
 
NEVADA BOARD OF WILDLIFE COMMISSIONER’S MEETING   

   (SUMMARY)                                     

                          Date: (January 23, 2026 & January 24, 2026) 

                          Washoe County Administrative Complex, Building A,  

                           Commission Chambers 1001 E. Ninth Street, Reno, NV 89512) 

 

Friday, January 23, 2026: 

• Chairman Shane Rogers called the Nevada Board of Wildlife 
Commission to order on Friday, January 23, 2026. 

• Pledge of Allegiance: Commissioner Liz Munn. 
• Roll Call: Lynda Barr, Executive Assistant: She took roll call.  The 

following were present: Chairman Shane Rogers, Vice Chairman Paul 
Young, Commissioner Eddie Booth, Commissioner Shane Boren, 
Commissioner Tommy Caviglia, Commissioner Casey Kiel, 
Commissioner Wyatt Mesna, Commissioner Lizz Munn, Commissioner 
Mario Walther.  

•  Chairman Shane Rogers: He made note of all the (CABMW) Clark 
County Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife members that were in 
attendance. 

• Public Comment Period: Public Comments will be limited to three 
minutes.  No action can be taken by the Commission at this time; any 
item requiring Commission may be scheduled on a future Commission 
agenda.  People making comments are asked to begin by stating their 
name for the record. 



 
• Public Comment: (George Forbush, representing the Nevada Predator 

Hunting Association): He gave a progress report on coyote hunting 
regulations following a recent hunt.  He advised that there were 
licensing system issues which included difficult to upload hunter safety 
information, confusion of license labeling (“upland” vs “general 
hunting”) possibly discouragement to out-of-state hunters.  He stated 
that Game Warden Reynolds and Game Warden Sterling were both in 
attendance, showing professionalism and engagement with 
participants of the event.  He stated that both wardens attended coyote 
contests and shared their investigative insights and stated that there 
were no violations with hosting business earning $7,000 revenue from 
food and sales from the bar.  He stated that the contest was organized 
and gave positive feedback to the Department.  He stated in closing, 
that he would not give future reports each time a contest was held but 
stated that the updated given in meeting today were timely. 

• Public Comment: (Joe Crawford, representing Lyon (CABMW) County 
Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife): He asked for the record to state that 
he was present for today’s meeting. 

• Public Comment: (Robyn Orloff, member of the public): She gave thanks 
to (George Forbush Nevada Predator Hunting Association) for his 
recommendations with solutions for coyote hunting contests concerns, 
she addressed Item 7D- (APRP) Administrative Procedures, Regulations, 
and Policy Committee Report, specifically requesting public comments 
submitted to Commission to be added to meeting agendas for 
transparency.  She gave notation that other public bodies which include 
Carson City, State meeting at Bryan Building as well as legislative 



 
interim meetings, which include public comments in their agendas to 
be accepted up to and after the meeting, with her argument regarding 
public comments having consideration of being “supporting material” 
under NRS 241.015.  She advised as public comments often include 
photos, videos, scientific references, and empirical observations, with 
reference to statutory provisions under NRS 241.020 and related 
sections discussing supporting materials inclusions in agendas.  She 
urged the committee to reconsider the current approach to give greater 
transparency, public engagement. 

• Approval of Agenda for January 23, 2026 (For possible action)- The 
Commission will review the agenda and may take action to approve the 
agenda for January 23, 2026.  The Commission may remove items from 
the agenda, continue items for consideration or take items out of order. 

• Alan Jenne, Secretary: He advised that the last item for the meeting 
today (Friday, January 23, 2026) was their field trip to the youth 
conservation event at the sheep show.  He reiterated that this is the final 
agenda item with the timing of the field trip depending on flow of the 
meeting.  He then gave information on how members of the public 
could obtain passes on the field trip. 

• No Public Comment. 
• Vice Chairman Paul Young moved to approve the agenda as presented 

for January 23, 2026. 
• Commissioner Mario Walther seconded the motion. 
• Motion passes 9-0. 



 
• Approval of Meeting Minutes (Friday, November 7, 2025 & Saturday, 

November 8, 2025 (For possible action)- Commission minutes may be 
approved from the November 7, 2025, and November 8, 2025, meeting. 

• (Jim Conney, representing Elko (CABMW) County Advisory Board to 
Manage Wildlife): He gave clarification of his statements in minutes 
regarding Elko addendum and stated that the Elko CABMW vote was not 
unanimous giving notation of one dissenting member.   

• Vice Chairman Paul Young advised for motion to approve minutes as 
presented for Commission November 2026 meeting with noted change 
to reflect one-dissenting Elko (CABMW) County Advisory Board to 
Manage Wildlife member on (Adaptive Population Objectives-
Addendum #2). 

• Commission Shane Boren seconded the motion. 
• Motion passes 9-0. 
• Member Items/Announcements and Correspondence 

(Informational): Commissioners may present emergent items.  No 
action may be taken by the Commission.  Any item requiring 
Commission action may be scheduled on a future Commission agenda.  
The Commission will review and may discuss correspondence sent or 
received by the Commission from the previous regular meeting and may 
provide copies for the exhibit file.  (Commissioners may provide hard 
copies of their correspondence for the written record).  Correspondence 
sent or received by Secretary Jenne may also be discussed). 

• There were no Member Items or Announcements. 
• County Advisory Boards to Manage Wildlife (CABMW) Member Items 

(Informational): (CABMW) members may present emergent items.  No 



 
action may be taken by the Commission.  Any item requiring 
Commission action will be scheduled on the future Commission 
agenda. 

• There was no (CABMW) County Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife 
comments. 

•  Reports- (Informational) Division Activity Reports- Report provided 
highlights from (NDOW) Nevada Department of Wildlife recent 
activities. 

• Alan Jenne, Secretary along with the Division Administrators presented 
their Division Administrators (Matt Maples, Maples, Data and 
Technology Services Administrator, Jasmine Kleiber, Biodiversity 
Division Administrator, Mark Freese, Habitat Division Administrator, 
Aaron Meir Conservation Education Administrator, Shawn Espinosa, 
Game Division Administrator).   

• Department Activities Report (January Wildlife Commission 
Meeting):  

• DIRECTORS OFFICE- Secretarial Order 3447, signed January 7, 2026, 
directs the Department of the Interior to expand hunting and fishing 
access on Department of Interior (DOI)-managed lands and waters, 
establishing an “open unless closed” policy, removing unnecessary 
barriers, and improving consistency across federal land management 
agencies.  The order emphasizes coordination with state wildlife 
agencies to better align federal access decisions with state seasons, 
regulations, and wildlife management objectives, while maintaining 
public safety and resource protections.  Department of Interior (DOI) 
bureaus are required to complete internal reviews within 60 days to 



 
identify barriers and opportunities for expanded access, followed by 
identification of specific actions within 150 days.   This order does not 
result in immediate regulatory changes but initiates near-term federal 
actions that may lead to expanded and more consistent hunting and 
fishing opportunities on federal lands within the state.   

• The Director’s Office finalized donation acceptance guidance for donors 
which was distributed to non-governmental organizations (NGOs) for 
review and feedback.  The final draft will be presented for approval 
today. 

• The Director’s Office and leadership team hosted the Department’s 
Biennial Leadership Conference.  Conference attendees engaged in 
team-building exercises and reviewed differences between leadership 
and authority with a presentation from Dale Caveny on the power of 
storytelling. 

• The Legislative Commission approved two Department Commission 
General Regulations at the December meeting: Commission General 
Regulation 525-Season and License Requirement for Coyote Hunting 
Contest and Commission General Regulation 528- Motor Restrictions 
and Revisions Related to Fisheries. 

• Caleb McAdoo, Deputy Director attended the Nevada Cattlemen’s 
Association 90th Annual Convention and trade Show, with discussions 
focused on legislative affairs and public lands issues. 

• Alan Jenne Deputy Director and Mike Scott Deputy Director attended 
Walker Lake Town Hall meeting sponsored by Senator Dina Titus.  The 
meeting focused on mitigation strategies to improve Bighorn Sheep 
crossings and reduce vehicle collisions involving Bighorn Sheep. 



 
• DATA AND TECHNOLOGY SERVICES DIVISION- As of early January, 

staff processed nearly 2, 440 tag returns, 977 were issued to alternates 
with 1,534 reissued through the (FCFS) First Come, First Served 
Program.  Exactly 10 percent of the total 2025-2026 big game tags were 
returned.  The 2026 Spring Wild Turkey application period opened on 
January 12th, and applications will be accepted until January 26th, and 
bonus points will be sold until February 2nd.  The results will be 
completed on or before February 13th.    The Department’s Annual 
Vessel Auto-Renewal process is complete with 15,000 vessel 
registrations renewed automatically on January 1, 2026.  This makes the 
total number of renewed vessel registrations at 22,500 for 2026. 

• Licensing, Hunts, Vessels- Hunt questionnaires are being received, 
tracked by licensing staff and as of the early part of January, the 
Department received responses from 84 percent of tag holders.  The 
Department continues to send out reminders via email and text to 
hunters that have not submitted harvest report.  These hunters are on 
track with the reporting rate in comparison with previous years. 

• Carlin Ace Hardware recently closed but there is a new owner.   The 
Department is in the final stages of re-establishing their license agent 
relationship, bringing the total number of license agents to 60.  With two 
applications recently received by businesses with requests to become 
Nevada Vessel Dealers, there are now currently 14 Nevada Vessel 
Dealers.  With these two businesses’ request, that will make the total of 
Nevada Vessel Dealers at 16. 

• Geographic Information System (GIS)- The GIS Team is busy with 
multiple projects which include Enterprise transition planning, data 



 
requests, updating field data applications, improvements to urban 
wildlife log application, new improvements to vehicle fleet 
management.  The GIS Team will be working on updates to 
Department’s Hunt NV website prior to the Big Game Tag Application 
season. 

• Information Technology (IT): Congratulations and welcome into his 
new role for (David Freeman Jr. IT Professional 4 and Department 
Information Security Officer) he will be replacing (Eric Dugger, IT 
Professional 4) who retired last fall.  (David Freeman Jr., IT 
Professional/Department Information Security Officer) has over 15 years 
of IT experience with the Department since 2023, leading multiple 
successful projects.   

• HABITAT DIVISION- Wildlife Management Areas (WMA)- An emergency 
repair project was recently completed on the water control diversion on 
Steptoe Creek at the Steptoe (WMA) Wildlife Management Areas.  This 
structure has the responsibility of managing water levels in Comins 
Reservoir and throughout the WMA.  This emergency repair project was 
privately funded 100 percent by donations from Kinross Mining 
Company, Robinson Mining Company and High Mark Construction with 
over $180,000 donated.  This donation will also be used as match at 3:1 
for the WMA program.  The Department is fortunate to have this 
partnership with these companies. 

• Staff are busy maintaining, repairing roads and equipment on all (WMA) 
Wildlife Management Areas.  This work has resolved issues with Tyler 
Tech and new reservation system at Overton WMA.  The staff have been 
operating hunter check stations, performing hunter field checks and 



 
monitoring and adjusting water levels in ponds and marsh units on non-
hunt days.  Waterfowl hunting has been slower than normal due to 
record warm temperatures and consistent reports spreading across the 
state at all WMAs.  No bids were received for the Overton WMA farming 
contract therefore discussion of what options or steps that are needed 
to be taken is being made.  The federally endangered Pahranagat Valley 
Chub recently was introduced into new refuge pond located at Key 
Pittman WMA.   

• Restoration and Rehabilitation- Currently there are 70,000 acres 
which have been already or are currently seeded with desirable species 
across the key wildlife habitats.  The applications’ primary function is to 
provide forage and cover for wildlife and suppress invasive species.  The 
Department for rationale and support of fire rehabilitation and to be 
proactive for restoration efforts, were awarded $4.2 million for Nevada 
Shared Stewardship Better Together funding which is under (AB) 
Assembly Bill 578 for advancement of multiple habitat restoration 
initiatives statewide. 

• Restoration staff are closely collaborating with federal partners to 
implement fire restoration and rehabilitation plans.  Additional proactive 
restoration activities include (chaining, aerial and drill seeding, pinion-
juniper treatments and shrub planting) which are planned across the 
state with anticipation of spring funding application season.  Staff in the 
eastern region are taking advantage of current conditions that are 
actively engaged in spring protection with many fence construction and 
low-tech restoration projects that recently were completed or in 
contracting bid solicitation stage. 



 
• Private Lands- Staff have been busy working on finalization of 

conservation and access easement outside of Wells, Nevada.  With the 
intricacies of this project proving to be a challenge and the expected 
close date for the first phase of the project is within the first quarter of 
2026.  Staff’s duties have been to assist with the Game Division with 
improvement of signage of Weeks Creek access point in the East 
Humboldt Range, installing wildlife jumps on private lands with big 
game.  Opportunities for improvement and maintaining public access in 
crucial areas are being explored in Area 7 with staff meetings with 
partner agencies for better identification of resource needs on private 
lands working toward a joint (RCPP)Regional Conservation Partnership 
Program through (NRCS) Natural Resources Conservation Service.   
With staff working on cleaning up land records and project planning for 
improvements on state owned properties.   

• Water Development Program- Recent rains across Nevada in 
December and early January significantly improved water availability 
and habitat conditions statewide.  Since January 6, 2026, average 
guzzler water levels are at 94 percent across 55 monitored units. The 
rain gauges paired with these monitors recorded precipitation in 
December 2025, averaging 1.12 inches from 44 gauges, with one guzzler 
in the Desert Range (Unit 282) receiving impressive amount of 3.57 
inches.  Due to substantial rainfall since September of 2025, any 
guzzlers not at full capacity will be inspected for potential functionality 
issues.  The southern crew has its first scheduled volunteer project 
tentatively scheduled January 31-Febraury 1, 2026.  The northern crew 



 
is finalizing the volunteer build schedule and will meet with (NGO) Non-
Governmental Organization partners soon to firm up plans. 

• CONSERVATION EDUCATION DIVISION- First season of Nevada Wild 
ended this month with season finale on January 6, 2026, with all 
episodes continually running on Animal Planet for 2025 with over 
160,000 viewers on average per episode and over two million viewers’ 
total.  The show is currently available to stream on several streaming 
services that carry Animal Planet and HBO Max and Animal Planet Go. 

• Outreach- Since December 2026, Conservation Education staff sent 10 
promotional emails or text messages on behalf of the agency.  The 
communications include: (podcast promotions, reminders about the 
spring Wild Turkey tag application period, opening of 2026 boat 
registrations, requests to complete angler surveys and small game daily 
harvest questionnaires, promotion of December 2025 newsletter, and 
encouragement for completion of boater education requirements). 

• Volunteer- The Department is currently working with Gordon-Darby on 
change to new Event Manager system, Event Manager 2.0.  This system 
manages all education events, (hunter education courses, shooting 
sports, bird walks), linking directly with our licensing system and making 
hunter education certification more streamlined.  It collects volunteer 
hours and miles for instructors that teach these courses and has a 
rollout date of February 2026.   

• Volunteer dinners have taken place across the state already and more 
coming soon.  Giving recognition of our dedicated instructor volunteers 
on another awesome year serving with us. 



 
• Education- The Department has selected Ashley Zeme as the new 

statewide Boating Education Coordinator.  For the past eight years, 
Ashley has served as the Public Information Officer, leading the 
development of the Department’s website and digital content.  Her work 
has helped transform the Department’s outreach into a program now 
considered a model of success by other state agencies, and we are 
excited to see where she will take our boating education program. 

• Wildlife Education wrapped up another year of Nevada Knockout, with 
over 66 teachers, and 3,000 students participating this year. 

• FYI- Nevada Knockout- Nevada Knockout is fun way for 
encouragement for people to learn about Nevada’s great wildlife.  Thirty-
two animals who call Nevada home chose to compete in a single 
elimination tournament.  It is like March Madness but with wildlife.  How 
it works: one needs to research each match up and decide whose 
adaptations would reign supreme and advance them to the next round 
in the bracket.  Adaptations such as agility, intelligence and different 
defensive and offensive behaviors should be taken into consideration 
when picking your animal that you feel will dominant.  Once your 
bracket is complete, submit it to compete in our Nevada Knockout 
Bracket Competition.  To participate you must fill out your own brackets, 
as teams, or as a class, but only one bracket can be entered into the 
competition.  When uploading your bracket please label it (last name, 
school, grade).  Make sure the bracket is easy to read.  Research the 
animals, make your picks, and lastly read the results).  The results will 
be posted in the form of short narrative stories and access to 
PowerPoint will be given as well. 



 
• The Outdoor Education Council will meet for the first time since being 

created by (AB) Assembly Bill 165.  Julie Bless was elected Chair of the 
Council and will serve for the term of one year.  The first order of 
business is to create the “Outdoor Education of the Year” award. 

• Publications- The publication coordinator is in the process of 
combining both the Big Game Seasons and Applications book with the 
Big Game Hunting Regulations and Seasons book into one publication.  
The Fishing Regulation publication is available to the public via E-Regs 
and physical publication. 

• Media Highlights- Starting now and the beginning of December 2025, 
the Department has been mentioned in the media 130 times, with an 
audience watching of more than 190,000,000 between (television, 
radio, digital stories) with publicity value of more than $3.5 million.  The 
major stories include the detection of (Pseudogymnoascus 
destructans) (Pd), fungus that causes white-nose syndrome in bats, and 
continued coverage of a couple injured in November 2025 after 
encountering a bear in their home as well as other bear activity, along 
with the Nevada legislatures approval of regulations for coyote hunting 
contests and more. 

• Youth License Fund- The youth license holder numbers continue to 
grow yearly, and fewer free licenses have been issued in 2025 (less 
funding than in 2024) with youth licenses up 30 percent in 2025 
compared to 2023 expectations prior to launching the program.  If we 
can secure more funding this year by keeping the funding open through 
summer months, the goal is to surpass COVID (2020) youth license 
numbers. 



 
• Youth License Totals by Year: (2025) Youth License Total- 15,981; 

(2024) Youth License Total- 15,508; (2023) Youth License Total- 14,613; 
(2022) Youth License Total- 12,822 

• Free Youth Licenses Issued by Year: (2025) Free Licenses Issued- 
5,387; (2024) Free Licenses Issued; (2023) Free Licenses Issued- 3,712 

• LAW ENFORCEMENT DIVISION- Seven warden investigators and field 
wardens successfully executed a planned operation involving a family 
and friends suspected of criminal activity.  This effort required extensive 
surveillance and coordination over multiple days, including monitoring 
a subject connected to an elderly women holding a bull elk tag.  During 
the operation, licensed guides observed an adult male unlawfully shoot 
two bull elk and were in the process of reporting the incident when they 
encountered wardens already in the field.  Wardens contacted the 
suspects while they were still on the mountain.  Evidence suggests that, 
for a single tag, as many as 17 individuals were involved in assisting with 
the hunt.  Wardens conducted multiple interviews on site.  The 
investigation remains ongoing, as additional violations associated with 
this group have been identified.  This operation demonstrates the 
dedication and professionalism of our wardens in protecting Nevada’s 
wildlife resources.  

