approval of Agenda ï For Possible Action 
 The Committee will review the agenda and may take action to approve the 
 agenda. The Committee may remove items from the agenda, combine items for 
 consideration or take items out of order. 
 
Commissioner Robb makes a motion to approve the agenda as written, seconded by 
Commissioner Drew. All in favor. Motion passed. 
 
3* Review of SB 226 - Informational 
 The Committee will be briefed on SB 226 and associated statutory requirements of the 

Commission. 
 

Rob Buonamici, Chief Game Warden said over the years the first instances that initiated 
looking at trapping regulation, there was an instance up Thomas White Creek area in 
2006, a pet dog was caught in a trap and as a result of that incident the Trappers 
Association, TrailSafe got together and worked out a reasonable solution to address 
that issue and as a result to that there was an amendment to NAC 504.340. The 
amendment consisted of ñtrapping is prohibited within a 1000 feet of each side of the 
following designated hiking trails established within that portion of the Humboldt Toiyabe 
National Forest that is located North of the Washoe County line West of U S 395 etc 
etcéò Those trails were listed that addressed that situation, both parties came together 
to work out that solution.  In 2010 there was a feral cat that was caught in a trap in a city 
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park in Sparks within the city limits. TrailSafe and the Trappers Association again, got 
together again to work on the situation, through the regulatory process.   There was a 
meeting hosted by one of the attorneys in town present were TrailSafe and Nevada 
Trappers Association and other interested parties got together and came up with a Law 
Enforcement perspective reasonable solution. There was a petition drafted by TrailSafe 
and presented to Board of Wildlife Commissioners, petition was never adopted.  
TrailSafe went to the Legislature this last session and SB226 was the result of that.  
SB226 had language similar to the original product that was with the meetings of 
TrailSafe and Nevada Trappers Association.  The Legislature then struck a good portion 
of that language and the Legislature did adopt was that the Commission was to adopt 
regulations governing the trapping of Furbearing mammals in a residential area in a 
county whose population is 100,000 or more.  Attached to the agenda is what is referred 
to as trapping regulation frame work, this is what we came up with as a starting point, 
and is open to discussion.  What that does is itôs unlawful for a person to set a trap other 
than a box or a cage trap within 1000 feet of residents within the borders of Clark and 
Washoe Counties.  We stayed focused on what the Legislature mandated we address. 
We also have an exemption in there the provisions of this section do not apply to an 
employee of the department acting in an official capacity. He gave an example, if an 
employee had to go out an trap a raccoon, rabies vector species, they could do it.  
 
Chairman McNinch asked the committee if they had questions.  
 
Committee had none.  
 
4 Review draft trapping regulation ï For Possible Action 

The Committee will be presented with a draft trapping regulation and may take action to 
provide direction to staff on recommended changes. 

 
Chairman McNinch asked Mr. Buonamici to give them an update. 
 
Mr. Buonamici said it is unlawful to set a trap within 1000 feet of a residence within the 
borders of Clark and Washoe County.  An exemption for Nevada Department of Wildlife 
(NDOW) employees acting in official capacity, second exemption the provision of this 
section do not apply to a person trapping under authority of a permit issued by the 
department, i.e., the pest control companies who have our permits would be exempted 
from the provisions of this regulation. Nothing in this section is intended to prevent a 
person from controlling unprotected mice using a mouse trap in or about their 
residence. Section 4 provides definitions ñbox or cage trapsò, means any device, 
designed to contain or confine an animal within a box or cage. Any device designed, 
built or made to close upon any portion of an animal shall not be considered a box or 
cage trap.  ñResidenceò means any house, room, apartment, tenement or other building 
designed and intended for occupancy as a residence. ñMouse trapò means a device 
whose structure and function indicates a device specifically designed for catching mice. 
ñUnprotected miceò means all unprotected rodents in the family Muridae. This is a 
starting point and everybody is welcome to comment on this and make suggestions.  
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Chairman McNinch said we will go to public comment. He asked the public to stick to 
the time limit and the topic. Conducting an open meeting and open dialogue, it is hard to 
stay on topic. Once we have gone through our public comment for statutory of our 
meeting we will open up for a dialogue, suggestions and thoughts.  
 
Commissioner Robb said there will be a three minute time limit for an individual and for 
an official representative of an organization there is six minutes.  
 
Public Comment 
 
Trish Swain, Director of Trail Safe Nevada said thank you very much Chairman 
McNinch and members for holding these public hearings, she had no idea it would be 
this large and formal.  When we started TrailSafe in 2007 we would even have any 
controversy what so ever, they thought it was common since that nobody would want 
traps in areas where shooting is not permitted. Obvious common sense that nobody 
wants a pet trapped, but of course the Nevada Trappers Association agrees with them 
and has all along.  Itôs amazing to her that this has become as a politicized issue. She 
would hope that we do not get caught in a political agreement; and hope we would just 
look at the basic common sense of public safety, protecting our pets, protecting our 
citizens, and protecting our animals.  She presented a map of congested areas of 
Washoe County this is a map that shows the congested areas of Washoe County. I will 
restrict my remarks to Washoe County the Clark County people will talk to you about 
Clark County.  She said she will just make a few quick remarks and then she said she 
will get into the suggested regulation.  She also said she would like to point out that 
Nevada has grown 35.1% from 2000 to 2010 where as the USA has only grown in 
population 9.7%, Washoe County has had tremendous growth and with growth you get 
new social attitudes and new social situations as well as new fiscal situations where our 
subdivisions and our suburbs are moving into what was previously rural country.  She 
think itôs obvious and wonôt deliberate in the interest of time and she will get right to the 
regulation and by covering and make most of the points she would like to make.  SB 
226 specifically requires the Board of Wildlife Commissioners to adopt regulations 
governing the trapping of animals.  As currently written, this is like a draft that we are 
going to build on, she believes what we have on this piece of paper here that Rob has 
written do not meet the goal that we would all like to see.  First of all the draft regulation 
refer only to residents within the borders of Clark County or Washoe County.  While 
Clark and Washoe County are currently the only counties with a population of 100,000 
or more this could change in the future. As such the draft regulation should explicitly 
state that the regulations apply to any county with a population of 100,000 or more.  In 
addition the draft regulations allow body gripping traps within 1000 feet of a residence.  
To close to have a protective effect and to difficult to determine therefore, Trail Safe has 
determined along with our many supporters that the only reasonable boundary for what 
we are all trying to accomplish here would be the entire firearms congested areas of 
Washoe County.  We have a map, a clear definition of what those areas are, those 
areas will expand as population expands, taking care of the problem so we donôt have 
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to constantly be readdressing it.  She personally doesnôt have a clue what 1000 feet 
looks like, she knows her dog can run 1000 feet in a split second.  That brings us to the 
leash laws which is a little out of context here but I know itôs going to come up and leash 
laws do allow dogs in congested areas if they are under voice command.  Now we do 
not live in New York City we donôt even live in Las Vegas they live out here where most 
of us can even walk or take a very brief ride and be out in outback.  And one of the 
great pleasures of living in Washoe County and in Nevada general is having open 
space where our dogs can run.  We do not feel that we need to keep dogs on leashes 
for the entire county.  
 
Chairman McNinch asked Ms. Swain please tie it back to public safety, he understands 
that we can address that under regular public comment. 
 
Ms. Swain said she would get into the regulations here that we are talking about body 
gripping device the definitions make since I think we can agree on that.  The 
prohibitions, it would be unlawful for any person to set use of body gripping trap within 
the firearms congested areas.  It would be unlawful now here we get into the private 
property argument we do not believe that we can exempt private property we believe 
that the permit situation needs to be looked at, if a citizen wants a permit to trap on his 
private property why canôt we talk about attitudes towards animals towards trapping in 
general and look at a more humane attitude where we exhaust humane means such as 
fences, guard dogs, lamas and burrows if you ever herd animals, scaring coyotes its 
usually coyotes people are complaining about scaring them away, sealing up entrances 
to your home.  Why can we not have a permit process that requires the home owner be 
instructed inhuman and non lethal methods of nuisance control before a permit is 
issued.  The other point I want to make is that idea on traps because with that idea on 
traps I donôt see how we could possibly regulate trapping.  Now this body is empowered 
to do so because of the language which she wonôt have time to go into right now of SB 
226 you are empowered you do have the authority to require idea on traps there is no 
way we can regulate trapping unless we know who set that trap, who is responsible and 
hold them responsible for any pets or domestic animals or any other infraction. 
 
Chairman McNinch said if you have any written comments you can give them to the 
Recording Secretary and they can have them included in the minutes and provide 
opportunity for more discussion shortly.  He said he would like to make a point of 
clarification, they are going to hear the registration aspect and the visitation aspect with 
regards to trapping requirements and he wants to make it very clear that these are 
already contained in state statue, Nevada Revised Statue their statutory language this 
committee does not have the authority, neither does the Commission to address those 
issues directly. It would have to be handled through Legislative process, so he wants to 
make sure that everybodyôs expectations are realistic with regards to this committee 
even if this committee was charged with dealing with the specific issues  and it would 
not be able to that statutory language and it has to be dealt with at another arena. 
Nevada Revised Statue specifically addresses that which is a legislative process thatôs 
what our elected officials down at the Legislature are there to make laws specifically 
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addresses the visitation issue, visitation of traps which is currently set at 96 hours and it 
specifically addresses the issue of registration of traps which currently reads may 
register traps, it doesnôt require the traps to be registered with NDOW. That particular 
process to effect change in that arena is not something that this committee or the 
Commission can do directly.  They are dealing with regulations, those are statutory 
issues and are handled through the legislature, thatôs outside what this committee can 
do. Whatever is approved through here is not specifically going to address those issues 
because of their statutory. 
 
Commissioner Drew asked Ms. Swain he did read the attachments that you provided 
prior to the meeting, he wanted to make a clarification because on page 2 of your 
handout under prohibitions under A, it talks about unlawful to set a body gripping trap 
etc, etc, within the boundaries of either Clark or Washoe County, so he is a little 
confused you because today you talked about limiting that more to a congested area, 
could you please clarify what your groups position on that is. 
 
Ms. Swain said this was written in a general way because we were not sure at the time 
it was written and handed in what the people of Clark County would be talking about. 
Evidentially the whole county is firearms protected, she wasnôt sure the exact language.  
This was written in advance to that, what we are requesting today is that the entire 
firearms congested areas of Washoe County, not the entire county. 
 
Caron Tayloe, representing self said she is a resident of Washoe County since 
childhood and she also worked in Douglas County. At the present time, part of the 
reason she is here because of some of the things she has encountered in her work in 
Douglas County.  She is interested in the ability of NDOW to be able to regulate further 
regulate trapping, and to regulate trappers and traps. Her concern is that people donôt 
seem to understand that identification of traps and to visit traps every 24 hours actually 
is a safety issue.  If you ever been hiking and youôve encounter someoneôs pet in a trap 
or even for that matter other wildlife such as eagles in traps, which has happened to 
her, she believes that is a safety issue for all involved.  She also believes that checking 
traps every 24 hours is part of the humane process and she doesnôt know why they 
would think that looking at humane issues is not part of safety whether itôs with a wild 
animal or someoneôs pet. In her profession they have a Nevada State Board that 
regulates their activities with respect their interaction with the public.  Her board makes 
it very clear that it exists to protect the public and to ensure safety.  Her hope is that 
thatôs what they can do here and that also in her belief includes taking a look at some of 
these issues that they might have to go back to the legislature about.   
 
Bob Brunner, representing self said he wants to go ahead and support the efforts of the 
Nevada Trapping Association and what they are trying to do and he would also like to 
like to remind everybody that they are sticking to SB 226, the issues at hand and the 
charge that the committee has been given as far as sticking to facts on what your trying 
to get done here, sticking to the regulations that you can and he wanted to have 
everybody stick to those issues if they could.   
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Jim Puryear, representing self said he agrees with the trappers view of this situation, he 
said he would like to make one comment when he felt a little bit endangered on hiking 
trails with his dogs, he said he always kept his dogs on a leash when anyone else is 
around.  His dogs are trained and he thinks probably better than 99% of the other 
peopleôs dogs. The only time he felt endangered is when someoneôs dog is supposedly 
minded and attacked his dog and you get in between them. He thinks thatôs just a catch 
all to let them run which is unsafe for the public.  He knows he could sue them when he 
was bitten but he didnôt, and itôs just an issue. The 24 hour check maybe in the 
congested areas within a couple of miles but for out in the middle of the state itôs night 
and day and they are two different issues and looked at the legislature.  
 
Billy Howard, representing self said private property exemption is the issue we most 
sifted at TrailSafe meetings. They met with the Nevada Farm Bureau, Representative 
Doug Busselman one and a half months ago and discussed his concern that people do 
whatever they wish on their own property.  They tested taking the issue off the table, 
each time they came back to it and they found the regulation would not meet the criteria 
of reasonable if it did not indeed include the prohibition of body gripping traps 
throughout the entirety of the targeted locales. Box capture and other non destructive to 
limb or life traps will of course remain perfectly legal as a means of property owners to 
protect their land without the owners of maiming or killing a neighbors pet as surely 
some dogs do get loose or worse the adventures child who has hopped her fence to 
investigate the wide world on the other side.  If private property were to be exempted 
just exactly where would leg hold traps be banned, in the streets, in business corridors, 
on the margins of public parks, but not the residences that abut their borders.  Private 
property must not be exempted from the new trapping ban. Although trap identification 
is covered in NRS it would not necessarily require a new law to reinstate mandatory trap 
identification registration. Wildlife Commission has authority to make regulations.  We 
strongly urge mandatory trap identification; Chief Buonamici was quoted in the Las 
Vegas Review Journal on Monday, ñitôs like a license plate when you have a bank 
robbery you can get the plate number, but itôs probably a stolen car.ò Is it Chief 
Buonamici conclusion therefore that we should do away with automobile licenses all 
together. A trapping identification should not involve personal data, but should be 
tracked with the current register of trapping license numbers. This could only benefit  
NDOW wardens job by instantly identifying a trap as placed by commercial interests, a 
personal business or a so called recreational trappers.  Perhaps some sabotaging might 
occur of what, one to three percent of all traps, must that preclude the grader good a 
mandatory identification can do for NDOWôs obligation to enforce the law.  Lastly he 
would leave you with Article Three of the Universal Declaration of Animal Rights 
adopted by the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization in 1978. 
If it is necessary to kill an animal it must be instantaneous, painless, and cause no 
apprehension .    
Chairman McNinch reminded the public if it does not relate to this agenda item in 
regards to public safety, please refrain to public comment period.  
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Mark Hutchison, Critter Control said basically he is representing Critter Control he can 
also speak for industries, pest controls industry we are licensed by the Department of 
Agriculture, NDOW, California, Nevada, and by the Department of Defense.  They are 
looking for total exemptions from this regulation; basically he would like to see 
commercial nuisance wildlife control or pest measurement service providers, in the 
course of the work for which they are licensed or permitted by the state of Nevada, 
county, state and federal employees, and the conduct of their official duties of animal 
management.  We use a lot of tools in the trade to rid animals from commercial and 
residential structures. Also from public and private property, 40% of their businesses 
from the state of Nevada, cities, counties and from the federal government to hold them 
to a standard that would not work for the industry would be detrimental to their 
businesses, that would include pest control and nuisance wildlife control, the agencies 
and businesses that have signed on. he has also presented a letter from some 
organizations, Critter Control, Western Exterminators, Nevada Pest Management 
Association, Nevada Pest Control Association, National Wildlife Control Operators 
Association, Carson Creature Catchers, and Nevada Department of Agriculture. 
 
