





































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































As the Nevada Department of Wildlife has noted, “Most coyote management is limited to removal of
chronic problem animals. In areas where coyotes prey on domestic livestock, animals are removed to
prevent further losses.”*®

- Wildlife killing contests will not boost populations of game species.

The best available science demonstrates that killing native carnivores with the goal of increasing game
species abundance, including populations of ungulates, small game animals, and game birds is ineffective.
With regard to coyote killing contests, the Vermont Fish & Wildlife Department has stated, “we do not
believe such short-term hunts will have any measurable impact on regulating coyote populations, nor will
they bolster populations of deer or other game species.”*

Killing carnivores to grow ungulate populations, such as deer or elk, is unlikely to produce positive
results because the key to ungulate survival is protecting breeding females and ensuring herds have
access to adequate nutrition, not preventing predation.®® Comprehensive studies, including those
conducted in Colorado® and Idaho,"™ show that killing native carnivores fails to grow deer herds. In
recent studies that involved predator removal, those removals had no beneficial effect for mule deer.*
In recommending against a year-round hunting season on coyotes, the New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation based its decision in part on the fact that “random removal of coyotes
resulting from a year-round hunting season will not: (a) control or reduce coyote populations; (b)
reduce or eliminate predation on livestock; or (c) result in an increase in deer densities.”

In response to hunters’ concerns about the effect of coyotes on small game species, the Pennsylvania
Game Commission stated during a 2016 meeting, “After decades of using predator control (such as
paying bounties) with no effect, and the emergence of wildlife management as a science, the agency
finally accepted the reality that predator control does not work.”* Regarding the impact of coyotes
specifically on small game populations, the North Carolina Commission, citing a long list of studies, found
that coyotes are beneficial to a wide array of game bird species, including ducks and quail, because they
suppress populations of smaller mammals, including feral cats, opossums, raccoons, red foxes, and
skunks, and lessen their effects on other species, including birds. The North Carolina Commission also
found that “most coyote diet studies document low to no prevalence of wild turkey or other gamebirds
in diets.”*

The respected hunting organization the Izaak Walton League of America states, “The League recognizes
the intrinsic value of predatory species and their important ecological roles. ... There is no justification

38 “Coyote,” Nevada Department of Wildlife, available at http://www.ndow.org/Species/Furbearer/Coyote/.

39 «“Eastern Coyote Issues - A Closer Look,” Vermont Fish & Wildlife, January 2017 at
www.vtfishandwildlife.com/UserFiles/Servers/Server_73079/File/Hunt/trapping/Eastern-Coyote-

Position-Statement.pdf.

40 Bishop, C. J., G. C. White, D. J. Freddy, B. E. Watkins, and T. R. Stephenson. 2009. Effect of Enhanced Nutrition on Mule Deer
Population Rate of Change. Wildlife Monographs:1-28; Hurley, M. A., J. W. Unsworth, P. Zager, M. Hebblewhite, E. O. Garton, D.
M. Montgomery, J. R. Skalski, and C. L. Maycock. 2011. Demographic Response of Mule Deer to Experimental Reduction of
Coyotes and Mountain Lions in Southeastern Idaho. Wildlife Monographs:1-33.; Forrester, T. D. and H. U. Wittmer. 2013. A
review of the population dynamics of mule deer and black-tailed deer Odocoileus hemionus in North America. Mammal Review
43:292-308.; Monteith, K. L., V. C. Bleich, T. R. Stephenson, B. M. Pierce, M. M. Conner, J. G. Kie, and R. T. Bowyer. 2014. Life-
history characteristics of mule deer: Effects of nutrition in a variable environment. Wildlife Monographs 186:1-62.

41 Bishop, C. J., G. C. White, D. J. Freddy, B. E. Watkins, and T. R. Stephenson. 2009. Effect of Enhanced Nutrition on Mule Deer
Population Rate of Change. Wildlife Monographs:1-28.

“2Hurley, M. A,, J. W. Unsworth, P. Zager, M. Hebblewhite, E. O. Garton, D. M. Montgomery, J. R. Skalski, and C. L. Maycock.
2011. Demographic Response of Mule Deer to Experimental Reduction of Coyotes and Mountain Lions in Southeastern Idaho.
Wildlife Monographs:1-33.

4 Forrester, T. D. and H. U. Wittmer. 2013. A review of the population dynamics of mule deer and black-tailed deer Odocoileus
hemionus in North America. Mammal Review 43:292-308

44 New York State Department of Environmental Conservation. (June 1991). The Status and Impact of Eastern Coyotes in
Northern New York, http://www.dec.ny.gov/docs/wildlife_pdf/coystatnny91.pdf.

4 Frye, Bob. (July 25, 2016). “Habitat, not predators, seen as key to wildlife populations,” Trib Live,
http://triblive.com/sports/outdoors/10756490-74/game-predator-predators.

4 Coyote Management Plan. (Mar. 1, 2018). North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission: 16.
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for widespread destruction of animals classified as predators ... The League opposes payment of
bounties on predators or varmints.”* A Ducks Unlimited magazine article adds, “Predator control
cannot result in meaningful increases in duck numbers or birds in the bag and threatens to undermine
the broad coalition of public support on which modern waterfowl conservation depends.”*®

The Mississippi Flyway Council, established in 1952 to coordinate the management of migratory game
birds in that region, says, “The Mississippi Flyway Council (MFC) does not support the practice of
predator removal as a viable management practice to improve waterfowl recruitment over the long-
term or over large geographic areas. The MFC believes that the highest conservation priorities for
improving waterfowl recruitment are the landscape-scale wetland and grassland habitat restoration
strategies advocated by the North American Waterfowl Management Plan.”** And the National Wild
Turkey Federation asserts, “Ultimately, the long-term solution to wild turkey populations is not
dependent on predator control, but on man’s activities and good habitat management.”*°

- Peer commission members and wildlife management professionals have called for an end to
wildlife killing contests.

Many wildlife commission members and state wildlife agency professionals have stated that these
contests in particular, in which a high quantity of animals are killed with no consumptive use intent or
scientific backing, harm the image of the consumptive use community. That was the prevailing rationale
driving killing contest bans by wildlife commissions in Arizona, California, Colorado, Massachusetts,
Oregon, Vermont, and Washington.

Tony Wasley, former director of the Nevada Department of Wildlife, made a convincing statement at a
Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners meeting in 2021 about why the Board should abolish killing
contests. We included that statement on page 5. Statements by others include:

» During an August 1, 2020, Washington Fish and Wildlife Commission hearing on a proposed
ban, Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife director Kelly Susewind said, “...part of my job,
and frankly part of my soul, is to promote hunting, to get our youth hunting, to really have this
be a core piece of what our society supports. And frankly, that job is a lot harder if we’re
condoning these types of contests, and for that reason, | personally support this language.
One month later, Washington became the seventh U.S. state to prohibit wildlife killing contests.

»51

» On April 30, 2020, when the Colorado Parks and Wildlife Commission voted to become the
sixth U.S. state to ban killing contests, Colorado DNR director Dan Gibbs added, “For me,
hunting contests don't sit well. As a sportsman, I'd never participate in one personally. Hunting is
an important reverent tradition in Colorado and powerful management tool but | also think
wildlife killing contests give sportsmen and sportswomen a bad name and damage our
reputation.”*?

> In 2019, prior to passing its ban, the Arizona Game and Fish Commission stated, “To the extent
these contests reflect on the overall hunting community, public outrage with these events has
the potential to threaten hunting as a legitimate wildlife management function.”** Jim Zieler,

47 The Izaak Walton League of America: “Conservation Policies 2022,” pg. 54 https://www.iwla.org/docs/default-source/about-
iwla/2022-policy-book-final.pdf

8 Chuck Petrie: “Prairies Under Siege Part 1: Ducks, Habitat & Predators,” Ducks Unlimited, November/December 2003 issue.
https://duckscdn.blob.core.windows.net/imagescontainer/landing-pages/conservation/conservation-facts/ducks-and-predators-
lowres.pdf

4 Resolution by the Technical Section of the Mississippi Flyway Council, February 21, 2003.

50 Kennamer, James Earl, Ph.D. Wild Turkeys and Predators: What’s the real problem facing wild turkeys?” The National Wild
Turkey Federation, August 25, 2021. https://www.nwtf.org/content-hub/wild-turkeys-and-predators

51 Transcript from Washington Fish and Wildlife Commission meeting on August 1, 2020.

52 Colorado Parks and Wildlife Commission Meeting, April 30, 2020 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5Vk7x_gx5PY

53 The Arizona Game and Fish Commission: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, Title 12. Natural Resources Chapter 4.
https://s3.amazonaws.com/azgfd-portal-wordpress/azgfd.wp/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/25093742/R12-4-303-NPRM.pdf
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hunter and then-chair of the Arizona Game & Fish Commission, said, “There has been a lot of
social outcry against this, and you can kind of understand why. It’s difficult to stand up and
defend a practice like this.”**

» The Massachusetts Division of Fisheries & Wildlife also passed its ban in 2019, explaining that
it was doing so in “...recognizing that public controversy over this issue has the potential to
threaten predator hunting and undermine public support for hunting in general...”> The agency,
after it “examined the best available science and consulted with wildlife professionals from other
state agencies,” also passed the ban to address “public concerns that these hunting contests are
unethical, contribute to the waste of animals, and incentivize indiscriminate killing of wildlife,
inconsistent with the North American Model of Wildlife Conservation.”*

> In 2017, Vermont Fish and Wildlife stated, “Coyote hunting contests are not only ineffective at
controlling coyote populations, but these kinds of competitive coyote hunts are raising concerns
on the part of the public and could possibly jeopardize the future of hunting and affect access to
private lands for all hunters.””” A year later, the Vermont legislature enacted a statewide ban on
the practice.

> In 2014, after the California Fish and Game Commission passed the first prohibition on wildlife
killing contests in the U.S., then-president of the Commission Mike Sutton said, “Awarding prizes
for wildlife killing contests is both unethical and inconsistent with our current understanding of
natural systems. Such contests are an anachronism and have no place in modern wildlife
management.”*®

» In 2019, then-chair of the Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission Mike Finley testified in
support of legislation to prohibit such contests, stating, “Killing large numbers of predators as
part of an organized contest or competition is inconsistent with sound, science-based wildlife
management and antithetical to the concepts of sportsmanship and fair chase.”®

In its policy on wildlife killing contests, The Wildlife Society, whose stated mission is “To inspire,
empower, and enable wildlife professionals to sustain wildlife populations and habitats through science-
based management and conservation,” has recognized “that while species killed in contests can be
legally killed in most states, making a contest of it may undermine the public’s view of ethical hunting.
Its policy goes on to explain the difference between killing contests and deer hunting-related
competitions: “Killing contests differ from typical regulated hunting by the very nature of the organized
public competition and prizes being given specifically for killing the largest, smallest, or most animals.
‘Big Buck’ pools or organized record books differ from killing contests because the animals recognized in
these competitions are harvested consistent with ordinary and generally accepted hunting practices and
then introduced to the competition.”’

260

54 «“Coyote-killing contests face growing outrage, state bans,” Washington Post, May 17,2019,
https://www.washingtonpost.com/science/2019/05/17/predator-hunting-contests-face-bans-amid-backlash-several-states/

%5 Massachusetts Division of Fisheries & Wildlife, “Proposed Regulations to Ban Predator Contests and Prohibit Wanton Waste,”
July 25, 2019 https://www.mass.gov/news/masswildlife-proposes-regulations-to-ban-predator-contests-and-prohibit-wanton-
waste

56 Id.

57 «“Eastern Coyote Issues - A Closer Look,” Vermont Fish & Wildlife, January 2017 at
https://vtfishandwildlife.com/sites/fishandwildlife/files/documents/Hunt/trapping/Eastern-Coyote-Position-Statement.pdf

%8 Ted Williams, “Coyote Carnage: The Gruesome Truth about Wildlife Killing Contests,” Yale Environment 360, May 22, 2018
https://e360.yale.edu/features/coyote-carnage-the-gruesome-truth-about-wildlife-killing-contests

% Testimony by Mike Finley to the Oregon Senate Judiciary Committee, March 18, 2019
https://olis.leg.state.or.us/liz/2019R1/Downloads/CommitteeMeetingDocument/200547

€ The Wildlife Society: “Issue Statement: Wildlife Killing Contests,” March 7, 2019 at https://wildlife.org/wp-
content/uploads/2018/05/TWS_IS_WildlifeKillingContest_ApprovedMarch2019.pdf.

1 The Wildlife Society: “Issue Statement: Wildlife Killing Contests,” March 7, 2019 at https://wildlife.org/wp-
content/uploads/2018/05/TWS_IS_WildlifeKillingContest_ApprovedMarch2019.pdf.
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We therefore propose that the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners initiate the rulemaking
process to prohibit wildlife killing contests.

It is time for Nevada to join the ten U.S. states that have now put a stop to wildlife killing contests.

1. In 2014 the California Game and Fish Commission prohibited the offering of prizes for contests

that target furbearer and nongame species by a vote of 4 to 1.

In 2018, a bill to ban coyote killing contests passed the Vermont legislature and became law.

3. In 2019, a bill to ban coyote killing contests passed the New Mexico legislature and became law.

4. In 2019, the Arizona Game and Fish Commission voted unanimously to prohibit killing contests
for furbearer and predator species.

5. In 2019 the Massachusetts Fisheries and Wildlife Board voted 6-1 to prohibit killing contests for
furbearer species.

6. In 2020 the Colorado Parks and Wildlife Commission voted 8-3 to prohibit killing contests for
small game and furbearer species such as coyotes and prairie dogs.

7. In 2020, the Washington Fish and Wildlife Commission voted 7-2 to prohibit wildlife killing
contests for species including bobcats, foxes, coyotes, crows and raccoons.

8. In 2021, a bill to prohibit killing contests for coyotes, foxes and raccoons passed the Maryland
legislature and became law.

9. In 2023, the Oregon Fish & Wildlife Commission voted 6-0 to end wildlife killing contests for
unprotected mammals in the state.

10. In 2023, the New York state legislature banned wildlife killing contests for coyotes, foxes,
bobcats, squirrels, raccoons, crows, and other species (except deer, bear, turkey and fish). The
law goes into effect in November 2024.