• Game wardens and wildlife biologists responded to and investigated a 
bear-related incident in the Tahoe area.  The bear entered a closed 
garage and then gained access to the home when one of the 
homeowners opened the garage door.  During the encounter, two 
individuals sustained non-life-threatening injuries.  The team worked 
quickly to assess the situation, ensure public safety, and gather 



 
evidence.  This incident underscores the importance of ongoing efforts 
to manage human-wildlife interactions and educate the public on 
preventing conflicts. 

• Personnel Updates- Two game wardens completed the police 
academy and are now in field training.  One new game warden was hired 
for Las Vegas, Nevada position and started January 5, 2026, with 
addition, only two vacant positions remain. 

• Water Operations- Game wardens shut down the Colorado River in 
Laughlin, Nevada for firework shows.  Game wardens contacted hunters 
on Lake Mohave waterfowl hunting via vessel.  The primary hunter did 
not have a hunting license and when the game warden ran him for 
clearance, he came back with an $8,000 warrant.  The subject was cited 
for hunting with no license and arrested on the warrant. 

• Land Operations- A game warden extinguished a vehicle that was on 
fire in Reno, Nevada.  Game wardens obtain information about possible 
thermal use, but not enough information was given for thorough follow 
up. 

• The Battle Mountain warden investigated the death of a local rancher’s 
cows after a local coyote calling contests.  He is also investigating the 
unlawful killing of three antelope taken without tags. 

• Numerous trapping investigations took place, including visitation, 
baiting, and no trap registration.  Wardens removed lions and dogs 
caught in traps. 

• Game wardens investigated numerous spike elk taken on antlerless elk 
tags. 



 
• Outreach- Game wardens assisted with hunter education classes.  

Game wardens participated in a holiday Lake mead boat parade and 
shop with a cop in different communities around Nevada. 

• BIODIVERSITY DIVISION- In response to previous (CABMW)County 
Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife and public comment over the last 18 
months, Biodiversity staff have been meeting with partners to discuss 
mechanisms for hobby collection of reptiles and amphibians.  Staff 
have met with the Utah Division of Wildlife Resources and are 
scheduled to meet with the Arizona Game and Fish Department to 
continue exploration of mechanisms to provide a public course on 
ethical reptile and amphibian collection and permitting or licensing to 
collect non-protected species. 

• Nevada recorded its first positive detection of pseudogymnoascus 
destructans (Pd), the fungus known to cause (WNS)White Nose 
Syndrome in bats.  This case was found on a California leaf-nosed bat at 
a known maturity roost near Searchlight, Nevada.  The bat was sampled 
in March of 2025, with results only recently received.  This also 
represents the first case of (Pd) pseudogymnoascus destructans found 
on a California leaf-nosed bat, a non-hibernating species that spends 
the winter in warm, thermally heated roosts.  This is atypical of what we 
know about (Pd) pseudogymnoascus destructans, which has an optimal 
growth temperature of 50-60 degrees Fahrenheit thriving on hibernating 
bats by taking advantage of their repressed immune systems during 
hibernation.  Staff have closely coordinated with Lake Mead biologists 
on how to manage the discovery of (Pd) pseudogymnoascus 
destructans on (NPS) National Park Service managed lands. 



 
• Avian Programs- Winter Raptor Surveys are currently in full swing, with 

all routes covered by division biologists, staff specialists, and partners.  
These surveys monitor raptors on their wintering grounds, with data 
being compiled into annual and 5-year reports that inform raptor 
population trends over the years.  Surveys will be on-going through the 
end of January 2026. 

• Division staff are currently finalizing the Nevada Shorebird Management 
Plan.  This plan is the first of its kind in Nevada and will aim to provide 
guidance for linking Shorebird projects back to the State Wildlife Action 
Plan and help plan for adaptive management and conservation actions 
on the ground. 

• Staff Specialists have been working with the Pacific Flyway Non-Game 
Technical Committee to acquire all Burrowing Owl protocols to check 
for consistency and accuracy. 

• Christmas Bird Counts (CBCs) occurred in December of 2025, 
cataloging all birds on their winter grounds.  The CBCs are spear-headed 
by the Audubon Society and have taken place annually for over 125 
years. 

• Reptile Programs- Division biologists met with the Partnership for 
Amphibian and Reptile Conservation, a regional herp conservation 
organization to discuss management and study priorities in Nevada.  
Additionally, staff have been scouting for sites believed to be occupied 
by cow-foot geckos, used for comparison of gecko activity.   

• Post fire restoration survivorship numbers from the 2023 planting effort 
in the Mormon Mountains was collected with survivorship after 3-years 
hovering around 14 percent for the year with survivorship not being 



 
consistent across species.  Overall survivorship for this effort has been 
15-10 percent of all plants put out as part of this restoration effort. 

• Small mammals and bats- Staff have been working to install another 
Motus site at Carson Lake and Pasture and recently went to the site to 
conduct radio interference testing.  The intent is to expand the Motus 
network across the state, with towers passively collecting species 
movement data. 

• The (NDOT)Nevada Department of Transportation and West Ecosystems 
Technology kicked off their investigation into bat use at transporation 
structures, in close coordination with Biodiversity Division staff.  
Department biologists hosted the annual Nevada Bat Working Group 
meeting in December of 2025, with the major topic being the detention 
of (Pd) Pseudogymnoascus destructans in Southern Nevada. 

• Partnerships and Coordination- (NDOW)Nevada Department of Wildlife 
is chairing the Pacific Flyway this calendar year, with (Jesse Brooks, 
Biodiversity Staff Specialist), organizing and facilitating the upcoming 
2026 Pacific Flyway in-person and virtual meetings. 

• Spring restoration consisting of fencing an unnamed spring on (TNC) the 
Nature Conservancy owned lands in Oasis Valley was constructed in 
December of 2025.  Restoration is small scale but with expectations to 
restore a degraded water source lacking associated riparian vegetation 
from damage by over utilization from feral burros.  Biodiversity staff have 
also been assisting the (ODFW)Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 
and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service review ODFW’s 2025 Wildlife Action 
Plan. 



 
• Technical Guidance- The program continues providing guidance and 

input to several large-scale and/or high impact project planning efforts 
which include: (Greenlink North Transmission Line and South Railroad 
Mine).  Other recent project guidelines include: (Gabbs Lateral (NASF) 
Naval Air Station Fallon Relocation, Fish Lake Geothermal, Lone 
Mountain Geothermal and the North Bullfrog Mine Project).  Program 
staff provide guidance under the Assembly Bill 211 Subdivision Review 
Program, Assembly Bill 307 Energy Planning and Conservation Fund.  
The Assembly Bill 307 Program received 43 complete applications in 
2025, including 8 updated project applications and 35 new projects.  
New project submissions, 67.44 percent are solar, 16.28 percent are 
energy transmission, 2.33 percent fossil fuels and 13.95 percent are 
classified as “other”. 

• GAME DIVISION- Nineteen California bighorn sheep were captured from 
the Deschutes River area in Oregon and translocated to the Montana 
Mountains on January 6, 2026.  The release consisted of 18 ewes and 1 
ram lamb.  An additional 5 rams are expected to be translocated to this 
herd from the Sheep Creek Range (Hunt Unit 068) in February 2026 to 
help augment this herd. 

• Staff finalized and developed a glossy layout (Conservation Education 
staff credit is due here) of the Nevada Wildlife Connectivity Plan and 
posted the document to the website.  The document is located at: 
https://www.ndow.org/learn-discover/# 

• A Mountain Lion Information Guide has been finalized and posted to the 
website, intended to present information on mountain lion (physiology, 

https://www.ndow.org/learn-discover/


 
ecology, behavior, distribution, gender and aged determination and 
management). 

• Bighorn and Mountain Goat- Twelve desert bighorn (7 ewes and 5 rams) 
were captured in the North Pancake Range (Hunt Unit 164) and 
translocated to augment the Reveille Range as the first phase of a 
depopulation effort due to direct overlap of this pioneering herd with an 
active domestic sheep allotment.  Washington Animal Disease 
Diagnostic Laboratory (WADDL) (PCR)polymerase chain reaction testing 
resulted in 11 negative and 1 indeterminate.  Out of caution, the 1 
indeterminate was euthanized. 

• The Nevada Bighorn Sheep Management Plan Team met in December of 
2025 with a focus on Water Development, Metapopulation Management 
Strategies, and Herd Restoration/Translocation Guidelines. 

• Elk and Moose- The first meeting of the Elk Management Committee 
occurred January 22, 2026, at 2:00 p.m. at the Department 
headquarters office. 

• With assistance from Administrative Assistant Emily Hobbs, about 180 
sets of elk incisors have been received from bull elk hunters.  Teeth have 
been processed and were sent to the Matson’s Aging Lab in late 
December of 2025. 

• Mule Deer and Pronghorn- The Department continues working with 
(USGS) United Stat Geological Survey on migration maps and analysis 
of Area 13 and Area 22/23 migration corridors. 

• The Department continues to work on mule deer and pronghorn 
migration corridors with regional biologists and the USGS corridor 
mapping team (Owyhee/Wildhorse Pronghorn, Sheldon/Surprise Valley 



 
Pronghorn, Northern Washoe County Mule deer, Washoe County 
Pronghorn, Peavine/Granite Hills Mule Deer, Spruce Mountain Mule 
deer, Area 22/23 Mule Deer, and Area 13 Mule Deer). 

• Mule deer fawn collaring started in mid-December of 2025 with 100 
fawns captured in Management Areas 6, 7, 11, and 23 and some 
additional adult collaring in Management Areas 12,13 and 22. 

• Fall deer flights have concluded, with generally dismal results.  The 
excessively warm weather coupled with helicopter maintenance issues 
during the post-season survey window resulted in below average 
sample sizes and some questionable buck ratios. 

• A pronghorn solar ear tagging study was initiated in the Eastern Region 
with 30 animals captured in November of 2025 and 70 animals captured 
in December of 2025 across Management Areas 6, 7, 10, and 13. 

• Predator Program- Interviews were conducted for the Reno, Nevada 9-
month position that will be assisting with urban conflict and sage-
grouse work. 

• The 2025 raven take permit, and 2026 raven permit renewal have been 
submitted to the (USFWS)United States Fish and Wildlife Service. 

• Comments received from the (USFWS) United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service on the Gray Wolf Coordination Plan have been reviewed.  

• Upland Game- Staff recently sent a request letter to Heather Talley at 
the (UDNR) Utah Division of Wildlife Resources to translocate a 
compliment of 25-30 ruffed grouse from northern Utah.  Our goal is to 
establish a new population of ruffed grouse on the eastern side of the 
Jarbidge Mountains that will eventually blend into the larger ruffed 
grouse population to the west. 



 
• United States Geological Survey (USGS) and Great Basin Bird 

Observatory is helping build a seamless data processing and download 
portal to make the data available for generating statewide resource 
selection function (RSF) Resource Selection Function models for mule 
deer habitat mapping. 

• FYI (RSF) Resource Selection Function-is a statistical model used in 
wildlife ecology to predict which habitat characteristics are most 
important to an animal.  It evaluates the probability of an animal using a 
specific location, resource, or area compared to the availability of those 
same resources in the environment. 

• FYI- How (RSF) Resource Selection Function Work- (Location Data): 
Researchers gather data using GPS collars or direct observation to 
identify the exact spots an animal frequents.  (Available Data): They 
compare these “used” spots against a set of “available” or background 
locations within the animal’s broader environment to see what the 
animal is actively selecting.  (Habitat Covariates): The model weighs 
environmental factors such as forest cover, proximity to water, 
elevation, or human infrastructure.   

• FYI- (RSF) Resource Selection Function- Why RSF Models Are Used- 
Habitat Protection- By mapping the output of an RSF, wildlife managers 
can identify critical conservation zones and migration corridors; Risk 
Assessment- they are widely used to analyze how animals navigate 
threats, such as avoiding roads or predators-dense areas; Predictive 
Mapping- they allow biologists to predict how changes in the landscape 
deforestation or climate change will impact local species distribution.  



 
• California quail trapping is in full swing, and translocations are 

underway.  Approximately 100 quail were translocated to the Toiyable 
Range in central Nevada in early January 2026. 

• Wildlife Health- The veterinarian attended the Nevada Bat Working 
Group meeting in Carson City, Nevada, with a main point of discussion 
was the first detection of (Pd) Pseudogymnoascus destructans in 
Nevada at Lake Mead by the (NPS) National Park Service. 

• We have reached 534 (CWD) Chronic Wasting Disease samples in the 
year.  All results received have been negative. 

• Wildlife Health is also amid collecting additional environmental 
samples for testing with the (USDA) United States Department of 
Agriculture for (CWD) Chronic Wasting Disease within the (TRZ) 
Transporation Restriction Zones. 

• Fisheries Division- Aquatic Invasive Species (AIS) Program- Possible 
New Zealand mudsnails were reported to the Department by a 
concerned citizen at a Petco in Las Vegas, Nevada in November of 2025.  
Samples were collected and genetically analyzed by an independent 
lab.  The snails have yet to be positively identified but are not New 
Zealand mudsnails or an identified invasive species.  The Department 
was informed by (UNDR) of a quagga encrusted boat that left Lake 
Powell without being decontaminated.  The boat was owned and 
registered to an individual living in Las Vegas, Nevada.  Southern Region 
Law Enforcement personnel are investigating. 

• Sportfish and Native Aquatic Species Program- Fisheries headquarters 
staff attended the Colorado River and Fish and Wildlife Council meeting 
in Cody, Wyoming in October of 2025.  This annual meeting has proven 



 
beneficial for information sharing among Colorado River states.  After 
extensive work and review, the 2026 Nevada Fishing Regulation book is 
now available to the December of 2025, roughly 1,000 Pahranagat 
Round tail Chub from the Dexter National Fish Hatchery in New Mexico 
were stocked at the newly refurbished refuge pond at Key Pittman 
Wildlife Management Area.  This refuge site is critically important for the 
imperiled species.  A thank you goes out to our (USFWS) partners and 
Habitat Division personnel for their tremendous efforts to make this 
project a reality. 

• Fish Hatcheries- We are proud to welcome Julie Long who recently 
accepted the Technician I position at Spring Creek Rearing Station near 
Baker, Nevada.  All hatchery facilities are now fully staffed for the first 
time in over two years.  Western Region and Mason Valley Hathery staff 
met to discuss future of warmwater fish rearing capabilities at Mason 
Valley.  All agreed that continuing the pilot Wiper-rearing project was 
worthwhile although a scaled back version would be necessary in the 
future.  Identifying more cost effective and successful methods for 
rearing warmwater fish at Department facilities will be critical in the 
coming years and this project will help inform future plans.  
Refurbishment of several residential houses for hatchery employees 
has been completed.  The capital improvement project (CIP) for a new 
domestic water system at Gallagher hatchery has been completed. 

• Eastern Region Fisheries- The Pratt Creek Lahontan Cutthroat Trout 
(LCT) population was augmented with 34 fish from Gance Creek while 
Paiute Sculpin were transferred into the North Fork Humboldt River.  
Eastern Region personnel constructed and installed 161 artificial 



 
habitat structures at Wilson Reservoir and 76 structures at South Fork 
Reservoir.  Fall Northern Pike suppression efforts at Comins Lake 
resulted in the removal of 274 Northern Pike.  Size ranged from 6.50 
inches (0.07 pounds) to 44.53 inches (29.41 pounds). 

• Southern Region Fisheries- The annual Fall Razorback Roundtrip was 
conducted at Lake Mohave.  Capture rates were low, as has been typical 
in recent years and Southern Region biologists are evaluating the need 
to participate in this effort in the future.  Construction of the Lake Mead 
Hatchery pipeline commenced in December of 2025.  The project is 
anticipated to be complete with water running to the facility by May 1, 
2026.  State Parks personnel recently informed the Department of a leak 
in the newly constructed Echo Canyon headgate dam.  Additional 
investigations are continuing.  After a 20-year career with the 
Department, we wish nothing but the best for Debra Herndon in her 
recent retirement. 

• Western Region Fisheries- Sam Sedillo recently participated in the 
annual State of the Truckee River podcast with the Reno Fly Shop where 
annual survey efforts are discussed.  The podcast can be found here 
https://renoflyshop.com/blogs/blog/ep059-sam-sedillo-2025-state-of-
the-truckee-river .  Sam also gave a presentation to an Ichthyology class 
at the University of Nevada regarding the Departments fisheries 
management that was well received.  Our Winnemucca biologists have 
begun coordinating with Humboldt County schools for upcoming Trout 
in the Classroom activities. 

https://renoflyshop.com/blogs/blog/ep059-sam-sedillo-2025-state-of-the-truckee-river
https://renoflyshop.com/blogs/blog/ep059-sam-sedillo-2025-state-of-the-truckee-river


 
• Commissioner Shane Rogers asked the question directed to (Matt 

Maples, Data and Technology Services Administrator) if 10 percent tag 
return is normal or higher than previous return rate. 

• (Matt Maples, Data and Technology Services Administrator): He stated 
to Commissioner Shane Rogers to say that 10 percent return rate was 
somewhat higher than normal. 

• Vice Chairman Paul Young asked (Mark Freese, Habitat Division 
Administrator): that the status update for rehabilitation of Cottonwood 
Peak and Jakes Fire. 

• (Mark Freese, Habitat Division Administrator): He advised to Vice 
Chairman Paul Young at this time, he didn’t have specific numbers, but 
an update would be provided on accomplishments of wildlife at the next 
upcoming meetings.  He acknowledged partnerships with (BLM) Bureau 
of Land Management. 

• Commission Tommy Caviglia and Chairman Shane Rogers stated to 
(Aaron Meir, Conservation Education Administrator) that they enjoyed 
the show Nevada Wild. 

• Chairman Shane Rogers asked (Jasmine Kleiber Division Administrator) 
for more information on (Pd) Pseudogymnoascus destructans. 

• (Jasmine Kleiber, Biodiversity Division Administrator): She explained the 
following on (Pd) pseudogymnascus destructans and stated it was a 
fungus originating in Europe introduced in early 2000s, with severe 
impact on the bat populations in disrupting their hibernation.  He 
explained that by causing bats to wake prematurely with depletion to 
stored resources leading to widespread mortality.  He advised that 
Nevada was last in the states to detect the fungus even though 



 
surrounding states had documented cases.  Nevada had active 
monitoring ongoing for many years with expansion through partnership 
with National Park Services and other collaborations in determination 
the spread outside of Southern Nevada.  She stated the fungus was 
found in an atypical bat species and at this time, the implications are 
not clear.  She stated that there are no symptoms of white-nose 
syndrome yet observed in Nevada, with difference in responses due to 
species and environmental conditions.   

• Chairman Shane Rogers asked question to (Jasmine Kleiber, Biodiversity 
Division Administrator) if any mechanisms are in place to stop the 
spread of fungus, 

• (Jasmine Kleiber, biodiversity Division Administrator): She stated to 
Chairman Shane Rogers that at this time there are no mechanisms in 
place.   

• Commissioner Mario Walther asked the question to (Shawn Espinosa, 
Game Division Administrator) if mountain lions in Hunt Unit 068 had 
been removed. 