Commissioner Drew asked Mr. Hutchison where do you operate most of these, private 
property, municipal property, public property within the congested zones. 
 
Mr. Hutchison said they do, they might trap skunks for the City of Reno out of a public 
restroom or underneath a building, and probably 30-40% of the business is generated 
on public property other than private property. There are a lot of areas where they have 
problems with nuisance wildlife. 
 
Commissioner Drew asked Mr. Hutchison your saying the use of just box or cage traps 
is a pretty big restriction on how effective your operation is. 
 
Mr. Hutchinson said it would be detrimental, you figure that when we control gofers or 
moles in lawns the most wildly used trap is a body gripping trap that would be banned 
under this regulation. 
 
Commissioner Robb asked Mr. Hutchison do you consider your business in effect of 
public health and safety matter controlling gofers for kids playing in parks not stepping 
in gofer holes and injuring a leg. 
 
Mr. Hutchison said that is true basically their companies are here to protect public safety 
and health environment, peoples living environments from wild animals, it is a huge 
problem as they know statewide.  Most state agencies and county agencies cannot deal 
with the problem, you have pest control companies and nuisance wildlife control 
companies stepping up and doing that service for the community.  
Chairman McNinch noted Mr. Hutchison referenced some agencies, they did have a 
Board of Agriculture representative down in Las Vegas and he represented to them with 
the same letter and made it clear that most of the pest control operators were involved 
and he was representing their interest through this letter. He also said that it was a 
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concern in their Commission meeting to make sure that there was contact made to each 
of those organizations and that again an impression that their aware of whatôs going on 
and he wanted to note that. 
 
Joel Blakeslee, President of Nevada Trappers Association said he would like to 
comment on a couple of things, the first one is very important to use and thatôs the term 
public safety.  He doesnôt believe in any way shape or form they are a threat to public 
safety, you go on the internet and see if you can find any incidence of a child being 
caught, like is being represented and characterized all the time, it is simply not there.  
This is a deal that deals with dogs and cats occasionally; this is the next thing he would 
like to say.  He would like to keep this in perspective. There have been a couple of 
isolated incidenceôs the amount of energy  that has been spent on this for two years you 
would of thought they would of caught every dog in the county, that is not the case.  
This is an isolated thing, they have never caught a person, never caught a child and he 
takes offense to that characterization and would ask that they leave that language out of 
this discussion.  As far as the pets go they work very hard to avoid that, the efforts that 
they go to they are very good at it, occasionally it happens, things happen in this world. 
Dogs get hit by cars, get distemper, coyotes get them, stuff happens.  Its infrequent 
occurrence and this has become somewhat of a witch hound I guess.  He said that now 
that he got that off his chest, they are here in a spirit of cooperation to come up with 
something that satisfies as many people as possible. We have no interest in catching 
pets in fact they have a big disinterest in catching pets, that is not what they want to do 
and he want to make that crystal clear.  As far as SB 226 and what this regulation 
entails he believes that they are talking about five components, one is the distance from 
dwellings, two is the definition of boundaries where they are going to talk about 
counties, congested areas, distances from houses, and he believes private property 
needs to be on the table.  They are going to discuss riparian and waterways, and 
excluded parties like Mr. Hutchinson just talked about. He believes those are the five 
things we need to focus on.  As far as the peripheral issues if weôre going to talk about 
them he will do that at a later time and he certainly has a lot to say about that.   
 
Commissioner Robb asked Mr. Blakeslee do you or anyone you know trap within 1000 
feet currently. 
 
Mr. Blakeslee said no.  
 
Commissioner Robb said within 1000 yards.  
 
Mr. Blakeslee said occasionally you might trap some muskrats in a ditch by house but 
for the terrestrial creatures no not for fur trapping very often if ever. 
 
Commissioner Robb said waterways are a different scenario. 
 
Mr. Blakeslee said terrestrial. 
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Chairman McNinch said he will have questions on waterways because they didnôt get 
that opportunity to discuss down in Las Vegas simple fact being that they didnôt quite 
have the riparian areas that they do so they can see that itôs probably more of an issue 
that needed to be addressed up here and think they faulted up here. 
 
Mr. Blakeslee said Ira Hansen has language in regards to that, and he will be 
presenting today. They are on board with that language.  
  
Tom Smith, representing self said a couple of issues it looks to me that someone is 
trying to expand this way beyond the legislations intent.  It was to address counties with 
100,000 or more population, now their talking about expanding that again identification 
which would be all of our state, time limits which would again affect all of our state. They 
are extrapolating that because they are saying that maybe they have more population in 
some of our counties in our future right now there are only two counties and again itôs 
going beyond the intent of the legislature to start bringing some of these other things in 
put them on the table.  They really shouldnôt be addressed he felt when we are talking 
about two counties, Washoe County and Clark County.  And thatôs what the legislature 
intended.  Now we talked about humane ways of trapping an animal on your property 
Iôm sorry humane is not exactly a way a coyote or a raccoon treats their animals. There 
is probably not very few people in this room havenôt had a predator come on their 
property and kill one of their pets, itôs nothing humane about that if you ever have to 
take them to the veterinarian.  He thinks that when he is talking about that he really 
talking about public safety is also making sure that these predators canôt come up to our 
houses the people of private property have the right to trap on their own property and  
protect their families and their pets.  He thinks thatôs important part of public safety, 
thatôs where he was really going with that. Thatôs all he really wanted to say he thinks 
that private property should be exempted the people should have the right to protect 
themselves and their pets on their property and that there is nothing humane about the 
way other animals treat our pets.   
 
Darrell Ennes, Terminex said he represents the Structural Pest Control Industries which 
is slightly different, some of the other (inaudible) that you will be hearing from today and 
had heard from.  He agrees with the principal of what Mr. Hutchison said from Critter 
Control. He wanted to address specifically the structural pest control side, wondering 
why you exempted mice but havenôt exempted rats. Also moles, voles and gofers, many 
states when they have concerns about trapping will give exemptions for the common 5, 
rats, mice, moles, voles, and gofers.  You think about public safety if you canôt use traps 
then the only other way would be baits, baits are far more of a health concern, a child 
could ingest bait except for debilitating injuries far more than a child would maybe stick 
their hand in a mouse or a rat trap. He doesnôt know of any pets that have died or been 
injured seriously by stepping on a rat trap, if so can someone let him know.  He just 
thinks that weôre licensed by the Agriculture Department, he thinks that the structural 
pest control industries should have exemption similar to like they would have a permit 
from you.   
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Harvey Logan, Western Exterminator Company said pretty much that he would like to 
see accomplished has already been submitted to you. He thinks that at your meeting 
down in Las Vegas a letter was submitted on behalf of the pest control industry along 
with others, he would like to seek a full exemption for their industry. The draft 
regulations unfortunately do not go far enough with regards to exempting as catching a 
rat in a mouse trap would be difficult and they need to be worked on. 
 
Robbin Palmer, representing self she supports the regulations promoting checking traps 
at least every 24 hours.  She had an opportunity yesterday, approached a friend who 
was in a discussion with a trapper and the trapper was of course talking about the good 
things of trapping. He had a trap and he allowed the trap, I donôt know that much about 
the different kinds of traps, but he allowed the trap to snap shut on his fingers to show 
how benign it was.  She didnôt think of it at the time but she really wished she asked him 
to sit on the curb 24 hours, 48 hours, a week, with that trap on his hand.  She thinks that 
would have been a more realistic enactment of what trapping really is like.  
 
Chairman McNinch said please stick to the public safety comment period.  
 
Alfred Knepper, representing self said he has been a resident of Reno, Sparks for 31 
years; he also submitted an email, he wasnôt sure if he was going to make it today.  
Earlier this year they were out in the Dogskin mountain area and our dog got caught in a 
wire snare trap right next to the road, had a difficult time getting her out of the snare 
because he didnôt have pair of pliers on him, it cut her really quite badly and there was 
no indication there were any traps in the area at all. He is not against trapping, he is a 
very avid hunter and fisherman himself and he is against indiscriminant trapping and by 
that he thinks that in public areas. If they had some kind of indication that there are 
traps in the area, if they had something there that said there are traps within 1000 yards 
or whatever, then they could choose not to go there. This stuff about well I donôt know 
what 1000 feet is or a 1000 yards, there have been range finders on the market for 
years, he has one and their quite accurate. Google Earth if youôre so incline and you 
can go out there, you can do it in feet, yards whatever, you can very accurately figure 
out how far something is in todayôs world, anywhere on earth actually, and thatôs all he 
has to say.  Again he would like to have some kind of indication that there are traps in 
the area so that people can try to avoid that area if they wish, if not then your gambling, 
you canôt take your dog anywhere in the state and you expect to be able to run them 
without any problems. They are not going out there again because they donôt know if 
the trapper is still in the area or not and the dog could have been killed, their like our 
kids. 
 
 
Commissioner Robb asked Mr. Knepper were you in the Red Rock area.  
 
Mr. Napper said no, it was off of Winnemucca Ranch Road make a left in the Dogskin 
Mountains.  
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Commissioner Robb said close to residents, not close to residents.  
 
Mr. Napper said not close to residents, the BLM, ATV, Moon Rock area where they all 
go up there with their Jeeps and climb the rocks is just adjacent to it.  He did mention he 
is a retired teacher and some years ago they had the summer survival classes up in that 
area constantly and thatôs why he knew about it, itôs a nice area to go walking with your 
animals and stuff because there are a lot of trails.  If the summer survival classes had 
been there then the kids could have got in the traps.   
 
Kitty Jung, Washoe County Commission said thank you so much all of you for your 
service and dedication of the wildlife and the citizens of Nevada.  In response to the 
outcry in Washoe County in 2010 due to the trapping of the skunk and a feral cat she 
agenda size trapping laws at the Board of County Commissioners as she believes it 
was her duty to do as a citizen and it wasnôt just citizens in District 3 which your sitting in 
right now, she said this is her district.  It was in response to citizens county wide, She 
agenda size it against the advice of our district attorneyôs office, as you know we have 
no jurisdiction over that. She thought it was important that all the citizens could come 
together and all sides could state their case. She met with the Nevada Trappers 
Association, Mr. Hutchison, TrailSafe, and other citizens and after many hours of 
deliberation testimony the Board of Wildlife Commissioners was advised that itôs outside 
our purview as a board, so they then as a Commission encouraged all three sides to 
please get together and work up a compromise so that they would avoid having to make 
up any sort of new legislation.  Unfortunately that didnôt quite come together as they had 
wished, she is not going to point any fingers at anybody here, but she doesnôt believe 
that everybody started out in the spirit of cooperation as they had done in the previous 
instance in 2006. She approached Senator Lesley with others to help carry this bill and 
in response to nobodyôs ever been trapped either animal or child, that is absolutely not 
true.  There was a young woman who testified as being caught as a child in a trap and 
there was also a doctor who testified of treating many children who had been caught in 
traps.  Additionally she wishes trappers would take their own responsibility for their 
actions and regulates them. She is not a big believer that we need to write a new law 
every time somebody gets hurt.  Regulate your own, she doesnôt believe people here 
today testifying would agree with those trappers that made these mistakes either their 
probably not even part of your organization.  
 
Chairman McNinch said please get back on discussion on comment in regards to SB 
226 on the draft framework.  
 
Ms. Jung said she also wanted to point out that she is not an anti-hunter but she has 
spoken to lots of hunters and most of them are anti-trapper, she thinks thatôs an 
important distinction that you make as the subcommittee. In terms to private property 
issues, why donôt we look at best practices and look across the country what has 
worked and what hasnôt, and arenôt you charged with protecting species on private 
property, she said she is pretty sure they canôt take a doe or an elk off their private 
property without the proper licensing.  She would like to mention it doesnôt matter how 
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many dogs, cats, children are caught when it matters is when itôs yours, whether youôre 
a trapper or an anti-trapper.  Another point she wanted to make is that all legislation or 
nearly all legislation in this state that is so diverse includes population thresholds you 
can check that for yourself in NRS.  Finally when it comes to comparing being humane 
to wild animals attacking domestic animals is not compelling, humans have 
consciousness and humane is the root word for humanity which would be impossible for 
animals to have within them.  She hopes they can come to a compromise together and 
she believes that we do have some places to start from. Please be creative with the 
vendors because you can change some of this and make some different rules for them, 
he understands their hardship, but donôt be easy for yourselves.   
 
Chairman McNinch asked Ms. Jung youôre suggesting that with the exterminators the 
private businesses to handle those in a different form. 
 
Ms. Jung said yes she thinks that you should and she thinks that you should listen to 
some of their issues they probably have some important points to say.  She doesnôt 
believe itôs your job in government to make sure it makes their business fruitful but she 
does believe itôs your job in government when they get a license that you have 
regulations that protect both humans and the animals.  She doesnôt think theyôd have a 
problem with that either, their just saying that is too draconian in her mind, if she may 
speak for them and they have never been difficult to deal with and the trappers 
association has never been difficult to deal with. She wants you to know that too and 
they had a good conversation that evening, she doesnôt know what went sour, this is the 
last place she wanted this to end up and this was certainly the last place she wanted it 
to end up with the state to make laws that are so blanket and in some ways no 
applicable.   
 