N

As stated above, it is well-established that wildlife killing contests in Nevada do not achieve any science-
based wildlife management objective. Instead, they are held for the sole purpose of killing animals for
entertainment and the chance at cash and prizes. During a June 13, 2016 meeting of the Nevada Board
of Wildlife Commissioners’ Administrative Procedures, Regulations, and Policy Committee, the
Commission acknowledged this by saying, “...the wildlife management profession does not generally
recognize the use of contests as a tool with substantial wildlife management effect,” and, instead, wildlife
killing contests “...traditionally are used to encourage participation, recruit new participants, and provide
a social contest in wildlife recreation.”®* However, growing public outrage over these contests, recent
actions to prohibit them by states across the U.S., and the scientific evidence provided herein all suggest
that the state of Nevada can no longer justify the continuation of this activity simply to recruit hunting
participation and provide an opportunity for social interaction.

To be clear, this rule would not in any way: (1) reduce opportunities to hunt coyotes or other wildlife
species or affect seasons or bag limits; (2) prevent anyone from protecting livestock, property or people
using lethal control; (3) prohibit the shooting of coyotes in the name of predator control; (4) ban “big
buck” competitions, fishing derbies, chukar contests, or field dog trials; or (5) prevent anyone from
donating to any charitable organization directly, patronizing a local bar or restaurant to support the
establishment economically, or gathering with a few friends to shoot coyotes as part of a “tradition.”

- The Commission has the statutory authority to prohibit wildlife killing contests.

The Commission has multiple, independent sources of statutory authority to prohibit wildlife killing
contests for fur-bearing and unprotected mammals: its general power to adopt regulations necessary to
the preservation, protection, and management of wildlife in the state, and its specific power to adopt
regulations governing the manner of taking wildlife. Either would suffice, standing alone, to support a
killing contest regulation. Taken together, they present a clear and compelling source of authority for

€2 Draft meeting minutes of the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners Administrative Procedures, Regulations, and Policy
Committee on June 13, 2016.
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the Commission to act without further legislation, as other state commissions in analogous contexts
have successfully done.

A state agency’s powers are generally limited to the powers set forth by statute, or those implied powers
necessary to carrying out the agency’s duties pursuant to statute. Stockmeier v. State Bd of Parole
Com’rs, 255 P.3d 209, 213 (Nev. 2011). See also Clark Cty v. State Equal Rights Com’n, 813 P.2d 1006,
1007 (Nev. 1991) (“Administrative agencies have only those powers which the legislature expressly or
implicitly delegates.”). State statute vests the board with multiple, independent sources of authority to
prohibit wildlife killing contests via regulation.

A. The Commission’s Broad Authority to Adopt Regulations Governing the Protection and
Management of Wildlife

First, the Nevada Legislature has given the Commission a broad grant of authority to regulate wildlife®* in
the state. State statute directs the Commission to “establish policies and adopt regulations necessary to
the preservation, protection, management and restoration of wildlife and its habitat,” NRS 501.105; see
also NRS 501.181(4)(a) (the Commission shall “[e]stablish regulations necessary to carry out the
provisions of this title”). In turn, state law empowers the Board to establish “broad policies” for “the
protection . ..and management of wildlife in the state,” NRS 501.181(1)(a), including “[t]he
management of . . . fur-bearing mammals . . . and unprotected mammals, birds, fish, reptiles, and
amphibians” and “the management and control of predatory wildlife.” NRS 501.181 (3)(a)-(b). In sum,
these provisions vest the Board with wide latitude to establish regulations it deems necessary to carry
out wildlife management and protection policy, including for fur-bearing and unprotected mammals.
Indeed, in construing these provisions the Nevada Attorney General noted “the expansive powers and
responsibilities delegated to the commission by statute. ..” 1985 Nev. Op. Att’y Gen. 58, at 4 (1985)
(emphasis added).

A regulation prohibiting wildlife killing contests would constitute a valid exercise of this broad regulatory
authority. As described above, the best available science shows that the indiscriminate killing that occurs
in the course of killing contests is counterproductive as a means of wildlife population management®,
undermines the integral role that predatory animals play in healthy ecosystems®, fails to increase game
species populations, and may even increase conflicts with livestock.®® This provides a sound scientific
basis for the Board to conclude that killing contests should be prohibited as a matter of wildlife
management and protection policy, and to implement that policy through regulation pursuant to its
authority under NRS 501.105 and NRS 501.181(4).

B. The Commission’s Specific Authority to Adopt Regulations Governing the Manner of Taking
wildlife

Second, state statute separately directs the Commission to establish regulations governing hunting,
including seasons, bag limits, and “the manner and means of taking wildlife . . .” NRS 501.181(4)(a).
While this authority is often invoked by the Commission to regulate the types of firearms and other
devices that may be used to kill animals while hunting (i.e. the “means” of taking), it also extends to
regulation of other elements related to take of wildlife. For example, the Board has used this authority

63 «wildlife” means “any wild mammal, wild bird, fish, reptile, amphibian, mollusk or crustacean found naturally in a wild state,
whether indigenous to Nevada or not and whether raised in captivity or not.” NRS 501.097.

¢ F. F. Knowlton, E. M. Gese, and M. M. Jaeger, "Coyote Depredation Control: An Interface between Biology and Management,”
Journal of Range Management 52, no. 5 (1999); Robert Crabtree and Jennifer Sheldon, “Coyotes and Canid Coexistence in
Yellowstone,” in Carnivores in Ecosystems: The Yellowstone Experience, ed. T. Clark et al.(New Haven [Conn.]: Yale University
Press, 1999); J. M. Goodrich and S. W. Buskirk, “Control of Abundant Native Vertebrates for Conservation of Endangered
Species,” Conservation Biology 9, no. 6 (1995).

¢ Fox, C.H. and C.M. Papouchis. 2005. Coyotes in Our Midst: Coexisting with an Adaptable and Resilient Carnivore. Animal
Protection Institute, Sacramento, California.

¢ F. F. Knowlton, E. M. Gese, and M. M. Jaeger, "Coyote Depredation Control: An Interface between Biology and Management,”
Journal of Range Management 52, no. 5 (1999); B. R. Mitchell, M. M. Jaeger, and R. H. Barrett, “Coyote Depredation
Management: Current Methods and Research Needs,” Wildlife Society Bulletin 32, no. 4 (2004).
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to: require hunters to make a reasonable effort to track wounded animals while hunting, prohibit the use
of bait to attract animals in order to hunt them, and prohibit the use of trail cameras and drones during
hunting seasons .NAC 503.191, 503.149, 503.148, 503.1485. This is consistent with case law holding that
the “plain meaning of the ‘manner of taking’ encompasses more than just the method used for killing
wildlife.” Armstrong v. State, 958 P.2d 1010, 1012-13, 1016 (Wash. App. 1998) (concluding that
Washington regulation requiring hunters to wear fluorescent orange clothing while hunting was valid
exercise of agency authority to regulate “manner of taking”).

Prohibiting killing contests would be a valid exercise of the Commission’s authority to regulate the
“manner... of taking” fur-bearing and unprotected mammals. Taking furbearers in the course of a killing
contest constitutes a “manner” of take that is, like hunting with the aid of trail cameras or unmanned
aerial vehicles, distinct from other forms of hunting in terms of ecological impact and sportsmanship.
And the goal of participants in a killing contest - taking as many animals as possible in a specified time
frame to earn prizes - directly and concretely affects where and how many animals are taken. It would
therefore be well-within the Commission’s authority to prohibit killing contests pursuant to its authority
to regulate the manner of taking fur-bearing and unprotected species.

C. Regulations Prohibiting Killing Contests in Other States Support the Commission’s Authority

Further support for the Commission’s authority can be found by looking to other states that have
banned wildlife killing contests through agency regulation. State wildlife commissions in California
(2014), Arizona (2019), Colorado (2020), Washington (2020), and Oregon (2023) have prohibited killing
contests for predatory and/or fur-bearing species in this way. Each of these regulations remain in effect
today and have not faced legal challenges. Notably, the wildlife commissions in most of these states
adopted their regulatory prohibitions using statutory authority that is substantially very similar to the
Commission’s:

» In 2019, the Arizona Game and Fish Commission adopted a regulation making it unlawful to
“[pJarticipate in, organize, promote, sponsor, or solicit participation in a contest where a
participant uses or intends to use any device or implement to capture or kill predatory animals
or fur-bearing animals.” 12 Ariz. Admin Code. 4-303(4)(i).*” The Commission did so pursuant to
its statutory authorities to “[e]stablish broad policies and long-range programs for the
management, preservation and harvest of wildlife” and “[e]stablish hunting, trapping and fishing
rules and prescribe the manner and methods that may be used in taking wildlife.” Ariz. Rev. Stat.
§17-231(A)(1), (3).

» In 2020, the Colorado Parks and Wildlife Commission amended its “Manner of Take”
regulation to add a prohibition on small game and furbearer killing contests. 2 Code Colo. Regs.
406-3 #303(A)(1)).%® In doing so, the Commission cited® both its specific authority to “by
appropriate rules and regulations...[d]etermine under what circumstances, when, in which
localities, by what means, what sex of, and in what amounts and numbers the wildlife of this state
may be taken” and its general authority to adopt rules deemed necessary to implement state
wildlife policy. Colo. Rev. Stat. §§ 33-1-106(1)(a), 33-9-102(2), 33-1-101(1).

> In 2020, the Washington Fish and Wildlife Commission adopted regulations prohibiting killing
contests involving species without a bag limit (such as coyotes). WAC 220-412-110(5), 220-413-
060(3).”° The Commission “determined that hunting contests that encourage and reward killing

¢7 Available at https:/fapps.azsos.gov/public_services/Title_12/12-04.pdf.

8 Available at https://www.sos.state.co.us/CCR/GenerateRulePdf.do?ruleVersionld=7043.

¢ See Colorado Parks and Wildlife, Summary re: final regulatory changes,
https://cpw.state.co.us/Documents/Commission/2020/April/ltem.7-W-3-Final.pdf, at 5 (Apr. 17, 2020).

70 Available at https://app.leg.wa.gov/WAC/default.aspx?cite=220-412-110 and https://app.leg.wa.gov/WAC/default.aspxzcite=220-
413-060.
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large numbers of native wildlife are not consistent with sound wildlife management principles™”
and cited its statutory authorities to “establish[] policies to preserve, protect, and perpetuate
wildlife,” “prescribe the time, place, manner, and methods that may be used to harvest or enjoy
game fish and wildlife,” and adopt rules “specifying the times, places, and manner” where
hunting equipment may be used. RCW 77.04.055, 77.12.047.

> In September 2023, the Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission adopted a rule prohibiting killing
contests for unprotected species. OAR 635-050-0300. The Commission did so pursuant to its
specific authority to restrict the “manner” of taking wildlife, as well as its broad regulatory
authority to regulate take in furtherance of state wildlife policy.”> ORS 496.162(1)-(2).

Each of these four states invoked similar authority to those delegated to the Commission under Nevada
statute and discussed above: the general power to adopt regulations necessary to enact wildlife
management policy, and the specific power to regulate the manner and/or method of taking wildlife. NRS
501.105, 501.181(4), 501.181(4)(a). The successful adoption and enforcement of regulatory prohibitions
in Arizona, Colorado, Washington, and Oregon therefore strongly supports the Commission’s authority
to enact a similar prohibition in Nevada.

2. Provide (or attach) the wording for the change you are proposing:

We propose the following amendment to add a new section to Chapter 503 of the Nevada
Administrative Code (HUNTING, FISHING AND TRAPPING; MISCELLANEOUS PROTECTIVE MEASURES):

NAC 503.196. Wildlife Killing Contests.

1. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, a person may not conduct or participate in a contest,
competition, tournament, or derby that has the objective of taking unprotected mammals as defined in
NAC 503.035, or fur-bearing mammals as defined in NAC 503.025, for prizes or other inducement.

2. The remains of any unprotected mammal or fur-bearing mammal killed during the course of a contest
or competition conducted in violation of this regulation shall be forfeited, and the remains of such
wildlife shall become the property of the department.

3. This section does not affect competitive field trials for hunting dogs as authorized under NRS 503.200,
or the taking of fur-bearing mammals causing damage to property as authorized by NRS 503.470.

3. What is the estimated “economic” effect of the regulation on the business which it is to
regulate?

(@) Include both adverse and beneficial effects:

This petition does not seek to regulate or limit the practices of Nevada businesses, but rather to prohibit
the conducting of or participating in contests that offer cash and prizes for the killing of wildlife.

However, a prohibition on wildlife killing contests may prove beneficial to Nevada businesses that serve
wildlife watching, ecotourism, and other non-consumptive users of the state’s wildlife and wild places, as

71 Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife, Notice of Proposed Rule Making #20-13-088, at 8 (June 16, 2020) (available at
https://wdfw.wa.gov/sites/default/files/2020-09/5_huntingcontestss.pdf).

72 See Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife, Agenda Item Summary (Sept. 15, 2023) (“[T]he Commission likely has the
authority to adopt rules prohibiting the take of unprotected mammals through contests in Oregon as a manner of take and as a
restriction that will carry out the provisions of wildlife law. This includes furtherance of the wildlife policy in ORS 496.012, and
implementing the goal in ORS

496.012(7) of making decisions that affect wildlife resources for the benefit of the wildlife resources and to make decisions that
allow for the best social, economic, and recreational utilization of wildlife resources by all user groups.”) available at
https://www.dfw.state.or.us/fagency/commission/minutes/23/09_Sep/E/Exhibit%20E%20Attachment%201%20Agenda%20ltem%20
Summary.pdf
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well as hotels, restaurants, and travel and transportation providers. Non-consumptive wildlife recreation
contributes significantly to Nevada’s economy. The National Park Service reports:

In 2022, 4.4 million park visitors spent an estimated $224 million in local gateway regions
while visiting National Park Service lands in Nevada. These expenditures supported a
total of 2,360 jobs, $102 million in labor income, $176 million in value added, and $283
million in economic output in the Nevada economy.”

And according to the U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis, more than $6 billion was spent on all outdoor
recreation activities in Nevada in 2022 (the most recent data available). Only 0.5% of that amount was
spent on hunting and trapping.”

(b) Include both immediate and long-term effects:

The immediate effect of a prohibition on wildlife killing contests will be positive media coverage of the
state’s wildlife commission for reaffirming their commitment to science and ethics in guiding their
wildlife management policy. Non-consumptive users may be more likely to support the agency financially
and otherwise if they believe the commission is listening to the concerns and interests of non-
consumptive users in addition to hunting, trapping and ranching interests.

4. What is the estimated “economic” effect of the regulation on the public which it is to regulate?

(a) Include both adverse and beneficial effects:

Beneficial effects include increased revenue from tourism and wildlife watching by visitors who may have
been unwilling to patronize the state because of its wildlife killing contests. Tourists who visited other
western states that have banned killing contests, including California, Arizona, New Mexico, Colorado,
Oregon and Washington, may now be more willing to spend their dollars in Nevada as well.