• (Joe Bennett, Wildlife Staff Specialist): He responded instead, advising 
that one adult torn has been removed from Montana’s since 
augmentation with a recent mortality event still in process of 
investigation currently. 

• Chairman Shane Rogers asked what actions had been done prior to 
releasing sheep into the Montana’s for predator mitigation issues. 

• (Joe Bennett, Wildlife Staff Specialist): He stated there have not been 
captures of any mountain lions, and that Wildlife Services had been in 



 
the area for an extended period conducting work and had no detections 
of any mountain lions in the area. 

• Vice Chairman Paul Young asked the question to (Shawn Espinosa, 
Game Division Administrator) what the population in Unit 031 in the 
Montana’s was at that time. 

• (Shawn Espinosa, Game Division Administrator): He advised to Vice 
Chairman Paul Yong that estimation of population is 35 to 40 animals. 

• Commission Liz Munn asked (Shawn Espinosa, Game Division 
Administrator) if lessons were learned from myopathy incident capture. 

• (Shawn Espinosa, Game Division Administrator): He explained to 
Commissioner Liz Munn his concern regarding recent capture events 
with vendor Baker Aircraft used in translocations of Bighorn Sheep.  He 
explained further that there were two mortalities during the latest 
operation with animals left on the mountain for 30 minutes before 
retrieval, with this action deemed unacceptable.  He advised there was 
a review of protocol from the Department with consideration of more 
detailed instructions for pilots and crews prior to the capture events.  
He stated that the issues that were observed were not in the realm of 
the standard practices therefore evaluation of chase times and handling 
procedures in these captured events are necessary.   He advised that 
Oregon has used this vendor exclusively, but Nevada has had more 
issues with this company compared to others.  He stated wildlife health 
staff and specialists have been consistently addressing these concerns.  
He stated that the California Bighorn Sheep are more sensitive than 
Desert Bighorn Sheep, which contributes to higher mortality rates in 
recent projects, which include work in the Calico Mountains. 



 
• Commission Shane Boren asked (Shawn Espinosa, Game Division 

Administrator) how many vendors the Department had at this time. 
• (Shawn Espinosa, Game Division Administrator): He advised 

Commission Shane Boren that there were currently three vendors (Hello 
Wildlife Capture Services, Wildlife Capture Management, Baker 
Aircraft). 

• Commissioner Shane Boren asked (Scott Roberts, Biologist) for an 
update on the Cortez Sheep. 

• (Scott Roberts, Biologist): He stated to Commissioner Shane Boren that 
overall, the sheep are good and that there were only eight mortalities 
recorded to date.  He explained a breakdown that five of the eight were 
lion related and one of the eight was due to unknown cause, even after 
disease testing reflecting native results.  He stated remaining two 
incidental issues were during capture operations and that some collard 
sheep had moved closely to domestic sheep operation which promoted 
relocation efforts in early December.  He stated that Cortez Sheep 
remain in the Cortez area, and that during capture two sheep were 
unintentionally running harder than intended which elevated body 
temperatures of the sheep to over (106F) and attributed bad luck and 
timing. 

• FYI- The Fisheries Division showed the following video: Fisheries 
Division Presentation-Division Activity Report: 
https://youtu.be/Lt0G9NK1GrA?si=Ona6uJx2at-
VHa7DHttps://youtube.com/watch  

• Litigation Report - Report provided by (Richard Yien, Deputy Attorney 
General). 

https://youtu.be/Lt0G9NK1GrA?si=Ona6uJx2at-VHa7DHttps://youtube.com/watch
https://youtu.be/Lt0G9NK1GrA?si=Ona6uJx2at-VHa7DHttps://youtube.com/watch


 
• State of Nevada, Office of the Attorney General, 100 North Carson 

Street, Carson City, Nevada, 89701 
• MEMORANDUM: TO: Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners Alan 

Jenne, Director, Nevada Department of Wildlife; FROM: (Richard Yien, 
Senior Deputy Attorney General) and (Nicole N. Ting, Deputy Attorney 
General); Date: January 6, 2026; Subject: January Board Meeting 
Litigation Update 

• 1. United States and Walker River Paiute Tribe v. Walker River Irrigation 
Dist., et al. (Walker River Litigation), (USDC, Reno).   

• This action involves federal, tribal and Mineral County claims for 
additional water from Walker River, in addition to those already 
established by the Walker River Decree.  NDOW and others moved to 
dismiss certain claims against groundwater rights by the United States. 

• Subfile 3:73-CV-00127-RCJ-WGC (Federal reserved rights) 
• This case involves claim by the United States for federal reserved water 

rights for all federal lands on the Walker River system.  All claims are 
stayed except those concerning the Walker River Indian Reservation.   

• Currently, this case is before the District Court on remand from the 
Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals’ May 22, 2018, decision.  The United 
States and the Tribe filed Amended Counterclaims on May 3, 2019.  
Answers to the Counterclaims were filed on August 1, 2019.  The next 
deadline is February 19, 2020, for the principal defendants and the 
United States to agree to a discovery plan.  This deadline was extended 
from November 22, 2019. 

• On May 28, 2015, the District Court ruled that the United States’ action 
to acquire federal reserved water rights for the Walker River Paiute Tribe 



 
and several smaller tribes within the Walker River Paiute Tribe and 
several smaller tribes within the Walker River watershed were to be 
dismissed on “preclusion”; a doctrine that means the U.S. had its 
chance to make claims at the time of the original decree but failed to do 
so and thus cannot make them now. 

• On May 22, 2018, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals reversed the 
District Court’s decision mostly based on the fact that United States 
and the Tribe had not been given a chance to brief the issue before the 
District Court.  In fact, the District Court specifically requested that the 
issue of preclusion should not be briefed. 

• On September 21, 2021, Plaintiffs’ motion for summary judgment (ECF 
No. [2638] was granted.  Plaintiffs are entitled to judgment as a matter 
of law in their favor as to Defendants’ Third, Seventh, Twelfth, and 
Fourteenth Affirmative Defenses.  Nevertheless, Principal Defendants 
retain all other affirmative defenses and litigation remains ongoing. 

• The Principal Defendants have filed status reports regarding the status 
of access to tribal archives for discovery purposes.  These archives 
remain closed due to the pandemic. 

• Discovery remains ongoing. 
• As of March 7, 2023, the case remains staid for 90 days pending 

settlement discussions.  As of May 31, 2023, the parties appear to have 
reached a settlement agreement.  The US, Tribe and WRID are now 
working through their internal approval processes.  On February 13, 
2024, the Court signed an Order issuing a 90-day stay of the 
proceedings to give the parties time to obtain approval from all the 
appropriate authorities to resolve the outstanding water rights claims. 



 
• Subfile 3:73-CV-00128-RCJ-WGC (public trust doctrine) 
• This case involves a claim filed by Mineral County for the court to 

recognize a public trust duty to provide water to Walker Lake to support 
the fishery therein. 

• This case has gone through an extensive appellate and procedural 
history.  A summary of this procedural appellate history is as follows: (A) 
On May 28, 2015, the District Court held that Mineral County did not 
have standing to pursue the public trust claim.  The Court also held that 
a shift of water from irrigators to Walker Lake would be considered a 
taking of property under the 5th amendment and compensation would 
be owed to the individual property holders.  B) On May 22, 2018, the 
Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals reversed the District Court’s ruling on 
standing.  The Appeals Court further held that the Public Trust Doctrine 
is a state law issue that has not been decided in Nevada.  The Appeals 
Court sent two Certified Questions to the Nevada Supreme Court.  (C) 
On September 18, 2020, the Nevada Supreme Court held that: (1) the 
Public Trust Doctrine applies to rights already adjudicated and settled 
under the doctor of prior appropriation; (2) the public trust doctrine 
applies to all waters within the state; and (3) the public  trust doctrine 
does not permit reallocating water rights already adjudicated under the 
Decree and settled the doctrine of prior appropriation.  The Appeals 
Court further remanded to the District Court for the Court to consider 
the County’s public trust doctrine claim to the extent it sought remedies 
that would not involve a reallocation of adjudicated water rights. 

• This case is now in discovery.  Initial disclosures were exchanged in April 
2023.  On November 6, 2023, Mineral County /Plaintiffs served their 



 
initial expert reports.  On April 8, 2024.  Walker River Irrigation 
District/Defendants served their initial expert reports.  The discovery 
schedule and deadlines have been extended a number of times due to 
Counsel for Mineral County having a serious cancer condition and 
subsequently passing away.  Most recently in March 2025 the newest 
discovery schedule with deadlines was agreed to and signed by the 
Court. 

• At this point, rebuttal expert reports have been submitted, and Counsel 
for NDOW is working with Counsel Gordon DePaoli, who is the 
coordinating Counsel for all the Defendants who represents the Walker 
River Irrigation District to coordinate discovery in this matter.  Counsel 
expects the next stage in discovery and for the case will be to take 
expert depositions. 

• Mineral County v. Lyon County, 136 Nev. Adv. Op. 58 (2020). 
• On June 30, 2021, Mineral County filed its Seconded Amended 

Complaint.  Mineral County asserted that by permitting excessive and 
unreasonable upstream consumptive uses to reduce average annual 
inflows to Walker Lake to the detriment of the Lake’s public trust values, 
the Decree Court and State of Nevada have violated this continuing duty 
under the public trust doctrine to maintain Walker Lake in a reasonable 
state of environmental health. 

• On October 28, 2021, the Principal Defendants filed a Motion to Dismiss 
Mineral County’s Second Amended Complaint.  The main arguments for 
dismissal are as follows: Paragraph XIV of the Walker River Decree does 
not give the Court subject matter jurisdiction to grant Declaratory Relief 
as to Nevada’s or the Court’s purported obligation to Walker Lake; 



 
Mineral County’s public trust claim is also inconsistent with the public 
trust doctrine as interpreted by the above Nevada supreme court 
opinion. 

• On October 28, 2021, the Principal Defendants filed a Motion to Dismiss 
Mineral County’s Second Amended Complaint.  The main arguments for 
dismissal are as follows:  Paragraph XIV of the Walker River Decree does 
not give the Court subject matter jurisdiction to grant Declaratory Relief 
as to Nevada’s , or the Court’s purported obligation to Walker Lake; 
Mineral County’s public trust claim is also inconsistent with the public 
trust doctrine as interpreted by the above Nevada Supreme Court 
opinion. 

• Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss was denied on August 5, 2022.  Judge Du 
found that Plaintiffs were still able to state a claim upon which relief can 
be granted, largely technical claims asserted by Mineral County against 
WRID.  Judge Du further found that NDOW and the State of Nevada are 
both ex-rel.  parties, meaning that NDOW is not simply a standalone 
rights holder in this case.  As well, the political question doctrine does 
not apply to this case because caselaw cited provides authority for 
courts to modify or interpret the decree.  It remains unclear from the 
ruling how this will impact NDOW.   The relief sought by Mineral County 
is for NDOW to develop and fund a plan to improve the resource of 
Walker Lake, the legal argument against that is that such funding would 
more appropriately be decided by the legislature. 

• Because counsel for Mineral County has been gravely ill, the court has 
been deferential to Mineral County and allowed for a generous 
discovery schedule, as follows: Discovery may commence on April 7, 



 
2023, and shall close on April 4, 2025. Dispositive Motions due no later 
than 60 days after the close of discovery (6/3/2025).    

• On April 18, 2023, the AG’s office received Mineral County’s initial 
disclosures.  Document review remains ongoing. 

• On May 31, Principal Defendants served their first joint discovery 
requests upon Mineral County. 

• Subfile 3:73-CV-00125-RCJ-WGC (Main adjudication docket) 
• This subfile is not a case in the traditional sense but rather constitutes 

the ongoing court-managed administration of the Walker River Decree.  
Decreed rights must be adjusted and administered consistent with the 
Court’s decisions documented in the court’s docket. 

• Walker Basin Conservancy’s Permit Approvals: On July 28, 2023, NDOW 
filed Application 92910-T with the Nevada State Engineer seeking a 
temporarily change in the manager of use and place of water rights for 
the benefits of Walker Lake (“Ap0plicaiton”).  This is a matter of course 
for any change in the Decreed water rights.  The Nevada State Engineer 
approved the Application on March 7, 2024.  Subsequently, on March 
13, 2024, a Joint Petition between NDOW and the Walker Basin 
Conservancy was filed asking for the Court’s approval of the temporary 
modification of the Walker River Decree regarding water rights permit 
No. 92910-T.  This Joint Petition asked for temporary instream flows to 
benefit Walker River and Walker Lake only during the 2024 irrigation 
season, which begins March 1, 2024, and ends on October 31, 2024. 

• NDOW first attempted to obtain approval of a temporary modification of 
the Walker River Decree for an instream flow permit in 2021.  However, 
NDOW subsequently withdraw its petition asking for a modification 



 
because it was not approved by the Court in time to call for any 
instream flows during the irrigation season.  NDOW attempted again in 
2022 to obtain the same temporary modification, which was approved 
by the Court, but only after the flows of the Walker River had receded 
significantly in the late summer such that NDOW’s water rights were out 
of priority and unable to be served with any water.  In 2023, the Court 
granted an expedited review of NDOW’s third request for the temporary 
modification and the Court granted the expedited review and approved 
the modification. 

• After again asking for an expedited review in 2024, the Court approved 
the Joint Petition of NDOW and Walker Basin Conservancy for the 
temporary modification on March 21, 2024. 

• The California version of the process to temporarily modify the Walker 
River Decree for the 2024 irrigation season was similarly conducted and 
on July 10, 2024, the Court approved the temporary modification of 
water rights for the water rights of California. 

• 2. Pershing County Water District v. Adam Sullivan, Division of Water 
Services 

• This Petition for Judicial Review was filed on June 26, 2024, by the 
Pershing County Water District (“PCWD)” against the State of Nevada 
Division of Water Resources and involves an application by NDOW for a 
temporary one-year change to move 10,000-acre feet of water from the 
Humboldt Sink to South Fork Reservoir.  The diversion assisted the state 
in flood control efforts and preservation of wildlife habitat, among other 
benefits.  The Petition claims the decision allowing the diversion was in 
error for multiple reasons, including failure to timely act on the petition, 



 
failing to provide evidence in support of the decision and generally 
arguing the water right source was not appropriate for a diversion.  
NDOW intervened in the case.  On February 4, 2025, the Court granted 
an order dismissing the lawsuit.  On March 6, 2025, PCWCD filed a 
Notice of Appeal of the case to the Nevada Supreme Court.  The parties 
subsequently determined the case is not capable of settlement.  The 
Petitioner has filed its opening brief, and Water Resources and NDOW 
filed an Answering brief.  PCWCD filed its Reply Brief on October 23, 
2025. 

• Italicized material, if any, (other than case name) is updated since the 
last litigation update. 

• Tag Allocation and Application Hunt Committee (TAAHC)- Report – A   
report will be provided on recent (TAAHC) Tag Allocation and Application 
Hunt Committee meeting.   

• Commission Tommy Caviglia advised on one issue on the agenda was 
junior hunting opportunities.  He stated that committee reviewed 
options for expansion of hunts but with decision not to include cows, 
elk, or have additional hunts.  He stated they decided for continuation of 
junior “Horn Shorter than Ears” Antelope Hunt with recommendation to 
formalize percentage split for tags in Policy 24, which has similarities to 
deer tags.  He stated the committee proposed that junior hunters be 
limited to one tag per year, with choice of either deer tag or “Horn 
Shorter than Ears” Antelope tag in the main draw.  He explained 
therefore if tags remain at that time, juniors could apply for a second tag 
but priority to be given to deer tags.  He advised this approach by the 
committee is focused to provide equitable opportunities and maximize 



 
junior participation based on previous years quotas with expectations to 
allow nearly all juniors to obtain a tag.  He stated that upcoming season-
setting decisions would reflect the recommendations of the committee. 

• Committee Mario Walther gave thanks to the (TAAHC) Tag Allocation 
and Application Hunt Committee and advised that he believes the 
direction that is headed is positive. 

• Administrative Procedures Regulations and Policy Committee 
Report (APRP) 

• Commissioner Eddie Booth advised committee reviewed public 
comments with discussion on Commission Policy 1, Commission Policy 
4, Commission Policy 51 and voted to send all three policies to full 
Commission for consideration.  He stated revisions to Policy 1-
clarification to term limits for the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commission 
defining Commission policies and resolutions.  He establishment of 
review cycle every three years with updated language on donations to 
Wildlife Trust Fund in accordance with 2023 legislation.  He stated edits 
to Policy 4 addressed the petition process and exemptions from 
Nevada’s Administrative rulemaking requirements, definitions of 
regulations, requirements of attendance for petitioners with 
clarification of Commission discretion when petitions are withdrawn.  
He stated Policy 51 revisions recommendation for removal of 
requirement to send certificates of appreciation to nominees for Wayne 
E. Kirch Conservation Award. 

• Elk Management Committee Report- 
• Chairman Shane Rogers thanked Commission Casey Kiel for his service 

as chairman of the committee that consist of the following individuals: 



 
Chairman Shane Rogers, Commissioner Shane Boren, Commissioner 
Wyatt Mesa, Tom Barnes, Joel McConnel and Corey Lytle) totaling seven 
members.  He stated the committee represented a diverse range of 
interests across the state, this includes (sportsmen, ranching, farming, 
public).  He stated this committee had expectations to address 
significant tasks going forward, with confidence expressed in ability to 
manage upcoming responsibilities. 

• Commission Casey Kiel advised that Elk Management Committee met 
for the first time in some time as part of newly revitalized program which 
was established under Addendum 2 of the Elk Species Management 
Plan.  He stated this commit is diversified with representation of 
stakeholders across the eastern part of the state with most elk 
populations.  The primary focus at meeting on stakeholder engagement, 
ensuring public land users were heard with consideration of season or 
quota adjustments.  He advised that under Adaptive Population 
Objectives-Addendum #2 could deviate by plus or minus 10 percent, 
with flexibility while maintaining management goals, with committee 
recommendation regarding season adjustments.  He advised this will be 
discussed later in the agenda. 

• Western Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies Executive 
Leadership meeting (WAFWA)- A report will be provided on the 2025 
Las Vegas Nevada conference. 

• Alan Jenne, Secretary reported on (WAFWA) Western Association of Fish 
and Wildlife Agencies winter meeting held on December 10- December 
12, 2025, in Las Vegas.  He advised it is now shorter, business focused 
format with key activities to include reviewing committees and working 



 
groups, updates of association bylaws, assignments of leadership, and 
work plans.  He highlighted the approval of (CWD) Chronic Wasting 
Disease Management Working Groups Plan, establishment of the 
Energy and Wildlife Working Group, led by Clay Crowder (AZ) and 
approval of the ESA Informational Working Group’s Plan.  He advised 
that the replacement would be the Western Fisheries Initiative replacing 
the Western Native Trout Initiative and incorporate several programs 
which include Desert Fish Habitat Partnership and Trojan Male Fish 
Program.  He stated Jim Fredericks would serve as leadership sponsor.  
He stated that The Western Quail Working Group would be held in Boise 
in early June to offer opportunity for Commissioner attendance with 
advisement that details would be shared as they become available. 