Heather Anne Lackey, Carson Creature Catchers said she is also requesting exemption 
for all nuisance wildlife and pest control industries.  These restrictions on our industries 
would be absolutely devastating. They need all the tools that they can have to do the 
job that they need to do to protect people, because that is their job is public safety.  
Ridding areas, neighborhoods, businesses, of rabies animals is what they do on a daily 
basis and they need to not be restricted in any way in their efforts to do that. She thinks 
that itôs important that they donôt forget the real issue here when we talk about public 
safety is not so much a set trap rather itôs a disease animal, itôs a raccoon or a skunk 
carrying rabies, distemper those animals coming in contact with us as individuals as 
homeowners on our own places where they live.  Thatôs the real issue when it comes to 
public safety; she hears public safety is always a concern with a trap.  Thatôs what we 
really need to look at with public safety is the disease factors that we are regulating and 
they need to be able to do that, thatôs a much greater risk to all Nevada than any set 
trap could ever be.   
Larry Johnson, President Coalition for Nevadaôs Wildlife said he wants to reiterate this is 
not a public safety issue, it has been blown and we take great exception to that, 
comparing this and he seriously question the number of incidence that have been 
testified to previously as far as children ever being injured in traps.  As far as damage to 
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pets you can take a survey and he has called major veterinarian clinics in the area and 
asked them how often do you treat a pet whoôs been caught in a trap versus how often 
do you treat an animal who has suffered a coyote bite or a raccoon or whatever.  Public 
safety to people, this is not really shouldnôt be discussed in this figure; his dogs have 
been caught twice by leg hold traps and was pretty traumatic to me, didnôt hurt his dog. 
The last thing is he personally felt any exemption to commercial should be exempt 
should be extended to property owners they should not have to go hire a commercial 
entity to protect our livestock and our pets on our property.  As Heather Lackey said she 
thinks thatôs the issue of rabies of Hantavirus of these issues are a heck of a lot more 
public safety that a leg hold trap ever will be, and for that reason you need to take mice 
from your regulations and expand it to rodents.   
 
Jean Gribbin, Property Owner of Virginia Range said you didnôt want to discuss public 
safety, she does have a question, the esteem board has been given the task of 
changing the senate bill governing traps and other trapping, you guys have the power to 
illuminate body gripping traps all together, as a resident of the State of Nevada she 
sincerely ask you to please ban leg and body gripping traps, they are unnecessary in 
the hunting of animals.  She also said with all the BLM land around the state of Nevada, 
why trapping even is allowed on property not owned by the hunter.  As a property owner 
she is interested in that because she chases hunters off of her property.  Why is it 
allowed?  
 
Chairman McNinch said they are not going to answer that, they would be glad to have 
someone talk to you afterwards. He would like to stay on topic as best they can and 
thatôs something thatôs a little off the agenda item.  There are certainly people that can 
help you answer that question.  He wants to clarify his concerns are you under the 
impression that you cannot make comment on public safety issues under this item. 
 
Ms. Gribbin, said no, but you been saying all along that do you have any questions 
anything other than public safety; well mine has to do with my own public safety on my 
own property. 
 
Chairman McNinch said you can share those thoughts if it has to do with hunting on 
your private property, as a hunting issue rather than a trapping issue then we can get 
you some help, if you have something specific to trapping. 
 
Ms. Gribbin said the emails regarding this issue she only finds one in favor. Maybe you 
should take that into consideration when you deciding on these kinds of leg traps in 
regards to bills.  
 
Doug Busselman, Executive Vice President of Nevada Farm Bureau said Nevada Farm 
Bureauôs policy position actually extends to being opposed to any trapping restriction, 
he think itôs important as we look at this specific issue and this specific area our desire 
to that private property is included as an exemption is far less than what otherwise our 
policy would call for. On the issue of when 100,000 and the population that is mentioned 
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in the law he thinks that you can check with your legal council on that but he believes 
that when a definition like that is included in statute your actually dealing with a 
designation thatôs updated on an every 10 year basis, for designating in this case for 
Washoe and Clark County. He thinks that itôs not just an arbitrary number it actually has 
a legislative meaning thatôs attributed to it and he thinks that would be something you 
ought to look at from that standpoint. From our perspective public safety is includes the 
protection of private property, he said he doesnôt know how you could not have 
protection of private property be a public safety matter. He thinks if youôre going to be 
looking at that you have to include an exemption for private property as part of that 
requirement for public safety.  He also thinks that itôs also important to understand that 
trapping might not be desirable of a number of people especially in congested areas, 
traps are much safer in those congested areas and some of the alternatives could be 
used, may it be chemical, or some other type of defense of your private property. He 
thinks itôs important that traps be recognized as an effective tool that can do what not all 
the other alternatives would allow for.  We would strongly insist that private property be 
included in the exemption for your regulations.   
 
Ira Hansen, representing Assembly District 32 said he has been a trapper for 37 years 
and currently an assemblyman and heavily involved in the beginning of SB 226.  The 
thing that has been overlooked in this discussion is the reason he opposes it is because 
this actually takes away public safety.  This was from Wildlife Services, handout, as per 
your request in the last 5 years the Nevada Wildlife Services program was contacted 
360 times by the public seeking assistance concerning wildlife and pets. The following is 
a summary of those requests for assistance the public reported 73 pets killed by 
coyotes, 4 killed by mountain lions, 3 killed by bobcats, and 2 killed by raccoons, 
research indicates that many more losses go unreported.  The public also reported 
another 15 pets injured by wildlife, operationally wildlife serviceôs removed 57 coyotes, 4 
bobcats, 1 mountain lion, 31 raccoons, and 17 skunks to assist the public in protecting 
pets and companion animals.  How many people even know wildlife services, he has 
been a trapper here for Washoe County for 37 years.  He has been contacted 
numerous times by people wanting him to come on their property because they have 
had problems with coyotes and in one case a bobcat for harassing their animals. By 
restricting private people from being able to do this even on their own private property 
you are actually taking away their right of the public to protect themselves.  You already 
taken away the right to use firearms, now you are going to take away their right to use 
traps as well, what do you leave, chemicals, as one person already pointed out that 
chemicals are much more dangerous to children than traps would potentially be?  The 
question comes up, how often does this happen, now obviously I showed 360 times 
animals have been attacked by wildlife, how many times domestic pets get in traps, 
contacted Klaich Animal Hospital, probably the largest veterinarian clinic in the area, 
Dear Mr. Hansen, ñin all fairness I would have to admit that in 38 years of practice I 
have seen fewer cases of steal trap injuries to pets that I could count on one hand.  I 
believe the last case actually involved a dog from Portola maybe two or three years ago, 
one observation I can safely make however, is that I have seen numerous instances of 
attacks during this year and past in Washoe County on domestic pets by coyotes, 
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raccoons, and other predators.ò  Many of these attacks cause significant and costly 
injuries, many of those attacks (inaudible) fatal and sadly many of those pets were 
never found their pets just disappeared.  In other words these people just want to 
protect their pets from predators and we are going to take away one of the tools they 
can use.  I also contacted another group, this is from the Animal Emergency Center, 
and after pulling the doctors working at the Animal Emergency Center it appears we see 
approximately one case of a dog or cat with a trapping injury every other year.  I do 
want to address later the issue of riparian zones particularly water ways and the 
exemption on private property, is critical that those things unless we want to end up 
back in the legislature fighting this thing out again that they be included in this 
regulation.   
 
Commissioner Drew asked Assemblyman Hansen he had a question in regards what 
you provided the committee some written outline suggestion that you had, could you 
actually explain some of your riparian.   
 
Assemblyman Hansen said the use of the word riparian is too broad, if you notice he 
gave a handout on the beavers plague the river, notice under the picture it says, officials 
say, ñthat beavers are wiping out the cottonwood trees on the Truckee River,ò there is a 
big section on the need to keep trapping of those animals to try to protect the habitat for 
wildlife on the river. He thinks that and waterways kids trap muskrats in ditches and stuff 
in many cases of 1000 feet of residential area, if the traps are in water which is in 
almost every case these are completely say that been doing it for who knows how long, 
he did it as a kid in Washoe County himself for years, right in residential areas.  He 
would bet that most furbearers in the United States particularly in the east are trapping 
in residential areas and waterways. 
 
Commissioner Drew said he understands where you are going with that and he has 
some of the same concerns, but in the outline that you prepared you actually talked 
about an exemption in a riparian zone below the high water mark, maybe you could 
explain that. 
 
Assemblyman Hansen said he would change the word riparian because thatôs too 
broad, he said he would definitely go with the word waterway, which would mean 
physical bodies of water the Truckee River, orditch, north Truckee drainage,  Spanish 
Springs marshes, that the traps that are in waterways would be exempt from that 1000 
foot requirement.  Now the main reason would be number one there is no public safety 
issue that has been going on for generations around here, and number two  have the 
need for private trappers to be able to remove beavers along the Truckee River to help 
protect that riparian zone for the wildlife and they should be able to do it, there is no 
reason that people should have to hire, he means exterminators are good guys and all 
but why canôt private people do it, the exact same traps are used by us and them. 
 
Commissioner Drew said those traps are typically set below the water is what youôre 
saying. 
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Assemblyman Hansen said In most cases yes, maybe sometimes above but again what 
is being missed in this discussion, trappers are reasonable, they arenôt going to go out 
and intentionally set traps. The case in Cottonwood Park which is really the genesis for 
this whole thing was a fluke, some guy goes down to Scheels and buys some traps, 
doesnôt have a clue about trapping goes into city parks and sets traps, now you can 
pass all the laws in the world you want but as long as they sell them at Scheels and 
some guy doesnôt have a clue what heôs doing, those kind of occurrences are going to 
happen.  With professional trappers, they are totally reasonable and they are super 
sensitive about public sentiment and possibly causing some sort of public outcry, like 
this whole thing came about not from a professional some amateur guy who went to 
Scheels. 
 
William Chamberlin, representing self said he is here to speak on public safety, the first 
issue is he would like to bump the statements that trapping should be used for disease 
control, these are statements from the World Health Organization and also the Center 
for Disease Control, they both feel that trapping should be abolished for this purpose, it 
has absolutely no affectivity what so ever, they have statistically justification for those 
statements.  Number two firearms need to be registered, traps need to be registered 
and therefore, those traps placed need to be identified, a person with a firearm takes 
responsibility for that firearm, a person with a trap takes responsibility for that trap.   
 
Betty Dodson representing self said she concurs with Mr. Chamberlin on his comments, 
basically what she is concerned about is going to be looking at more recreationally 
trapping and she feels that that kind of trapping needs to be regulated in the state.  We 
have hunter safety course, she has gone hunting, she has hunting dogs, and when you 
hunt you donôt want your pet to get caught and you certainly donôt want someone to 
shoot it either. So we have rules that regulate us, she doesnôt understand why the 
trapping community does not have rules regulating their behavior, and to have an 
identification on the trap is absolutely essential should someoneôs pet get caught.  The 
other thing is she knows one gentleman mention that it wasnôt his dogs werenôt that 
badly hurt but he was traumatized.  Iôll tell you if her dog gets caught in a trap, she said 
she would probably have a heart attack, she said she is much older than that gentleman 
was and she does enjoy the outdoors she doesnôt want her pet caught in a trap.  The 
other thing is she feels that the 1000 yards is much more appropriate than a 1000 feet, 
that isnôt even a mile away from the nearest home, and children, dogs, and pets do in 
your outline areas of the congested areas, they do wonder out into that, she thinks 1000 
feet is a lot less.  
 
Nikole Nichols, Nevada Humane Society said they support TrailSafe and their efforts to 
shape SB 226, we do not believe that their requests are extreme nor unreasonable but 
are only in the interest of public safety.  They believe that what written currently is a 
great starting point but also believe that it does not go far enough to ensure that the 
spirit of the legislation is met. We would like to see the 1000 feet grown to 1000 yards 
they think that that would be much safer for the public; they also believe that the draft 
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regulations fail to address other places for the public may unwittingly encounter traps 
such as near public trails, parks and golf courses.  They believe hunting, firearms, bow, 
their strongly regulated and they would like to see trapping as thoroughly regulated as 
those practices as well again all in the interest of public safety.   
 
Chairman McNinch asked Ms. Nichols you may have mentioned one of the things as a 
committee and a commission we are going to have to work through 1000 feet 1000 
yards, some distance, you made the comment much safer, help me out with that. 
 
Ms. Nichols, said she thinks 1000 feet is still too close ii is too close to residence, 
children, pets and so forth, it really is not enough distance to ensure that if a child is out.  
She  knows that when she was a child she would go out where she grew up going 
through trails, rock climbing she never strayed too far from home, but she did go out as 
well as walking pets, her dog and that distance just isnôt great enough and they would 
like to see it extended further. 
 
Michelle Spencer, representing self said she is a little confused; we have been talking 
about 1,000 feet now 1,000 feet is not going to be good enough now they want 1000 
yards.  Their talking about public safety and they are talking about little children, she 
said she has two small children, she hunts, four-wheel drive, fishes, and she said she is 
all around the places where all these traps are. She has hunting dogs and her children 
are hurt more by holes in the yard made by voles or moles, hurt by mice that might get 
in our garage and they put their fingers down somewhere and that mouse bites them, 
then they are by any trap thatôs out in the middle of nowhere.  Also, on some of these 
trails where they let their dogs run free which is fine, that is really great if you have 
control over it, my three year old has been knocked down by your dog, and has hit his 
head, you want to talk public safety then maybe they should be keeping their dogs on a 
leash.  They went from a 1000 feet to 1000 yards that already shows that they are trying 
to take a little bit more.   
 