As stated above, the science is clear that wildlife killing contests provide no demonstrable benefits to
livestock farmers or to hunters, and, in fact, can be more costly to farmers because the indiscriminate
killing of coyotes can increase conflicts with livestock. The establishments that host these activities may
experience aslight loss of profits, but we expect the impact to be minimal as most establishments only
host these events once per year.

It’s important to note that only a small minority of Nevada residents engage in hunting (only 3.4% of
Nevadans were paid hunting license holders in 2023),”* and the portion of those hunters who participate
in wildlife killing contests is minuscule.

(b) Include both immediate and long-term effects:

Immediate and long-term effects will include an improvement of Nevada’s image as pro-science, pro-
conservation, and wildlife- and ecotourist-friendly.

73 National Park Service: “Economic Contributions to the Nevada Economy.” https://www.nps.gov/subjects/socialscience/vse.htm
74 U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis: Outdoor Recreation Satellite Account, U.S. and States, 2022.
https://www.bea.gov/data/special-topics/outdoor-recreation

7% The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service: Hunting Licenses, Holders, and Costs by Apportionment Year. https://us-east-
1.quicksight.aws.amazon.com/sn/accounts/329180516311/dashboards/48b2aa9c-43a9-4ea6-887e-5465bd70140b
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5. What is the estimated cost to the Department of Wildlife for enforcement of the
proposed regulation?

There is no projected cost for enforcement of the proposed regulation, and no projected decrease in
the sale of hunting licenses because coyotes can be hunted without a hunting license in Nevada. Wildlife
killing contests do not bring any revenue to NDOW.

The top prizes in most wildlife killing contests are the distribution of the cash pot accumulated from the
contest registration fees, along with hunting equipment donated by manufacturers who are also
sponsors of the contests. The proposed regulatory language would prohibit organizers from offering
cash or other prizes for contests, and would prohibit participants from competing in a contest. This
would eliminate the charging of registration fees that would become the cash pot for prizes, as well as
the donation of prizes such as hunting equipment by potential sponsors. In turn, without the chance to
win cash and prizes, few are likely to attend or participate in such contests, and, without participants,
organizers no longer have a contest. These factors work together to serve as a preemptive enforcement
mechanism that does not rely heavily on law enforcement resources.

Additionally, in order to accumulate a cash pot and items to award as prizes, a killing contest organizer
must charge a registration fee, solicit corporate or business sponsorships, and advertise the event well in
advance. Any combination of these activities would likely put the event on the radar of law enforcement,
or of individuals who might report the planned event to law enforcement—which would then alert the
organizers that they cannot hold the event because it is prohibited by regulation.

Therefore, most of the enforcement of this proposed ban would be in advance of any planned contest,
rather than the policing of those who are lawfully hunting in Nevada.

6. Does the proposed change overlap or duplicate any regulations of other state or
local government agencies?__ X No Yes
If “Yes,” list the agency and explain why the duplication or overlapping is necessary:

7. Does the requested change overlap or duplicate afederal regulation? X No __Yes
If “Yes,” list the name of the regulating federal agency?

8. Is the requested change required by federal law? X No Yes
If “Yes,” please cite or describe the federal law as best you can:

9. Does the requested change include provisions which are more stringent than a federal
regulation that regulates the same activity?_ X No Yes

10. Does the requested change establish a new fee or increase an existing fee2 X No _ Yes

g i
U Date: February 12, 2024

Petitioner’s Signature
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PETITION PROCESS FLOWCHART

(Refer to NAC 501.195 for detailed process)

Note: The petition process is used to request a change to existing regulation or create a
new regulation. Current regulations remain in effect until any proposed changes are fully
adopted. A petition for changes to adopt, file, amend or repeal a permanent requlation
does not affect the present, only the future. The process takes at least 4 months.

Petitioner will fill out the Commission will refer the
petition form explainingthe | _______ | petition to the Department
reason and legal authority. to obtain a

They will also include the recommendation.

proposed language change

to a pertinent NAC. Legal

authority must be based on
NRS.

The Department and Office of the Attorney General will review the
petition to verify legal authority. Not later than 20 days after receiving
the petition, the Department will forward their recommendation to the
Commission whether to deny the petition or initiate rulemaking based

on legal authority.

|

The Executive Assistant to the Secretary of the Commission will work
with the petitioner to schedule the petition to be heard at a Nevada
Board of Wildlife Commissioners meeting. The petitioner must
appear at the meeting to support their petition, and answer any
questions.

The Commission will hold the meeting: At the meeting, the petitioner
will present their petition and answer questions. Department staff
will be prepared to address any questions the Commission may have.
The Commission will decide to accept or deny petition.

Within 30 days after a petition is presented to the Commission, the
Secretary of the Commission will notify the petitioner in writing of the
Commission’s decision to deny the petition or initiate rulemaking. If
accepted by Commission, the Department initiates the rule-making
procedures set forth in Chapter 233B of NRS.
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Report To:
Staff Contact:

Agenda Title:

Agenda Action:

Agenda Item No: 7.C
A3

STAFF REPORT

Meeting Date: March 5, 2024

For Possible Action: Presentation for Interim Natural Resources Committee
Meeting - At its March 8, 2024, meeting the Nevada Board of Wildlife
Commissioners will hear an overview of the presentation that the department was
asked to give to the Interim Natural Resources Committee about the commission
and its duties at their April 5Sth Meeting. They have the opportunity to provide
input.

Formal Action / Motion Time Requested:

Proposed Motion

Board's Strategic Goal

Previous Action

Background/Issues & Analysis

Applicable Statute, Code, Policy, Rule or Regulation

Financial Information
Is there a fiscal impact? No

If yes, account name/number:

Is it currently budgeted? No

Explanation of Fiscal Impact:

Alternatives

Attachment(s):

7C-Interim-NR-Presentation-Memo-March-2024-1.pdf

Motion:

1) Aye/Nay

2)



https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/2461979/10-Interim-NR-Presentation-Memo-March-2024-1.pdf

TAY

(Vote Recorded By)



NEVADA STATE OF NEVADA

DEPARTMENT OF

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE
Data and Technology Services Division
6980 Sierra Center Parkway, Ste. 120 ¢ Reno, Nevada 89511
(775) 688-1500 Fax (775) 688-1987

MEMORANDUM: Friday, February 16, 2024

To: Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners, County Advisory Boards to Manage Wildlife, and
Interested Publics

From: Kailey Musso, Management Analyst 3, Director’s Office
Title: Interim Natural Resources Presentation

Description: The Department has been asked to provide a presentation on the Commission to the Interim
Natural Resources Committee on April 5th.

Summary:

Legislative Counsel Bureau staff have requested that the Department give a presentation to the Interim Natural
Resources Committee at their April 5" Meeting on various aspects of the Wildlife Commission. LCB staff gave very
detailed instructions to the Department on what should be included in the presentation. Their instructions are pasted
below.

“The presentation should be brief and include the following information about the Board, as
governed by statute, regulation, or Board policy:

e Powers, duties, mission and interactions with NDOW

e Recent actions

e The current composition, qualifications and background of members, length of service and
term, and geographic representation of Board members

Appointment process and selection criteria considered during the appointment process
How leadership of the Board is determined

Number of meetings held per year and location(s)

Voting rules/constitution of a quorum

Per diem allowances and expenses of the Board in 2022/2023

Legislative history that created the Board”

Recommendation:
The Department is seeking input from the Commission on other information they would like to provide as part of the
presentation, should time allow.

Page 1 of 1 Kailey Musso, Management Analyst, 775-688-1510
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Agenda Item No: 7.D

TAA

STAFF REPORT

Report To: Meeting Date: March 5, 2024

Staff Contact:

Agenda Title: For Possible Action: Commission General Regulation 520 - Tag Deferral
Extenuating Circumstances Revision. At its March 9, 2024, meeting, the
Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners will hold a workshop to consider
amending Chapter 502 of the Nevada Administrative Code to amend the
circumstances surrounding tag deferrals.

Agenda Action: Formal Action / Motion Time Requested:

Proposed Motion

Board's Strategic Goal
Previous Action
Background/Issues & Analysis

Applicable Statute, Code, Policy, Rule or Regulation

Financial Information
Is there a fiscal impact? No

If yes, account name/number:
Is it currently budgeted? No
Explanation of Fiscal Impact:

Alternatives

Attachment(s):
7D-CGR-520-Tag-Deferral-Extenuating-Circumstances.pdf

Motion: 1) Aye/Nay
2)



https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/2461991/18A-CGR-520-Tag-Deferral-Extenuating-Circumstances.pdf

(Vote Recorded By) 118



NEVADA

ememar STATE OF NEVADA
o o DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE

Data and Technology Services Division
6980 Sierra Center Parkway, Ste. 120 ¢ Reno, Nevada 89511
(775) 688-1500 Fax (775) 688-1987

MEMORANDUM: FEBRUARY 16, 2024

To: Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners, County Advisory Boards to Manage Wildlife, and Interested Publics
From: Management Analyst Megan Manfredi, Data and Technology Services Division
Title: Commission General Regulation 520, Extenuating Circumstance Tag Deferral

Description: The Commission will review and revise draft language amending Nevada Administrative Code (NAC)
chapter 502 that would amend the timeframe an extenuating circumstance could happen to a customer for
qualification to defer the big game tag.

Brief Explanation of the Proposed Regulation:

This regulation amends section 1 of LCB File No. R022-19 which established a program to allow a customer the
option to defer or transfer their big game tag if an extenuating circumstance happened to the customer before the
hunting season of the tag opened that prevented the tag holder from hunting on the tag.

The regulation adjusts the timeframe of which an extenuating circumstance could happen to the customer for
deferral qualification. It also restricts the excludes the deferral option if a tag is awarded through certain programs.

Recommendation:

The Department recommends that the Commission review, amend if needed, and move towards an additional
workshop or adoption of the proposed regulation.

Page 1 of 1
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PROPOSED REGULATION OF THE
BOARD OF WILDLIFE COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION GENERAL REGULATION 520

LCB File No. R014-24

EXPLANATION - Matter in italics is new; matter in brackets [emitted-material] is material to be omitted.

AUTHORITY: §§1-4, NRS 501.105, 501.181, 502.103, 502.160 and 502.250; §5, NRS 501.105,
501.181, 502.160, 502.219 and 502.250.

A REGULATION relating to licensing and the validation of a game tag in any

Sec. 2. Section 1 of LCB File No. R022-19 (uncodified regulation) is hereby amended to read as
follows:

1. A holder of a tag may claim an extenuating circumstance and request to transfer the tag, return
the tag for the restoration of bonus points or defer the use of the tag pursuant to NRS 502.103, as
amended by section 4.5 of Assembly Bill No. 89, chapter 109, Statutes of Nevada 2021, at page
473, only in accordance with the requirements of this section.

(a) Tags excluded for deferral approval include:

(1) Tags awarded pursuant to NAC 502.421: alternate list.

(2) Tags awarded pursuant to NAC 502.4215: First Come First Served program.

(2) Tags awarded pursuant to NAC 502.4237: drawing of tags for the restricted
nonresident guided mule deer hunt.

(3) Tags awarded pursuant to NAC 502.424 through NAC 502.4268, NAC 502.42253
through NAC 502.42283: for any management, depredation, landowner damage compensation
antelope or mule deer, elk incentive or emergency hunt programs.

(4) Tags awarded pursuant to NAC 502.4269 through NAC 502.42696, NAC
502.4273 through NAC 502.42905, NAC 502.4291 through NAC 502.4298, NRS 502.250 for Dream,
Partnership in Wildlife, Heritage, or Silver State specialty tag programs.

2. A person who applies for a big game tag may designate a beneficiary of the tag. Upon the death
of the holder of the tag, if the designated beneficiary provides a death certificate to the
Department, the designated beneficiary will be treated as if he or she were awarded the tag
pursuant to subsection 6. The designated beneficiary may:
(a) Use the tag if he or she is otherwise eligible to hunt a big game mammal in this State,
subject to any applicable waiting period, as long as the person has not been suspended by
the Department from using a tag;
(b) Transfer the tag to a qualified organization approved by the Department pursuant to
subsection 10; or
(c) Return the tag to the Department.
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3. If the holder of a tag is diagnosed as terminally ill before hunting hours begin on the opening
day of the season for which the tag was issued, the holder of the tag may claim an extenuating
circumstance and request to transfer the tag to another person who is otherwise eligible to hunt
a big game mammal in this State.
4. Except as otherwise provided in subsection 8, the Department shall allow the holder of a tag to
return the tag to the Department pursuant to NAC 502.422, for the restoration of any bonus points
that he or she used to obtain the tag or defer the use of the tag to the next applicable hunting
season if any of the following extenuating circumstances occur after the last day that the holder
is entitled to return the tag pursuant to NAC 502.422, but before the hunting hours begin on the
opening day of the season for which the tag was issued:
(@) The death of a family member of the holder of the tag, as verified by a certificate of
death;
(b) The holder of the tag or a family member of the holder incurs a severe and
unanticipated injury or illness which prevents the holder from hunting during the season
for which the tag was issued, as verified in writing by a physician; or
(c) The holder of the tag is serving in the Armed Forces of the United States and is
transferred to a location which makes it impracticable for the holder to hunt in the area
for which the tag was issued, as verified by a copy of his or her orders or other proof
satisfactory to the Department.
5. If the holder of the tag claims an extenuating circumstance as described in subsections 3 and 4,
he or she must:
(a) Return the tag to the Department not later than 14 business days after the opening day
of the season for which the tag was issued;
(b) Attest that he or she did not hunt on the tag; and
(c) Submit evidence to the Department of the extenuating circumstance. In the case of the
death of a family member, if the holder of the tag has not received a death certificate for
the deceased person within the 14 business days required to return the tag to the
Department pursuant to paragraph (a), the death certificate may be submitted to the
Department at such time as the holder of the tag receives a copy of the death certificate.
6.If a tag is transferred to another person or qualifying organization pursuant to this section, both
the original holder of the tag and the new recipient of the tag will be treated as if he or she drew
the tag with respect to any applicable waiting periods and bonus points.
7. The Department shall process the transfer, return or deferral within 5 business days after
receiving the tag.
8. The provisions of this section do not apply to the holder of a tag who is serving in the Armed
Forces of the United States if he or she defers the use of a tag pursuant to NAC 502.336.
9. The tag transfer program is hereby established. An organization that wishes to participate in
the tag transfer program must submit an application to the Department between September 1 and
October 31 of each year for participation in the hunting season for the following year. An
application submitted by an organization must demonstrate that the organization is a qualified
organization, as that term is defined in section 1 of Assembly Bill No. 89, chapter 109, Statutes of
Nevada 2021, at page 471 (NRS 502.104), and further demonstrate:
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(a) The ability of the organization to cooperate with a licensed master guide, licensed
subguide or otherwise qualified person to safely guide or mentor persons who are eligible
to receive a transferred tag pursuant to this section;
(b) The number of persons represented out of each category described in subparagraphs
(1) and (2) of paragraph (b) of subsection 3 of section 1 of Assembly Bill No. 89, chapter
109, Statutes of Nevada 2021, at page 471 (NRS 502.104), who are eligible to receive a
transferred tag pursuant to this section, including, without limitation, the following
information:
(1) The first and last name of each person;
(2) The date of birth of each person; and
(3) The client number, as defined in NAC 502.029, of each person; and
(c) That no monetary trade or exchange of goods will be taken or given by the
organization, a person or family member of a person represented by a qualifying
organization or a person wishing to transfer his or her tag.
10. If an application submitted pursuant to subsection 9 is approved, the Department shall notify
the organization of the approval. Such approval authorizes the qualified organization to
participate in the tag transfer program for 1 calendar year beginning on January 1 and ending on
the last day of that year’s concurrent hunting seasons.
11. At the request of the holder of a tag, the Department shall provide a tag transfer request form
and list of qualified organizations to the holder for submission to the Department designating the
qualified organization that will receive the tag.
12. If a qualified organization fails to meet the requirements set forth in subsection 9, the
Department shall revoke the authorization of the organization to participate in the tag transfer
program for the remainder of the current year’s hunting season.
13. The Department shall update the Commission on all tags that are transferred, returned or
deferred pursuant to this section.
14. As used in this section:
(a) “Family member” has the meaning ascribed to it in NRS 502.103.
(b) “Tag transfer program” means the program established by this section pursuant to
section 1 of Assembly Bill No. 89, chapter 109, Statutes of Nevada 2021, at page 471 (NRS
502.104).
(c) “Terminally ill” has the meaning ascribed to it in NRS 449A.08]1.
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M NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE

WILDLIFE

= Data and Technology Services
6980 Sierra Center Parkway, Suite 120, Reno, Nevada 89511
License Office

STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURE

Determining Extenuating Circumstance Qualifications for Tag Deferral Requests

EFFECTIVE DATE: TBD
APPROVED BY:

Alan Jenne
Director, Nevada Department of Wildlife

Tommy Caviglia
Chair, Nevada Board of Wildlife Commission

REFERENCE: NRS 232.4854, NRS 502.103, NAC 502.103, NAC 502.422

DISTRIBUTION: Data and Technology Service (DATS) Staff, Director’s Office Staff, Game Staff

Purpose:

To establish a procedure to collect and process tag deferral requests; to reduce any likelihood of
overallocation of set quotas; to remain fair and consistent when determining if provided extenuating
circumstances qualify the tag holder for a tag deferral; and to ensure public transparency of deferral
allocations during quota setting.

This policy does not regulate provisions found for military deferrals in NAC 502.336 or diseased tag
replacement deferrals in NAC 502.321.

Policy:

NAC 502.103 provides a big game or turkey tag holder the ability to choose to defer the tag to the
next applicable hunting season if an extenuating circumstance, defined as a “severe or
unanticipated injury or illness,” occurs which prevents the tag holder from hunting during the season
for which the tag was issued. The unanticipated injury or illness must not have been diagnosed
before the notification of the awarded draw results. The extenuating circumstance must have
occurred after the close of the last business day of the Department and before the legal shooting
hours of the tag season’s opening day.

To ensure consistency and fairness to participants, the Department shall use NRS 232.4854 as a
guide for extenuating circumstance qualifications. Each deferral request will be reviewed for
compliance on an individual basis by the Director or Deputy Director. A response shall be provided
for each request within 10 business days of request receipt.
NRS 232.4854 — “Serious illness” means a medical illness, physical injury or condition that
substantially affects the quality of life of a person for more than a short period of time.

A serious illness or injury under this statute is a medical illness or injury that was unknown and
unanticipated before the person was awarded the tag. The Department may request additional
medical information from the customer who submitted a deferral request to determine if the request

Page | 1 Extenuating Circumstance Qualifications and Tag Deferrals
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qualifies. Requests for medical records establishing the onset of any particular medical condition
may be of particular value.

It is ultimately the responsibility of the tag holder to submit proper documentation demonstrating
their eligibility for the deferral program including but not limited to a statement clearly showing that
the tag holder’s physical condition precluded his or her participation in the hunt described on the
awarded tag. The Department has the right to deny a request for lack of documentation that shows
the injury or illness was unknown at the time the tag was awarded.

Pursuant to NAC 502.422, a general tag return must be received by the Department before the
opening day of the hunt season. Tag returns received prior to the opening day of the season that
DO NOT qualify as an extenuating circumstance shall be treated as a general tag return.

Pursuant to NAC 502.103 subsection 5(a), a customer who has experienced an extenuating
circumstance prior to the opening day of the hunt season has 14 business days into the hunt season
to notify the Department.

Examples of qualifying extenuating circumstances include but are not limited to:
e Motor vehicle accidents resulting in severe personal injury

e Unplanned surgeries resulting from unanticipated accidents or illnesses

« Blood clot(s)

o Broken bones

e Severe, acute, or life-threatening illnesses

 Death of a family member, as defined in NRS 502.103

Examples of extenuating circumstances that DO NOT qualify include but are not limited to:

e Cold and flu

» Return to work notes depicting “light duty”

o Elective or planned surgeries such as knee or hip replacements

» Chronic medical conditions, including but not limited to, hypertension, obesity, high cholesterol,
fibromyalgia, arthritis, asthma, COPD, multiple sclerosis, etc.

e Seizures and similar chronic medical conditions that encompass a range of neurological disorders
characterized by abnormal electrical activity in the brain.

e Injury or death of another member of the tag holder’s hunting party, unless the member is also
kindred to the tag holder within the first degree of consanguinity.

Examples of events that do not meet the definition of an extenuating circumstance include but are
not limited to:

o Natural disasters or property damage such as wildland fires

o Weather related events

o Government closures and shutdowns

e Jury summons

« Biological impacts on herd health or numbers

Tag holders who do not qualify for tag deferment may still return their tag for any reason for the
return of bonus points, pursuant to NAC 502.422, as long as the tag is physically possessed or
received by the Department before the opening day of the tag’s season.

Tag holders who were awarded multiple tags in a hunt year may only defer one tag for the following
year.

Procedures:

DATS customer support staff will assist in clarifying qualifications of a big game or turkey tag

deferral. Support staff will inform inquiring tag holders about the deferral program and that each
Page | 2 Extenuating Circumstance Qualifications and Tag Deferrals
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request requires supporting documentation and will be reviewed for compliance separately by the
Director/Deputy Director of the agency. Staff will inform tag holders regarding the need to provide
supporting documentation for deferral requests

Tag Returned by Customer: All deferred tag requests received at a NDOW office will immediately
be forwarded by mail (the physical tag must accompany the paperwork) to the Headquarters
location with attention to the DATS Program Officer 1 (PNC0008). Scanned copies of tag return
and deferral requests will be emailed to the DATS Program Officer 1 to begin the review and return
process and married to the original tag once received by mail.

NDOW Headquarters staff will date stamp received tag deferral request through the mail and
provide it to the DATS Program Officer 1. Additional medical documentation may be requested by
the Department if the supporting documentation supplied by the customer is insufficient to qualify
for the deferral request.

A deferred tag list will be created by the DATS Program Officer 1 within the duration of the current
hunt season. The created list should be sortable by each section and include:

e Tag holder Client Identification Number

e Tag holder’s full name

o Reason for the deferment

o Species for which the tag is being deferred

e Hunt season dates of deferred tag

 Unit for which the deferred tag was issued

e Weapon class of the deferred tag

e Approved or denied column

Director’s Office Approval Process: Once logged, the DATS Program Officer 1 will forward the
request to the Director’s Office for review.

The Director’s Office staff will notify the DATS Program Officer 1 and/or the DATS Management
Analyst 3 (PCN0010) if a customer qualifies for a tag deferral, within ten (10) business days of
deferral request receipt by the Department.

Tag holders will be notified by Department staff whether their deferral request does or does not
qualify for the extenuating circumstance deferral. Information on returning a tag for any reason will
be given if a tag holder does not qualify for a deferral. An explanation of the process to fulfill the
deferred tag for the next identical season and the possibility of void deferrals due to season or unit
changes will be offered to the customer. Information regarding the deferral suspension will be
provided to the customer.

Once the customer is notified, tag holders with qualifying deferral requests will have their tag
returned through the AMS system which produces a tag fee refund and the tag for the current
season will be issued to an alternate or offered for sale through the FCFS program. A deferral
suspension will be added to the customer account in AMS preventing them from receiving any other
big game tags through the alternate, FCFS, or landowner tag programs for the duration of the
current hunt season.

Complete tag deferral paperwork will be filed by last name and hunt year and stored until the
retention period has expired. Staff will follow the State and agency approved retention schedule for
storage timing and document destruction.

Quota Setting: Upon the close of the corresponding hunt year, the Program Officer 1 will provide
the deferred tag list to the DATS Division Administrator (PCN0002), the DATS Management Analyst
3, and Game Division Administrator (PCN0088). Game Division staff will review the tag deferral list

Page | 3 Extenuating Circumstance Qualifications and Tag Deferrals
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and provide the DATS staff information on the number of hunts where deferred tags take up the full
quantity of the anticipated quotas. The deferment list, with CID and names redacted, will be
provided to the Commission as additional supporting materials during the season setting meeting
in January and the quota setting meeting in May.

Deferral Tag Fulfillment: DATS Management Analyst 3 will provide the list of deferred tags to the
licensing vendor and track the deferred tags in the configuration file used to build the application
period. Deferred tags will be accounted for in the Commission approved quotas before being loaded
into the AMS system’s application period. This process prevents the overallocation of tags awarded
through the draw.

Deferrals will not be approved if a tag was awarded through the alternate program or purchased
through the First Come First Served (FCFS) program.

Deferrals will not be approved for the non-resident guided mule deer hunt.

Deferrals will not be approved for any management, depredation, landowner damage compensation
antelope or mule deer, elk incentive, or emergency hunts.

Deferrals will not be approved for any Silver State, Heritage, Dream or Partnership in Wildlife
specialty tags.

The Board of Wildlife Commissioners approves the hunt seasons, quotas, and Commission
Regulations. Deferral requests in which the season dates or structures have changes so that the
tag is no longer matching to the original tag approved for deferral, the customer will be treated as if
the deferral was a general tag return in relation to lifted waiting periods and bonus point restoration.

Filling Tag Deferral Quotas: Quotas are approved at the May Board of Wildlife Commission
meeting and are unknown at the time the big game application period opens, usually in March. If
the quota for a hunt is lower than the received number of approved deferral requests resulting in all
tags being allocated before the application period, the Department will not award a tag through the
draw.

If a whole quota is allocated for tag deferrals, the Department will take applications to build an
alternate list for use if a deferred tag is returned to the Department.

If the Department receives more deferrals than the available quota in season, the Department will
issue deferred tags the lowest assigned draw number. Customers who were approved for deferral
but do not receive a tag based on no available quota will have their deferral request treated as a
regular tag return.

Upon completion of the big game application period, the quotas within the configuration file should
be updated to reflect the actual Commission approved quota. This will ensure that the applicant is
shown the correct number of tags that were issued last season during the following year’s
application period.

Fulfilling Deferred Tags: Tag deferrals from a prior season that are to be issued in the current
season will be configured by licensing vendor staff and prepped for sale. Once configured, DATS
staff will ensure that the deferral customers have an active hunting license before the tag is issued.
DATS licensing staff will contact the deferral customers scheduled to receive a tag and collect
payment of the tag fee. Customers will be given a deadline to submit payment to the Department
for the deferred tag. If payment is not received by the deadline, the deferral request will be denied
and the quota for the deferral will be issued through the main draw.

Page | 4 Extenuating Circumstance Qualifications and Tag Deferrals
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Once payment is collected, the tags can be assigned to the customer accounts in AMS, printed on
durable stock, and mailed to the customer.

Employee Responsibilities:

o DATS Staff — provide proper information to tag holders, contact customers, collect payment, date
stamp and forward paperwork to DATS PO1, file deferral paperwork.

o DATS PO1 - create, manage, and share deferred tag list.

o DATS MAS — track deferred tags in configuration file, provide list to licensing vendor.

o Game Staff — communicate with DATS staff on anticipated low quotas for hunts with a high volume
of deferrals, include redacted deferred tag list in January and May’s Commission support
materials.

e Director’s Office Staff — approve or deny tag deferral requests, communicate deferral decisions
with DATS staff within ten (10) business days.

Definitions:

e EXTENUATING CIRCUMSTANCE: a serious injury, illness, or death of a child, partner, or close
relative to the first degree of consanguinity which prevents the holder of the tag from hunting
during the season for which the tag was issued. Section 1 of LCB File No. R022-19, subsection 4
(b) of NAC 502

o SERIOUS ILLNESS: a medical iliness, physical injury or condition that substantially affects the
quality of life of a person for more than a short period of time - NRS 232.4854. A serious illness or
injury under this statute is a medical iliness or injury that was unknown and unanticipated before
the person was awarded the tag.

o TERMINAL ILLNESS: a medical diagnosis made by a physician that a person has an anticipated
life expectancy of not more than 12 months. NRS 449A.081

o FAMILY MEMBER: spouse of the big game hunter, a stepchild of the big game hunter, a person
related to the big game hunter within the first degree of consanguinity (spouse, child, or parent). —
NRS 502.103.

Page | 5 Extenuating Circumstance Qualifications and Tag Deferrals
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Agenda Item No: 7.E

T80

STAFF REPORT

Report To: Meeting Date: March 5, 2024

Staff Contact:

Agenda Title:
For Possible Action: Commission General Regulation 521 - Junior Tag
Transfer. At its March 9, 2024, meeting, the Nevada Board of Wildlife
Commissioners will hold a workshop to consider amending Chapter 502 of the
Nevada Administrative Code to provide for the circumstances surrounding the
transfer of a tag to a junior hunter.