• Chairman Shane Rogers advised that lots of discussion would be 
around the loss of habitat and he found comments of challenges that 
happened around Western states regarding new technologies.  He 
stated with remaining discussions on carnivore-livestock coexistence, 
the Endangered Species Act, with focus to federal versus state 
management delisting debates that were discussed. 

• Commissioner Liz Munn asked the question if there has been any 
direction given to new committee on energy and wildlife. 

• Alan Jenne, Secretary advised that Clay Crowder (AZ) serve as 
leadership sponsor for Energy and Wildlife Working Group, this group 
was working on recommendations to (WAFA) Western Association of 
Fish and Wildlife Executive Committee to see which committee would 
oversee its activities.   



 
• Commissioner Liz Munn stated the importance of groups work in 

addressing energy transition and climate change issues in Nevada 
where maintaining habitat corridors and species conservation was a 
priority.   

• Emerging Technology Committee Report- A report will be provided at 
the recent Emerging Technology Committee meeting. 

• Commissioner Tommy Caviglia advised that Emerging Technology 
Committee had addressed one actionable item with discussion on 
(automatic range-finding and sign-adjusting scopes and sights on 
archery equipment).  He stated that the Department had proposed 
language to prohibit these technologies with the committee approved 
forwarding language to Commission for further discussion, noting 
emergent technologies would continue to be monitored and 
encouraged by public and Department input on future developments. 

• Wildlife Heritage Account Report- A report will be provided on the 
funds available (interest and principal) for expenditure from the heritage 
account in the upcoming year and an update on available principal 
balance. (Mark Freese, Habitat Division Administrator) presented the 
Wildlife Heritage Account Report. 

• Wildlife Heritage Report-  
• Heritage Account Interest & Funding – (First Column): 
• Summary by Year: Fiscal Year: (1997); Beginning Cash: N/A; Annual 

Growth: N/A; Interest: $34,702.05; Annual Interest Rate: N/A 
• Fiscal Year: (1998); Beginning Cash: N/A; Annual Growth: N/A; Interest: 

$51,107.18; Annual Interest Rate: N/A 



 
• Fiscal Year: (1999); Beginning Cash: $1,123,101.00; Annual Growth: 

N/A; Interest: $84,124.02; Annual Interest Rate: 7.49% 
• Fiscal Year: (2000); Beginning Cash: $1,411,932.00; Annual Growth: 

25.72%; Interest: $84,359.23; Annual Interest Rate: 5.97% 
• Fiscal Year: (2001); Beginning Cash: $1,918,391.00; Annual Growth: 

35.87%; Interest: $119,021.62; Annual Interest Rate: 6.20% 
• Fiscal Year: (2002); Beginning Cash: $2,405,315.00; Annual Growth: 

25.38%; Interest: $95,233.36; Annual Interest Rate: 3.96% 
• Fiscal Year: (2003); Beginning Cash: $2,845,589.00; Annual Growth: 

18.30%; Interest: $69,035.26; Annual Interest Rate: 2.43% 
• Fiscal Year: (2004): Beginning Cash: $3,318,548.00; Annual Growth: 

16.62%; Interest: $62,519.81; Annual Interest Rate: 1.88% 
• Fiscal Year: (2005); Beginning Cash: $3,860,920.00; Annual Growth: 

16.34%; Interest: $89,140.03; Annual Interest Rate: 2.31% 
• Fiscal Year: (2006); Beginning Cah: $4,493,973.00; Annual Growth: 

16.40%; Interest: $177,707.00; Annual Interest Rate: 3.95% 
• Fiscal Year: (2007); Beginning Cash: 5,102,677.00; Annual Growth: 

13.54%; Interest: $240,851.44; Annual Interest Rate: 4.72% 
• Fiscal Year: (2008); Beginning Cash: $5,564,528.00; Annual Growth: 

9.05%; Interest: $256,959.07; Annual Interest Rate: 4.62% 
• Fiscal Year: (2009); Beginning Cash: $5,682,505.00; Annual Growth: 

2.12%; Interest: $128,680.81; Annual Interest Rate: 2.26% 
• Fiscal Year: (2010); Beginning Cash: $5,745,710.00; Annual Growth: 

1.11%; Interest: $53,471.94; Annual Interest Rate: 0.93% 
• Fiscal Year: (2011); Beginning Cash: $5,931,027.00; Annual Growth: 

3.23%; Interest: $19,232.23; Annual Interest Rate: 0.32% 



 
• Fiscal Year: (2012); Beginning Cah: $6,171,344.00; Annual Growth: 

4.050%; Interest: $15,775.01; Annual Interest Rate: 0.26% 
• Fiscal Year: (2013); Beginning Cash: $6,512,878.00; Annual Growth: 

5.53%; Interest: $23,690.83; Annual Interest Rate: 0.36% 
• Fiscal Year: (2014); Beginning Cash: $6,700,619.00; Annual Growth: 

2.88%; Interest: $24,483.97; Annual Interest Rate: 0.37% 
• Fiscal Year: (2015); Beginning Cash: $7,248,710.00; Annual Growth: 

8.18%; Interest: $28,362.34; Annual Interest Rate: 0.39% 
• Fiscal Year: (2016); Beginning Cash: $7,670,013.0; Annual Growth: 

5.81%; Interest: $37,146.72; Annual Interest Rate: 0.48% 
• Fiscal Year: (2017); Beginning Cash: $7,978,040.00; Annual Growth: 

4.02%; Interest: $64,323.85; Annual Interest Rate: 0.81% 
• Fiscal Year: (2018): Beginning Cash: $8,468,627.00; Annual Growth: 

6.15%; Interest: $120,172.35; Annual Interest Rate: 1.42% 
• Fiscal Year: (2019); Beginning Cash: $9,271,515.00; Annual Growth: 

9.48%; Interest: $198,283.84; Annual Interest Rate: 2.14% 
• Fiscal Year: (2020); Beginning Cash: $9,842,620.00; Annual Growth: 

6.16%; Interest: $183,989.85; Annual Interest Rate: 1.87% 
• Fiscal Year: (2021); Beginning Cash: $10,787,794.00; Annual Growth: 

9.60%; Interest: $63,938.08; Annual Interest Rate: 0.59% 
• Fiscal Year: (2022); Beginning Cash: $10,787,794.00; Annual Growth: 

9.60%; Interest: $63,938.08; Annual Interest Rate: 0.59% 
• Fiscal Year:(2022); Beginning Cash: $12.092,675.00; Annua Growth: 

12.10%; Interest: $80,279.00; Annual Interest Rate: 0.66% 
• Fiscal Year: (2023); Beginning Cash: $12,528,902.00; Annual Growth: 

3.61%; Interest: $285,922.24; Annual Interest Rate: 2.28% 



 
• Fiscal Year: (2024); Beginning Cash: $12,043,491.00; Annual Growth: -

3.87%; Interest: $471,923.44; Annual Interest Rate: 4.46% 
• Fiscal Year (2025); Beginning Cash: $13,470,864.00; Annual Growth: 

11.85%; Interest: $600,767.94; Annual Interest Rate: 4.46% 
• Total: $3,765,204.51 
• Heritage Account Interest & Funding-Summary by Year- (Second 

Column): 
• Completed Fiscal Year: (2006); Revenue: $623,053.00; 75% of Revenue: 

$467,289.75; Add Interest Earned: $211,029.00; Heritage Funding 
Available: $678,319.00; Heritage Fiscal Year: (2008) 

• Completed Fiscal Year: (2007); Revenue: $518,816.96; 75% of Revenue: 
$389,112.72; Add Interest Earned: $240,851.44; Heritage Funding 
Available: $658,640.00; Heritage Fiscal Year: (2009) 

• Completed Fiscal Year: (2008); Revenue: $582,879.12; 75% of Revenue: 
$437,159.34; Add Interest Earned: $256,959.07; Heritage Funding 
Available: $631,379.00; Heritage Fiscal Year: (2010) 

• Completed Fiscal Year: (2009); Revenue: $480,960.78; 75% of Revenue: 
$360,720.59; Add Interest Earned: $128,680.81; Heritage Funding 
Available: $447,318.00; Heritage Fiscal Year: (2011) 

• Completed Fiscal Year: (2010); Revenue: $505,126.56; 75% of Revenue: 
$378,844.92; Add Interest Earned: $53,471.94; Heritage Funding 
Available: $403,078.00; Heritage Fiscal Year: (2012) 

• Completed Fiscal Year: (2011); Revenue: $676,625.78; 75% of Revenue: 
$507,469.34; Add Interest Earned: $19,232.23; Heritage Funding 
Available: $525,796.00; Heritage Fiscal Year: (2013) 



 
• Completed Fiscal Year: (2012); Revenue: $615,955.02; 75% of Revenue: 

$461,966.27; Add Interest Earned: $15,775.01; Heritage Funding 
Available: $477,741.28; Heritage Fiscal Year: (2014) 

• Completed Fiscal Year: (2013); Revenue: $713,249.94; 75% of Revenue: 
$534,937.46; Add Interest Earned: $23,690.83; Heritage Funding 
Available: $558,628.29; Heritage Fiscal Year: (2015) 

• Completed Fiscal Year: (2014); Revenue: $911,394.19; 75% of Revenue: 
$683,545.64; Add Interest Earned: $24,483.97; Heritage Funding 
Available: $708,029.61; Heritage Fiscal Year: (2016) 

• Completed Fiscal Year: (2015); Revenue: $879,825.56; 75% of Revenue: 
$659,869.17; Add Interest Earned: $28,362.34; Heritage Funding 
Available: $688,231.51; Heritage Fiscal Year: (2017) 

• Completed Fiscal Year: (2016); Revenue: $998,356.27; 75% Revenue: 
$748,767.20; Add Interest Earned: $37,146.72; Heritage Fiscal Year: 
(2018) 

• Completed Fiscal Year: (2017); Revenue: $1,097,533.54; 75% of 
Revenue: $823,150.16; Add Interest Earned: $64,323.85; Heritage 
Funding Available: $887,474.01; Heritage Fiscal Year: (2019) 

• Completed Fiscal Year: (2018); Revenue: $1,146,040.40; 75% of 
Revenue: $859,530.30; Add Interest Earned: $120,172.35; Heritage 
Funding Available: $979,702.65; Heritage Fiscal Year: (2020) 

• Completed Fiscal Year: (2019); Revenue: $1,426,657.02; 75% of 
Revenue: $1,069,992.77; Add Interest Earned: $198,283.94; Heritage 
Funding Available: $1,268,276.61; Heritage Fiscal Year (2021) 



 
• Completed Fiscal Year: (2020); Revenue: $1,562,212.52; 75% of 

Revenue; $1,171,659.39; Add Interest Earned: $183,989.85; Heritage 
Funding Available: $1,355,649.24; Heritage Fiscal Year: (2022) 

• Completed Fiscal Year (2021); Revenue: $1,932,586.14; 75% of 
Revenue: $1,449,439.61; Add Interest Earned: $63,938.08; Heritage 
Funding Available: $1,513,377.69; Heritage Fiscal Year: (2023) 

• Completed Fiscal Year: (2022); Revenue: $1,946,475.44; 75% of 
Revenue: $1,459,856.58; Add Interest Earned: $80,279.00; Heritage 
Funding Available: $1,540,135.58; Heritage Fiscal Year: (2024) 

• Completed Fiscal Year: (2023); Revenue: $2,072,278.02; 75% of 
Revenue: $1,554,208.52; Add Interest Earned: $285,922.24; Heritage 
Funding Available: $1,840,130.76; Heritage Fiscal Year: (2025) 

• Completed Fiscal Year: (2024); Revenue: $2,303,777.68; 75% of 
Revenue: $1,727,833.26; Add Interest Earned: $471,923.44; Heritage 
Funding Available: $2,199,756.70; Heritage Fiscal Year: (2026) 

• Completed Fiscal Year: (2025); Revenue: $2,222,364.82; 75% of 
Revenue: $1,666,773.62; Add Interest Earned: $600,767.94; Heritage 
Funding Available: $2,267,541.56; Heritage Fiscal Year: (2027) 

• *As required by NRS 501.3575, the funding available for Heritage 
Program projects in a given year is equal to seventy-five percent of 
the money deposited in the account during the most recent and 
completed State Fiscal Year, plus interest earned on the principal in 
the account. 

• Commissioner Liz Munn noted that the Department had spent funds 
above $5 million and asked the question to (Mark Freese, Habitat 



 
Division Administrator) & (Alan Jenne, Secretary) if they had the amount 
of the fiscal goal for this fund. 

• (Mark Freese, Habitat Division Administrator: He stated rule change 
allows access to additional funds made during 2021.  He stated 
approximately $8.5 million was available by Heritage Committee and 
the board capped usage at 50 percent per year, (around $4.25 million) 
supporting several major projects: Cave Lake Dam, with continuation 
for usage for land acquisitions, emergency water hauls with no principal 
projects identified for that year with arising potential opportunities with 
review of board as these opportunities were presented with importance 
of discussion of future visions of opportunities to give funding flexibility. 

• (Alan Jenne, Secretary): He stated that the Commission has previously 
reviewed high value projects with significant funding requests and 
continued to seek similar opportunities with emphasis on protecting 
fund balance and avoidance of rapid depletion with some proposals 
involving large dollar amounts.  He stated staff have been active in 
evaluating potential projects presenting them as they arise.  He stated 
that need to balance immediate needs with long-term planning, giving 
the uniqueness of this funding source.  In historic past Commission has 
been cautious and deliberate when considering substantial requests of 
those with exceedance of six figures. 

• Commissioner Liz Munn advised that with growth of principal fund the 
goal for the fund and what point would reach a steady state, like an 
interest-bearing account. 

• Department Project Donation Guidance Update- The Department will 
give an update on the status of the agencies project donation guidance. 



 
• Alan Jenne provided an update to the Department’s public guidance for 

future donations to the Wildlife Trust Account. 
• FYI- Wildlife Trust Fund Donation Intent- Nevada Department of 

Wildlife Trust Fund- The Nevada Department of Wildlife (NDOW) gives 
individuals, organizations, and foundations a meaningful way to support 
the conservation and management of Nevada’s fish, wildlife, and 
habitat through the Wildlife Trust Fund.  The interest-bearing account is 
administered by NDOW and accepts donations, gifts, and bequests that 
conform with the donor’s intent to facilitate NDOW’s conservation 
mission.  There are no administrative or management fees associated 
with the Wildlife Trust Fund. 

• Donations may support any Department programs or projects such as 
habitat restoration, species recovery, research, education, enforcement 
and other wildlife conservation efforts.  Deposited contributions may 
also be used as match to the respective program’s federal grant at a 
benefit of 3 to 1, providing access to 3 federal dollars for every 1 dollar 
donated. 

• Before acceptance and deposit into the Wildlife Trust Fund, all 
donations are reviewed to ensure compliance with state law, fiscal 
policy, and ethical standards.  Any donor requests for exclusive credit or 
naming rights to any portion of a department project will require full 
consent from all contributing parties.  Private contributions and in-kind 
services may be acknowledged in media or social communications 
regarding Department associated projects.  For projects with multiple 
donors, the Department will ensure all donors are acknowledged in any 
communications of a project related to supporting donations. 



 
• To ensure efficiency and the greatest impact, NDOW encourages 

donors to provide a broad scope for the intent of their donation to 
facilitate the respective project or program by minimizing 
communication redundancy for minor modifications.  Additionally, the 
Department is seeking consent to use any de minimis funds (less than 
10% of the initial donation) remaining 1 year after completion of the 
project for related conservation actions. 

• To provide a donation to the Wildlife Trust Fund, please complete the 
Donor Intent form on the next page.  This document will ensure NDOW 
follows your intended purpose and guidance when utilizing this 
donation.  Any donated equipment should be accompanied by receipt 
of purchase or other value documentation.  All accepted donations to 
the Wildlife Trust Fund will be reported in NDOW’s annual public report 
to ensure transparency and accountability. 

• FYI- NDOW Wildlife Trust Fund -Donors Intent Form: 
• do Nevada Department of Wildlife Trust Fund-Donor Intent Form-

Organization/Donor Name, Date, Donor Name and Title; Project or 
Program Name; NDOW Point of Contact and Division; Donation Amount 
or Estimated Value; Intended us of Donation (Please considered your 
broadest approved scope of use); Donor Signature; Donor Print Name 
and Title; Check Box: (I (donor) consent that any de minimis funds (less 
than 10% of the initial donation) remaining 1 year after the completion 
of the project may be used for related conservation actions as 
determined and tracked by NDOW.  Thank you for your donation to 
Nevada’s Wildlife Heritage.  Note: All donations must comply with state 



 
ethics laws and NDOW policy.  Donations without a stated intent cannot 
be accepted. 

• Commissioner Wyatt Mesna asked (Alan Jenne, Secretary) for 
clarification regarding donations used for emergency repair at Cumins 
Lake and asked the question if three entities that contributed funds 
were already part of the system. 

• Alan Jenne, Secretary explained that leveraging match funding was a 
critical strategy for access to federal grant funds, considering limited 
states resources.  He advised that any non-federal contributions, 
whether monetary or volunteer time, are tracked and documented for 
match qualification.  He stated federal rules require matching funds or 
in-kind contribution to be fully expended or complete prior to applying 
towards grants.  He stated the reasoning is for maximizing available 
federal funding. 

• FYI- The Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners recessed at 10:17 
a.m. 

• FYI- The Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners reconvened at 10:25 
a.m. 

• Draft Fiscal Year 2027 Predation Management Plan- The draft fiscal 
year 2027 Predation Management Plan will be presented to the 
Commission for initial review.  Following this review, the draft plan will 
be updated and shared with the State (PARC)Predatory Animal and 
Rodent Committee.  All comments from the (PARC) Predatory Animal 
and Rodent Committee and (CABMW) County Advisory Board to 
Manage Wildlife and any other interested entity will be compiled and 



 
shared with the (WDMC) Wildlife Damage Management Committee for 
their consideration at their March 2026 meeting. 

• (Joe Bennett, Wildlife Staff Specialist): He presented the draft fiscal year 
2027 predator management plan. 

• Draft Fiscal Year 2027 Presentation Management Plan PowerPoint 
Presentation: 

• Slide- Introduction Slide Titled: Nevada Department of Wildlife Predator 
Management Plan Fiscal Year 2027 

• Slide #1- Summary on Plans and Reports (Just reported on FY 2025; 
Currently in FY 2026; Presenting on FY 2027; All available at website; 
two URL codes are presented on this page labeled: FY 2027 Draft 
Predation Management Plan & FY 2025 Draft Predation Management 
Report. 

• Slide #2- 1) January Commission Meeting 2) PARC Meeting; 3) WDNC  4) 
March Commission Meeting 5) May Commission Meeting 6) All 
supporting CAB meetings 7) Contact me at jrbennett@ndow.org 

• Slide #3- AB 70 and Policy 12: a. Developing and implementing an 
annual program for the lethal removal of predatory wildlife; or b. 
Developing and implementing an annual program for the improvement 
of wildlife habitat and research or management activities beneficial to 
non-predatory game species. 