Jana Menard, representing self said she lives in South Lake Tahoe she is not familiar 
with all the particulars that are going to be addressed at this meeting but she wanted to 
tell her story.  They board their horses in Nevada down on Johnson Lane. A year and a 
half ago they had their dogs in an OHV area in a legal off leash area where there were 
no other small dogs or children around and about 50 feet off of the road they started 
hearing screaming and one of their dogs got his foot caught in a series of traps where 
there were three or four different types of traps filled with small scented rags. They were 
able to spring the dog from the trap after having to muzzle him, he suffered only small 
fractures to the foot, however he had bitten on the trap so hard because he was 
hysterical that it fractured all the teeth and he got an infection that was very difficult, it 
cost them close to $3000 dollars to remedy the dog, eventually they had to have all of 
his teeth pulled after they couldnôt figure out what was wrong with him for this period of 
time.  They went and talked to Fish and Wildlife and indeed at that time it was legal to 
have these traps where they were because they were not on a pedestrian walk way 
however itôs an area that it used by off road vehicles, people on bicycles, and people 
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riding horses.  She guess the other comment she had is she knows that sometimes the 
wild animals for whom these traps are intended languish for days and days and if she 
can tell you the pain that her dog endured for five minutes he was in that trap, she canôt 
imagine any animal should have to endure that at all, never mind for days on end, it was 
horrific, it was screaming, he was very traumatized he would not even leave the house 
for weeks.  Thatôs all she wanted to say, she thinks that having traps anywhere near 
where there are going to be people, children, pets, just inappropriate and that any type 
of wildlife management should be done instead of by the general public, should be done 
by the Fish and Wildlife Serviceôs thatôs their main objective.   
 
Jim Curran, Member of the Nevadaôs Trappers Association, as a trapper and 
representing himself said he thinks thereôs two major provisions of at least the draft 
regulation that he has  seen now, he is a little bit confused and Rob may, what was 
posted on the website and what was sent as a member of the county wildlife advisory 
board, had a provision C which said a person trapping on private property but on the 
draft it is back there attached to todayôs agenda did not include paragraph C, has that 
been taken out of the Departments proposed draft. 
 
Mr. Buonamici said no, what occurred there is we have received public comment just 
information from the public, calling us about private property and they had internally 
discussed private property so that was an internal draft that we were basically mocking 
up how it would look if we exempted private property. 
 
Mr. Curran said okay because that was sent out and he assumed to county wildlife 
boards, so that has been taken out, now the private property exemption. 
 
Mr. Buonamici said right, but that was a mock up if we wanted to include private 
property, thatôs how it would look. 
 
Mr. Curran said the mocked up your trying to exempt mouse traps and as a person that 
lives in a rural situation, we are talking a regulation that affects all of Washoe County 
not just a congested shooting zone or at least thatôs whatôs proposed right now as to be 
included all Washoe and Clark County. We are talking about places like Gerlach, Vya, 
and Washoe Valley itôs another their within the county but they arenôt within municipal of 
the city, some of those areas are included in the no shooting zones, he thinks the 
Commission needs to take consideration those people, itôs fine to have the critter control 
people, they do a great service, but if he lives out in Spanish Springs, Gerlach, or Vya 
and he had a depredation problem or a pest he doesnôt want to have to call someone 
out of Carson or Reno, he should have the right as a private property owner to take care 
of the problem myself.  He thinks thatôs a major point that we need to keep in mind, we 
arenôt just talking about downtown Reno, we are talking about an entire county that has 
the potential, a lot of other pests besides mice, thereôs gofers, moles, skunks, and 
raccoons a private property owner should be able to take care of it themselves, they 
donôt require a hunting or a trapping license and to not include those is a major mistake. 
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Judi Caron representing self said she would like to comment on a statement that was 
made by Commissioner Jung of the Washoe County Commissioners and what she is 
going to talk about is when she was serving and had the honor to serve on the Washoe 
County Advisory Board to manage wildlife back in 2002-2008. At that time Mr. Blakeslee 
and TrailSafe came forward with what they heard Mr. Buonamici talk about today where 
we had the trapping issue up on Mount Rose through there.  Never once in testimony 
when that came before our board can she honestly remember any member of a hunting 
organization saying that they were anti trapping.  She thinks that Ms. Jung was relating 
to an opinion, itôs not an actual fact, and she felt that tarnishes the trappers association.  
 
Chairman McNinch said please stay on the agenda item. 
 
Ms. Caron said yes, the public safety issues with this when she attended the meetings 
at the Legislative Session this year was public safety, it has nothing to do with 
restrictions, fees or increases, but she thinks if we stick to public safety within the trail 
safe area, a residential areas thatôs what this is about and keep it to facts. 
 
Chairman McNinch said he will go ahead and close the public comment period seeing 
nobody else and we will bring it back up to the committee to make comment, 
discussion. He said his intent would be to have a little discussion up here to get some 
thoughts and ideas out on the table, itôs difficult to do a formal discussion, they can have 
these open discussions itôs difficult.  We walked a pretty fine line there and hopefully we 
are all on the same page, he appreciated the effort to get through this and he knows a 
lot of people have a lot of things on their mind so hopefully when we get done up here 
we can bring it back out and the intent is to get ideas if youôve have public commit that 
still applies. They are going to handle that under agenda number 5 but we are after 
ideas of possible solutions, thoughts and ideas, if we deviate from that he will ask you to 
save that for agenda number 5. Thatôs our attempt to open a little dialog here. 
 
Commissioner Drew said he had a couple of thoughts and comments, he appreciated 
everyoneôs comments today and the written comments submitted. They have received 
over the last couple of weeks and there have been a lot of them. He has taken the effort 
and the time to read through all of those and tried to compile some bullet points and boil 
those things down, but when he started looking at the legislation specifically it kind of 
reminds him of where our focus needs to be and just to read it again he thinks there are 
some key words in the actual bill that was passed out and what it says is that, ñ adopt 
regulations governing the trapping of furbearing mammals in a residential area of a 
counties whoôs population is 100,000 or more,ò  in the vein of that of course was public 
safety and trying not to get pets and things in traps which he thinks is probably common 
from everyone who has spoke today and all the emails that he has have received.  In 
doing that he thinks that they need to be really careful that they donôt expand this 
beyond really the perimeters of the job we need to do, they donôt need to be in the 
business or start into the business of regulating pest control companies, they need to 
stick to the things that this board is mandated to do and in terms of some of the frame 
work he feels they really need to be careful that some of our language is consistent 
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specifically in regards to the 100,000 county level rather than the names of the counties 
and in terms of the residential areas and he understands that residential area congested 
zone and no firearm zone probably all mean different things but they need to come up 
with some way to make that consistent in really fill the intent of what they are talking 
about. He said these are his initial thoughts and is open to see where they want to go 
with this with the comments they have received. 
 
Commissioner Robb said he agrees with Commissioner Drew when it comes to 
specifically naming Clark County and Washoe County. They need to go along with the 
language that the legislature set out, also as Commissioner Drew, he appreciates 
everybodyôs comments today and appreciated everybody showing up to the meeting in 
Las Vegas.  Not many times as a Commissioner has he learned as much in a few days 
as he has learned in the last few days.  He said he is a native Nevadan been around 
trappers for the most of his life but he has learned a considerable amount in the past 
couple of days.  The language spells out public health and safety basically what were 
charged with and finding out some facts on public health and safety. There was some 
mention in Las Vegas with some non body gripping traps being used and they were 
using poison and some applications that didnôt happen to stay in Nevada. A couple of 
children actually died while they were trying to remove some nuisance animals, so when 
he is looking at health and safety he has to look at how the critter control people, the 
pest control people have to take care of that.  He said he has to look at a lot of things 
public health and safety.  The other thing that came to light was government trappers 
allowing wildlife services, he always thought that they were livestock related and thatôs 
how they came to be was through livestock industry in the interest of livestock industry, 
they came to being due to the fact that they have a rabies outbreak in the 1900ôs that 
was basically great basin wide, Utah, Oregon, Nevada, California, and it was so rapid 
that the government had to take action and as for government trappers were born it was 
not in the livestock industry it was out of the rabies outbreak.  He learned we have a rat 
infestation in Las Vegas, living in the desert it just didnôt compute to him that that could 
occur but it is.  There are multiple things going on that are public health and safety far 
outside of sport trapping.  In taking all that into consideration we have to look at all this 
multiple groups have worked hard on the Truckee River to rehabilitate it to get it back to 
a natural state, from the state line to Pyramid Lake. Millions of dollars have been spent 
rehabilitating trees, wetlands, we need to be able to protect that property and get it back 
to its natural state, trapping can play a vital role on that, so he has learned a ton in the 
past couple of days and he wants to make sure that they look at all public health and 
safety. 
 
Chairman McNinch said he doesnôt really have a lot to say outside of what it is, he does 
believe that they need to make the distinction they are going to have to cross this bridge 
at some point, it has to do with the issues they deal with as a committee that they make 
recommendations to the Commission and pretty certain that the issue of registration 
and the issue of visitation is going to have to be deferred to another day for some other 
discussion this committee just doesnôt have the ability to deal with that now. He thinks 
that the point is he understands that the discussion that there might be some ties in 
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peopleôs minds and perceptions that thereôs public safety issues attached to it, still not 
something that they can handle here. There were some agreements early on there were 
people at the table at one time, there were things people were in generally in consensus 
that there were things that were in agreement and that had to do with distances.  
 
Commissioner Robb said he has some questions for Trish Swain and would like to have 
open dialog, he would like to ask TrailSafe questions and  Nevada Trappers Association 
some questions, start to narrowing the field a little.  
 
Chairman McNinch said he is open up for discussion.  
 
Commissioner Robb said he had a question for Mr. Blakeslee regarding congested area 
on the map thatôs is presented and has been proposed by TrailSafe recognizing that 
they need to get to some place, that is acceptable to you guys as a set back from a 
private residence. 
 
Mr. Blakeslee said their official position is a 1000 feet, at one time they agreed to 1000 
yards that was in the response to Daveôs when we came to an agreement several years 
ago. They have now changed because they have.  This has been piled on from where 
they were talking about, and now ten other things that they never talked about when 
they had this agreement before.  He thinks thatôs what probably the main thing they are 
going to talk about is distances from residences he thinks thatôs probably the main thing 
in item for discussion.  That map is the whole firearms congested area thereôs no 
mention of a 1000 feet or 1000 yards in there at all. 
 
Commissioner Drew asked Mr. Blakeslee in regards you are fine with the1000 feet 
offset and would your preference be to keep it within the congested zones or within the 
county boundaries. 
 
Mr. Blakeslee said he thinks the congested area and the reason is because in Washoe 
County thatôs a defined map, thatôs very easy to determine.  Tracy Truman sent him an 
email that said he didnôt even think of this at the Las Vegas meeting, he said, if we talk 
about the whole county and Clark County, you go out to Overton and Beaver Dam, and 
Logandale or what not, those are narrow valleys and their agricultural areas 80 miles 
from the city, he said that if you expand those distances to the whole county you are 
basically going to take trapping out of the agricultural area, he said at this point they 
would probably go with the firearms congested area. 
 
Commissioner Robb asked Mr. Blakeslee you stated that you donôt trap within 1000 
feet, 1000 yards and you have no intent to catching a dog. 
 
Mr. Blakeslee said absolutely not, why he would want to catch somebodyôs dog.  
Number one if the dogs in the trap he is not going to catch what he is after.  Number two 
he is going to create a situation where somebody is upset at him, thatôs not what he 
wants. If he caught a dog being the main advocate here, he said that would look great 
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for the newspapers, he goes to extraordinary efforts it costs him a lot of animals every 
year for the efforts that he goes through to avoid that.  He will climb to the top of the 
peak where he never sees a boot track he is 150 miles out of town. 
 
Commissioner Robb said Assemblyman Hansen mentioned, are you ever called by 
private property owners to help protect their interests. 
 
Mr. Blakeslee said all the time, when itôs in the city he usually refuses. He tells them the 
risk to him and his people if somebody saw that happen, they would go talk to the 
humane society and those people are against it. He doesnôt want to be in the 
newspaper, he refers them to the pest control people, and itôs not something that is 
worth it to him. He receives calls all the time. 
 
Commissioner Drew asked Mr. Blakeslee there has been some discussion Mr. 
Blakeslee in terms of trap size limitation in the number one new house is something that 
has been thrown around a couple of times, can you explain the significance of that 
particular trap size.  
 
Mr. Blakeslee said thatôs Iraôs language and he can expand on that, but he thinks heôs 
trying to do, is stay consistent with another regulation that says you canôt trap within a 
certain distance from a roadway and it mentions the number one new house. 
 
Commissioner Drew asked Mr. Blakeslee what you would use as a number one new 
house to catch. 
 
Mr. Blakeslee said muskrats, mink if youôre doing pest control stuff you can catch rats, 
small animals.  
 
Commissioner Drew asked Mr. Blakeslee itôs not necessarily something you would use 
for a coyote, bobcat, or a fox. 
 
Mr. Blakeslee said no not at all, the reason for that is some of these ditches go close to 
houses; there is a need to take animals out of these.  Look what happened in Fernley a 
few years ago when the muskrats burrowed through the dykes and they almost lost the 
whole town when the dyke collapsed. There is a reason for being able to take small 
animals. 
 
Commissioner Robb asked Mr. Blakeslee you would say trapping muskrats on 
waterways in Washoe County on the Steamboat Ditch, orditch, Truckee River, North 
Truckee drain is a public health safety issue. 
 
Mr. Blakeslee said he doesnôt think any of this is a public health and safety issue, he is 
glad you brought that up because he would like to say that once again, if this was a 
public health and safety issue, they would of dealt with this when they went to Washoe 
County Commission, thatôs the only conduit to the County, is to have it become a public 



Trapping Regulation Committee 
Reno 

November 9, 2012 
 

24 
 

health and safety issue.  It was determined by one of their attorneys that itôs not and 
they sent it back here. 
 
Commissioner Robb said what he is saying is being able to take muskrats out of those 
waterways could in turn save private property because of the burrowing, the damming 
and everything else. 
 
Mr. Blakeslee said absolutely, look what happened in Fernley, millions of dollars worth 
of damage caused by muskrats and beavers burrowing into the canal banks.  Bird 
refuges have a huge problem with that, golf courses have huge problems with animals. 
They burrow and that screws up what men are trying to do in control water. 
 
Commissioner Drew along those same lines in terms if you are specifically talking of 
muskrat or something like that, are you typically under the water line or within the 
channel, so you are under the water. 
 
Mr. Blakeslee said or on a float set maybe like a board that floats out in the river. One of 
the items about riparian that should be talked about is, here we get back to the thing 
where everybody starts talking about catching children, which like he said Google it; see 
if you find any instances. When they are trapping he doesnôt see any children waiting 
around in the river in November, December, and January.  That might be an issue if 
they were trapping in July, but thatôs not when they trap, they trap in the middle of winter 
so thatôs really not an issue for people and really for people that are running up and 
down the river is reduced in those months, because summer months are when the 
recreational are out there. 
 