Agenda Action: Formal Action / Motion Time Requested:

Proposed Motion

Board's Strategic Goal
Previous Action
Background/Issues & Analysis

Applicable Statute, Code, Policy, Rule or Regulation

Financial Information
Is there a fiscal impact? No

If yes, account name/number:
Is it currently budgeted? No
Explanation of Fiscal Impact:

Alternatives

Attachment(s):
7E-CGR-521-Junior-Tag-Transfer.pdf

Motion: 1) Aye/Nay
2)



https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/2461993/18B-CGR-521-Junior-Tag-Transfer.pdf

T00

(Vote Recorded By)



NEVADA

ememar STATE OF NEVADA
o o DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE

Data and Technology Services Division
6980 Sierra Center Parkway, Ste. 120 ¢ Reno, Nevada 89511
(775) 688-1500 Fax (775) 688-1987

MEMORANDUM: FEBRUARY 16, 2024

To: Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners, County Advisory Boards to Manage Wildlife, and Interested Publics
From: Management Analyst Megan Manfredi, Data and Technology Services Division
Title: Commission General Regulation 521, Junior Tag Transfer

Description: The Commission will review and revise draft language amending Nevada Administrative Code (NAC)
chapter 502 that would allow the transfer of a game tag to a minor between the age of 12 and 17 who is otherwise
eligible to hunt the tag.

Brief Explanation of the Proposed Regulation:

This regulation was drafted in coordination with the Tag Allocation and Application Hunt Committee after the
passage of Senate Bill 311 of the 82" Legislative Session.

The regulation outlines a program that would allow a mule deer tag holder to transfer their mule deer tag to a minor
between the age of 12 and 17 who is otherwise eligible to be awarded and hunt the mule deer tag.

Recommendation:

The Department recommends that the Commission review, amend if needed, and move towards an additional
workshop or adoption of the proposed regulation.

Page 1 of 1
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PROPOSED REGULATION OF THE
BOARD OF WILDLIFE COMMISSIONERS
COMMISSION GENERAL REGULATION 521

LCB File No. R015-24

EXPLANATION - Matter in italics is new; matter in brackets [emitted-material] is material to be omitted.

AUTHORITY: §§1-4, NRS 501.105, 501.181, 502.103, 502.160 and 502.250; §5, NRS 501.105,
501.181, 502.160, 502.219 and 502.250.

A REGULATION relating to licensing and the validation of a game tag in any

New Tag Transfer NAC 502

1. A tag holder may transfer their main draw awarded mule deer tag for the current
corresponding hunt year to a minor between the ages of 12 to 17 who is otherwise eligible to
hunt on the mule deer tag.

a. A minor must have reached their 12" birthday before the opening day of the tag’s
season and must not reach their 18" birthday before the close of the tag’s season
to be eligible to receive a transfer.

b. Junior mule deer tags are excluded for transfer within this program.

2. The minor receiving the transfer may only receive one mule deer tag annually and must have
been unsuccessful in receiving any big game tag through the main draw for the corresponding
hunt year.

3. The tag holder must designate the name(s) and client ID(s) of the minor(s) they intend to
transfer their tag to at the time their main draw application is submitted.

4. The original tag holder shall surrender the mule deer tag to the Department and correctly
enter the required information on the Department issued mule deer tag transfer affidavit. The
information must include:

a. The original tag holder’s legal name;

b. The legal name of the minor the big game tag will be transferred to;

c. The relationship between the tag holder and the minor receiving the tag transfer;
d. The Nevada client ID of both the original tag holder and the minor;

e. The type of hunt as defined in NAC 502.105;

i. Species;
ii. Species Category;
iii. Weapon;
iv. Residency;
v. Seasomn;
vi. Hunt Unit;
5. Transfer requests must be received by the Department no later than July 1 of the
corresponding hunt year.
The original tag holder is responsible for the payment of the tag fee pursuant to NRS 502.250.
7. Both the original tag holder and the minor receiving the mule deer tag will be treated as if
they were awarded the mule deer tag with respect to bonus point cost.

S
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8. The Department will return a copy of the Department signed and dated affidavit to the
original tag holder-at the time the transfer has been completed. The tag holder transferring
the big game tag must accompany the minor receiving the mule deer tag into the field,
regardless of the age of the minor, and have on their person a copy of the Department signed
tag transfer affidavit.

9. A tag holder may only transfer a tag through this program once in their lifetime.

10. Transferred tags may not be returned to the Department for the restoration of bonus points.

11. The exchange of anything of value including, without limitation to, money, goods, and/or
services is strictly prohibited from participation in the program.

12. Transferred tags may not be deferred or transferred a second time to another person.

13. As used in this section:

a. “Accompany into the field” means the youth and adult must remain close enough
for the adult to see and provide verbal assistance to the youth hunter, no more
than 10 yards. Using electronic devices, such as walkie-talkies or cell phones, does
not meet this requirement.

NAC 502.385 - Use of tag or permit

1. The tag or permit must be carried by the holder at all times while the holder is hunting or
trapping or while he or she is fishing for wildlife for which a tag or permit is required.
2. Except as otherwise provided in NAC 502.42905, name of new junior tag transfer regulation
LCB File No. RXXX-XX, and section 1 of LCB File No. R022-19, it is unlawful for any person to:
(a) Use or possess a tag or permit issued to any other person;
(b) Transfer or give a tag or permit issued to him or her to any other person;
(c) Use any tag or permit in a management area or unit for which it is not intended; or
(d) Use a tag or permit at any time other than at the time intended.
3. After it has been issued, a tag or permit may not be exchanged or a refund made except in
accordance with the policies and regulations of the Commission.
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Agenda Item No: 7.F
TR

STAFF REPORT

Report To: Meeting Date: March 5, 2024
Staff Contact:

Agenda Title: For Possible Action: Commission General Regulation 500, Subdivision Map
Review. At its March 9, 2024, meeting, the Nevada Board of Wildlife
Commissioners will hold an adoption hearing to consider amending Nevada
Administrative Code (NAC) 278 to provide for the Department review of
tentative subdivision map(s) and inclusion of recommendations for methods to
avoid or minimize impacts to wildlife, mitigation measures, best management
practices or required design features, and provide for collection of associated
fees to the Department for carrying out such reviews.

Agenda Action: Formal Action / Motion Time Requested:

Proposed Motion

Board's Strategic Goal
Previous Action
Background/Issues & Analysis

Applicable Statute, Code, Policy, Rule or Regulation

Financial Information
Is there a fiscal impact? No

If yes, account name/number:
Is it currently budgeted? No
Explanation of Fiscal Impact:

Alternatives

Attachment(s):
19A-CGR-500.pdf

Motion: 1) Aye/Nay



https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/2468733/19A-CGR-500.pdf

Toe

(Vote Recorded By)



#19A

NEVADA STATE OF NEVADA
e OF DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE
g Habitat Division
6980 Sierra Center Parkway, Ste. 120 - Reno, Nevada 89511
(775) 688-1500 Fax (775) 688-1987

MEMORANDUM: MARCH 8, 2024

To: Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners, County Advisory Boards to Manage
Wildlife, and Interested Publics

From: Jasmine Kleiber, Wildlife Staff Specialist, Habitat Division
Title: Commission General Regulation 500, Subdivision Review Program

Purpose: = The Commission will review and possibly adopt new proposed language to NAC
278 on wildlife review of tentative subdivision maps.

Summary

This is draft language for a new regulation to be added to Nevada Administrative Code (NAC)
Chapter 278. New draft language includes definitions for “Infill development,” “Substantially
vacant,” and “Vacant” relative to subdivision development. Draft language also includes direction
for the collection of fees for conducting review of tentative subdivision maps relative to wildlife
and/or habitat resources with potential to be impacted, pursuant to Nevada Revised Statutes
278.337. Current draft was developed in coordination with LCB.

Brief Explanation of the Proposed Requlation

Existing law sets forth an approval process for a subdivision of land, requiring the subdivider of
the land to submit a tentative map to the planning commission or governing body of a county or
city, as applicable, and requires the tentative map to be forwarded to certain state agencies and
local governments for review, including the Nevada Department of Wildlife (“Department”).
Existing law also authorizes the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners to establish
reasonable fees and procedures for the review of a tentative map (NRS 278.335, 278.337). This
regulation sets forth procedures and requirements for the review of a tentative map by the
Department.

Recommendation

The Department recommends that the Commission review and determine whether to further
revise, or to finalize and adopt the language.

Page 1 of 1 Mark Freese, Habitat Division Administrator, 775-688-1560
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Recommendations from
public meeting Jan 2024

PROPOSED REGULATION OF THE
BOARD OF WILDLIFE COMMISSIONERS
LCB File No. R162-22

August 23, 2022

EXPLANATION — Matter in italics is new; matter in brackets [omitted-material] is material to be omitted. Recommendations from public meeting.

AUTHORITY: §§ 1-7, NRS 278.335; § 8, NRS 278.335 and 278.337.

A REGULATION relating to land use planning; defining certain terms relating to the review of a
tentative map of a subdivision of land; interpreting certain terms for the purpose of the
review of a tentative map by the Department of Wildlife; requiring that certain
information be submitted to the Department for the review of a tentative map;
providing that the Department will provide written comments on a tentative map;
establishing certain fees for the review of a tentative map; and providing other matters
properly relating thereto.

Legislative Counsel’s Digest:

Existing law sets forth an approval process for a subdivision of land that requires the
subdivider of the land to submit a tentative map to the planning commission or governing body
of a county or city, as applicable. (NRS 278.330) Existing law also: (1) requires the tentative
map to be forwarded to certain state agencies and local governments for review, which includes,
with certain exceptions, the Department of Wildlife; and (2) authorizes the Board of Wildlife
Commissioners to establish reasonable fees for the review of a tentative map. (NRS 278.335,
278.337) This regulation sets forth certain procedures and requirements for the review of a
tentative map by the Department.

Sections 3 and 4 of this regulation define certain terms relating to the review of a
tentative map.

Under existing law, a tentative map is not required to be forwarded to the Department if
the proposed subdivision is infill development which is proposed on a vacant or substantially
vacant tract of land that is surrounded by land that is already developed. (NRS 278.335) Section
5 of this regulation sets forth the interpretation by the Department of the terms “infill
development,” “substantially vacant™ and “vacant” for the purposes of this exception.

Section 6 of this regulation requires a developer to submit to the Department a tentative
map, a review form and the fee required for the review of a tentative map. Section 6 also sets
forth the information that must be included on the review form submitted to the Department.

Section 7 of this regulation provides that the Department will provide written comments
on the tentative map and review form which may include methods to avoid or minimize impacts
to wildlife, mitigation measures, best management practices or required design features.

-1--
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Section 8 of this regulation sets forth the fees charged by the Department for the review
of a tentative map, which are: (1) $250 for the initial review of the tentative map plus an
additional $5 for each acre shown on the map; and (2) $5 per acre shown on the tentative map for
any subsequent review of modifications to the map.

Section 1. Chapter 278 of NAC is hereby amended by adding thereto the provisions set
forth as sections 2 to 8, inclusive, of this regulation.

Sec. 2. As used in sections 2 to 8, inclusive, of this regulation, unless the context
otherwise requires, the words and terms defined in sections 3 and 4 of this regulation have the
meanings ascribed to them in those sections.

Sec. 3. “Subdivision” has the meaning ascribed to it in NRS 278.320.

Sec. 4. “Tentative map” has the meaning ascribed to it in NRS 278.019.

Sec. 5. Asusedin NRS 278.335, the Department of Wildlife interprets the term:

1. “Infill development” to mean the process of developing vacant or underutilized tracts
of land in areas that are already developed.

2. “Substantially vacant” to mean a subdivision of land in which netless-than at least 75
percent of the land is vacant.

3. “Vacant” to mean a subdivision of land in which the land:

(a) Is not occupied or used;

th—Hasnot-been-developed-or-disturbed;-and

(¢) Does not have any forage, cover, nesting habitat or any other value necessary for
wildlife.

Sec. 6. 1. Except as otherwise provided in paragraph (d) of subsection 1 of NRS

278.335, for each tentative map or a modification to a tentative map submitted pursuant to

NRS 278.335, a developer shall submit to the Department of Wildlife for review-in-printed-o+
eleetronieformt:
"D

LCB Draft of Proposed Regulation R162-22
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(a) The tentative map;

(b) The review form prescribed by the Department of Wildlife; and

(c) The fee required pursuant to section 8 of this regulation.

2. The review form required pursuant to subsection 1 must include, without limitation:

(a) A map that shows:

(1) The topographic features of the subdivision, including, without limitation, the
topographic features of the vicinity of the subdivision; and

(2) The location of the proposed subdivision relative to the nearest city, major highway,
cross streets and any other easily identifiable landmarks;

(b) The expected general timeline of the development of the subdivision;

(c) The size of the subdivision indicated in acres, including planned open space(s);

(d) A statement of the type of water system to be used in the subdivision and the water
source, which may include, without limitation, private wells or a public water system;

(e) A map of the 100-year floodplain for the location of the subdivision, which must have
been prepared using recognized methods of preparing a map by a governmental agency
responsible for the areas subject to flooding;

(f) A description of the subdivision by 40-acre legal subdivisions within a designated
section, township and range or any other legal description which provides a positive
identification of the location of the subdivision;

(g) The names, addresses, phone numbers and any other contact information of all
developers of the subdivision; and

(h) A description of expected or planned master-plan-showingtheloeation-of-future
development and the intended use of all the land under the ownership or control of the

developers in the vicinity of the subdivision.

-3--
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3. All items and information required pursuant to subsections 1 and 2 must be submitted
to the Department of Wildlife within 5 business days after the tentative map is submitted to the
planning commission, or its designated representative, or the clerk of the governing body
pursuant to NRS 278.330. If any item or information required pursuant to subsections 1 and 2
are missing, the Department of Wildlife will provide written notice to the developer which
identifies the specific item or information that is missing.

4. A developer may submit a tentative map to the Department of Wildlife before
submitting the tentative map to the planning commission or governing body to be pre-
reviewed by the Department of Wildlife for any potential wildlife issues. If a developer
submits a tentative map pursuant to this subsection, he or she must still submit the tentative
map, information and fees required in accordance with section 8.

5. The Department of Wildlife will make the review form required pursuant to subsection
1 available on the Internet website of the Department of Wildlife.

6. A developer or other interested party may request wildlife information from the
Department of Wildlife before submitting any information required by this section.