• Slide #4- NRS 502.253 (predator fee) ~ $1,100,000 generated annually; 
$14,000 admin support Department of Agriculture; Predator plan 
projects; Staff salary; Reserve remains available for future years 

mailto:jrbennett@ndow.org


 
• Slide #5- Budget Summary: $1,138,260 *63%= $722,529 (Lethal 

Removal); 108,529 projected to be included for reserve; $1,138,260* 
37%= $415,731 (HRM) 

• Slide #6 Projects Recommended for Continuation:  
• Project: Department of Agriculture Administrative Support Transfer, 

Predator Fee- $14,000, PR Funds- N/A, Total$14,000 
• Project 21: Greater Sage-Grouse Protection (Common Raven Removal): 

Predator Fee $40,000, PR Funds- N/A; Total $40,000 
• Project 37: Big Game Protection-Mountain Lions: Predator Fee: 

$250,000, PR Funds-N/A, Total $250,000 
• Project 38: Big Game Protection-Coyotes: Predator Fee- $100,000, PR 

Funds-N/A, Total $100,000 
• Project 40: Coyote and Mountain Lion Removal to Complement Multi-

faceted Management in White Pine County: Predator Fee- $100,000; PR 
Funds- N/A, Total= $100,000 

• Project 43: Meso-predator Removal to Protect Waterfowl, Turkeys, and 
Pheasants on Wildlife Management Areas: Predator Fee- $30,000, PR 
Funds- N/A, Total= $80,000 

• Project 47: Mule Deer Enhancement Program Mule Deer Protection and 
Assessment: Predator Fee- $80,000, PR Funds- N/A, Total= $80,000 

• Total Predator Fee- $614,000, Total PR funds=$0, Total $614,000 
• Project 40: Coyote and Mountain Lion Removal to Complement Multi-

faceted Management in White Pine County: Predator Fee- $100,000,  
• Slide #7- Expected Revenues and Beginning Balance of $3 Game Tag 

Application Fee for Lethal Removal: 



 
• Beginning balance- Fiscal Year (2023) Actual- $930,654; Fiscal Year 

(2024) Actual-$768,922; Fiscal Year (2025) Actual- $326,650; Fiscal Year 
(2026) Projected- $398,798; Fiscal Year (2027) Estimated- $486,798 

• Revenues- Fiscal Year (2023) Actual-$944,410; Fiscal Year (2024) 
Actual- $722,141; Fiscal Year (2025) Actual-$1,138,260; Fiscal Year 
(2026) Projected-$722,529; Fiscal Year (2027) Estimated- $722,529 

• Plan Budget- Fiscal Year (2023) Actual- $1,159,000; Fiscal Year (2024) 
Actual- $1,059,000; Fiscal Year (2025) Actual-$1,028,500; Fiscal Year 
(2026) Projected- $634,000; Fiscal Year- (2027) Estimated- $614,000 

• Expenditures- Fiscal Year (2023) Actual- $1,106,142; Fiscal Year (2024) 
Actual-$1,164,413; Fiscal Year (2025) Actual-$650.28; Fiscal Year- 
(2026) Projected- $634,000; Fiscal Year (2027) Estimated- $614,000 

• Ending Balance- Fiscal Year (2023) Actual-$768,922; Fiscal Year (2024) 
Actual- 326,650; Fiscal Year (2025) Actual-$398,798; Fiscal Year (2026) 
Projected- $486,798; Fiscal Year (2027) Estimated- $595,327 

• Slide #8- Questions?? 
• Commissioner Liz Munn asked (Joe Bennett, Wildlife Staff Specialist) 

the question, if spending on Project 21 is going to decrease for 
clarification. 

• (Joe Bennett, Wildlife Staff Specialist): He advised that the (USGS) 
United States Geological Survey funding supported surveys for smart 
tool for project work.  He advised (HRM) Habitat Research and 
Monitoring proposal had been submitted for $490,000 with removal 
portion at an estimated $100,000.  He advised that the combined cost is 
around $190,000 which was consistent with previous years. 



 
• Commissioner Liz Munn asked the question of the Department had 

anticipated of ability to fulfill the permit to control Ravens. 
• (Joe Bennett, Wildlife Staff Specialist): He advised that (NDOW) Nevada 

Department of Wildlife) is working with Wildlife Services with addition of 
nine-month position to assist facilitation removal work at lower court.  
He stated after the recent environmental assessment, the permitted 
take increased to $12,500 in which that year the Raven removal in the 
winter was implemented for just the most vulnerable with 
supplementing by work adjacent to the priority areas and leks.  He 
stated currently the funding for removal is expected to meet permit 
requirements. 

• Commission Tommy Caviglia stated that the language previously in 
Project 37, which stated any mountain lion consuming Bighorn Sheep 
would be lethally removed during translocation projects.  He stated he 
thought the sentence had appeared to be removed and felt an interest 
in reinstatement of the language due to prior discussions and ongoing 
concerns that were raised during the meeting about this. 

• (Joe Bennett, Wildlife Staff Specialist): He advised the omission of 
language regarding the lethal removal of mountain lions consuming 
Bighorn Sheep during translocation projects and stated it may have 
been unintentional and gave confirmation that all mortalities, especially 
at translocation sites, were investigated.  He also advised that there 
were eight lions that had been removed from the Cortez area and two 
from the Tobin ‘s and he affirmed that removed from the Cortez area and 
two from the Tobin’s and he affirmed that reinstatement of the language 
can be reinstated easily. 



 
• Commissioner Tommy Caviglia stated he also would like the language to 

be reinstated. 
• Chairman Shane Rogers also agreed in the importance of adding 

language back in. 
• (Paul Dixon, representing (CABMW) County Advisory Board to Manage 

Wildlife): He advised the reoccurring question at his meeting over the 
past 17 years is concern of whether Department had quantified animal 
populations in predator control areas to measure effectiveness.  He 
states that while many factors influence population trends beyond 
predator control, he felt it is helpful for (NDOW) Nevada Department of 
Wildlife) to provide information with outline objectives that give 
clarification of why predator removal doesn’t equate to one-to-one 
benefit for prey species. 

• (Coby Rowe, representing (CABMW) County Advisory Board to Manage 
Wildlife): He asked the question, if it is possibility in units with active 
wildlife services operations for a harvested lion to be exempt from 
counting against a hunter two-tag limit.  He advised this would have 
given allowance to hunters with assistance with lion removal for 
continuation pursuing lions.  He expressed appreciation for (Joe 
Bennett, Wildlife Staff Specialist) his work on these efforts. 

• Chairman Shane Rogers asked the question to (Joe Bennett, Wildlife 
Specialist) if he had response to (Paul Dixon, Chairman (CABMW) Clark 
County Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife) previous comments. 

• (Joe Bennett, Wildlife Staff Specialist): He explained that determination 
of the direct effectiveness of predator control has been a challenge due 
to numerous variables (aerial survey data, collar date, adult survival, 



 
recruitment, weather conditions, habitat improvements, and horse 
removals).  He noted that multiple factors have influenced outcomes, 
and he stated he was working on a process for evaluation of metrics 
(drought, severity, disease) to help identify where projects should be 
conducted and he stated establishment of a clear and effect 
relationship is remaining difficult.   

• Commission Tommy Caviglia moved forward on the Draft Fiscal Year 
2027 Predation Management Plan for consideration at Commissioners 
March 2026 meeting as presented with notation that every translocated 
Bighorn Sheep mortality will be investigated for potential mountain lion 
removal. 

• Commissioner Mario Walther seconded the motion. 
• Motion passes 9-0. 
• Commission General Regulations-Workplace/Public Comment Allowed 

(For possible action) 
• Commission General Regulation 529- Disability Permit Program 

Revisions-The Commission will hold a workshop to consider language 
amending regulation (NAC)Nevada Administrative Code that would 
update business rules and requirements related to the archery, visual 
and special assistance disability permits. 

• (Matt Maples, Data and Technology Services Administrator): He 
presented a PowerPoint presentation on Commission General 
Regulation 529 Disability Permit Program Revisions. 

• Commission General Regulation 529 PowerPoint Presentation- 
• Slide Introduction Slide Titled: Nevada Department of Wildlife 

Disability, Permits Draft Regulations and Survey Results, (Matt Maples, 



 
Division Administrator Data and Technology Services Division, January 
23, 2026 

• Slide #1- Today’s Discussion- Review draft regulation language for 
disability permits, Review survey results, Considerations for the intent 
and implementation of these programs 

• Slide #2- Special Assistance Permits (NAC 501.181), NAC 501,181 
Special assistance permit:  

• Section 2. An application for a special assistance permit must: (a) Be 
submitted on a form provided by the Department and must include, 
without limitation: (1) The applicant’s legal name, physical address, 
mailing address if different from the physical address and telephone 
number; (WORDS IN RED ARE OMMITTED-(2) The social security 
number and client number of the applicant 

• Section 3. An applicant for special assistance permits pursuant to this 
section who holds more than one tag issued by the Department 
authorizing the holder to hunt a big game mammal must complete a 
separate application designating licensed assistants for each tag. 

• Slide #3- Special Assistance Permits (NAC 501.181), NAC 501,181 
Special assistance permit: 

• 4. To be a designated licensed assistant, a person: (a) Must be 18 years 
of age or older; (b) Must hold a valid hunting license in this State;  (c ) 
Must not have any license, permit or privilege issued to him or her 
pursuant to title 45 of NRS suspended or revoked; and (d) Is not required 
to hold a tag for the big game mammal which the holder of the special 
assistance permit is authorized to take. 



 
• 5. A special assistance permit issued pursuant to this section, excluding 

the requirement of subsection 3 and 4, is valid for five (5) years after the 
date it is issued and must be issued free of charge to the applicant. 

• Slide #4- Visual Disability Permits (NAC 503.146) NAC 503.146 Scope 
permit for person with visual disability: Issuance; application; 
validity. (NRS 501.105, 501.181, 503.150) 

• 1. The Department may issue a scope permit to a person with a visual 
disability.  The scope permit authorizes a person with a visual disability 
to hunt, during a type of hunt that is restricted to (WORDS IN RED ARE 
OMMITTED)- bows or muzzle loading firearms, using a 1x magnification 
rifle scope or red dot sight with no magnification that is mounted on a 
(WORDS IN RED ARE OMMITTED)-bow or muzzle-loading rifle.  A person 
using such a permit shall present the permit at the request of a law 
enforcement officer. 

• 2. An application for a scope permit must: (a) Be submitted to the 
Department on a form provided by the Department.  (b) Include a 
certificate issued by a licensed (WORDS IN RED ARE OMMITTED)-
physician ophthalmologist or optometrist certifying that the applicant 
has a visual disability; and (c) Include any other information required by 
the Department to issue the permit. 

• 3. A scope permit issued pursuant to this section is valid for five (5) 
(WORDS IN RED ARE OMMITTED)- 1 years after the date is issued. 

• Slide #5- Visual Disability Permits (NAC 503.146), NAC 203.146 
Scope permit for person with visual disability: Issuance; 
application, validity. (NRS 501.105, 501.181, 503.150) 



 
• 4. Pursuant to NRS 483.790 (WORDS IN RED ARE OMMITTED)-A as used 

in this section, “Visual disability” means a visual impairment which is a 
permanent, uncorrectable disease or disorder which meets one or more 
of the following criteria: (WORDS IN RED ARE OMITTED)- substantially 
limits a major life activity and is not correctable by glasses or contact 
lenses.  (a) visual acuity with correcting lenses does not exceed 20/70 in 
the better eye; or; (b) vision in the better eye is restricted to a field which 
subtends an angle of not greater than 30 degrees. 

• Slide #6- Visual Disability Survey Results: Survey sent out to previous 
permit holders (36 individuals), Received 19 responses (53% response 
rate) 

• SURVEY QUESTION: What impact would extending the permit term from 
one to five years have on your experience with the permitting process?  
Results: 5%- No Impact, 95%- Positive Impact 

• SURVEY QUESTION: What impact would allowing the use of a red dot 
sight with no magnification have on your ability to use the permit?  
Results: 74% -Positive Impact, 26%- No Impact 

• Slide #7- Visual Disability Survey Results Continued:  
• SURVEY QUESTION: What impact would requiring a licensed 

ophthalmologist or optometrist to sign your application have on your 
permit application process? Results: 16% Negative Impact, 26% 
Positive Impact 

• SURVEY QUESTION: How would the proposed definition of a qualifying 
visual disability affect your eligibility for this permit?  Results: 11%- 
Negative Impact, 26% Would Not Qualify, 63% Not Sure 



 
• Slide #8- Visual Disability Survey Results Continued: SURVEY 

QUESTION: Are there other types of medical professionals that should 
be allowed to sign a Visual Disability Permit Application?  Results: No- 
(53%), Primary care (31%), Emergency room (8%), Driver’s license 
endorsement (8%) 

• Slide #9- Visual Disability Survey Results Continued: SURVEY 
QUESTION: What other specific conditions are not included under the 
draft definition of “qualifying visual disability” that the Department 
should be aware of for the purpose of the visual disability permit? 
Results: Myodesophia/eye floaters, Corrective lenses/reading glasses, 
AMD/Age-related Muscular degeneration, Cataracts/cataract surgery, At 
the discretion of ophthalmologist/nearsightedness, None 

• Slide #10- Visual Disability Survey Results- Extending the permit to 5 
years was well received, Including red-dot sights was seen as positive or 
neutral, Application certification by an optometrist or ophthalmologist 
generally seen as positive, Proposed definition of visual disability, Limit 
or preclude some current users from qualifying, Variety of responses 
describing difficulty in focusing on front/rear sights and the animal 

• Slide#11- Archery Disability Permit (NAC 503.1465) 
•  NAC 503.1465: NAC 503.1465 Archery disability permit for person 

with permanent disability- 1. The Department may issue an archery 
disability permit to a person with a disability.  The permit authorizes a 
person with a permanent disability to hunt, during a hunt that is 
restricted to the use of archery, using a  (WORDS IN RED ARE 
OMMITTED)-crossbow or vertical bow (WORDS IN RED ARE OMITTED)-
that uses a along with modified archery equipment that assists in 



 
drawing back and firing the bow, and a mechanical device that is 
capable of anchoring a nocked arrow at full draw and that compiles with 
the requirements of subsection 2 of NAC 503.144.  This authorization 
does not include the use of a crossbow. 

• Slide# 12- Archery Disability Permit (NAC 503.1465): NAC 503.1465 
Archery disability permit for person with permanent disability: 

• 2. A person using an archery disability permit shall present upon the 
request of a law enforcement officer.   

• 3. An application for an archery disability permit must: (a) Be submitted 
to the Department on a form provided by the Department; (b) Include a 
certificate issued by (WORDS IN RED ARE OMITTED)- a licensed 
physician a Doctor of Medicine (M.D.), Doctor of Osteopathic Medicine 
(D.O.), nurse practitioner (NP, APRN, ARNP), physician assistant or 
physician associate (PA-C) serving in the field related to a medical 
condition included in subsection 5 (c) certifying that the applicant has a 
disability; and  (c) Include any other information required by the 
Department to issue the permit.  

• 4. An archery disability permit issued pursuant to this section is valid for 
five (5) years (WORDS AND NUMBER IN RED ARE OMMITTED)- 1 year 
after the date on which the permit is issued. 

• Slide #13- Archery Disability Permit (NAC 503.1465): NAC 503.1465 
Archery disability permit for person with permanent disability: 

• 5. As used in this section, “disability” means a permanent lifetime and 
uncorrectable medical condition resulting in muscular or neurological 
deficit resulting in disability of at least 80 percent to a shoulder, arm, 
wrist, or hand and that prohibits use of un-modified bow, including at 



 
least one of the following: (WORDS IN RED ARE OMITTED)-disability 
which prohibits a person from manually drawing and holding at full draw 
a bow that compiles with the provisions of subsection 2 of NAC 
503.144.  (a) amputation involving four fingers, wrist, elbow or shoulder, 
(b) peripheral nerve damage or spinal cord damage at level of T-1 or 
above, (c) coordination deficit caused by a central nervous system 
disorder including but not head trauma.  Progressive neuromuscular 
diseases such as Muscular Dystrophy, Multiple Sclerosis, and 
Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis. 

• Slide #14- Archery Disability Survey Results: Survey sent out to 
previous permit holders (167 individuals), Received 63 responses (38% 
response rate) 

• SURVEY QUESTION: What impact would extending the permit term 
from one to five years have on your experience with the permitting 
process?   Results-3% -Other, 6%- No Impact 

• SURVEY QUESTION: Would the draft definition of disability be inclusive 
of the condition that led you to receiving an archery disability permit 
previously?  Results- 29%- Don’t Know, 6%-No Impact 

• SURVEY QUESTION: Would the draft definition of disability be inclusive 
of the condition that led you to receiving an archery disability permit 
previously? Results- 29%- Don’t Know, 32%- No, 39%- Yes 

• Slide #15-Archery Disability Survey Results-  
• SURVEY QUESTION: What impact would be defining the type of medical 

provider who is able to sign an archery disability permit application have 
on your application process?  Results: 8% -Negative, 35% -No Impact, 
13%- Don’t Know, 44%- Positive 



 
• SURVEY QUESTION- Are there other types of licensed medical 

professionals that have previously signed your application?  Results- 
No- (98%), Chiropractor (2%), 10% indicated only an orthopedic 
surgeon or specialist should be allowed to sign, 4% indicated only an 
MD should be able to sign 

• *Some responses indicated that the VA does not allow patients to 
choose which practitioner handles their care. 

• * Some responses indicated that only an orthopedic specialist or MD 
trained in disability evaluations should be able to verify. 

• Slide#16- Archery Disability Survey Results Continued- 
• SURVEY QUESTION: What medical conditions does the draft definition 

exclude that would prohibit the ability to hold an un-modified bow at full 
draw? Results: Degenerative joint or disc disease, fibromyalgia, 
Scoliosis, Shoulder replacements, shoulder surgery, neck/back surgery, 
elbow/hand surgeries, Torn rotator cuff/torn labrum, Chronic pain 
syndrome, Arthritis, bone spurs, Age over 75, At the discretion of the 
Doctor, None/Nothing additional, Age-related conditions/loss of 
strength 

• Slide #17- Considerations and Questions- 
• SURVEY QUESTION: What is the intent of these programs and who is the 

intended beneficiary?  CONSIDERATIONS: Decision- making on which 
types of conditions qualify for each type of permit. 

• SURVEY QUESTION: What are reasonable accommodations for 
equipment modifications?  CONSIDERATIONS: Ever-increasing 
equipment, technologies and capabilities 



 
• SURVEY QUESTION: What equipment accommodations align with the 

experience of the stated weapon-class? 
• Commissioner Shane Rogers stated that he liked the clarification 

changes regarding the visual disability permit, pertaining to archery 
disability permit and asked the question to (Matt Maples, Data and 
Technology Services Administrator) if other states allow use of draw 
locks and practices that have been identified elsewhere. 

• (Matt Maples, Data and Technology Services Administrator): He stated 
to Commissioner Shane Rogers that several states limited archery 
disability permits to draw locks and others allowed crossbows.  He 
stated some permit crossbows during archery season for all individuals.  
He stated that these practices varied and are influenced by (wildlife 
populations, tag availability, overall hunting opportunities).  He 
explained that states with a larger access and opportunities tend to 
have more accommodating regulations regarding weapon technologies. 