Commissioner Robb said nobody is trapping in July or August on the river, maybe on 
the irrigation ditch if there is a problem.  
 
Mr. Blakeslee said pest control, there is a season October 1 ï to the end of March he 
believes. The pelts are best in November ï February so itôs illegal for us to trap on the 
river for one thing during the prime recreation time.  
 
Commissioner Robb asked Trish Swain, in reading your stuff and the maps provided 
and knowing where we were last time with the 1000 yards, is a 1000 yards still on the 
table, where are you at today.  1000 feet, 1000 yards because they both have been 
mentioned, the 1000 feet is what is proposed now and the 1000 yards he thinks what 
was settled on prior. 
 
Ms. Swain said we settled on 1000 yards in December 2010 and that was the distance 
that was in SB 226 which then got amended that particular provision got amended out 
of SB 226, so that was the agreement between all of us, Mr. Blakeslee was there, Mr. 
Buonamici was there, representatives of the pest control industry were there, on and on.  
It wasnôt a huge meeting it was a very productive meeting and at that time they all wrote 
and agreed to 1000 yards, that certainly seems to her the more buffer zone we can 
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have the better.  My point is number one letôs look at what these areas actually look like, 
most of us live in a kind of suburban situation and most of us have the luxury of going a 
very short distance from our homes and being in open country and that open country 
she personally is not good at measurement like that, she doesnôt know exactly how far it 
is from the nearest house but she knows that itôs within a congested area and that 
therefore, her dog can be off the leash if itôs under voice control and that they have this 
wonderful luxury and basically all the people that write to her she has over 605 emails 
by now if you include the legislative session. Everybody talks about not wanting to be 
uncomfortable. They want to enjoy the beautiful recreation that Nevada provides.  
Therefore she does not see why we need to worry so much about the exact 1000 feet, 
2000 feet, why canôt they just say the congested areas, what is sacred about 1000 feet. 
They want to be out there recreating with their animals in peace and why should they 
not be able to relax. 
 
Commissioner Drew asked Ms. Swain you have gone from many kind of concrete offset 
to more of the congested areas on the map. 
 
Ms. Swain said that would be her preference.  
 
Commissioner Drew said in reading the map what it says and the one issue or concern 
he has with the congested areas is they differ from Clark County to Washoe County and 
those obviously are always kind of subject to change so were kind of targeting 
something that is potentially going to be constantly changing but even on the map that 
you have provided from Washoe County and this is why he has concerns or the concept 
of the congested zones.  There is actually two different types congested zone, one is 
1000 foot offset from residents for things like shotguns, pellet guns, things of that 
nature, and the other is a 5000 foot offset,  do you have any thought one way or other or 
how we would distinguish that. 
 
Ms. Swain said if she was out there walking around with her animals she would have no 
way of distinguishing it if she wouldnôt know the difference. However the underlining 
motivation is to provide a buffer zone of safety for people out enjoying Nevada 
recreation and by safety she is not talking about catching children, never said a word 
about catching children and she has no personal knowledge of that. 
 
Commissioner Drew said he understands that he is trying to make sense and works for 
all the parties involved in something thatôs consistent.  He asked Ms. Swain when you 
guys work on the trails up in the forest, what was the offset that was determined at that 
point and is that working in your opinion. 
 
Ms. Swain said she has asked for feedback about that, she hasnôt heard anything 
specifically about those trails.  Her assumption is that itôs good she certainly does not 
get every report of every pet thatôs trapped.  Now something she didnôt know until 
yesterday is evidently Department of Wildlife in this questionnaire which she was not 
able to see evidently their revising it puts out a questionnaire to everyone who has a 
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trapping license and on this questionnaire which she was totally unaware of there is a 
place for them to fill out incidental trappings, that would give us some handle on where 
these are going on. She doesnôt know specifically what they ask on the questionnaire. 
 
Commissioner Drew asked Ms. Swain in specific to the trails, what you recall the offset 
that you agreed upon there. 
 
Ms. Swain said that was 1000 feet at that time.  
 
Ms. Spencer said the question she has, is that Ms. Swain is talking a lot about trails and 
one of the things in here is being 1000 feet from a residence and depending on where 
you live, she personally has a trail 1000 feet from her residence,  but she doesnôt think 
anybody is trapping over there. Her mom lives near the University of Nevada Reno, 
sheôs not 1000 feet, thereôs no trail near her, so are we talking trails or residence or 
residencies that are by trails. Because if her mom has a problem sheôs nowhere near a 
trail where her and her dogs are going to be walking thatôs going to be impossible,  if her 
mom wants to put a trap in her yard because sheôs having a problem, she has an  
orditch thatôs right there and animals get in and she wants to put a trap in her backyard 
with a six foot fence around it that your dog shouldnôt be in. Are we going to talk about 
that at all because that starts becoming a concern as a residence owner. 
 
Chairman McNinch said he understands and he asked Mr. Buonamici could you explain 
what happened with the Whites Creek 1000 feet on the trail there and clarify that and 
this has to do with his understanding with just the congested areas is whatôs on the 
table from the TrailSafe standpoint and he is not sure that itôs specific to trails. It would 
be any occupied dwelling and he thinksô the intent and the way it would be written in 
here, he asked Mr. Buonamici.  
 
Mr. Buonamici said there are two issues here, number one existing NAC that is specific 
to the trails in the Mount Rose area and specifically names the trails. Regardless of 
whether there is a house along the trail or not a house along the trail it is just 
referencing those trails.  Outside of that there are currently no restrictions of a distance 
from a house occupied dwelling anything like that. In your example in town close to the 
orditch if its private property a trap can be set there, thatôs not an issue.  The other issue 
for clarification for the committee, Joel and Trish can correct him if he is wrong. He 
believes the 1000 yards when that was agreed to was 1000 yards from an occupied 
dwelling within the congested area of Washoe County.  The committee has that history 
it wasnôt a 1000 feet or 1000 yards from any residence it was a 1000 yards from 
residence within the congested area.  That was the first agreement. 
 
Chairman McNinch asked Ms. Swain, TrailSafe is now proposing 1000 yards outside of 
the congested area.  
 
Ms. Swain said no, she is proposing that they use this map as a guide because there 
are subdivisions being built out there in places that use to be rural that are not close to 
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other subdivisions and thereôs people living all over. It seemed to her it made more 
sense to be more inclusive to give more sense of security to be able to why donôt we 
just take all the firearms congested areas, that is something that is mapped that we can 
determine. 
 
Chairman McNinch said he has a question that prompted by Rob, the proposal we have 
is this congested area map here, are we talking 1000 yards dwellings inside the 
congested area or are we talking about 1000 yards from the delineations of the 
congested area. 
 
Commissioner Drew said he thinks he can clarify this. He thinks Ms. Swain was saying 
is not having necessarily an offset but using the map, you do away with any offset and 
you just purely go by the map.  That brings up his question is the map Ms. Swain 
provided us has two offsets, one is for a house thatôs out in the middle of a subdivision 
just out by itself, and they have a 1000 foot offset and then a 5000 foot offset. Which 
congested area are you proposing the 1000 foot for isolated homes or the 5000 foot. 
 
Ms. Swain said she thinks the 5000 foot would satisfy all the people that write to her, 
she thinks it would be safer and more inclusive and would provide a better buffer as our 
community grows, yes. 
 
Mr. Buonamici said we met with Washoe County Sheriffôs office about two weeks ago 
regarding this map, there is a potential that map may be revised he doesnôt know how it 
will turn out if it will turn out a larger area or a smaller area. 
 
Commissioner Drew said thatôs kind of one of his concerns with the congested zones 
and the other concern he has was that the congested zone in Washoe County is 
different than congested zone in Clark County and so for the sake of consistency thatôs 
what he was wrapping his head around but he wanted to know where both sides stood 
on the issue so at least they know for a starting point. 
 
Commissioner Robb said asked Mr. Johnson he has never been to your home but he 
has a pretty good idea of where itôs at. Pretty much smack dab in the area this language 
would shut down. 
 
Mr. Johnson said exactly, minimum parcel size in Palomino Valley is 40 acres that map 
takes in our entire valley.  
 
Commissioner Robb said is there checkerboard land out there is there public and 
private land.  
 
Mr. Johnson said no itôs only private land all the way to the top of the Pah Rahôs and 
BLM goes in down to the Pyramid reservation. You might notice on the map you have a 
whole bunch of circles drawn on the Pyramid Lake Indian Reservation which makes me 
kind of scratch my head as far as its validity.  They have been talking about sets back 



Trapping Regulation Committee 
Reno 

November 9, 2012 
 

28 
 

here of a 1000 feet and they have also had testimony and he didnôt know if itôs county 
ordinance or NAC that says before you let your dog off his leash heôs got to be under 
voice command, youôve got to be able to control your animal.  Thatôs one of the biggest 
problems they in the rural area have and is peopleôs marauding dogs and cats. 
 
Commissioner Robb asked Mr. Johnson said do you have occasion that you trap on 
your private property. 
 
Mr. Johnson said yes he does. 
 
Commissioner Robb asked Mr. Johnson do you have occasion that you trap off of your 
property in close proximity to your property for neighbors benefit for your benefit.  
 
Mr. Johnson said he has been asked by neighbors to trap on their property, but he has 
had like Mr. Blakeslee, he has refused simply because they do have so many 
marauding dogs. If he catches someoneôs dog and he is going to have a mad neighbor.  
One of my neighbors Mr. Chamberlin has wolf hybrids that got loose for several weeks 
that gave us quite a bit of consternation before they recaptured him. He doesnôt need to 
catch somebodyôs dog but believe me he needs to protect his livestock and his property.  
If animals are supposed to be under voice control by law, they canôt hear you by 1000 
feet, 1000 feet are actually way, way conservative.  Anybody who hunts chucker, how 
close does your dog have to be to you before he is under your actual control, so it is not 
333 yards because he canôt hear your commands at that distance that distance is 
actually overly conservative requirements of a 1000 yards or 5000 yards are absurd 
those are how far can you shoot a rifle not what is necessary safe setbacks from a 
residence for trapping.  
 
Commissioner Drew asked Mr. Buonamici have you heard of any occasions of issues 
with any of the trails, where some of the agreement language has been implemented to 
this point have we had any other instances of pets on those trails or any other problems 
since those off sets went into place. 
 
Mr. Buonamici said if he could refer that to the lieutenant of that region, he canôt recall 
any since the setbacks have been put in place.  
 
Commissioner Drew said they have something in place through an agreement, he is 
trying to get a sense if thatôs working or not. 
 
Paul Dankowski, Lieutenant Western Region said to point of clarification on that map, 
he said they are confusing congested areas where there is no discharge of firearms 
allowed at all versus 1000, 5000 foot rule. They are two separate things. So the circles 
that are drawn around residences are not congested there just in Washoe County you 
cannot discharge a shotgun within 1000 foot or a rifle within 5000 feet. He hears two 
different things, congested areas are one thing and then the 1000, and 5000 foot is 
another thing. If you look in their map is off the Sheriffôs website, he doesnôt know if you 
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have the other map which is on the Washoe County Public Works website which is just 
a congested area without the 1000, 5000 foot circles. 
 
Commissioner Drew asked Mr. Dankowski that he had in just in terms of Whites Creek 
and some of the trails that were agreed upon with the offsets have your guys or some of 
your wardens had any issues up there since those offsets have gone into place. 
 
Mr. Dankowski said not that he is aware of.  
  
Chairman McNinch said they have another map up here they donôt know if the audience 
can see it and it is specific map of the congested areas within Washoe County and itôs 
significantly different than the map that we have sitting here, he think itôs a very 
important distinction to make for a number of reasons they donôt want to be talking 
congested areas with the impression that were going to end up with something like this, 
when congested areas is more represented here which is from what he can see is 
significantly smaller area, he thinks itôs a really important distinction. 
 
Mr. Buonamici said one more thing regarding the map hopefully Iôm not misrepresenting 
this but with our conversations with Washoe County and the Sherriffôs office this is the 
counties attempt to notify people give them notice that within these areas there are 
houses and we caution you that within these circles you can go ahead and discharge a 
shotgun, but not a rifle and so itôs their attempt to inform the public of where you can 
and canôt discharge firearms safely.  There are county ordinances each county has 
them regarding discharge of firearms and it varies some of them, you canôt discharge a 
shotgun within a 500 feet or a 1000 feet of an occupied dwelling others is you cannot 
discharge a firearm within 5000 feet or a mile of an occupied dwelling.  Those do not 
refer to congested areas, the dwelling could be in the middle of North Washoe and you 
cannot discharge a firearm, for example if you are deer hunting thereôs an occupied 
dwelling, within the 5000 feet of that occupied dwelling. For property owners thatôs 
questionable and he is not the county expert there, but whoôs going to be complaining if 
youôre the property owner.  So everyoneôs clear on it this is more of my impression and 
information attempt by Washoe County to get information out to the public or as the 
other congested area map is officially adopted as a County ordinance. 
 

 
 
 

Commissioner Robb said this map was brought in by TrailSafe and itôs an informational 
map and itôs not a county recognized map, itôs more of an informational map. 
 
Mr. Buonamici said in TrailSafeôs defense it is a legitimate map produced by Washoe 
County, but itôs for information he believes. 
 
Commissioner Robb said itôs not a congested area designation.  
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Mr. Buonamici said yes.  
 
Commissioner Drew said to clarify the map we got on Monday from Clark County was 
actually the County illegal firearm discharge area which would be similar to this, does 
anyone know if Clark County has a designated congested areas like Washoe County 
does.  
 
Mr. Buonamici said he could find out.  
 
Commissioner Drew said thatôs something he would like to find out to if they could and 
he could work on it too. 
 
Mr. Blakeslee said he wanted to give the committee some history on how they came up 
with the yards and feet and all that.  It references to those exact maps and the topic we 
are discussing. When they started their negotiations he was adamant that anything we 
discuss would not exceed the small map that is dated 02 and he had a kind of a log jam 
there because his thoughts were what if that map gets expanded.  He was not willing to 
agree to a moving target.  He will agree to this boundary thatôs here right now.  When 
they had the working group with Tom Wilson at his office, the way that they solved that 
was by saying okay they were not going to worry about the congested area map, 
because we are going to put a distance from a residence and then we donôt worry about 
the map changing.  So we said weôll do this distance within the firearms congested area 
and there will be a distance and that way they donôt have the moving target because 
they could envision at some point in time going to the county commission and expand 
this and he would have no control over that.  The other thing he would like to say is he 
thinks thereôs some clarify what Trish is asking for is that entire boundary no distances, 
no nothing, no trapping in that whole area.  They are not talking about 1000 yards or 
1000 feet we are talking about no trapping period. 
 