Sec. 7. The Department of Wildlife will provide written comments on a tentative map and
review form submitted pursuant to section 6 of this regulation by the deadline set forth in
subsection 5 of NRS 278.335. The comments provided by the Department of Wildlife may
include, without limitation:

1.  Methods to avoid or minimize impacts to wildlife;

2. Recommendations on mitigation measures; or

3. Best management practices or required design features.

/.
LCB Draft of Proposed Regulation R162-22
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Sec. 8. 1. The Department of Wildlife will charge the following fees for the review of a
tentative map:

(a) For the review of a tentative map, 3250 plus an additional fee of $5 for each acre
shown on the tentative map; and

(b) For the review of any modifications to a tentative map that was previously submitted to
the Department of Wildlife, 35 for each acre not previously shown-reviewed or disclosed,
acres outside of previously submitted areas, newly depicted, on the modified tentative map.

2. Any fee required pursuant to subsection 1 must be paid at the same time the developer
submits the tentative map and review form to the Department of Wildlife pursuant to section 6
of this regulation.

3. For the purposes of the section, acres subject to fee include only those acres that will be
disturbed during development and not those that are reserved in the tentative map for open

space.

--5--
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Report To:
Staff Contact:

Agenda Title:

Agenda Action:

Agenda Item No: 7.G
Soe

STAFF REPORT

Meeting Date: March 5, 2024

For Possible Action: Commission General Regulation 511, Wildlife
Management Area Designations. At its March 9, 2024, meeting, the Nevada
Board of Wildlife Commissioners will hold an adoption hearing to consider
amending Chapter 504 of the Nevada Administrative Code. This Regulation
would update Wildlife Management Area (WMA) designations and restrictions.

Formal Action / Motion Time Requested:

Proposed Motion

Board's Strategic Goal

Previous Action

Background/Issues & Analysis

Applicable Statute, Code, Policy, Rule or Regulation

Financial Information
Is there a fiscal impact? No

If yes, account name/number:

Is it currently budgeted? No

Explanation of Fiscal Impact:

Alternatives

Attachment(s):

19B-CGR-511.pdf

Motion:

1) Aye/Nay

2)



https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/2468763/19B-CGR-511.pdf

Soe

(Vote Recorded By)
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%E&.‘:T% STATE OF NEVADA

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE

Habitat Division
6980 Sierra Center Parkway, Ste. 120 - Reno, Nevada 89511
(775) 688-1500 Fax (775) 688-1987

MEMORANDUM OCTOBER 17, 2023

To: Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners, County Advisory Boards to Manage
Wildlife and Interested Publics

From: Mark Freese, Habitat Division Administrator
Title: Wildlife Management Area Regulations NAC 504

Purpose: = The Commission will review Wildlife Management Area Regulations NAC 504 and
may make any necessary changes and may advance the proposed changes to a
third reading.

Summary
The Commission recently designated the Argenta Wildlife Management Area (WMA) and Pole

Canyon Cooperative WMA. Additionally, the Department will be incorporating the Blue Dimond
properties into the Steptoe WMA. Restrictions on the use of firearms and ammunition,
campfires, camping, blinds, trapping, access, guiding, and predator hunting are recommended
by the Department with some items stipulated as part of the Pole Canyon access easement. In
order to regulate and enforce access easement stipulations and Department recommendations
the Commission must modify and update WMA Regulations NAC 504.

Brief Explanation of Proposed Guidance

Restrictions on the use of firearms and ammunition, campfires, camping, blinds, trapping,
access, guiding, and predator hunting are proposed to protect wildlife resources, ensure WMA'’s
are safe for the public to recreate, and comply with stipulations as part of the Pole Canyon
access easement.

Recommendation

The Department recommends that the Commission review and adopt attached WMA regulation
updates.

Page 1 of 1
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PROPOSED REGULATION OF THE
BOARD OF WILDLIFE COMMISSIONERS
LCB File No. R128-23

January 31, 2024

EXPLANATION — Matter in italics is new; matter in brackets [emitted-material] is material to be omitted.

AUTHORITY: §§ 1-3 and 5-8, NRS 501.105, 501.181, 504.140 and 504.143; § 4, NRS 501.105,
501.181, 503.150, 504.140 and 504.143.

A REGULATION relating to wildlife; establishing the Mountain Unit and Meadow Unit within
the Steptoe Valley Wildlife Management Area; prohibiting certain acts within the Pole
Canyon Cooperative Wildlife Management Area; revising restrictions on the use of
certain weapons and ammunition in certain wildlife management areas; revising
provisions governing campfires, camping and trapping in certain wildlife management
areas; revising restrictions on the construction and use of blinds in wildlife management
areas; and providing other matters properly relating thereto.

Legislative Counsel’s Digest:

Existing law requires the Board of Wildlife Commissioners to establish policies and
adopt regulations necessary to: (1) preserve, protect, manage and restore wildlife and its habitat;
and (2) carry out the provisions of title 45 of NRS governing wildlife. (NRS 501.105, 501.181)
Existing law also authorizes the Department of Wildlife, with the approval of the Commission, to
enter into agreements with landowners to establish wildlife management areas and to enforce
regulations necessary for the purpose of providing greater areas for the public to hunt or fish on
private lands. (NRS 504.140) Existing law authorizes the Commission to prescribe by regulation,
among other things, the manner and means of taking wildlife in state-owned wildlife
management areas created and maintained by the Commission. (NRS 504.143)

Section 2 of this regulation provides that the Steptoe Valley Wildlife Management Area
is comprised of the Meadow Unit and the Mountain Unit. Section 2 provides that the: (1)
Meadow Unit is comprised of that portion of the Steptoe Valley Wildlife Management Area that
is located within Unit 111 or Unit 222 and is west of the boundary line of Cave Lake State Park;
and (2) Mountain Unit is comprised of the remaining portion of the Steptoe Valley Wildlife
Management Area.

Section 3 of this regulation: (1) establishes the Pole Canyon Cooperative Wildlife
Management Area in cooperation with landowners in Pole Canyon; and (2) prohibits a person
from engaging in certain activities within the Pole Canyon Cooperative Wildlife Management
Area. Section 3 also authorizes a person to operate a motor vehicle or bicycle, including a motor
vehicle or bicycle that is electric or battery electric, to access the Pole Canyon Cooperative
Wildlife Management Area.

—1--
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Existing regulations prohibit: (1) the discharge of a rifle or pistol in certain wildlife
management areas; (2) with certain exceptions, the use of shotguns capable of holding more than
three shells on all wildlife management areas owned or managed by this State; and (3) the use or
possession of shells for a shotgun containing shot that is toxic or larger than standard-size T on
certain wildlife management areas. Existing regulations also authorize a person to hunt deer on
the Mason Valley and Wayne E. Kirch Wildlife Management Areas using: (1) shotguns and
rifled shotgun slugs or shotgun rounds with sabots that contain a single expanding projectile; and
(2) bows and arrows. (NAC 504.135) Section 4 of this regulation: (1) additionally prohibits the
discharge of a rifle or pistol in the Argenta Wildlife Management Area; (2) eliminates the
prohibition on the use of shotguns capable of holding more than three shells on all wildlife
management areas owned or managed by this State; and (3) additionally prohibits the use or
possession of shells for a shotgun containing shot that is toxic or larger than standard-size T on
the Carson Lake and Argenta Wildlife Management Areas and the Meadow Unit of the Steptoe
Valley Wildlife Management Area. Section 4 also authorizes a person to hunt big game
mammals on the Mason Valley, Wayne E. Kirch and Argenta Wildlife Management Areas using:
(1) shotguns and rifled shotguns slugs or shotgun rounds with sabots that contain a single
expanding projectile; (2) shotguns containing shot that is toxic or larger than standard-size T; and
(3) bows and arrows.

Existing regulations: (1) prohibit campfires and bonfires in wildlife management areas;
and (2) exempt certain wildlife management areas from such a prohibition by permitting
campfires in certain wildlife management areas. (NAC 504.140) Section 5 of this regulation
expands such exempt wildlife management areas to include the Mountain Unit within the Steptoe
Valley Wildlife Management Area. Section 5 also provides that the exception is subject to any
fire restriction order issued by this State or any federal agency.

Existing regulations: (1) prohibit camping in wildlife management areas; and (2) exempt
certain wildlife management areas from such a prohibition. (NAC 504.145) Section 6 of this
regulation expands such exempt wildlife management areas to include, in the Steptoe Valley
Wildlife Management Area: (1) any area within the Mountain Unit that is more than 0.5 mile
from Success Summit Road; and (2) any site designated for camping that is 0.5 mile or less from
Success Summit Road.

Existing regulations authorize a person to construct a hunting blind on any wildlife
management area if, among other things, the blind is: (1) temporary and portable; and (2) based
on the wildlife management area, constructed of certain material. Existing regulations also: (1)
provide that a supervisor of a wildlife management area must approve the plans for a blind
before a group of persons may construct the blind; (2) provide that sunken blinds, and barrels
and boxes used as sunken blinds, must be covered when not in use; and (3) prohibit the use of a
sink box. (NAC 504.160) Section 7 of this regulation eliminates such restrictions on the use of
blinds and instead provides that a blind must be: (1) temporary and constructed of material found
on the wildlife management area; or (2) portable. Section 7 also provides that a portable blind
that is not used to hunt big game mammals must be removed daily from the wildlife management
area.

Existing regulations: (1) prohibit trapping on wildlife management areas; and (2) create
an exception to such prohibition by authorizing a person who has a permit to trap to do so on
certain wildlife management areas. (NAC 504.170) Section 8 of this regulation expands such
exempt wildlife management areas to include the Bruneau River and Carson Lake Wildlife
Management Areas. Section 8 also prohibits trapping in any area that is 0.5 mile or less from any

-D--
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site designated for camping within the Mountain Unit of the Steptoe Valley Wildlife
Management Area.

Section 1. Chapter 504 of NAC is hereby amended by adding thereto the provisions set
forth as sections 2 and 3 of this regulation.

Sec. 2. The Steptoe Valley Wildlife Management Area is comprised of the Meadow Unit
and the Mountain Unit. The:

1. Meadow Unit is comprised of that portion of the Steptoe Valley Wildlife Management
Area that is located within Unit 111 or Unit 222, as designated in NAC 504.210, and is west of
the boundary line of Cave Lake State Park; and

2. Mountain Unit is comprised of the remaining portion of the Steptoe Valley Wildlife
Management Area that is not within the Meadow Unit.

Sec. 3. 1. Pole Canyon is a wildlife management area established in cooperation with
landowners in Pole Canyon. The following activities are prohibited on the Pole Canyon
Cooperative Wildlife Management Area:

(a) Overnight camping, including, without limitation, overnight camping in areas
designated for parking;

(b) Except as otherwise provided in subsection 2, operating a:

(1) Motor vehicle, including, without limitation, an electric or battery electric vehicle; or
(2) Bicycle, including, without limitation, a bicycle that is electric or battery electric;

(¢) Riding an animal other than a horse or mule;

(d) Providing a guide service pursuant to NRS 504.390;

(e) Hunting any predator;

(f) Trapping; and

(g) Building or having a campfire.

-3
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2. A person may use a motor vehicle or bicycle, including, without limitation, an electric
or battery electric motor vehicle or bicycle, in the parking area of the access point at the
Franklin River or the 1,340 feet of dirt road comprising the access point in the Horse Canyon
public right-of-way on Horse Creek Road to access the Pole Canyon Cooperative Wildlife
Management Area.

3. As used in this section, “predator” means any fur-bearing mammal, mountain lion or
coyote.

Sec. 4. NAC 504.135 is hereby amended to read as follows:

504.135 1. Except as otherwise provided in subsection {65} 5, the discharging of a rifle or
pistol is prohibited on the following wildlife management areas:

(a) Overton in Clark County.

(b) Key Pittman in Lincoln County.

(¢) Wayne E. Kirch in Nye County.

(d) Scripps in Washoe County.

(e) Mason Valley in Lyon County.

(f) Argenta in Lander County.

2. {Deer} 4 person may {be-hunted} hunt big game mammals on the Mason Valley , fand}
Wayne E. Kirch and Argenta Wildlife Management Areas fonly-by-persons} using:

(a) Shotguns and rifled shotgun slugs or shotgun rounds with sabots that contain a single
expanding projectile; for}

(b) Shotguns containing shot that is toxic or larger than standard-size T; or

(c) Bows and arrows.

4
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= A shotgun that is used to hunt {dees} big game mammals pursuant to this subsection may be

equipped with a smoothbore barrel or a barrel that is partially or fully rifled.

—4—Thel Except as otherwise provided in subsection 2, the use or possession of shells for a

shotgun containing shot that is toxic or larger than standard-size T is prohibited on the following
wildlife management areas:

(a) Overton in Clark County.

(b) Key Pittman in Lincoln County.

(¢) Wayne E. Kirch in Nye County.

(d) Scripps in Washoe County.

(e) Mason Valley in Lyon County.

(f) Fernley in Lyon County.

(g) Alkali Lake in Lyon County.

(h) Humboldt in Churchill and Pershing Counties.

(1) Steptoe Valley within the Meadow Unit in White Pine County.

(j) Franklin Lake in Elko County.

(k) Carson Lake in Churchill County.

(1) Argentain Lander County.
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15} 4. The use or possession of shotgun rounds with sabots that contain other than rifled
slugs or a single expanding projectile is prohibited on all wildlife management areas owned or
managed by this State.

6} 5. The provisions of subsection 1 do not apply to persons authorized by the Department
to use rifles and pistols for the control of predatory animals and rodents.

=} 6. For the purposes of this section, all shot shall be deemed toxic unless it has been
approved as nontoxic by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service pursuant to 50 C.F.R. §
20.134.

Sec. 5. NAC 504.140 is hereby amended to read as follows:

504.140 1. Except as otherwise provided in subsection 2, campfires and bonfires are
prohibited in wildlife management areas.

2. {Camphires} Subject to any fire restriction order issued by this State or any federal
agency, campfires are permitted in the:

(a) Wayne E. Kirch Wildlife Management Area within the Dave Deacon Campground.

(b) Humboldt Wildlife Management Area in those sites designated for camping.

(c) Fernley Wildlife Management Area.

(d) Mason Valley Wildlife Management Area in those sites designated for camping.

(e) Overton Wildlife Management Area within the rest and trails area.

(f) Bruneau Wildlife Management Area.

(g) Mountain Unit within the Steptoe Valley Wildlife Management Area.

Sec. 6. NAC 504.145 is hereby amended to read as follows:

504.145 1. Except as otherwise provided in subsection 2, camping is prohibited in wildlife

management areas.
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2. Camping is permitted in the:

(a) Mason Valley Wildlife Management Area in those sites designated for camping.

(b) Wayne E. Kirch Wildlife Management Area within the Dave Deacon Campground.