• Commission Tommy Caviglia stated that he liked visual disability 
language and felt in his opinion that determination should be made by 
an ophthalmologist or optometrist and was in support of trying these 
requirements to an existing (NRS) Nevada Revised Statute.  He 
continued to state his support of the language on archery that removed 
crossbows and asked what burden of proof would be required to ensure 
that a qualified professional was signing documents.  He stated that 
Arizona had opened “Pandora’s Box” and wants to close it.  He advised 
that he had no problem restricting the provisions as written and noted 
that individuals have many opportunities to hunt, such as rifle hunting.  
He stated he is in support of tight restrictions and expressed support for 



 
proposed changes with visual permit which include requiring 
determinations by ophthalmologist or optometrist and aligning 
qualifications with existing (NRS) Nevada Revised Statute provisions.  
He agrees with clarifying language and maintaining tight restrictions in 
voidance of issues experience in other states, like Arizona.  He stated 
his support removing crossbows from archery disability permits that 
draw locks provided an alternative without expanding to full crossbows.  
He advised there is a minor typographical correction in item five of the 
draft language. 

• Commissioner Wyatt Mensa thanked the division for its work and stated 
that he liked separating disabilities from injuries. 

• Commissioner Liz Munn asked whether the Department had consulted 
with a medical doctor regarding these diagnoses. 

• (Matt Maples, Data and Technology Services, Administrator): He advised 
that he had reached out to doctors and worked with (Craig Burkett, 
Deputy Attorney General) to ensure compliance with (ADA) Americans 
with Disability Act. 

• (Jayme Martinez, member of the public): She provided comments 
regarding (HIPAA) The Health Insurance Portability and Accountability 
Act concerns, stating the following: 1) Any verification of medical 
practitioner credentials by the Department could raise (HIPPA) The 
Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act Issues.  She stated 
subsection five relating to muscular or neurological deficit criteria with 
caution against overly restrictive definitions that might exclude 
legitimate applicants.  Her recommendation includes a process for 
individuals with unlisted conditions to apply, with supporting 



 
documentation from a medical practitioner with explanation how the 
condition was comparable to listed criteria.  She gave suggestions to 
additionally consider general mobility disabilities for archery permits 
with emphasis on balance of prevention of abuse by ensuring access for 
hunters with legitimate disability.   

• Chairman Shane Rogers asked Department if it would address the 
concerns raised during public comment. 

• (Matt Maples, Data and Technology Services Administrator): He stated 
that the Department could consider adding more inclusive language by 
the Commissions direction but he emphasized the need to avoid 
placing the Department or Commission in a position to evaluate 
individual medical conditions as staff are not trained medically and any 
additional language from making medical determinations. 

• Commissioner Wyatt Mesna asked the question of how many people 
had been utilizing special permits. 

• (Matt Maples, Data and Technology Services Administrator): He stated 
that over the previous five years, the average visual disability permits 
were issued annually.  He explained for special assistance permits it 
was average of four to five permits that were used yearly.  He stated for 
archery disability permits 83 were issued in (2025) in comparison to 50 
in (2024).  He stated changes from a lifetime permit to a one-year permit 
which affected data interpretation.  He advised that over the past three 
years, 167 unique individuals have received archery disability permits. 

• Commissioner Tommy Caviglia expressed support for the current 
language draft but suggested further review before next workshop.  He 
stated importance of the language being clear and enforceable, without 



 
any discretion by the Department or Commission.  He requested the 
Department review draft and identified any areas where language could 
be broadened without introducing ambiguity. 

• Commission Tommy Caviglia moved forward on Commission 
Regulation 529-Disability Permit Program Revisions to Nevada Board of 
Commissioners future meeting for Workshop after further research by 
(NDOW) Nevada Department of Wildlife on archery disability permits. 

• Vice Chairman Paul Young seconded the motion. 
• Motion passes 9-0. 
• Petition -Mr. Joe Krathwohl (For possible action)- The petition 

requests an amendment to (NAC) Nevada Revised Statute 504.496 to 
allow licensed wildlife rehabilitators, with Department approval, to 
transfer non-releasable wildlife to permitted individuals or entities, 
beyond the dispositions currently allowable under existing law, which 
include: release, donation to an Association of Zoos and Aquariums-
accredited facility, or euthanasia. 

• Jessica Brooks, Wildlife Staff Specialist): She presented the 
Department’s response to Mr. Krathwohl petition.   

• Chairman Shane Rogers requested that the Department give allowance 
for Mr. Krathwohl to present his petition. 

• Vice Paul Young gave thanks to Mr. Joe Krathwohl for his petition with a 
request of additional information for surrounding states asking the 
question if proposed language was derived from these states with 
clarification on what actions were the same that were happening in 
nearby jurisdiction. 



 
• (Joe Krathwohl, member of the public, petitioner): He gave his 

perspective as both (Wildlife Rehabilitator and Educator) and explained 
of his operational educational programs which use non-releasable 
migratory birds obtained from rehabilitation centers which provide 
flighted birds programs for zoos, aquariums, and events nationwide.  He 
explained that the programs were to educate members of the public on 
no feeding wildlife, avoidance of taking in animals, transport of injured 
wildlife to licensed rehabilitators.  He explained that his facility in 
Nevada expansion includes education, falconry, rehabilitation.  He 
started his challenges with hard-imprinted birds with no ability to return 
to the wild.  He explained a description of a recent case involving a Gret 
Horned Owl with interest expressed in exploring options for adjustment 
to current limitations.  He stated with allowance of birds to have 
alternative roles that are meaningful and instead of being left without 
viable options. 

• Vice Chairman Paul Young asked (Joe Krthwohl, member of the public, 
petitioner): the question of what states surrounding Nevada were doing 
and where he had obtained his language. 

• (Joe Krathwohl, member of the public, petitioner): He advised that 
Nevada was the only state he knew did not allow non-releasable birds 
to be placed with other permitters. 

• Vice Chairman Paul Young gave clarification that there are 49 states that 
had similar language. 

• (Joe Krathwohl, member of the public, petitioner): He advised that he 
had been involved in migratory bird education since 1985 with no 
encounters of hurdle except with the Department. 



 
• Vice Chairman Paul Young reiterated that he gave clarification of 49 

states that had similar language. 
• (Joe Krathwohl, member of the public, petitioner): He stated he felt it 

was correct. 
• (Jessica Brooks, Wildlife Staff Specialist): She gave explanation that the 

Department reviewed the petition for amending (NAC) Nevada 
Administrative Code for allowance of transferring of non-releasable 
wildlife from rehabilitation permits to individual permitted possession 
that species.  She stated current regulations requirements of 
euthanasia of non-releasable wildlife, with limited exception for 
placement at (AZA) Association of Zoos and Aquarium accredited 
facilities.  She stated that falconry regulations might give allowance to 
permanent placement of raptors with qualified falconers rehabilitation 
regulations don’t authorize transfers to falconers or other permit 
holders.  She stated (NDOW) Nevada Division of Wildlife emphasized 
need to consider which permits could allow possession of rehabilitated 
wildlife, giving notation of educational value of non-releasable birds.  
She stated there were concerns from (NDOW) Nevada Division of 
Wildlife that commercial permits create possible conflicts of interest, 
incentivize retention of wildlife, undermine public confidence.  She 
advised under (NAC) Nevada Administrative Code provisions, wildlife 
under rehabilitation permits remained property of people of Nevada and 
cannot be converted to personal or commercial inventory with 
exception under very limited circumstances.  She added that 
commercial possession regulations didn’t list in-state rehabilitations 
facilities as lawful sources for commercial permits.   



 
• (Nick Everett, Biologist): He gave four options for Commission’s 

consideration for potential amendments to (NAC) Nevada 
Administrative Code 504.496: 1) Take No Action- Retain current 
rehabilitation requiring rehabilitated wildlife to be released, euthanized 
or placed at an (AZA) Association of Zoos and Aquarium accredited 
facility.  He explained that the option- maintained consistency with 
existing practices but not expand placement opportunities, with 
expanding eligible placement facilities to include (ZAA) Zoological 
Association of America Accreditation-Amend (NAC) Nevada 
Administrative Code 504.496 to allow placement at (ZAA) Zoological 
Association of America accredited facilities which might be more 
attainable for smaller entities.  He stated that this option would have 
increased permanent placement opportunities under a consistent 
standard but would not permit transfers to falconers or other licenses.  
2) Adopt Petition Language to Expand Transfer Options-Amend (NAC) 
Nevada Administrative Code 504.496 as proposed in petition, 
potentially requiring changes to other conflicts of interests created, 
commercial incentives, and inconsistent standards for placement.  3) 
Clarify Eligible Permit Types of Wildlife Transfers-Amend (NAC) Nevada 
Administrative Code 504.496 to specify permit types eligible to receive 
non-releasable wildlife (falconry, commercial, non-commercial 
possession, or education permits.  He advised that this option might 
have presented logical challenges in tracking and compliance. 

• Commissioner Mario Walther asked the question what it would mean to 
expand to the (ZAA) Zoological Association of America accreditation 
standard. 



 
• (Nick Everett, Biologist): He explained that (ZAA) Zoological Association 

of America accreditation would have been for big city zoos, most people 
could have achieved on their own very strict and (AZA) Association of 
Zoos and Aquariums were smaller operations where smaller number of 
staff took care of wildlife. 

• Vice Chairman Paul Young asked the question of what other Western 
states were doing and if they were mostly (AZA) Association of Zoos and 
Aquariums or (ZAA) Zoological Association of America only.   

• (Nick Everett, Biologist): He noted that he could not provide certain 
details on practices in different Western states and shared insights from 
discussion with rehabilitators with one from University of Minnesota, 
which is one of the leading authorities on raptor care.  He stated the 
facility when rehabilitation and education programs operate under 
same organization and are treated as separate functions to avoid 
conflicts of interest.  If a bird is taken for rehabilitation, it could not 
remain with that program for educational purposes and needs to be 
transferred to different education programs.  He stated that federal 
regulations allowed these transfers to education permits, and this 
approach is consistent with federal standards.  He explained 
inconsistencies with Nevada’s regulations with notation that falconry 
provisions allowed permanent placement of non-releasable birds with 
falconer’s rehabilitation regulations prohibited rehabilitators from 
transferring birds to falconers, creating potential conflicts within (NAC) 
Nevada Administrative Code language. 

• Commissioner Tommy Caviglia asked (Nick Everett, Biologist) the 
question of how often euthanasia occurs. 



 
• (Nick Everett, Biologist): He stated that wildlife rehabilitation outcomes 

were often less optimistic than desired.  Based on reports on state’s 
rehabilitators approximately five, many small birds admitted after 
window strikes and recovered quickly or died shortly after arrival.  He 
stated raptors received most attention from the public and 
rehabilitators required often euthanasia due to their fragility.  He 
explained concerns about imprinting and quality of life for birds’ post-
rehabilitation with emphasis on transfers to falconers were allowed and 
should occur with highly experienced individuals due to challenges 
imprinted birds presented.  He acknowledged while imprinting 
complicated placement, imprinted birds could successfully transition 
to educational programs, with euthanasia overall being a common 
outcome for many wildlife cases. 

• Vice Chairman Paul Young asked the question whether the opinion was 
that of (Jessica Brooks, Wildlife Staff Specialist) or (Nick Everett, 
Biologist) that current regulatory language could be cleaned up. 

• (Nick Everett, Biologist) He discussed inconsistencies between falconry 
and rehabilitation regulations, with notation that current falconry 
language allows birds to come from out-of-state rehabilitators while 
Nevada’s rehabilitation regulations prohibit transfers to falconers.  He 
advised the original intent of falconry provisions had been to enable 
falconers to assist rehabilitators with preparation of raptors for release 
with rehabilitators typically focused on healing, weight recovery but 
couldn’t train birds to hunt.  He stated that falconers could provide 
opportunities for young or inexperienced birds to develop hunting skills, 
improve their chances of successful release.  He suggested that 



 
creating avenue for falconer involvement could be worthwhile 
consideration with potential tied to current petitions.   

• Commissioner Wyatt Mesna asked for clarification to the scope of 
discussion with notation that current (NAC) Nevada Administrative 
Code and (NRS) Nevada Revised Statute references pertain to birds.  He 
inquired whether pursing changes in this area could potentially open 
the door to rehabilitation and transfer options for beyond birds with 
other types of wildlife. 

• (Nick Everett, Biologist): He stated if it was preference of Commission, 
Department could specify avian wildlife. 

• Tommy Caviglia asked if Department had a permit for commercial and 
educational purposes. 

• (Nick Everett, Biologist): He advised that under current Nevada 
regulations education permit allowed wildlife displayed for educational 
purposes but didn’t permit charging public, fee for reviewing the 
animals.  He stated a commercial possession permit was required when 
fee is charged for wildlife display.  He stated federal regulations handled 
differently (NAC) Nevada Administrative Code and (NRS) Nevada 
Revised Statute required commercial possession permit for any fee-
based viewing. 

• Commissioner Tommy Caviglia gave clarification that current language 
would not allow transfer of these birds to anyone with only an 
educational permit. 

• (Nick Everett, Biologist): He advised that was correct. 



 
• Commissioner Eddie Booth asked (Nick Everett, Biologist) the question 

whether only birds were held presently and how many total were 
involved per year.   

• (Nick Everett, Biologist): He advised review of his records but advised 
most cases were primarily involvement with avian wildlife. 

• Commissioner Shane Rogers asked the question if there is any record of 
Big Game. 

• (Nick Everett, Biologist): He stated that the only types currently involved 
in Nevada were avian and reptile species.   

• Chairman Shane Rogers asked (Joe Krathwohl, member of the public, 
petitioner) whether he had anything additional to add. 

• (Joe Krathwohl, member of the public, petitioner): He explained that 
request stemmed from Nevada’s current laws, which may have 
anticipated state’s growth or existence of large facilities with multiple 
activities.  He stated there was agreement on underlying philosophy, 
petitioner notation other states allow more flexibility, and he sought 
some opportunities in Nevada with emphasis of involvement of only a 
few birds each year, with often those with no ability to survive in the wild 
due to prior human care.  He advised he was lifelong falconer and 
educator and stated it was difficult to euthanize healthier birds that 
could have meaningful life in an educational setting.  He advised the 
request aimed to preserve these birds and align Nevada’s regulations 
with practices in other states. 

• There were no public comments. 
• Vice Chairman Paul Young stated that he understood the Departments 

belief there to clean up some language.  He gave suggestion to (Joe 



 
Krathwohl, member of the public, petitioner) and the Department to 
meet and then return to the Commission thereafter. 

• Commission Tommy Caviglia expressed his concern about euthanizing 
healthy wildlife with suggestions of exploring options for allowance of 
placement I (ZAA) Zoological Association of America accreditation 
facilities.  He gave notation of potential for expansion of opportunities 
for educational purposes.  He acknowledged that incorporating 
commercial components could be complexed with suggestions that 
Department consider if there is a way to address that issue as well.   

• Commissioner Wyatt Mesna asked the question of how significant an 
effort would be for the Department to pursue changes to accreditation 
option and clean up language. 

• (Jasmine Kleiber, Biodiversity Division Administrator): She gave notation 
that the proposal would have been minor adjustment compared to 
requirement of accreditation as previously described.  She explained 
this approach was more attainable for smaller facilities with numerous 
examples already in existence across the states, he stated 
implementation of this change would have requirement reopening the 
(NAC) Nevada Administrative Code going through public process 
workshops to ensure all requirements for regulatory changes are met. 

• Chairman Shane Rogers stated he preferred to clean up language. 
• Alan Jenne, Secretary stated that based on how item was agendized, 

motion would be needed for denial or acceptance of petition.  He 
stated, if denied, motion could include directions to work with the 
petitioner.   



 
• Vice Chairman Paul Young asked (Richard Yien, Deputy Attorney 

General) for clarification regarding to make motion. 
• (Richard Yien, Deputy Attorney General) his recommendation formally, 

denied the petition at that time and allowed the petitioner the 
opportunity to reapply after working with (NDOW) Nevada Department 
of Wildlife.  He advised that the Commission could also direct (NDOW) 
Nevada Department of Wildlife to conduct further research, review laws 
in other states, collaborate with petitioners for development of revised 
language for possibly better support of approval in the future. 

• Vice Chairman Paul Young moved to deny petition with the intention 
that (NDOW) Nevada Department of Wildlife and the petitioner 
collaborate on draft regulatory language that may be submitted as a 
future petition to (NDOW Nevada Department of Wildlife 
Commissioners. 

• Commissioner Tommy Caviglia seconded the motion. 
• Motion passes 9-0. 
• Public Comments Period- Public comments will be limited to three 

minutes.  No action can be taken by the Commission at this time; any 
item requiring Commission action may be scheduled on a future 
Commission agenda.  People making comments are asked to begin by 
stating their name for the record. 

• (Robyn Orloff, member of the public): She requested greater 
transparency regarding written public comments submitted prior to the 
meeting.  She advised current minutes to give summary of oral 
comments not including comments received by the Commission.  She 
gave suggestions that all written public comments include published 



 
agendas or give access to these prior to meetings like other states and 
city departments do.  She referenced (NRS) Nevada Revised Statute 
proposing written comments defined as supporting materials.  She gave 
additional recommendation strategies (listing number of written 
comments received, summarizing their content during meetings).  She 
asked that the (ARAP) Administrative Procedures, Regulations, and 
Policy Committee consider these recommendations at its next meeting 
with guidance provided to the Commission in March.   

• FYI- (NDOW) Nevada Department of Wildlife Commissioners meeting 
adjourned at 12:06 PM.  The field tour commenced at 1:30 P.M. 

• Saturday, January 24, 2026-Field Tour: 8:30 A.M. 
• Call to Order- Chairman Shane Rogers called (NDOW) Nevada Board of 

Wildlife Commission meeting to order on Saturday, January 24, 2026. 
• Pledge of Allegiance- Chairman Shane Rogers led the members in the 

Pledge of Allegiance. 
• Roll Call of Commission- (Lynda Barr, Executive Assistant): She took 

the roll call: Present- Chairman Shane Rogers, Vice Chairman Paul 
Young, Commissioner Eddie Booth, Commissioner Shane Boren, 
Commissioner Tommy Caviglia, Commissioner Casey Kiel, 
Commissioner Wyatt Mesna, Commissioner Liz Munn, and 
Commissioner Mario Walther).   

• Public Comment Period- (Informational)- Public comment will be 
limited to three minutes.  No action can be taken by the Commission at 
this time; any item requiring Commission action may be scheduled on a 
future Commission agenda.  People making comments are asked to 
begin by stating their name for the record. 



 
• (Keely Hopkins, representative of Safari Club International): He gave 

support for all Commission Regulations that were agendized.  She 
advised appreciation of work that had gone into sustainable 
management of species discussed in Commission Regulations. 