Commissioner Robb asked Ms. Swain listening to what a couple of prior people at the 
podium said, there is no checker board land in Palomino Valley, itôs 100% private 
property, 40 acre minimum parcels. Where are you at on trapping on private property, 
he believes in the landowners right to protect his property and with 40 acre minimum 
parcels out there, and know youôre not butting to BLM or anything and just want to know 
where you are at in a Palomino Valley situation. 
 
Ms. Swain said thatôs an interesting question thank you, I happen to own 53 acres out 
there and from her point of view she would love to see it all trap free because she is  
afraid to take her  dogs up there because she does not know where a trap might be 
because it is so wide open up there.  Thatôs why TrailSafe is going for the maximum 
buffer zone that they can achieve, weôre not trying to put anyone out of the trapping 
business, they still have the whole state, but where homes are involved, subdivisions 
are involved obviously there are two points of view for people who do feel that coyotes 
or other wild animals are a menace thatôs why the other points we are trying to make in 
addition to this buffer zone question are questions of the permit process. If a home 
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owner just puts out traps willy nilly and he has no fence, things are going to happen, 
things are going to go awry, on the other hand if there is a permit process that says lets 
first of all educate the public about alternative non lethal humane methods of pest 
control and predator control, which are well proven, which are documented on the 
Department of Wildlifeôs website, in reports by Wildlife Services as well as Project 
Coyote and other national organizations. Why canôt we have a permit process that is 
very restrictive that urges people, that informs people to try humane non lethal methods 
first. They have been proven effected where as trapping has not been proven effective, 
certainly in coyote populations. Thereôs the rebound effect where you get more coyotes 
coming in when you kill off the alpha coyotes who occupy the territory. She is talking 
about an underline philosophy of how do we approach wildlife questions, A and B, as far 
as the distance goes, yeah we would like to see the maximum buffer zone that could 
possibly be achieved,  however that is achieved.  They did ask her when she got that 
map if she wanted the other map and she wasnôt sure what the difference was and she 
appreciates being informed on that. 
 
Commissioner Robb asked Ms. Swain you own 53 acres out there but you wonôt take 
your dogs out there so are you implying somebody may be setting traps on your 
property.  Or are you afraid your dogs will leave your property and go on to an adjacent 
property. 
 
Ms. Swain said she only has one at this time, she sticks with her so she is not worried 
about that and so far there have not been traps out there. She has owned property out 
there since 1992 and there have not been any traps that she has encountered and she 
didnôt even know there were traps out there like most of the public who does not know 
that trapping goes on what so ever. The majority of the public simply doesnôt know it 
happens at all.  She has not found any on her property which she is very happy about, 
she thinks the more she is aware of this situation the more it becomes a personal fear 
and she thinks that there is a fear factor for a lot of the people who write her. They say 
wow they didnôt know this went on; now that she knows it goes on she has to look out 
for this.  So the more comfort we can have the better off I think we are and Iôm not 
saying we shouldnôt deal with predators.  Why canôt we look at the permit process.  Why 
canôt we look at public education.  Why canôt we look at alternative non lethal humane 
methods of predator control, particularly coyotes. 
 
Commissioner Drew said one of the concerns Trish said that he has was some of the 
alternate strategies.  Iitôs an expense thing, itôs expensive for someone to buy and keep 
a lama verses removing and offending individual coyote, and that was a discussion we 
had in Las Vegas in terms of an individual who didnôt care to trap all the coyotes in the 
neighborhood, he just wanted to make sure he could remove the offending ones that 
were coming onto his private property and posing a threat to his dogs.  So thatôs 
another one of the issues he thinks he is wrestling with and Commissioner Robbôs 
wrestling with.  Do you have, would you be open to any kind of discussion or thoughts in 
terms of if it was posted private property.  He could see walking through a valley and not 
knowing whatôs private and whatôs public and having some issues there.  But would it 
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alleviate some of those concerns to have it if that private property were marked for 
example, so you knew clearly what was and what wasnôt private property. 
 
Ms. Swain said sure that would be helpful, it would also be helpful to think someone 
mentioned that we have a warning system if somebody is putting out traps.  First of all, 
she definitely thinks we need to look at the permit process, letôs say we had a tighter 
permit process that did emphasize these solutions.  Many people write to her and say 
they didnôt know there was an alternative to trapping. When she found out she used it 
and it works so thatôs A, B, if we could have warning that itôs private property that would 
be great and if we could have a warning that there are traps in the area some system 
for informing the public. 
 
Chairman McNinch said it seems to him if they came up with distances or boundaries, 
they have some defined area and somehow in our regulations 1000 feet, 1000 yards, 
congested area whatever the case may be seems to him the warning system is the 
trapping community would be subject to identifying the distances and the public 
because they would have to understand that once their critters get outside a certain 
area that should be there warning system, all bets are off at that point.  Everybody has a 
little responsibility here and to him that seems like the warning system may not be as 
critical because they would have the same expectation to the public as they would 
people that are trapping.  It seems like a realistic expectation.  They already have some 
of those boundaries they have to be within distance command, voice command, so we 
already kind of have some of these up for interpretation.  Some dogs hearing is better 
than others type of thing and he has been thinking about these warning systems, flags, 
he knows that wildlife serviceôs has to have them on an occasion for some of the 
products that they use, but with regards to the trapping he is not sure that itôs warranted 
to accomplish everybody and can be held to the same standards.  Everybody needs to 
understand thereôs a boundary. 
 
Ms. Swain said Iôm sorry, so youôre saying that someone out hiking with their animals 
should know where thereôs private property so they donôt trespass on it, is that what 
youôre saying. 
 
Chairman McNinch said he expanded that a little bit further out, but to include some of 
the other areas, not specifically to the private areas; he struggled with the private 
property issue in terms of people allowing their animals out. To him itôs not okay, he 
knows in an open range state you have to fence livestock out unless you like them 
scratching on the side of your house. He is not sure that the same requirements apply 
to peoples pets and animals, and thereôs an inherent responsibility to owners to keep 
their animals off of peoples private property and he does struggle with that because he 
does feel strongly about that.  Should they be subject to warning systemé.he doesnôt 
know. 
 
Ms. Swain asked Chairman McNinch said a warning system that there are traps present 
or a warning system that itôs private property.  
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Chairman McNinch said maybe he was thinking more in terms of the traps but the same 
kind of concept, it doesnôt seem reasonable to ask private property owners to identify 
their property clear across the board.  People have to take some responsibility for 
understanding that there is private property and that seems to be a wide open door in 
terms of where we are at here. 
 
Ms. Swain said she can honestly tell you is that she certainly thinks that if there were a 
way that we could devise a warning system that people would recognize even if itôs like 
red flags on trees or whatever. It would be a great comfort to the people who write to me 
and the people who support TrailSafe that they have some way of letting people know, 
thereôs traps here, stay away with your dogs. She said that would be very helpful.  
Thatôs as far as she can address your question 
 
Commissioner Drew said his question is to Rob, you had mentioned that there was a 
permit process in place for depredating animals on your private property; Iôm assuming 
that would be applicable for furbearers. 
 
Mr. Buonamici said correct, thatôs basically what it is required for is furbearers. 
 
Commissioner Drew asked if he wanted to remove a furbearer from his private property 
presently could he set a trap without a permit. 
 
Mr. Buonamici said yes, if you have a trapping license and itôs in season. Like the 
example I used in Las Vegas, it also applies to game animals as well.  So if you have a 
jack rabbit eating your garden you can go ahead and deal with that situation.  If you 
have a cottontail eating your garden then you need a depredation permit from us. 
 
Commissioner Robb asked Mr. Blakeslee the prior compromises that youôve made 1000 
yards was acceptable. 
 
Mr. Blakeslee said it was and the reason they came up with that was because they had 
a log jam with that map and the way they addressed that and Tom Wilson came up with 
it. He said why do we even have to talk about the map, if we have a distance from an 
occupied dwelling, and thatôs another thing we probably ought discuss is are we going 
to talk about residents or occupied dwelling, because there is actually a definition in 
NRS for occupied dwelling.  We donôt even need to talk about the map so much if we 
have a distance requirement.  We want a distance within the firearms congested area 
so the map is germane. At that time they agreed to that he has a ton of correspondence 
from people that had a problem with the 1000 yards since then; their official stance right 
now is of the 1000 feet.  Just to expand on that and has had discussed that, how do you 
measure it, a range finder seems to be the main way to do it.  A range finder that will 
range 1000 feet would cost you $200-$400, a range finder that would range out to 1000 
yards would cost you probably $2000-$3000. Is that an issue to people as far as this 
distance.  Is it reasonable to expect just to spend thousands of dollars to range find a 
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1000 yards. Thatôs a question that we should probably think about.  NDOW would have 
to do the same thing, do you have those kinds of range finders. 
 
Commissioner Robb said that doesnôt include waterways, we want to keep waterways 
as a total separate subject.  
 
Mr. Blakeslee said yes, simply because we are talking about small traps for one and we 
are talking about under water. 
 
Chairman McNinch said if anyone has particular questions or suggestions he will 
provide opportunity to come up to the podium.  If you have a question of the committee 
thatôs one thing, they will do their best to answer them. Under formal and public 
comment period they wouldnôt be obligated to respond, he will do the best he can, they 
will respectful of your requests.  He also said he can try to continue their dialog. If you 
have a question of somebody else, thatôs in the audience he prefers them to direct that 
through the committee and he will make a determination if they will go down that path. 
 
Doug Busselman, Executive Vice President of Nevada Farm Bureau said his question 
to you all, in terms of identifying the various types of classifications for wildlife.  There 
was mention made earlier of furbearer being on your private property or thereôs also 
varmints or other kinds of classifications, can we get a list that identifies which wildlife fit 
in which category to determine. If their concern is protection from coyote, are coyote a 
furbearing animal or are they something else classified. It would be helpful to know 
exactly what are the wildlife that are being protected from the various kinds of trapping 
provision, if they could get a list that would be very helpful. 
 
Chairman McNinch asked Mr. Buonamici do we have a list.  
 
Mr. Buonamici said yes itôs delineated in NAC which animals are classified as furbearing 
animals, which are game animals, which are unprotected such as the coyote, jack rabbit 
etc. He referred to check NAC 503, he believes itôs in there. 
 
Ms. Swain said regarding to Mr. Busselmanôs question thatôs very appropriate because 
the language furbearer refers in the NAC specific species such as bobcat, gray fox, kit 
fox, animals like that, that are hunted for their pelts. Whereas the unprotected animals 
are the animals that probably are the ones we mostly are finding these traps set for. 
Where people are setting for ñnuisance animals, coyotes, raccoons, skunks who are not 
protected.ò Therefore thatôs why TrailSafe determined back in 2007 we didnôt want to 
talk about species, we wanted to talk about kinds of traps and residential areas.  We 
didnôt intend really to be in this forum we had hoped to take care of it in the county 
commission because we get into a discussion that will not solve our problem and will 
not meet the legislative mandate. The discussion is protecting our residential areas are 
pets and citizens in the urban interface, If you get off into whatôs a furbearer and whatôs 
unprotected itôs not going to solve the problem.  Does that make sense. 
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Commissioner Robb said it makes sense but SB 226 specifically says, ñin act relating to 
trapping requiring board of wildlife commissioners to adopt regulations governing the 
trapping of furbearing mammals in certain counties providing matters of property 
relating thereto.ò 
 
Ms. Swain said she knows and you can take furbearing mammals to mean any mammal 
because they all have fur or you can take it to mean the animals that are hunted for their 
pelts. The reason that language is that way because she had a long discussion with the 
person who wrote the language, they were not familiar with trapping laws and they were 
not familiar with the regulations that we are talking about. She said she had a long 
discussion with them and by then it had been passed by the Natural Resources 
Committee.  But it does not solve the problem,  if we focus on furbearers we are not 
going to solve this problem. 
 
Chairman McNinch said if the furbearer is defined in NRS and they are using the term 
furbearer unless theyôve made a clarification where probably going to have to follow, we 
will have to follow what that statutory language states in terms of defining and this is 
part of our job to define whatôs our world whatôs our round what do we have 
responsibility for to address this and if that wasnôt the intent when the legislation was 
passed.  That might be unfortunate because unless that language was changed as well 
to clarify that, we might be boxed in with that. 
 
Ms. Swain said she agrees and itôs unfortunate and she saw it right away and she was 
afraid it would come up and of course it did.  She is addressing it and said saying that 
does not solve the problem. She would say the majority of the traps where the dogs get 
caught are setup not exclusively. Certainly some of them are out there for furbearers, 
but many of them are out there for neighborhood (inaudible) coyotes or your neighbors 
dog because youôre mad at your neighbors dog. 
 
Mr. Buonamici said to clarify it furbearer mammals this is NAC 503.025, furbearing 
mammals includes: ñbeaver, bobcat, grey fox, kit fox, red fox, martin, mink, muskrat, 
and river otter.ò 
 
Ms. Swain said if we stick to that we are not going to solve the problem of these 
neighborhood traps. 
 
Chairman McNinch said he wouldnôt hold your breath on anything, thereôs been no 
action taken by the committee, we are still framing up where we are at and thatôs part of 
whatôs going on and donôt sell short that we might not get it addressed. Itôs hard to say 
at this point in time, he knows there are concerns, but letôs see where things still have to 
work out here. 
 
Ms. Swain said she was talking about earlier.  If you look at SB 226 passed by the 
governor on page 3, Article A, Section 3, ñ the board of wildlife commissioners shall 
adopt any regulations required by the amended provisions of this act.ò She thinks that 
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might be interpreted and she is not a lawyer, a lawyer did look at it and that might be 
interpreted to say you do have quite a bit of authority in the particulars of this matter 
because she doesnôt think the legislature really wants to get involved in whatôs a 
furbearer, martin, kit fox,. She thinks that they want to solve the problem and theyôre 
looking to you to do that. 
 