(c) Humboldt Wildlife Management Area in those sites designated for camping.

(d) Fernley Wildlife Management Area.

(e) Overton Wildlife Management Area within the rest and trails area.

(f) Bruneau Wildlife Management Area, except that camping is not permitted in any building
or other structure located within that wildlife management area.

(g) Steptoe Valley Wildlife Management Area in:

(1) Any area within the Mountain Unit that is more than 0.5 mile from Success Summit
Road; and
(2) Any site designated for camping that is 0.5 mile or less from Success Summit Road.

3. Camping facilities, including, without limitation, house trailers, must not be stored,
parked or maintained in a wildlife management area for more than 8 days, or left in a wildlife
management area for occasional occupancy by a person or group of persons associated with the
facility.

4. The erection, fabrication or maintenance of a permanent dwelling or building in a wildlife
management area is prohibited.

5. A person camping in a site, campground or area within a wildlife management area
designated for camping pursuant to subsection 2 shall not operate a television, radio or any other
device, including, without limitation, a generator, between the hours of 10 p.m. and 5 a.m. if the
device produces sound that is audible beyond the campsite in which it is operated.

Sec. 7. NAC 504.160 is hereby amended to read as follows:
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504.160 1. Except as otherwise provided in subsection {65} 4, a person may construct a
Prunting} single blind on any wildlife management area if the Department has no obligation to
protect a privately constructed blind or to arbitrate the use or priority of use of such a blind. A
blind fto-be-constructed} must §} be:

(a) {Betemperary} Temporary and {pertables} constructed of material found on the wildlife

management area,; or

—35-} Portable.

2. A blind may not be locked or reserved for the use of a particular person or group of
persons.

3. A portable blind that is not used to hunt big game mammals must be removed daily
from the wildlife management area.

{6} 4. The Department may:
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(a) Prohibit the construction of a fhunting} blind if it is detrimental to a wildlife management
area or portion thereof.

(b) Designate a thunting} blind on a wildlife management area as intended for the use of
persons with physical disabilities pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, 42
U.S.C. §§ 12101 to 12213, inclusive, and the regulations adopted pursuant thereto.

-} 5. A person may use decoys on a wildlife management area so long as the decoys are
not left set up in the field between the hours of 9 p.m. and 3 a.m.

Sec. 8. NAC 504.170 is hereby amended to read as follows:

504.170 1. Except as otherwise provided in subsection 2, a person shall not trap on a
wildlife management area.

2. {Rersens} Except as otherwise provided in subsection 4, persons having permits to do so
may trap on the Overton, Key Pittman, Wayne E. Kirch, Humboldt, Fernley, Scripps, Mason
Valley, Steptoe Valley, Franklin Lake , Bruneau River, Carson Lake and Alkali Lake Wildlife
Management Areas.

3. Permits to trap on wildlife management areas will be issued on a first-come, first-served
basis and may contain designations of specific trapping areas, dates or other restrictions to ensure
compatibility with other public activities.

4. A person shall not trap in any area that is 0.5 mile or less from any site designated for

camping within the Mountain Unit of the Steptoe Valley Wildlife Management Area.
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NEVADA STATE OF NEVADA

DEPARTMENT OF

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE

Game Division

6980 Sierra Center Parkway, Ste 120 ¢ Reno, Nevada 89511
(775) 688-1500 Fax (775) 688-1987

MEMORANDUM February 16, 2024

To: Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners, County Advisory Boards to Manage
Wildlife, and Interested Publics

From: Russell Woolstenhulme, Staff Specialist, Game Division

Title: Commission Regulation 24-10, Migratory Game Bird Seasons, Bag Limits,
and Special Regulations for Waterfowl and Webless Migratory Game Birds;
Public hunting limited on Wildlife Management Areas and Designated State
Lands — 2024-2025 Season — For Possible Action

Description: The Commission will consider recommendations for seasons, bag limits, and
special regulations for migratory game birds for the 20242025 season and adopt
regulations consistent with the proposed regulations framework for the 2024-2025
hunting seasons on certain migratory game birds established by the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service. The Commission Regulation will become final pending adoption
of federal frameworks. The Commission will also consider rules regulating public
hunting on Wildlife Management Areas and designated state lands.

Presenter:  Wildlife Staff Specialist Russell Woolstenhulme

Season regulations for hunting migratory waterfowl, doves, and crows differ from some other
common species, like mule deer, that are not governed by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. The
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service works with the states within designated flyways, and Nevada
resides within the Pacific Flyway. Collectively, the Pacific Flyway develops regulatory sideboards
known as the Federal Frameworks within which each state may promulgate seasons for hunting.
Although the Federal Frameworks are generally established by the time the Commission acts on
the Migratory Game Bird Commission Regulation, the federal government suffered delays this
year and the proposed frameworks are still draft. Should the final approved frameworks require
amendment to this CR, the Department will bring this CR back to the Commission before seasons
are published.

The Department is recommending changes to waterfowl and migratory bird seasons from those
adopted by the Commission last year in March. The Department recommends the Commission
adopt an increase in Nevada Swan Permits from 650 annually to 750 annually beginning in the
2024-2025 season.
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Migratory Bird Season Recommendations
Page 2 of 2

Continental and Flyway Conditions

Continent-wide, waterfowl abundance is similar to last year. The total 2023 duck population
estimate (excluding scoters, eiders, long-tailed ducks, mergansers, and wood ducks) was 32.3
million birds. This population estimate is 7% lower than the 2022 estimate of 34.7 million and was
9% lower than the long-term average of 35.5 million ducks. Mallard, and widgeon were below
long-term average. Canvasback and green-winged teal were near long-term averages while
redhead was above the long-term average. Most duck species remain in the liberal season package.
Greater and lesser scaup were below their long-term average abundance and remain in a standard
season package (86 days).

Western Canada Geese numbers continue to increase and are currently over population objectives.
Pacific Greater White-fronted Geese and Western Canadian Arctic Snow Geese are above, but
near long-term averages.

Most waterfowl from the Pacific Flyway nest north of Nevada. Nearly all U.S. prairies
experienced below average precipitation during the 2022-2023 winter. Pond estimates throughout
the prairie pothole region were 9% lower than the previous year.

The predicted abundance of mourning doves for September 2023 in the Western Management Unit
were 26.2 million, which results in a standard regulatory alternative as prescribed by the harvest
strategy.

Nevada Habitat

In Nevada, 2022-2023 winter precipitation and run-off was nearly 200% of normal across most of
the northern part of the state. Most wetlands in northern Nevada including the Carson Sink area
(Stillwater National Wildlife Refuge, Carson Lake Wildlife Management Area) entered the
breeding season with residual waters. Carson Lake and Stillwater remain at flood stage levels.
Lahontan Valley water allocations during the summer of 2023 were 100% of normal, with free
flow water coming during early summer.

As of February 2024, year-to-date precipitation (Oct 1 — Feb 14) is slightly below average for
Nevada. Lake Tahoe Basin precipitation stations were reported between 70 and 80% of normal.
Walker River Basin stations ranged from 70 to 85% of Normal. Carson River Basin stations
(including Lahontan Basin) were also reported at 70 to 85% of normal. Eastern Nevada (Ruby
Marshes) stations were reported at 115 to 140% of normal. Many Nevada marshes have residual
water. AS of February 1, reservoir storage at Lahontan Reservoir is at 74% of capacity. Rye Patch
is currently at 37% of capacity. Both amounts are above the normal February 1 capacity.

Recommendation:

The Department recommends that the Commission VOTE TO APPROVE CR 24-10
MIGRATORY GAME BIRD SEASONS, BAG LIMITS, AND SPECIAL REGULATIONS
FOR WATERFOWL AND WEBLESS MIGRATORY GAME BIRDS; PUBLIC HUNTING
LIMITED ON WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT AREAS AND DESIGNATED STATE LANDS
- 2024-2025 SEASON AS PRESENTED.
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STATE OF NEVADA

BOARD OF WILDLIFE COMMISSIONERS

The Board of Wildlife Commissioners under the authority of Section 501.181, 503.090, 503.140
and 503.245 of the Nevada Revised Statutes, does hereby adopt the following regulations for the
management of migratory game birds.

CR 24-10
2024-2025

SEASONS, BAG LIMITS, AND SPECIAL REGULATIONS FOR

MIGRATORY GAME BIRDS

MOURNING & WHITE-WINGED DOVE

REGULATIONS:

OPEN AREAS: Statewide

2024 SEASON: September 1 — October 30, 2024

LIMITS: Daily bag limit 15 Possession 45

SHOOTING HOURS: | % hour before sunrise to sunset.

SPECIAL Limits for mourning dove and white-winged dove are singly or in the

aggregate.

AMERICAN CROW
OPEN AREAS: Statewide
2024 FALL SEASON: | September 1 — November 17, 2024
2025 SPRING .
SEASON March 1 — April 15, 2025
LIMITS: Daily bag limit 10

SHOOTING HOURS:

Sunrise to sunset.

SPECIAL
REGULATIONS:

May be hunted by archery, shotguns and falconry.
All crows must be retrieved and removed from the field.

Season closed on ravens

Page 1
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Note regarding Waterfowl Zone designations:

NORTHEAST ZONE: Elko, Eureka, Lander & White Pine Counties

NORTHWEST ZONE: Carson City, Churchill, Douglas, Humboldt, Lyon, Mineral, Pershing,
Storey & Washoe Counties

SOUTH ZONE: Esmeralda, Lincoln, Nye & Clark Counties

DUCKS AND MERGANSERS

OPEN AREAS: NORTHEAST ZONE
) September 28, 2024 — December 3, 2024
2024-25 SEASON: December 14, 2024 — January 15, 2025
OPEN AREAS: NORTHWEST ZONE
) October 12, 2024 — January 6, 2025
2024-25 SEASON: | 11 iary 9, 2025 January 26, 2025
OPEN AREAS: SOUTH ZONE - (except the Moapa Valley)

2024-25 SEASON:

October 12, 2024 — October 20, 2024
October 23, 2024— January 26, 2025

OPEN AREAS:

SOUTH ZONE - Moapa Valley to the confluence of the Muddy and
Virgin Rivers

2024-25 SEASON:

October 26, 2024 — January 26, 2025

LIMITS (daily / possession)

General Duck Limits:

| 7/21

Included within the general duck limit, but not to include more than:

Pintail:

1/3

Hen Mallard/ Mexican
duck

2 hen mallard or Mexican ducks/ 6 in possession

Redhead:

2/6

Canvasback:

2/6

Shooting hours:

1 hour before sunrise to sunset

Special Regulations:

Open to Nonresidents

SCAUP (Lesser and Greater)

OPEN AREAS: NORTHEAST ZONE
, September 28, 2024 — December 3, 2024
2024-25 SEASON. December 14, 2024 — January 1, 2025
OPEN AREAS: NORTHWEST ZONE
, October 31, 2024 — January 6, 2025
2024-25 SEASON: | 11 iary 9, 2025 January 26, 2025
OPEN AREAS: SOUTH ZONE - (except the Moapa Valley)
2024-25 SEASON: November 2, 2024 — January 26, 2025
OPEN AREAS: SOUTH ZONE — Moapa Valley to the confluence of the Muddy and

Virgin Rivers

2024-25 SEASON:

November 2, 2024 — January 26, 2025

LIMITS (daily/possession):

2 /6 (Included within general duck limit, not in addition to)

Shooting hours:

1 hour before sunrise to sunset

Special Regulations:

Open to Nonresidents
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SPECIAL YOUTH WATERFOWL HUNT

OPEN AREAS: NORTHEAST ZONE

2024-25 SEASON: September 21 & 22, 2024

OPEN AREAS: NORTHWEST ZONE

2024-25 SEASON: September 28, 2024 & February 8, 2025

OPEN AREAS: \?v(?|g|ineH|\§aon§gEn(qi:nilxﬂg? the Moapa Valley portion of the Overton
2024-25 SEASON: February 8 & 9, 2025

OPEN AREAS: Moapa Valley portion of the Overton Wildlife Management Area.

2024-25 SEASON:

October 19, 2024

LIMITS:

Daily bag limit is the same as that for the general season for ducks,
mergansers, scaup, snipe, geese, coots and moorhens.

Youth hunters possessing a valid Nevada Swan Permit may hunt swans

in open swan areas (see swan regulation), provided the trumpeter swan
quota has not been reached.

Limits singly or in the aggregate for Canada geese and Brant.
Limits singly or in the aggregate for Snow and Ross’ geese.

Snow and Ross’ geese are closed in Ruby Valley within Elko and
White Pine Counties.

SHOOTING HOURS:

% hour before sunrise to sunset

SPECIAL
REGULATIONS:

Open to hunters 17 years of age or younger.

Youth hunters 16 years of age and older must possess a federal duck
stamp.

Youth must be accompanied by an adult who is at least 18 years old.
Adults are not allowed to hunt during this season.