• (Cathy Smith, member of the public): She advised that during fall the 
bears entered hyperphagia (survival-driven period requiring 
consumption of up to 20,000 calories per day).  She explained it wasn’t 
causal feeding but a race to survive winter.  She explained that 
introduction hound pursuit during this period is a trigger biochemical 
failure because bears were flat-footed animals’ efficient walkers but 
metabolically expensive runners.  She explained that research showed 
that when bears are forced to run faster than three miles per hour, 
energy cost of transport increased significantly thus causing animals 
who were supposed to store fat to burn reserves at an exponential rate.  
She stated documented heart rates cardiac telemetry that are 
increased from 40 beats a minute to over 250 beats a minute happening 
during hound chases, with metabolic and stress effects which last days, 
week afterward.  She gave notation that because hounds men often 
hunted the same units, individual bears risked being chased multiple 
times.  She stated that this energetic tax had a direct reproductive 
consequence due to delayed implantation with explanation that 
females burned fat reserves in fall, lost pregnancies and that hounds 
were documented cause of den abandonment increasement to cub 
mortality.  She explained that hounding affects deer creating 
landscapes of fear displacing animals with increased energy 
expenditure and altered breeding behavior.  She closed that hounding 



 
imposed metabolic penalty that goes beyond fair chase and sustainable 
management.  She cited only thirteen percent of Nevadans supported 
hounding in scientific poll which is commissioned by Department, and 
she urged the Commission to eliminate season or at the least, shorten it 
in defense of Nevada’s wildlife. 

• (Glenn Bunch, representing Mineral (CABMW) County Advisory Board to 
Manage Wildlife): He thanked the Department for allowance of public 
attendance to the Wild Sheep Show field and tour. 

• (Jana Wright, member of the public): She stated opposition to the Black 
Bear hunt and unregulated usage of dogs in killing bears.  She explained 
that dogs were used by minimum of 75 percent of tagholders with little 
transparency regarding (how many dogs were involved, how they were 
deployed during pursuits if handlers stayed with dogs or monitored 
them remotely, how dogs were trained and if out-of-state dogs were 
used.  She asked the question of how: Nevada practices compared to 
nearby states and clarification on how guides and sub guides used dogs 
during bear hunts.  She gave reference to (NAC) Nevada Administrative 
Code 503.1475 with notation of usage of GPS collars on dogs to track 
tree bears, with question of if this practice gave conflict with existing 
prohibitions on transmitted signals used in hunting.  She gave urgency 
for Commission to direct Department to provide formal presentation on 
hounding in Nevada at future meetings and stated that she felt 
transparency was needed for protection of wildlife. 

• Approval of Agenda-The Commission will review the agenda and may 
take action to approve the agenda for January 24, 2026.  The 



 
Commission may remove items from the agenda, continue items for 
consideration or take items out of order, 

• There was no public comment. 
• Vice Chairman Paul Young moved for approval of agenda as presented 

for January 24, 2026. 
• Commissioner Mario Walther seconded the motion. 
• Motion passes 9-0. 
• Member Items/Announcements and Correspondence 

(Informational)- Commissioners may present emergent items.  No 
action may be taken by the Commission.  Any item requiring 
Commission action may be scheduled on a future Commission agenda.  
The Commission will review and may discuss correspondence sent or 
received by the Commission from the last regular meeting and may 
provide copies for the exhibit file.  (Commissioners may provide hard 
copies of their correspondence for the written record).  
Correspondence sent or received by Secretary Jenne may also be 
discussed.   

• Alan Jenne, Secretary announced that additional public comments were 
received by Great Basin Wildlife Conservancy in reference to the Black 
Baron mountain lion seasons. 

• Chairman Shane Rogers thanked the Department for organizing The 
Wild Sheep Show field trip and tour. 

• County Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife (CABMW)-(Informational)- 
County Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife (CABMW) members may 
present emergent items.  No action may be taken by the Commission.  



 
Any item requiring Commission action will be scheduled on the future 
(Commission agenda. 

• (Chrissy Pope, representing NYE (CABMW) County Advisory Board to 
Manage Wildlife): She recommended request for Commission for revisit 
of shed antler seasons on future Commission agenda. 

• (Worth Nelson, representing Lander (CABMW) County Advisory Board to 
Manage Wildlife): He asked the question if a profile is needed to be 
created yearly to obtain shed antler certificate. 

• Commission Regulations-Public Comment Allowed (For possible 
action)-  

• Commission Regulation 25-07 Amendment #2, 2025-2026 and 2026-
2027 Big Game Seasons- The Commission will consider adopting an 
amendment to the 2026-2027 hunting seasons and dates for mule deer, 
pronghorn antelope, elk, bighorn sheep mountain goat and moose, 
including limits, hunting hours, special hunt eligibility, animal sex, 
physical characteristics, hunt boundary restrictions. 

• (Mike Cox, Wildlife Staff Specialist & Cody McKee, Wildlife Staff 
Specialist and Cody Schroeder, Wildlife Staff Specialist) presented 
Commission Regulation 25-07 Amendment #2, 2025-2026 and 2026-
2027 Big Game Seasons. 

• FYI- Resident Antelope-Horns longer than ears Any Legal Weapon 
Hunt 2151:  

• Unit Group: 141,143.151-156 Early; 2025-2026 Season- New Hunt; 
2026-2027 Season- August 15- August 26  

• Unit Group: 141,143,151-156 Late.  2025-2026 Season- New Hunt; 
2026-2027 Season- August 27- September 7 



 
• Nonresident Antelope-Horns longer than ears Any Legal Weapon 

Hunt 2251: 
• Unit Group: 141,143, 151-156 Early; 2025-2026 Season: New Hunt; 

2026-2027 Season- August 15-August 26 
• Unit Group: 141, 143, 151-156 Late; 2025-2026 Season-: New Hunt; 

2026-2027 Season- August 27- September 7 
• Nonresident Antelope-Horns longer than ears Muzzleloader Hunt 

2271: 
• Unit Group: 141, 143, 151-156; 2025-2026 Season- August 15- August 

21; 2026-2027 Season (DATES IN RED ARE OMMITTED) August 15- 
August 21 September 25- October 4 

• Resident Junior Antelope-Horns shorter than ears Any Legal 
Weapon Hunt 2191: 

• Unit Group: 065, 142, 144A; 2025-2026 Season: New Hunt; 2026-2027 
Season-: September 8-September 24 

• Unit Group: 066; 2025-2026 Season: New Hunt; 2026-2027: September 
8-September 24 

• Unit Group: 076, 077, 079, 081, 091; 2025-2026 Season: New Hunt; 
2026-2027 Season: September 8- September 24 

• Unit Group: 101-104, 108, 109, 144B; 2025-2026 Season: New Hunt; 
2026-2027 Season: September 8- September 24 

• Unit Group: 111-114; 2025-2026 Season: New Hunt; 2026-2027 
Season: September 8-September 24 

• Unit Group: 115C; 2025-2026 Season: New Hunt; 2026-2027 Season: 
September 8- September 24 



 
• Unit Group: 181-184; 2025-2026 Season: New Hunt; 2026-2027 Season: 

September 8- September 24 
• (Worth Nelson, representing Lander County (CABMW) County Advisory 

Board to Manage Wildlife).  He stated his CAB felt splitting the season 
assuming it was being utilized toad additional tags. 

• Commission Tommy Caviglia moved to approve Commission Regulation 
25-07 Amendment #2, 2025-2026 and 2026-2027 Big Game Seasons, as 
presented for Antelope Hunt 2151, 2251, 2271, and 2191. 

• Commissioner Casey Kiel seconded the motion. 
• Motion passes 9-0. 
• Vice Chairman Paul Young stated his concern for Hunt 8151 regarding 

combing of Unit Group 012, 014 due to migratory movements.  He asked 
the question if Unit Group 014 could sustain one tag by itself. 

• (Mike Cox, Wildlife Staff Specialist): He responded to Vice Chairman 
Paul Young advising it could support one tag.  He advised supportive of 
separating Unit Group 012, Unit Group 014. 

• Commissioner Wyatt Mesna expressed there was hunter conflict at Elko 
(CABMW) County Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife meeting as to 
whether there is a pertinent reason to split Unit Group 068 into early and 
late season for hunt 8151. 

• (Mike Cox, Wildlife Staff Specialist): He explained reasonings for split 
season was avoidance of hunter conflict, high concentration of hunters 
at one location.  He stated his understanding of removal time from a 
hunt was a drastic change. 

• Commissioner Casey Kiel asked for clarification on if nonresident hunt 
would be split. 



 
• (Mike Cox, Wildlife Staff Specialist): He advised no reason to split 

season for nonresidents. 
• Commissioner Tommy Caviglia asked the question of what Department 

had planned for depopulation ewes in Unit Group 066. 
• (Mike Cox, Wildlife Staff Specialist): He stated that the Department 

planned to move clean ewes after testing on Santa Rose Range. 
• (Jim Cooney, representing Elko County, (CABMW) County Advisory 

Board to Manage Wildlife) He stated he felt 068 tag for Hunt 8151, was a 
once in a lifetime tag and was not unnecessary. 

• (Coby Rowe, representing Washoe County (CABMW) County Advisory 
Board to Manage Wildlife): He thanked the Commission for 
consideration to split Unit Group 012, Group 014 for Hunt 8151.  He 
added that his (CABMW) County Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife was 
in support of the addition of Unit Group 011, Group 013, to Hunt Group 
8151. 

• (Worth Nelson, representing Lander County, (CABMW) County Advisory 
Board to Manage Wildlife): He reiterated the Unit Group 068 tag for Hunt 
8151 was a once in a lifetime tag and explained that the split resident 
would only have one month to hunt with that tag, while the nonresident 
would receive two months. 

• (Chrissy Pope, representing Nye County, (CABMW) County Advisory 
Board to Manage Wildlife): He was in support of the amendments for 
Hunt 3151 that was proposed. 

• (Mel Belding, member of the public): He explained he sought 
information on decisions to combine Unit Group 011, Unit Group 013 for 
Hunt 8151.  He advised that Washoe (CABMW) County Advisory Board 



 
to Manage Wildlife discussed decrease with Bighorn Sheep population 
in Unit 014.   

• Vice Chairman Paul Young asked the question to request if season 
dates could have expansion for Unit Group 068 early and late for Hunt 
8151. 

• (Mike Cox, Wildlife Staff Specialist): He advised that expansion of the 
season dates for Unit 068 early and late was great compromise.  His 
recommendation for August 20 through September 30 for early hunt and 
October 1 through November 10 for late hunt. 

• Commissioner Eddie Booth questioned and quota for equivalent 
nonresident tag. 

• (Mike Cox, Wildlife Staff Specialist): He stated that the set season was 
September 1 through October 31 and proposed floor change to shorten 
nonresident season to September 1 through September 30. 

• Commissioner Wyatt Mesna felt amendments made were substantial 
and asked the question if substantial changes could be made next year. 

• Commissioner Tommy Caviglia requested review of proposed floor 
change dates for Unit 066, Hunt 8172. 

• (Mike Cox, Wildlife Staff Specialist): He stated that the early 066 season 
would be September 1 through September 30.  He advised that the 066 
middle season should be from October 1 through October 31 and 066 
late season would be November 1 through November 30. 

• (Mel Belding, member of the public): He read a note from a Biologist: 
“There are the best conditions I’ve had to fly sheep in the five years that I 
have been here, and it helped”.  He read the note to explain the point to 



 
show that sheep are by Negro Creek, North Folk all the way to Shovel 
Spring at the south end of Buckhorn. 

• Commissioner Casey Kiel moved for approval for Commission 
Regulation 25-07 Amendment 2, 2025-2026 and 2026-2027 Big Game 
Seasons as presented for Bighorn Sheep Hunt 3151, Hunt 3251, Hunt 
3172, Hunt 3161, Hunt 8151, Hunt 8172, and Hunt 9151 with notation 
change that Unit Group 164 removal from Hunt 3151 from original 
Commission Regulation 25-07 language; Unit Group 012 and Group 014 
to be separate Hunts under Hunt 8151.  Unit Group 068 early dates for 
Hunt 8151 with extension to August 20 through September 30; Unit 
Group 068 late dates for Hunt 8151 to be extended to October 1, 
through November 10; and that the 2026-2027 season dates for Hunt 
8251, Unit Group 068 language from the original Commission 
Regulation 25-07 to be updated to August 20 through September 30; 
Hunt 8172 separated into three Hunts, Unit Group 066 Early form 
September 1 through September 30, Unit Group 066 middle from 
October 1 through October 31 and Unit Group 66 Late from November 1 
through November 30. 

• Commissioner Tommy Caviglia seconded the motion. 
• Motion passes 8-1 (Commissioner Wyatt Mesa dissented). 
• Commissioner Casey Kiel stated Elk Management Committee was 

supportive of amendments presented by (Cody McKee, Wildlife Staff 
Specialist). 

• (Chrissy Pope, representing Nye County, (CABMW) County Advisory 
Board to Manage Wildlife): She advised that the CAB in support of 



 
closing Unit 251 for Hunt 4102 with excitement for new 161-164 early 
hunt for Hunt 4651. 

• Commissioner Casey Kiel moved to approve Commission Regulation 
25-07 Amendment #2, 2025-2026 and 2026-2027 Big Game Seasons 
presented for Elk with notation change that 2026-2027 Season dates for 
Hunt 4651, Unit Group 072, Unit Group 073, Unit Group 074, Early 104, 
108B, 121, Early 111, 112 and Early 113, 114, 115, and 221, 222, 223 
and 231 early to be updated to September 27 through October 4 from 
original Commission Regulation 25-07 language; and that additional 
language be added complete the sentence to superscript B for Hunt 
4107. 

• Commission Regulation 26-01, 2027 Spring Turkey and 2026 Application 
Deadlines- The Commission will consider adopting a regulation to set 
the 2027 spring turkey application deadlines and 2026 tag application 
deadlines and related information. 

• (Matt Maples, Data and Technology Services Division Administrator) 
presented Commission Regulation 26-01, 2027 Spring Turkey and 2026 
Application Deadlines. 

• Commission Regulation 26-01, 2027 Spring Turkey and 2026 Application 
Deadlines- 

• No Public Comments. 
• Vice Chairman Paul Young moved to approve Commission Regulation 

26-01, 2027 Spring Turkey and 2026 Application Deadlines as 
presented. 

• Commissioner Shane Bore seconded the motion. 
• Motion passes 9-0. 



 
• Commissioner Regulation 26-02, 2026 Tag Application Eligibility and Tag 

Limits- The Commission will consider adopting a regulation to set the 
2026 tag application eligibility, tag limits and related information. 

• (Matt Maples, Data and Technology Services Division Administrator) 
presented Commission Regulation 26-02, 2026 Tag Application 
Eligibility and Tag Limits. 

• Commissioner Mario Walther asked questions about what the order of 
the draw would be. 

• (Matt Maples, Data and Technology Services Division Administrator): He 
stated draw order (mule deer first, pronghorn Horn Shorter than Ear is 
second, but if awarded mule deer tag ineligibility for Horns Shorter tags. 

• No Public Comments. 
• Commissioner Tommy Caviglia moved to approve Commission 

Regulation 26-02, 2026 Tag Application Eligibility and Tag Limits as 
presented. 

• Commissioner Wyatt Mesna seconded the motion. 
• Motion passes 9-0. 
• Commission Regulation 26-03, 2026 Dream Tag Seasons and 

Quotas- The Commission will consider adopting a regulation to set the 
2026 dream tag species, seasons, and quota. 

• (Matt Maples, Data and Technology Services Division Administrator) 
presented Commission Regulation 26-03, 2026 Dream Tag Seasons and 
Quotas. 

• Commission Regulation 26-03. 2026 Dream Tag Seasons and Quotas- 
• There was no public comment. 



 
• Commissioner Mario Walther moved to approve Commission 

Regulation 26-03, 2026 Dream Tag Seasons and Quotas as presented.   
• Commissioner Casey Kiel seconded the motion. 
• Motion passes 9-0. 
• Commissioner Regulation 26-04, 2027 Heritage Tag Seasons and 

Quotas- The Commission will consider adopting a regulation to set the 
2027 heritage tag species, seasons, and quota. 

• (Matt Maples, Data and Technology Services Division Administrator) 
presented Commission Regulation 26-04, 2027 Heritage Tag Seasons 
and Quotas. 

• Commission Regulation 26-04, 2027 Heritage Tag Seasons and Quotas- 
• There was no public comment. 
• Commissioner Wyatt Mesna moved to approve Commission Regulation 

26-04, 2027 Heritage Tag Seasons and Quotas as presented. 
• Commissioner Shane Boren seconded the motion. 
• Motion passes 9-0. 
• Commission Regulation 26-05, 2026 Partnership in Wildlife Tag 

Seasons and Quotas- The Commission will consider adopting a 
regulation to set the 2026 partnership in wildlife tag species, seasons, 
and quota. 

• (Matt Maples, Data and Technology Services Division Administrator): He 
presented Commission Regulation 26-05, 2026 Partnership in Wildlife 
Tag Seasons and Quotas. 

• No Public Comments. 



 
• Vice Chairman Paul Young moved to approve Commission Regulation 

26-05, 2026 Partnership in Wildlife Tag Seasons and Quotas as 
presented. 

• Commissioner Tommy Caviglia seconded the motion. 
• Motion passes 9-0. 
• Commission Regulation 26-06, 2026 Big Game Silver State and 2027 

Wild Turkey Silver State Tag Seasons and Quotas- The Commission 
will consider adopting a regulation to set the 2026 Big Game Silver State 
Tag and 2027 Wild Turkey Silver State Tag species, seasons, and quota. 

• (Matt Maples, Data and Technology Services Division Administrator) 
presented 2026 Big Game Silver State and 2027 Wild Turkey Silver State 
Tag Seasons and Quotas. 

• 2026 Big Game Silver State ad 2027 Wild Turkey Silver State Tag Seasons 
and Quotas- 

• There was no public comment. 
• Commissioner Mario Walther moved to approve Commission 

Regulation 26-06, 2026 Big Game Silver State and 2027 Wild Turkey 
Silver State Tag Seasons and Quotas as presented. 

• Commissioner Shane Boren seconded the motion. 
• Motion passes 9-0. 
• FYI- The Nevada Board of Wildlife Commission meeting recessed at 

9:50 a.m. 
• FYI- The Nevada Board of Wildlife Commission meeting reconvened at 

10:05 a.m. 
• Commission Regulation 26-07, 2026 Black Bear Seasons- The 

Commission will consider adopting a regulation to set the 2026 hunting 



 
season dates, open management units, hunting hours, special 
regulations, animal sex, legal weapon requirements, hunt boundary 
restrictions, and dates and times for indoctrination courses for black 
bear. 

• (Joe Bennett, Wildlife Staff Specialist): He presented Commission 
Regulation 26-07, 2026 Black Bear Seasons. 

• Commission Regulation 26-07, 2026 Black Bear Seasons- 
• Commission Mario Walther asked the question if regulation referred to 

the on-X map layer. 
• (Joe Bennett, Wildlife Staff Specialist): He advised that at the 

indoctrination courses, that resource was provided. 
• (Matt Maples, Data and Technology Services Division Administrator): He 

stated the information was available to public on (NDOW) Nevada 
Department of Wildlife website and Department GIS hub. 