Mr. Johnson said that discussion was the source of his question, since coyotes arenôt a 
furbearer and coyotes are 90% of the issue here, is this something the committee is 
going to expand their whelm to cover.  Thatôs a tuff question because thatôs not what the 
law says, but frankly if you put it down the road we are going to be back in the same 
place in two years. 
 
Chairman McNinch said we have a quandary liberal interpretation on this end and get 
hammered because we didnôt follow the charge or stick to what they believe to be the 
charge.  However thatôs defined or get hammered down the road.  
 
Mr. Johnson said he believes youôre going to be criticized either way. 
 
Chairman McNinch said we are probably headed that way and the good news is that we 
are generally pretty tuff that way and we will survive it and they will get through it. 
 
Mr. Chamberlin said in this claim of standing your ground and not compromising itôs 
refreshing to hear this discussion today where he believes we are working toward a 
common goal. where itôs beneficial for all parties involved and he applaud all of you here 
for doing that. Number two as a Commission have you done any investigation into other 
states and what they have done, dialogs that they have had, applicability as to the 
regions and where this law would be applied to what animals this laws applied.  Thereôs 
a wealth of information out there, he was actively involved in the anti trapping 
movement in Arizona and they did not seem to run into all the obstacles that this body 
has encountered. So he would employ you to do what homework and you can to learn 
from others what they have done and maybe we could rectify a lot of these walls that we 
seem to be running into.   
 
Assemblyman Hansen said it clearly says in a residential area, is there a legal definition 
of a residential area, thatôs question one.  Question two is the argument of furbearing 
mammals; he can see where somebodyôs trying to split hairs here but if he is out 
commercially trapping on property thatôs not mine he has a trap within 500 feet of a 
residential area and his defense is he was trying to catch a coyote which is not a 
furbearing mammal, the judge is going to say nice try pal but I donôt think that one is 
going to fly, so he thinks that is an issue.  The purpose here is public safety and he 
would say that the 1000 foot requirement thatôs kind of critical because we are talking 
1000 yards, 1000 feet, we need to address that consistently.  1000 feet has worked 
extremely well as you heard there is no complaints on it, on the trails if you come up 
with 1000 yards versus 1000 feet you end up confusing people and youôre going to have 
people innocently trapping 2000 feet off thinking they are perfectly within the 
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requirements 1000 foot requirement. You better keep it consistent, it has worked very 
well on the trails. If youôre looking for public safety he recommended strongly keeping it 
consistent and saying 1000 feet from a residential area is perfectly reasonable.  We had 
a lot of fights honestly on the 1000 yards because the ability to judge 1000 feet versus 
1000 yards is substantially different. He also said he would recommend strongly you go 
with 1000 foot on residential areas and you ought to find out what the legal definition is 
there and maybe a legal definition, what is a residential area. He said he is not sure if a 
congested area and a residential area are necessarily the same thing in the law. 
 
Commissioner Robb asked Mr. Hansen and said Mr. Blakeslee has made it perfectly 
clear he wonôt trap around town. In Las Vegas Tracy Truman was there and a couple of 
others were there, they said they donôt judge by distance, if they can see the house 
theyôre not going to trap, thatôs what they said, do you. 
 
Assemblyman Hansen said he has trapped many times on ditches, waterways within 
1000 feet of residential areas in Washoe County, muskrats. 
 
Commissioner Robb said you are using a smaller trap.  
 
Mr. Hansen said yes, that issue has been brought up, number one steal jaw new house 
trap is what the law currently uses thatôs why he used that as some language he 
submitted.  The jaw spread is about that big, thatôs why that one is exempt currently 
from even the 200 foot requirement. Do you want to use a muskrat trap to catch 
something in your yard, no legal issue at all on it even within 200 feet of a road.  If it was 
an inch and a half, two inch then you may be breaking the law, so thatôs why he brought 
that up.  He said that is why he thinks thatôs important because thereôs no public safety 
issue there and he thinks also there may be some issues of somebody saying look the 
law on one hand says he can trap legally using a small number one trap within 200 feet 
of a roadway or for legally, but now you guys have come up with a law that says he 
canôt without, which law applies.  He also said he thinks thatôs something we ought to 
look into, itôs something that you might want to make sure the laws are consistent. 
 
Commissioner Robb said he spoke with Mr. Buonamici earlier and we are talking 1000 
feet, 1000 yards, how do you judge 1000 yards. 
 
Assemblyman Hansen said right thatôs what he is getting at, 3 ½ football fields he can 
probably give you a pretty good guess, 9 İ football fields, 10 football fields thatôs getting 
really tuff and itôs also getting out of the range of reasonable. He referred to Mr. 
Johnson pointed out if itôs an issue which dogs have to be under voice control, if your 
dogs 1000 yards away itôs not under voice control, be real here. 
 
Commissioner Robb said he talked to Mr. Buonamici and he came up with 880 yards, 
thatôs really easy to measure when you drive past a house because itôs five tenths of a 
mile on your odometer. 
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Mr. Hansen said good you throw that number out there and weôll go the 880 yards. 
 
Commissioner Robb said he is trying to come up with something; Iôm throwing stuff out 
there just to get a response. 
 
Assemblyman Hansen said he thinks  the best question was asked, is a 1000 foot 
requirement on the trails have there been any issues.  He thinks that is what officer 
Dankowski came up and said none, in other words itôs worked.  So what we ought to 
look for is what has been effective and use that as our measure. 
 
Commissioner Robb said he is looking at whatôs going to be effective and what is going 
to keep us from having legislation enacted on this or keeping us from coming back here 
in two years.  Iôm trying to get to a point that we can say that weôve done something and 
I donôt know if 1000 feet is there. 
 
Assemblyman Hansen said he thinks from being involved in all of those discussions he 
thinks that a 1000 foot requirement would make the legislators happy.  Nobodyôs going 
to be completely happy but he was involved with the Senate as well as the Assembly 
behind the scenes, and in all the hearings, he sat on the Natural Resource Committees 
and he thinks thatôs one we could easily defend.  The issue comes up to well we donôt 
feel they went far enough, yeah we did, a 1000 foot has worked great on trails, you 
used to have 200 foot requirement that worked fine, now we have 1000 feet and then 
also youôre going to have a window where there are problems, some guys trapping at 
1500 feet and catches a dog maybe theyôll want to have it looked at it again, I donôt see 
that happening it doesnôt happen now.  
 
Commissioner Robb said he is trying to come up with a number and throwing stuff out 
there and trying to get something to stick. 
 
Jana Menard said It seems we may have lost track a bit of the idea of public safety. It 
seems we are talking about off leash dogs running around on private property and 
public property. She likes to have her dogs off the leash, she always makes sure that 
they are under voice control, meaning they can hear her and see her which isnôt 1000 
feet away. She thinks also not just the safety of companion animals but also children 
and even adults is a concern as well. The issue of child possibly getting caught in a trap 
if itôs a obscured or the poisons that are sometimes left near traps or the attractants. 
She said she worries also about a child that was one concern.  It took them two people 
to remove a 60lb dog from a trap, luckily they were able to muzzle him with a leash, it 
was not an easy process, it was very complicated and took quite awhile and afterwards 
she saw on NDOWôs website there are instructions on how to spring a companion 
animal from a trap, but not having thought that there would be any out there so close to 
a commonly used area, they didnôt know how to do it, it took them awhile to figure it out.  
She said what that points to for her is public safety for both people, animals, children is 
increasing. Signage and also maybe public education campaign might be good, so 
people look out there maybe traps in this area, be careful care where you step, keep 
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your dogs under close supervision.  Are there any provisions for removal of companion 
animals, this may have been covered before she got here today, but are there other 
provisions of removing companion animals that may be found in a trap. Does the 
trapping association have a protocol for that, do you call animal control because the 
animal could be quite frantic from her experience. 
 
Mr. Blakeslee said a few years ago Ms. Swain invited him to the Humane Society to 
demonstration on traps and how to open them and take dogs out of traps and I gave 
them some general guidelines on the type of country to avoid, itôs fairly easy to tell them 
where to stay away from.  We had a good discussion and in fact they gave me a 
standing ovation when he left, he said he would be more than happy to participate in 
that kind of forum as often as they want; to help to make sure none of this stuff 
happens. 
 
Caron Taylor said she appreciates everyone talking and appreciated being here, she 
has  so many questions and one of her concerns is that there seems to be a feeling or 
an idea that the burden of this is on TrailSafe to prove that there is public safety.  The 
legislators have already determined that there is a public safety issue, thatôs number 
one.  Number two there also seems to be a burden on the general public saying we 
need to have range finders, we need to know where to go and where not to go.  She is 
a tax payer and she canôt speak to the private property thatôs going to end up in the 
Supreme Court, she knows it will. In public lands how could you tell me as a tax payer 
where to go and where not to go and that she needs to find a range finder in order to 
keep her petsô safe, thatôs unheard of and unbelievable.  She thinks that the trappers 
have the burden of proof on public safety, this is also a money issue, follow the money. 
She thinks there is a lot of things they donôt want to put in the public, they donôt want 
public education because thereôs concern, because there is a lot of people who donôt 
want trapping letôs face it.  They donôt want to make this a big deal, unfortunately she 
thinks this is going to turn into a big deal and that there will be some legislation in the 
next session. She hopes not, think thatôs where itôs going.  She would really like to see a 
small cohesive group of people including herself, Mr. Blakeslee, and Ms. Swain and 
some people to sit down and really hammer this out, itôs been really good today its 
heading in a direction that she is concerned about where we might end up.  Some of us 
emptying our retirement accounts and going around the state and getting signatures at 
this point, she doesnôt want to see that happen, but she doesnôt like the idea that the 
general public has the burden of proof for safety or that the general public needs to find 
range finders.  
 
Mr. Hutchison said the distancing doesnôt work for the industry at all because 99.9% of 
all their trapping is done within 100 feet of a residence; they probably set more traps in 
the industry than anyone in the state of Nevada, the companies that are represented 
here in the pest control industry. He said their safety record is 100% in the last six years 
have never had an incident.  The other thing that holds us apart is they carry three 
million in liability insurance for anything they do; you have to look at that, thatôs why they 
are pushing for exemptions for their industry across the board.  
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Commissioner Drew asked Mr. Hutchinson what is your take in terms of you guys do a 
lot of trapping in tight areas or areas that are relatively high traffic compared to some of 
the trappers, do you have any sense on types of traps of sizes of traps, any opinions on 
any of that discussion that they have had? 
 
Mr. Hutchison said personally he doesnôt have a lot of opinion on that other than the fact 
that he thinks by limiting certain traps sizes or locations and stuff. Itôs too hard because 
you always miss something, there are thousands of traps out there, and they probably 
have just in their company alone 135 different types of traps, different size traps.  Just in 
inventory we probably have somewhere around 1800 traps and he is just one company. 
When you start getting to that not all the animals are even covered under Nevada law 
and what we do and donôt find here. 
 
Commissioner Drew asked Mr. Hutchison does your company employ snares in some 
of these areas. 
 
Mr. Hutchison said very limited would we use that, there are some applications where 
we have done that. They are removing raccoons from someoneôs exhaust fan in their 
house; they are getting raccoons out of chimneys, getting skunks under homes, skunks 
out of houseôs, out of heating and air conditioning systems, and skunks out of glove 
compartment boxes in cars.  You have to have a wide variety of tools available to you 
and everything they do is in an urban environment itôs what they specialize in.   
 
Mike Smith representing self, said he has been listening to everyone and it seems to 
him itôs not as complicated as it appears, he thinks that Mr. Blakeslee and Ms. Swain  
have a relationship here that can still move forward to get to where they want to go. It 
appears that they have worked together a long time and have been able to. The 
professionals here and it seems to him there ought to be some exemptions for them 
because they are making a living and they are called into areas where itôs not possible 
for them to stay 1000 feet from a residence.  Seems to me the hardest thing is going to 
be deciding between Ms. Swain and Mr. Blakeslee are these boundaries and you guys 
and he knows theyôve done a lot of work in the past and it seems itôs a shame to throw it 
all away and start from scratch. If itôs possible for those two to sit down with you with a 
list and say this is where we stand and can we find some common ground and if itôs a 
1000 yards versus 1000 feet then maybe 1500 feet or whatever it may be or you give 
and take a little bit. He thinks everybody could get what they want, he knows darn well 
that he doesnôt want to trap animals and trap pets just like he knows thatôs not their 
intent and everyone has their line in the sand but he thinks with regulations being pretty 
sparse with this, there is some regulations appears on the books and some we are 
trying to change and some we canôt touch. Responsibilities key and he does know if this 
isnôt the forum for this but the registration of a trap he thinks important going down the 
road.  He would like to know some reasons why itôs not and the four day thing he just 
canôt imagine if he were a trapper having an animal sit out there for four days while he 
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decided to make time to check his traps. He thinks thatôs a responsibility issue that you 
wouldnôt want your pet trapped for four days.   
 
Commissioner Drew said one of the things that he thinks folks need to realize about the 
process is ultimately itôs the three of us and the rest of the Commission that are on the 
line for getting something done and he thinks there is a reason that the committee was 
set up the way it was and itôs really hard to have a committee big enough to address 
everyoneôs concerns and to keep an open discussion within the constraints of the open 
meeting law. He also said thereôs nothing that says that you folks couldnôt work on 
something outside the three of us and bring it back to this committee for us to discuss, 
donôt think that because there is a three person committee here that you guys canôt 
work collectively together in fact he would encourage it because itôs going to make their 
job easier, but he just wanted to make that clear that they need to do this in an open 
and transparent process as a committee and the only way to do that is through the open 
meeting law and the open meeting law is not conducive to one on one discussions and 
negotiations. They are trying to do their mandate within the limitations that we have to 
deal with but that doesnôt mean it has to stop there. 
 