Open to Nonresidents.
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COOTS AND GALLINULES

OPEN AREAS: NORTHEAST ZONE
) September 28, 2024 — December 3, 2024
2024-25 SEASON: December 14, 2024 — January 15, 2025
OPEN AREAS: NORTHWEST ZONE
) October 12, 2024 — January 6, 2025
2024-25 SEASON: | 51 jary 9, 2025- January 26, 2025
OPEN AREAS: SOUTH ZONE - (except the Moapa Valley)

2024-25 SEASON:

October 12, 2024 — October 20, 2024
October 23, 2024— January 26, 2025

SOUTH ZONE - Moapa Valley to the confluence of the Muddy

OPEN AREAS: o

and Virgin Rivers
2024-25 SEASON: October 26, 2024 — January 26, 2025
LIMITS

(daily/possession):

25/75

Shooting hours:

% hour before sunrise to sunset

Special Regulations:

Open to Nonresidents

SNIPE

OPEN AREAS: NORTHEAST ZONE

. September 28, 2024 — December 3, 2024
2024-25 SEASON: | bocomber 14, 2024 — January 15, 2025
OPEN AREAS: NORTHWEST ZONE

_ October 12, 2024 — January 6, 2025
2024-25 SEASON: | 11 13y 9, 2025 January 26, 2025
OPEN AREAS: SOUTH ZONE - (except the Moapa Valley)

2024-25 SEASON:

October 12, 2024 — October 20, 2024
October 23, 2024— January 26, 2025

OPEN AREAS:

SOUTH ZONE - Moapa Valley to the confluence of the Muddy
and Virgin Rivers

2024-25 SEASON:

October 26, 2024 — January 26, 2025

LIMITS (daily/possession):

8/24

Shooting hours:

% hour before sunrise to sunset

Special Regulations:

Open to Nonresidents
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CANADA AND CACKLING GEESE AND BRANT

OPEN AREAS: NORTHEAST ZONE
) September 28, 2024 — December 3, 2024
2024-25 SEASON: December 14, 2024 — January 15, 2025
OPEN AREAS: NORTHWEST ZONE
) October 12, 2024 — January 6, 2025
2024-25 SEASON: | 11 iary 9, 2025 January 26, 2025
OPEN AREAS: SOUTH ZONE - (except the Moapa Valley)

2024-25 SEASON:

October 12, 2024 — October 20, 2024
October 23, 2024— January 26, 2025

OPEN AREAS:

SOUTH ZONE - Moapa Valley to the confluence of the Muddy
and Virgin Rivers

2024-25 SEASON:

October 26, 2024 — January 26, 2025

Limits (daily/possession)

5/15

Shooting hours:

% hour before sunrise to sunset

Special Regulations:

Open to Nonresidents

WHITE-FRONTED GEESE

OPEN AREAS: NORTHEAST ZONE
) September 28, 2024 — December 3, 2024
2024-25 SEASON: December 14, 2024 — January 15, 2025
OPEN AREAS: NORTHWEST ZONE
_ October 12, 2024 — January 6, 2025
2024-25 SEASON: | 11 1ary 9, 2025 January 26, 2025
OPEN AREAS: SOUTH ZONE - (except the Moapa Valley)

2024-25 SEASON:

October 12, 2024 — October 20, 2024
October 23, 2024— January 26, 2025

OPEN AREAS:

SOUTH ZONE - Moapa Valley to the confluence of the Muddy
and Virgin Rivers

2024-25 SEASON:

October 26, 2024 — January 26, 2025

Limits (daily/possession)

10 /30

Shooting hours:

% hour before sunrise to sunset

Special Regulations:

Open to Nonresidents
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SNOW AND ROSS’ GEESE

OPEN AREAS: NORTHEAST ZONE

. September 28, 2024 — December 3, 2024
2024-25 SEASON: December 14, 2024 — January 15, 2025
OPEN AREAS: NORTHWEST ZONE

2024-25 SEASON:

November 2, 2024 — January 6, 2025
January 9, 2025 January 26, 2025
February 20, 2025 — March 9, 2025

OPEN AREAS:

SOUTH ZONE - (except the Moapa Valley)

2024-25 SEASON:

October 12, 2024 — October 20, 2024
October 23, 2024— January 26, 2025

OPEN AREAS:

SOUTH ZONE - Moapa Valley to the confluence of the Muddy
and Virgin Rivers

2024-25 SEASON:

October 26, 2024 — January 26, 2025

Limits (daily/possession)

20/60

Shooting hours:

% hour before sunrise to sunset

Special Regulations:

Open to Nonresidents

CLOSED: Ruby Valley within Elko and White Pine Counties

CLOSED: The following WMA s are closed during the February 20, 2025
— March 9, 2025 season: Mason Valley and Scripps/ Washoe State Park.

Special Regulations:

Restrictions on three shotshell capacity and recorded or amplified bird
calls do not apply during the light goose season from February 20, 2025
until March 9, 2025 (Three shotshell capacity remains in effect on open
Nevada Wildlife Management Areas)

Page 6
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FALCONRY SEASONS FOR MIGRATORY GAME BIRDS

OPEN AREAS: NORTHEAST ZONE
. September 28, 2024 — December 3, 2024
2024-25 SEASON: | bovamber 14, 2024 — January 15, 2025
OPEN AREAS: NORTHWEST ZONE
. October 12, 2024 — January 6, 2025
2024-25 SEASON: January 9, 2025— January 26, 2025
OPEN AREAS: SOUTH ZONE - (except the Moapa Valley)

2024-25 SEASON:

October 12, 2024 — October 20, 2024
October 23, 2024— January 26, 2025

OPEN AREAS:

SOUTH ZONE - Moapa Valley to the confluence of the Muddy
and Virgin Rivers

2024-25 SEASON:

October 26, 2024 — January 26, 2025

Limits (daily/possession)

3/9

Hunting hours:

% hour before sunrise to sunset

Special Regulations:

Migratory birds allowed for take include: geese, ducks, mergansers, coots,
gallinules, and snipe. Limits for all permitted migratory birds are singly
or in the aggregate.

Open to Nonresidents.
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SWAN

OPEN AREAS:

Churchill, Lyon and Pershing Counties

2024-25 SEASON:

October 12, 2024 — January 6, 2025
January 9, 2025— January 26, 2025

PERMIT QUOTA:

750 total permits

LIMITS:

One swan per swan hunt permit,
Maximum two swan hunt permits per season
One swan per day

SHOOTING HOURS:

% hour before sunrise to sunset

Special Regulations:

Successful swan hunters are required to validate their permit pursuant to
NAC 502.380, and then present at least the head and neck of their swan
to an NDOW agent at selected sites for species verification within three
(3) days of harvest. Mandatory inspection sites and requirements will be
provided with the swan hunt permits.

If a total harvest of ten (10) trumpeter swans is reached, the swan season
is closed for the remainder of the season.

Open to Non-residents.

Residents must possess a valid Nevada hunting or combination license, a
Nevada HIP number and a current Federal Migratory Game Bird Hunting
Stamp, when required, to hunt swan in Nevada.

Nonresidents must possess a valid Nevada Combination license or a
Nonresident 1-day Combination license, a Nevada HIP number and a Federal
Migratory Waterfow! Stamp, when required, to hunt swan in Nevada.
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ALKALI LAKE WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT AREA (WMA), ARGENTA WMA, BRUNEAU RIVER WMA,

PUBLIC HUNTING LIMITED ON WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT
AREAS AND DESIGNATED STATE LANDS

1.

CARSON LAKE WMA, FERNLEY WMA, FRANKLIN LAKE WMA, HUMBOLDT WMA, SCRIPPS
WMA, STEPTOE VALLEY WMA and
WAYNE E. KIRCH WMA

Hunting is allowed every day for wildlife species upon which there is an established open season

MASON VALLEY WMA

1.

Before or after any waterfowl season, hunting is allowed every day for wildlife species upon which there

is an established open season.

During any waterfowl season open within the hunt zone, hunting is permitted only on:
a) Saturdays, Sundays and Wednesdays,

b) the following legal State holidays: Nevada Day, Veterans Day, Thanksgiving, Family Day (day after

Thanksgiving), Christmas, New Year’s Day, and Martin Luther King Day,
¢) during any youth waterfowl! hunt.

d) Hunters with a valid turkey tag for the Mason Valley WMA may hunt each day of the established

turkey season.

ET. CHURCHILL COOLING POND COOPERATIVE WMA

The Ft. Churchill Cooperative Cooling Pond Wildlife Cooperative WMA is closed year-round to all
hunting.

From October 1, through the Friday preceding the second Saturday of February, the area shall be
closed to trespass.

OVERTON WMA

Before or after any waterfowl season, hunting is allowed every day for wildlife species upon which there

is an established season.

Waterfowl hunting is permitted on the Moapa Valley portion of the area on:

a) the opening day of the earliest opening waterfowl season,

b) even days thereafter through the end of regular duck and goose seasons,
c) the final two days of the second duck and goose season, and

d) during any youth waterfowl hunt.

Upland game bird and rabbit hunting is prohibited during the regular duck and goose seasons, except
for persons possessing a valid wild turkey tag to hunt turkeys in the Moapa Valley of Clark County.
These persons may hunt turkeys every day for which the tag is valid. These persons are prohibited
from pursuing any other upland game birds or rabbits during such time that the fall turkey season is

concurrent with the waterfowl season.

During the waterfowl season on the Moapa Valley portion of the area, hunters must hunt from assigned
hunt locations (blinds) constructed by the Department of Wildlife. A maximum of up to four hunters are
permitted at each hunt location. Assigned hunt locations are marked by numbered stakes. Hunters
shall hunt only within their assigned hunt location and moving to vacant locations is prohibited. The

only exception involves reasonable accommodation of the disabled.

During the opening day and the first weekend of the dove season, the maximum capacity for the Moapa
Valley portion of the area is 60 hunters by reservation. Vacancies will be filled by stand-by hunters on

a first-come, first-served basis.

On Overton Hunt days, only persons authorized to hunt waterfowl may use vessels on the portion of

the area inundated by Lake Mead.

Page 9

231



KEY PITTMAN WMA

1. Before or after any waterfowl season, hunting is allowed every day for wildlife species upon which
there is an established season.

2. Waterfowl hunting is permitted on:
a) the opening weekend of the earliest opening waterfowl season within the hunt zone,
b) odd-numbered days thereafter through the end of regular duck and goose seasons,
c) the final two days of the second duck and goose season, and
d) during any youth waterfowl hunt.

3. The maximum hunter capacity during the opening day of duck season and the opening day of goose
season will be 55 at any time.

4. All hunters will check-in and out at the main entrance and will park in designated parking areas only.
No vehicles are allowed on the area during the hunting season.

5. The area is closed to fishing during the waterfowl season.
6. No motorized boats are allowed on the area during the waterfowl season.

OVERTON-KEY PITTMAN HUNTER RESERVATION SYSTEM

1. To guarantee an opportunity to hunt, reservations must be made for the following specified days of
each hunt listed:
The Key Pittman WMA
a) The earliest opening day of the general duck and goose seasons.

The Moapa Valley portion of the Overton WMA
a) Opening day and the first weekend of the dove season.
b) The entirety of any open waterfowl season.

Special Regulation for the Moapa Valley Portion of the Overton WMA: A person or their
representative applying for reservations for group hunting will be limited to up to four
hunters per party.

2. Waterfowl Remainder of Season Reservation Process:
(Remainder of season reservation process is defined as that portion of the season following
the opening day and weekend applications at Overton WMA and Key-Pittman WMA)

Reservations for the remainder of the waterfowl hunting season at the Overton WMA will be
available the Monday prior to the opening of the waterfowl season and can be made by calling 1-
855-542-6369 Monday through Friday 8:00 AM — 4:30 PM pacific time. Hunters that are successful
during the Overton WMA Opening Day and Weekend application process must use those
reservations before making reservations for the remainder of the season. An individual may
reserve no more than one assigned hunt location on the Moapa Valley portion of the area for no
more than four individuals to hunt as a party and this reservation must be utilized prior to reserving
another hunt day. The reservations must be in the hunter's possession and be shown to the check
station attendant to constitute a valid reservation for the day specified. At the Key Pittman WMA,
reservations for hunting will be required only on the earliest opening day of the regular duck season
and goose seasons. All hunters will check in at the main entrance on the opening day of waterfowl
season. For the remainder of the waterfowl season, hunters will complete a reservation card
obtained from the Frenchy Lake or Nesbitt Lake check station box and deposit the card in an
appropriate drop box for each day hunted. Failure to turn in a completed card at the Key Pittman
WMA or failure to check out at the Overton WMA may result in a citation being issued, and the loss
of hunting privileges for the remainder of the season. No vehicles are allowed on the areas during
the hunting season.

3. During the waterfowl season at the Overton WMA, an assigned hunt location program will be in effect.
Hunters will make a reservation for one of three types of hunt locations (field, pond or bulrush plot) and
the specific hunt location will be determined by a drawing at the check station prior to each day's hunt.
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NDOW reserves the right to adjust blind availability and blind assignments based on the conditions
present on the day of the hunt.

A hunter with a reservation will be considered as a "no-show" if they do not present themselves at the
check station by one full hour before shooting time, except that at the Overton WMA, a hunter with a
reservation will be considered a "no-show" if they do not present themselves at the checking station
one and one-half hours before shooting time during the waterfowl season.

Standby hunters must register at the check station upon arrival.

All reservations, permits and assigned hunting locations are nontransferable.
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Agenda Item No: 7.1
332

STAFF REPORT

Report To: Meeting Date: March 5, 2024
Staff Contact:

Agenda Title:
For Possible Action: Commission Regulation 23-04 — Amendment 3, 2023-

2024 and 2024-2025 Big Game Seasons. At its March 9, 2024, meeting, the
Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners will consider and may take action to
approve an amendment to the 2024-2025 hunting seasons and dates.

Agenda Action: Formal Action / Motion Time Requested:

Proposed Motion

Board's Strategic Goal
Previous Action
Background/Issues & Analysis

Applicable Statute, Code, Policy, Rule or Regulation

Financial Information
Is there a fiscal impact? No

If yes, account name/number:
Is it currently budgeted? No
Explanation of Fiscal Impact:

Alternatives

Attachment(s):
71-CR23-04-Amendment-3.pdf

Motion: 1) Aye/Nay
2)



https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/2462003/20B-CR23-04-Amendment-3.pdf

S3e

(Vote Recorded By)



;%%f}: STATE OF NEVADA

T DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE

' Game Division

6980 Sierra Center Parkway, Ste. 120 - Reno, Nevada 89511

(775) 688-1500 Fax (775) 688-1987

MEMORANDUM FEBRUARY 16, 2024

To: Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners, County Advisory Boards to Manage
Wildlife and Interested Publics

From: Cody McKee, Wildlife Staff Specialist, Game Division
Title: Regulation 23-04, Amendment 3, 2024-2025 Big Game Seasons.

Purpose: The Commission will consider an amendment to existing hunting season dates for
antlerless elk.

Summary

The Department’s proposed Amendment #3 to CR 23-04 is intended to correct an erroneous
season date for the late antlerless elk season in Unit Group 104, 1088, 121. The existing season
completely overlaps the late antlered elk hunt in the same area.

Recommendation

The Department recommends that the Commission review and adopt the proposed regulation
as presented.
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Recommended CR 23-04 Amend #3

CR 23-04 - Proposed Amendment #3
2023-2024 and 2024-2025 BIG GAME HUNTING SEASONS

The Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners under the authority of sections 501.181, 502.140,
503.120, and 503.140 of the Nevada Revised Statutes, and 502.4205 of the Nevada Administrative
Code, does hereby adopt the following regulation for the big game resource.

Note: The limit is one animal per tag and the hunting hours are one-half hour before sunrise
to one-half hour after sunset for all big game hunts, unless otherwise specified.

Resident Elk - Antlerless
Any Legal Weapon Hunt 4181

Unit Group 2023-2024 Season  2024-2025 Season

104, 108%, 121 Early Sept 25 - Oct 4 Sept 25 - Oct 4
Dec 5 - Jan 1

104, 108°, 121 Late Dec 5-Jan1 {Nov21—JanH

B That portion of Unit 108 north of the Falcon to Gonder powerline.

1 16 Feb 2024
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