Bob Brunner representing self said thatôs what he wanted to say is for you folks and 
your recommendation to the committee you are very restricted on what you can go 
ahead and go forward with and he thinks that your recommendation needs to follow in 
with SB 226 very closely. You can go ahead and move forward again, you can make 
additions to it but your recommendation to the committee needs to be pretty specific. It 
needs to be furbearers because it says right there in the law that you have to put down 
furbearer, thatôs the law, and you need to put down that itôs going to be in residential 
areas, your recommendation has to be and again if you are going to be consistent with 
whatôs already out there and whatôs worked in the past,  1000 feet for furbearers, he 
means thatôs within your parameters with the  caveat saying look if you folks want to 
work on some additional things or if you need to bring in some additional things 
separately then that is very separate. What you folks are charged with is right here in 
the law, itôs very restrictive itôs right along with what youôre saying so your 
recommendation to the committee needs to be directly within these guidelines and they 
are very specific on the wording and on how youôre doing that and everything else, so 
how is that going to work in a county with over 100,000 down there,  and a county with 
over 100,000 up here furbearers and a distance that is going to be universal in all of 
those areas when everything is so different. You can go forward with your 
recommendation and that doesnôt mean were done that just means that this committee 
is done and you have done what the law has asked you to do and then the Commission 
can go ahead and do that too and then if there are additional things that need to happen 
it would be for a specific areas or something like that, then you can go forward. 
 
Ms. Swain said she really appreciated the format. It has been very helpful to have 
discussion within the limitations you have of the open meeting law and it has been very 
profitable. She wanted to first of all make comments this gentleman made, she is on the 
opposite opinion and she said that not just for herself but because of several. Two 
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lawyers have looked at the SB 226 and itôs their opinion that indeed you do have the 
jurisdiction to get into other related matters because they want to send - kick the ball 
back into your court.  Therefore, the Legislature she doesnôt think is going to say well 
we need to talk about furbearers and we need to talk about 1000 feet, she thinks that 
the Legislature would be delighted if we all met. Whoever suggested that we have a 
meeting outside this forum, we could find a good facilitator like we had last year, and 
that they come up with a comprehensive package. Thatôs why she is saying she hoped 
they take time with this process, she knows it says at the end of 2012, but she thinks if 
they take time with this process and come up with a package that everybody is happy 
with the Legislature she doesnôt think they are going to say, oh we reserve the right to 
ourselves to talk about furbearing mammals, she doesnôt think thatôs the way it will go 
thatôs the opinion she has been told and that makes sense to her.  She wants to get on 
record that she doesnôt think that we can have any trap regulation unless we have 
identification on traps and thatôs so important to her thatôs why she keeps saying it 
because she honestly think that everything we are talking about will not make any 
sense, will not hold any water unless if there is a violation. Employee of the Department 
of Wildlife can find out who made the violation and that thereôs an appropriate penalty 
there, they already have penalties in place that is on their hunting guide.  They have the 
registration process in place that is totally online, anybody can do it, itôs easy and so she 
did not understand the objection to registering traps and she has asked about that and 
has been told, well itôs too much trouble. She doesnôt think that is sufficient reasons not 
to register ones traps and she has been told maybe people steal peopleôs traps. On the 
same token if your registration is on a trap you can prove whether you did the offense or 
whether you did not so I just really feel strongly to get that on the record.  
 
Chairman McNinch said he understands peoples concern with the registration and their 
perception of how it ties into the enforcement. He understands the relationships that are 
trying to be built and with regards to the public safety aspect and being able to enforce. 
He thinks they are all sensitive to that, it really is going to come down to legally what we 
are able to do, trust me, he will be talking to the Deputy Attorney General and continue 
those discussions so we are very clear on where we can go as a committee and as we 
proceed through this process he will be very much in touch with them and find out and 
get their formal opinions on some of those things. He wants to make sure that we are all 
clear from our perspective, we are going to have to deal with our legal counsel thatôs the 
one that is truly going to matter for us and we will take it from there. 
 
Rex Flowers, Representing Self said the visitation and the trap ideas all are identified 
under NRS and he doesnôt think thatôs what SB 226 was about to begin with. What he 
wanted to speak to is the fact that youôre looking to create another section within NAC 
503 and you have NAC 504.340. Already areas closed to hunting and trapping and he 
believes you can use that NAC but a subsection C in there and identifies the areas that 
can be closed to trapping from that, he believes also through that section you can take 
care of the situation with private property and with the special trap he believes itôs 
identified in there to give exemptions for those. He would ask that you look into that.  It 
would be a real simple thing just put it in those counties with 100,000 populations or 
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more, thereôs no trapping within that 1000 foot of a residential area or within whatever 
you want to put.  
 
Commissioner Robb said in looking at everything and listening to all the talk in Las 
Vegas and in Reno, emails, and his discussions with interested parties. Were struggling 
with open meeting law, now he thinks for us to have a discussions of board there has to 
be a motion on the table so I basically have to make a motion to get a starting point.  
 
Commissioner Robb makes a motion would be to charge our Chairman McNinch 
to work with staff Rob Buonamici to start changing some of the language in this, 
the specific language Iôd like to change is change the Washoe and Clark County 
to 100,000, to make sure that Wildlife Services and Pest Control people are 
exempt against all regulation in this, to make the set back 1000 yards and exempt 
private property owners. Commissioner Drew seconded motion.  
 
Commissioner Drew said for the most part some of what Jack talked about he is fine 
with in general going forward, what we need to do is definitely update our framework to 
a second draft and maybe have some more public comment in conjunction with a 
committee meeting at the December meeting in Reno, in charging Chairman McNinch 
with trying to put together a second draft. He also encouraged and said he doesnôt  think 
that there is anything in the motion that would preclude this, and  encourage a 
discussion amongst the parties to at least see what areas we could find some 
commonality in and what areas are maybe a complete logger heads, and at that point 
they need to somehow come up with what they think is middle ground, but he would 
encourage at least some discussion between the parties where are we or where can we 
be in commonality on some of this and that would really help the committee at least we 
will know where we can find common ground and maybe where we need to start making 
some decisions.  Thatôs my discussion at this point. 
 
Commissioner Robb said to follow up on why he went the way he did is they realize that 
they have the first draft and they need to move that draft along, and to move that draft 
along they need to have some direction to move it along so they can have further 
discussion on the points that he just put forward to take that draft forward.  He hopes 
that there is more discussion amongst the parties, He doesnôt know if there will be any 
movement but hopefully they can get to some place that we all know that they did 
something and that we satisfy the Legislature with the movement that weôve made.  He 
has exempted it in his motion and the reason he exempted private property owners is 
because of the Palomino, Red Rocks, and Winnemucca Ranch Road type people. He 
believes in their right to protect their livestock and their private interest. With the 
meeting they had in Las Vegas with the rats and feral cat colonies, there are all kinds of 
things going on that he is not aware of and there are some real public health concerns 
with some of these things going on, as Joel mentioned with Muskrats on waterways.  
Thatôs a public health and safety concern with flooding and breaches of different 
waterways so in recognizing all of that, thatôs why he wants to exclude pest control type 
companies and private property owners and waterways well, he did not put that in his 
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motion. Can he amend his own motion the waterway one, or can Jeremy amend my 
motion? 
 
Chairman McNinch ï I suspect if you can handle it either way you would like to propose 
an amendment 
 
Commissioner Robb amended his motion to propose an amendment to my own 
motion to exclude waterways from the setback to have no setback in a waterway, 
instance for number one trap set in water for the reason of taking muskrat or 
whatever waterway animal it is. Seconded by Commissioner Drew. 
 
Commissioner Drew said further discussion again he doesnôt know if this needs to be in 
a form of an amendment or not, but he thinks they definitely need to figure out in Clark 
County if they have a congested zone or if they only have the firearm exclusion zone, 
because he thinks that will be key to their discussions moving forward. He said they 
need to check out a little more of the difference between an occupied dwelling for which 
apparently thereôs an NRS definition already in place, versus what we have in the draft 
framework as a resident.  The concern he has with residents is thereôs nothing in there 
that defines permanency and one of the things that was brought up in Las Vegas was 
someone could tow a travel trailer out and all of the sudden youôre within a 1000 feet or 
yards of the trailer. He is not ecstatic about the 1000 yards he feels 1000 yards is a long 
ways but is fine with moving forward with that and the discussions. He also said he 
doesnôt know if those items really need to be included in the motion. He thinks thatôs 
something that will fall under the auspices of the Chairman as he creates the second 
draft here, for the sake of discussion and some of the issues he has on his mind. 
 
Commissioner Robb said Commissioner Drew just brought up heôs not too warm and 
fuzzy over the 1000 yards, itôs a starting point and they need a starting point for 
everybody to discuss. He knows that thereôs things in the motion that Joel probably 
doesnôt like and he knows thereôs things in the motion that Trish probably doesnôt like,  
but he is trying to get to a starting point, something that they can throw darts at again. 
We have thrown darts at this one and we have had two days worth of discussion and itôs 
time to move to the next step and throw darts again, thatôs the meaning of his motion. 
He said he doesnôt think either one of you guys won or lost today, you have gained a 
little ground and maybe lost a little ground, but he feels thatôs where this is going to end 
up and thereôs going to be a middle ground that they need to find. 
 
Chairman McNinch said they have a motion and a second and they have an 
amendment and a second. He asked if there was any more comment or discussion on 
any of the amendments or proposal.  He said they will go ahead and take action on the 
amendment to the motion which included the waterways, the trapping in the waterways, 
the provisions that would apply to trapping in those waterways which in the number one 
trap understanding was the intent. He said there is no further discussion and he will go 
ahead and take call for the vote.  
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All in favor. Motion carried unanimously.  
 
Chairman McNinch said the motion and considering the motion that is now on the table 
the overall motion which includes the waterways trapping in the waterways that no 
setbacks would be for waterways, 100,000 to incorporate 100,000 it says in specific 
language of Clark and Washoe Counties, incorporate the concept of the 1000 yards, 
incorporate the exemptions for businesses and private properties. He asked if there any 
further discussion on those items and do you feel like you need to make clarification on 
firearm zone, clarification on occupied dwelling, congested areas. 
 
Commissioner Drew said he would love to make clarification on that but until they figure 
out if Clark County has a congested area thatôs one that we canôt tackle just yet.  The 
only other thing that he has seen that seems to make some since is a provision and 
again Jack he doesnôt know if they want to look at this as a form of an amendment. One 
of the ideas thatôs been presented is the provision that does not apply to employees or 
agents of federal, state, or local government agencies while performing duties of animal 
management and pest control and maybe even public safety might go under there 
because he thinks it might address some of the issue in terms of their firmly situation 
where you have muskrats digging through the levies, and thatôs the only other thing that 
seemed to make a lot of sense to him in terms of exemptions potentially for the pest 
control folks, because a lot of times it sounds like they are working for local or county 
governments or municipality.  He doesnôt know if the proper action is another 
amendment to the motion at this point to include that or if itôs something that Dave you 
feel comfortable looking at without an explicit motion. 
 
Chairman McNinch said thereôs nothing thatôs specifically precludes additional language 
being brought forward and he doesnôt believe itôs probably best to handle it under a 
motion so that they can bring it back as something that this committee is looking at. He 
said that it would be in order to do an amendment. These other items, firearms zone, 
the clarification occupied dwelling the congested areas, he considers those as more 
informational items and gathering some information and he thinks thatôs a simple 
request to staff, itôs not requiring statutory language at this point, itôs asking for 
additional information for the committee to continue clarifying things of this nature and 
they can work on that. He doesnôt see where they need to have a motion for that 
particular item; he would entertain an additional amendment. 
 
Commissioner Drew amendment to the motion would be including in the next 
draft a provision to exempt employees or agents of federal, state or local 
government agencies while performing duties of animal management, pest 
control and public safety. Commissioner Robb seconded the motion.  
 
Chairman McNinch called for any further discussion on the motion.  
 
There was none.  
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All in favor. Motion passed unanimously.  
 
Chairman McNinch that he will make a comment before they go to public comment 
period, again this is a recommendation that comes from the committee, itôs been made 
back to staff to make some modified changes and some proposed changes to the 
trapping regulation framework now, this is not a proposal, itôs going back to the full 
commission because they are not quite to that phase and this is preliminary. They will 
request that staff develop the regulation and he will be part of that process and they will 
set up additional meetings. They will set up a meeting and his intent he will talk to the 
chairman of the Commission to have a meeting in Las Vegas and one in Reno so they 
can continue to vet these things out in appropriate places where people have an 
opportunity to voice their opinions or concerns and make additional suggestions. It will 
probably be in conjunction with Commission meetings. We have two Las Vegas 
meetings coming up, one in February and one in March. The Las Vegas meeting to vet 
out any proposed modifications will likely be coordinated with one of those two meetings 
and the February meeting if he had to make plans now. The Reno one would be easier 
to work with, and what you would see at the Commission meeting is an update on 
whatôs occurred, basically where they are headed and what they are up too.  They 
werenôt prepared to make a formal recommendation back to the Commission with this 
agenda so there wonôt be any action taken specific to what this committee has done. 
There are no recommendations going back to the Commission. Long term there will 
eventually be a vote based on input at this committee level which would be 
recommendations back to the Commission. The Commission will vet it out and before it 
is adopted and accepted it will have to go through a public hearing which requires 3 day 
notice, there will be plenty of opportunity to continue the discussions once it gets to the 
Commission. He wanted to open that up so that people understand that this isnôt going 
back to the Commission at this point in time, they are still working on language. They 
are going to move to agenda number five and open up for public comment. If you have 
public comment and you would like to place on the record, whether itôs specific to an 
item or not this is the time to place on the record. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5 Public Comment Period 
Persons wishing to speak on items not on the agenda should complete a speakerôs card 
and present it to the recording secretary. Public comment will be limited to three 
minutes. No action can be taken by the Commission at this time; any item requiring 
Commission action may be scheduled on a future Commission agenda. In addition to 
this Public Comment Period, Public Comment limited to three minutes per speaker will 
also be allowed on each agenda action item, but not on reports or informational items. 
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Judi Caron said she wants to thank everyone today, she feels it went very well. She 
said sitting in the back of the room it was very hard hearing with the microphones; in the 
future please have them turned on.  At the next hearings when they look at this if you 
have maps, can you have an overhead projector in Reno or in Las Vegas and the public 
has the same view of what youôre seeing and what you are pointing to.  
 
Chairman McNinch asked if anyone had public comment. There is no public comment. 
He closed the public comment period. He said he will reiterate what Judi said. You guys 
conducted yourself admirably today and he really appreciated that they were all adults. 
These issues are very emotional and they understand that and really appreciate being 
able to sit in a room and talk about something that everybodyôs very passionate about in 
their own perspective, hopefully they will come up with something thatôs meaningful to 
everybody and some sense.  With that I would entertain a motion to adjourn. 
 
Commissioner Drew makes a motion to adjourn, Commissioner Robb seconded 
the motion.  
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