• (Kathryn Bricker, member of the public): She stated more data needed 
on large unregulated use of hounds in bear hunting.  She cited the 2018 
Nevada Wildlife Values Report with notation that 37 percent of licensed 
Nevada hunters and 13 percent of Nevadans overall supported use of 
hounds for bear hunting.  She explained a letter January 2021; Nevada 
Sporting Dog Alliance Reporting between 2011 and 2021, 71 percent 
successful bear hunters used dogs, increase 95 percent in previous 
three years as tag numbers doubled.  She advised same letter showed 
99 percent successful hunters using dogs while 148 bears aren’t 
harvested, averaging 1.5 bears passed per dog-assisted hunt, 
suggesting impacts beyond what mortality data reflected.  She gave 
notation that during 2025 11 of the 12 bears were hunted which were 



 
taken using dogs.  With only one hunt reported as guided leaving 
significant gaps in oversight and field data.  She stated a 2013 letter 
from large carnivore expert Dr. Rick Hopkins stated that all known 
studies showed dogs caused adverse effects on wildlife, which includes 
non-target species through reduced reproduction, altered survival 
changes in distribution and decreased species diversity she closed by 
request of answer to basic questions about hound use, include number 
of dogs used, chase duration dog ownership, health records. 

• (Fred Voltz, member of the public): He made comments verbatim: 
“Rubber stamping approval of the approach to oversight of the 
department’s work product concerning bears.  However, several key 
pieces of information have been left out which are necessary if an 
informed management decision is to be made.  In years past, the 
department offered widely fluctuating guesstimates of total bear 
populations.  It has never attempted to guesstimate the number of 
bears in each in each subject hunt unit nor attempted to establish a 
killing quota in individual units, which is a customary process for big 
game hunts.  Why not here?  No management plan has ever been 
offered for Nevada’s bear population.  Why not?  Brian Nesvik and his 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service staff claim the factor of poaching is 
included in any analysis of killing seasons for any subject species.  
What is poaching factor used for Nevada bears since we have not seen 
it highlighted, separated and publicly disclosed in over 15 years, in 
addition to known hunters-caused deaths and those killed by vehicles 
and government officials?  What are the projected mortality numbers 
from hunters who are poor shots with the bears going off to die in the 



 
wilderness after being inaccurately hit?  What are the guesstimated 
mortality numbers from natural causes?  None of this information 
appears in the support materials disclosed to the public on the 
department’s website.  Answers to these questions are necessary 
before sensibly approving killing limits, quotas and seasons for bears.” 

• (Stephanie Myers, member of the public): She stated verbatim: “I would 
like to second the other speakers this morning about the Black Bear 
Hunt. Kathryn Bricker has been following the Blak Bear Hunt since it 
began in 2011.  She asks you to gather more data on the use of hounds 
in the Black Bear Hunt and the possible effects on non-target species.  
Fred Voltz asks for a management plan and more data.  Earlier this 
morning during Public Comment Jana Wright asked some reasonable 
questions about the use of hounds in the Black Bear Hunt and 
suggested a NDOW presentation on the subject for those of us who do 
not participate in these hunts.  How are hounds trained?  How many 
dogs are used?  Do hound owners and trainers have to attend the 
NDOW Black Bear indoctrination courses?  What’s included in these 
courses?  What kind of damage do the hounds do to the environment, 
the habitat?  To other resident wildlife?  I look forward to a NDOW 
presentation on the use of hounds, as would many others.  Cathy Smith 
would understand about the medical effects of the use of hounds in the 
black bear hunt since she is a medical doctor.  Bears become stressed 
when chased, as do other wildlife in the area.  It’s made worse because 
the season dates come right before hibernation when, as you can 
imagine, bears are very heavy and slow, having loaded up on calories 
before hibernation.  Has the Commission considered changing the 



 
season to slightly earlier in the fall to account for these scientific 
realities?” 

• Commissioner Mario Walther moved to approve Commission 
Regulation 26-07, 2026 Black Bear Seasons as presented.   

• Vice Chairman Paul Young seconded the motion. 
• Motion passes 9-0. 
• Commission Regulation 26-08, 2026-2027 Mountain Lion Season and 

Harvest Limits- The Commission will consider adopting a regulation to 
set the 2026-2027 hunting season open units, harvest limits by unit 
group, hunting hours and special regulations for mountain lion. 

• (Joe Bennett, Wildlife Staff Specialist): He presented Commission 
Regulation 26-08, 2026-2027 Mountain Lion Season and Harvest Limits. 

• Commission Regulation 26-08, 2026-2027 Mountain Lion Seasons and 
Harvest Limits. 

• (Cathy Smith, member of the public): She stated that large carnivores 
such as mountain lions held significant value to the public, citing high-
cost wildlife tourism in places like Patagonia.  She gave reference to 
California having multi-year genetic census using scat detection dogs 
and DNA analysis to estimate 3,200 to 4,500 lions in contrast with 
Nevada’s claim of 3,400 lions regardless of having (less water, lower 
prey densities, and more fragmented habitat).  She explained that 
Nevada relied on harvest-dependent data and counting dead lions, 
arguing that elusive species could not be correctly managed using 
mortality as a primary data source.  She stated that although lions were 
classified as game animals, they were managed as pests through a year-
round, 24-hour season that gives allowance to hound pursuit and 



 
harvest at any time, with diminished perceived value.   She advised that 
public trust was essential for conservation and most of society didn’t 
support recreational killing of apex predators.  She argued that ending 
year-round persecution would reduce landscape of fear experienced by 
lions and contrast Nevada’s approach with Patagonia with protected 
pumas being more habituated, less stressed, and coexisted safely with 
humans despite higher densities. 

• (Will Stolzenberg, member of the public): He recommended change to 
the mountain lion hunting regulations with shortening the current year-
round hunt.  He stated this would minimize collateral damage, 
particularly the orphaning of kittens and juveniles and with results to 
human conflicts and to better recognize mountain lions as keystone 
species that bolster ecosystem diversity.  He stated there was no 
scientific rationale for sport hunting mountain lions, citing research 
showing no benefit for deer herds or improving human or livestock 
safety instead, increasing complaints and depredations.  He explained 
that spring and summer are the worst times to hunt, they coincided with 
peak birthing and kitten dependency periods, when orphaned young 
would likely starve, be killed, or go unrecorded.  He added that killing 
adult males could prompt younger males to take over territories, kill 
resident kittens, with increasing risks to people and livestock.   While 
acknowledging concerns with fall and winter hunting, he recommended 
limitation to hunting to these seasons with states like Washington, 
Colorado, Montana, and Wyoming had done, with specific proposal of a 
September 1 to March 31 season for Nevada.  He concluded that 
managing ungulates to maximize their numbers while minimizing lion 



 
populations was an ecological inconsistency that should be changed to 
maintain credibility with the public and wildlife professionals. 

• (Fred Voltz, member of the public): He stated the following verbatim: “As 
with bears, no information about guesstimated population numbers by 
hunt unit appears in the support material released to the public for the 
proposed mountain lion hunting, an unexplained reality looms large.  
Even if you do not want mountain lions competing with human hunters 
for other coveted big game species, mountain lions are nocturnal and 
crepuscular, i.e., they do not hunt their prey during the daytime as your 
licenses usually do.  Why, then, does the proposed season reflect 365 
days, 24 hours a day, 7 days a week year after year?   The chances of 
your licensees killing mountain lions during the daytime hours sit 
somewhere between remote and nonexistent.  From an air chase 
standpoint, keeping in mind the precepts of the North American Model 
of Wildlife Management, which has been repeatedly claimed as a 
touchstone for your policymaking don’t mountain lions deserve some 
respite from human hunters at night and during the dusk and dawn 
hours and reproductive seasons rather than constant pursuit?  It is 
worth noting the poaching factor does not appear anywhere in the 
support materials as an ingredient of the 24/7 harvest limit, just as with 
bears and the other species killed by human hunters.  Human hunter 
killing skills, even with guns, traps and other technology, are woefully 
inadequate when compared to mountain lions.  Thus, the proposed 
policy has been titled toward human hunters to the detriment of 
mountains lions, primarily to increase human hunter convenience, 
opportunity and especially success.  Avoiding and omitting 



 
inconvenient facts and biological truths does not lead to sound 
policymaking.” 

• (Stephanie Myers, member of the public): She made the following 
comments verbatim: “I would like to echo Cathy Smith’s and Fred 
Voltz’s comments-the perpetual season on Mountain Lions is 
unscientific and wrong.  Will Stolzenbrg, who just testified, is a 
mountain lion expert, so his comments should be given a lot of 
credibility.  He has a Master of Science in Wildlife Sciences and six 
years of field work as a wildlife technician all over the country.  Will has 
spent thirty years as a wildlife journalist and published three books on 
predators and predation, including an excellent one on mountain lions.  
Will Stolzenberg is a sought-after speaker and writer.  NDOW would do 
well to speak with Will about mountain lions.  I’m sure he would be 
happy to be a resource for you.  And following up by chatting with your 
friends and colleagues in present season of every day of the year, every 
minute of every day, is much too long for so many reasons.  Thank you 
for your attention, Robyn Orloff, a private citizen, asked whether written 
comments had been submitted on the agenda item and whether the 
commission would be willing to share whether any were received and 
the general tenor of those comments on both sides.  She also asked, 
given the volume of public comment during the meeting, whether the 
commission would be willing to engage in discussion and 
acknowledgment of those comments.  Citing NRS 241.020 (3)(d)(3), she 
noted that periods could be devoted to public comment and discussion 
of those comments and asked whether such discussion could occur as 
part of the commission’s deliberation and action.” 



 
• Commission Mario Walther moved to approve Commission Regulation 

26-08, 2026-2027 Mountain Lion Season and Harvest Limits, as 
presented. 

• Commissioner Wyatt Mesna seconded the motion. 
• Motion passes 9-0. 
• Commission Regulation 26-09, 2026-2027 Restricted Non-Resident 

Guided Mule Deer Seasons and Quotas- The Commission will 
consider adopting a regulation to set the 2026-2027 hunting season and 
quotas for restricted non-resident guided mule deer including hunt 
boundary restrictions. 

• (Cody Schroeder, Wildlife Staff Specialist): He presented Commission 
Regulation 26-09, 2026-2027 Restricted Non-Resident Guided Mule 
Deer Season and Quotas. 

• FYI- The Department recommends the following seasons which are 
unchanged from the previous year.  The 2026-2027 quotas have been 
adjusted accordingly for the tag sales of regular non-resident deer 
tags and restricted nonresident guided deer tags from the 2025-2026 
season. 

• Commission Regulation 26-09 2026-2027 Restricted Nonresident 
Guided Antlered Mule Deer Seasons and Quota Any Legal Weapon 
Hunt 1235:  

• Unit Group: 011-013; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- November 5; 2026-
2027 Quota: (2) 

• Unit Group: 014; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- November 5; 2026-
2027 Quota: (1) 



 
• Unit Group: 015; 2026-2027 Season: December 11- January 1; 2026-

2027 Quota: (1) 
• Unit Group: 021; 2026-2027 Season: December 21- January 1; 2026-

2027 Quota: (1) 
• Unit Group: 022; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- November 5; 2026-

2027 Quota: (2) 
• Unit Group: 031; 2026-2027 Season: October 5-November 5; 2026-2027 

Quota: (4) 
• Unit Group: 032; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- November 5; 2026-

2027 Quota: (2) 
• Unit Group: 033; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- November 5; 2026-

2027 Quota: (1) 
• Unit Group: 034; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- November 5; 2026-

2027 Quota: (1) 
• Unit Group: 035; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- November 5; 2026-

2027 Quota: (1) 
• Unit Group: 041, 042; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- November 5; 

2026-2027 Quota: (1) 
• Unit Group: 043, 044, 046; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- November 5; 

2026-2027 Quota: (3) 
• Unit Group: 045; 2026-2027 Season: October 5-November 5; 2026-2027 

Quota: (1) 
• Unit Group: 051; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- November 5; 2026-

2027 Quota: (5) 
• Unit Group: 061, 062, 064, 066, 068 Early; 2026-2027 Season: October 

5- October 20; 2026-2027 Quota: (32) 



 
• Unit Group: 061, 062, 064, 066, 068 Late; 2026-2027 Season: October 

21- November 5; 2026-2027 Quota: (4) 
• Unit Group: 065; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- November 5; 2026-

2027 Quota: (1) 
• Unit Group: 071-079, 091 Early; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- October 

20; 2026-2027 Quota: (29) 
• Unit Group: 071-079, 091 Late; 2026-2027 Season: October 21-

November 5; 2026-2027 Quota (2) 
• Unit Group: 081; 2026-2027 Season: December 11- January 1; 2026-

2027 Quota: (1) 
• Unit Group: 101-109 Early; 2026-2027 Season: October 1- October 16; 

2026-2027 Quota: (22) 
• Unit Group: 101-109 Mid; 2026-2027 Season: October 17- October 30; 

2026-2027 Quota: (23) 
• Unit Group: 101-109 Late; 2026-2027 Season: October 31-November 8; 

2026-2027 Quota: (5) 
• Unit Group: 111-113 Early; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- October 20; 

2026-2027 Quota: (6) 
• Unit Group: 111-113 Late; 2026-2027 Season: October 21- November 5; 

2026-2027 Quota: (1) 
• Unit Group: 114, 115 Early; 2026-2027 Season: October 5-October 20; 

2026-2027 Quota: (3) 
• Unit Group: 114, 115; 2026-2027 Season; October 21- November 5; 

2026-2027 Quota: (1) 
• Unit Group: 115; 2026-2027 Season: December 1- December 15; 2026-

2027 Quota: (1) 



 
• Unit Group: 121 Early; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- October 20; 2026-

2027 Quota: (2) 
• Unit Group: 121 Late; 2026-2027 Season October 21- November 5; 

2026-2027 Quota: (1) 
• Unit Group: 131-134 Early; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- October 20; 

2026-2027 Quota: (2) 
• Unit Group: 131-134 Late; 2026-2027 Season: October 21- November 5; 

2026-2027 Quota: (1) 
• Unit Group: 141-145 Early; 2026-2027 Season: October 5 – October 20; 

2026-2027 Quota: (14) 
• Unit Group: 141-145 Late; 2026-2027 Season: October 21- November 5; 

2026-2027 Quota: (2) 
• Unit Group: 151-156 Early; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- October 20; 

2026-2027 Quota: (14) 
• Unit 151-156 Late; 2026-2027 Season: October 21- November 5; 2026-

2027 Quota: (2) 
• Unit Group: 161-164 Early; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- October 20; 

2026-2027 Quota: (6) 
• Unit Group: 161-164 Late; 2026-2027 Season: October 21-November 5; 

2026-2027 Quota: (1) 
• Unit Group: 171-173 Early; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- October 16; 

2026-2027 Quota: (10) 
• Unit Group: 171-173 Mid; 2026-2027 Season: October 17- October 30; 

2026-2027 Quota: (7) 
• Unit Group: 171-173 Late; 2026-2027 Season: October 31-November 8; 

2026-2027 Quota: (2) 



 
• Unit Group: 181-184; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- November 5; 2026-

2027 Quota: (6) 
• Unit Group: 192; 2026-2027 Season: November 5- November 30; 2026-

2027 Quota: (2) 
• Unit Group: 194, 196; 2026-2027 Season: November 5- November 30; 

2026-2027 Quota: (1) 
• Unit Group: 195; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- November 2; 2026-

2027 Quota: (1) 
• Unit 201, 204; 2026-2027 Season: November 5 – November 30; 2026-

2027 Quota: (1) 
• Unit 202, 205-208; 2026-2027 Season: November 5- November 30; 

2026-2027 Quota: (2) 
• Unit 203A; 2026-2027 Season: November 5- November 30; 2026-2027 

Quota: (2) 
• Unit 211-213; 2026-2027 Season: November 5- November 30; 2026-

2027 Quota: (2) 
• Unit 221-223 Early; 2026-2027 Season: October 5-October 20; 2026-

2027 Quota: (4) 
• Unit 221-223 Late; 2026-2027 Season: October 21-November 5; 2026-

2027 Quota: (1) 
• Unit 231; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- October 5- October 31; 2026-

2027 Quota: (3) 
• Unit 241-245; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- November 2; 2026-2027 

Quota: (2) 
• Unit 251-254; 2026-2027 Season: October 5- November 2; 2026-2027 

Quota: (1) 



 
• Unit 261-268; 2026-2027 Season: November 5- November 30; 2026-

2027 Quota: (2) 
• Unit 271, 272; 2026-2027 Season: November 5- November 30; 2026-

2027 Quota: (1) 
• Unit 291; 2026-2027 Season: November 5 – November 30; 2026-2027 

Quota: (2)  
• Total= 254 
• A = Special restrictions apply see NAC 503.170. 
• (Jim Crim, representing Pershing County (CABMW) County Advisory 

Board to Manage Wildlife): He stated that his CAB felt that the 
Restricted Non-Resident Guided Mule Deer program should be 
eliminated, and gave acknowledgment that this program was written 
into Nevada Revised Statue.  He felt that low deer population lowered 
probability of an award of deer tag and non-residents should enter 
general draw.  He felt the program subsidized guides. 

• Commissioner Mario Walther moved to approve Commission 
Regulation 26-09, 2026-2027 Restricted Non-Resident Guided Mule 
Deer Seasons and Quotas as presented. 

• Vice Chairman Paul Young seconded the motion. 
• Motion passes 9-0. 
• Future Commission Meetings and Commission Committee 

Assignments (For possible action)- The next Commission meeting is 
scheduled for March 13 and 14, 2026 in Boulder City.  The Commission 
will review and discuss potential agenda items for that meeting.  The 
Commission may change the date, time, and meeting location at this 
time.  The Chairman may designate and adjust committee assignments 



 
and add or dissolve committees, as necessary at this time.  Any 
anticipated committee meetings that may occur prior to the next 
Commission meeting may be discussed. 

• Future agenda items include the draft Fiscal Year 2027 Predation 
Management Plan, the 2026 Waterfowl Seasons and Limits, a report on 
the petition by Mr. Joe Krathwohl, Commission General Regulation 516, 
Revisions Related to Boating, Commission General Regulation 517, 
Rage Scopes, Commission General Regulation 526, Thermal 
Equipment, Commission General Regulation 527, Salvage Permits, 
Commission General Regulation 529, Disability Permit Revisions, 
Commission General Regulation 530, Master Guide and Sub-guide 
Revisions, Commission General Regulation committee reports and a 
potential field tour. 

• Public Comment Period (Informational)-Public comment will be 
limited to three minutes.  No action can be taken by the Commission at 
this time; any item requiring Commission action may be scheduled on a 
future Commission agenda.  People making comments are asked to 
begin by stating their name for the record. 

• (Cathy Smith, member of the public): She congratulated the 
Commission for ousting Dave and eliminating discourse around 
predators.  She explained that this is what Commission wanted and if 
desired to do so, the meeting could be quicker unless there was a 
discussion around ungulates they hunted or cared about.  She 
explained she did not understand why these meetings were held when 
they were having backdoor discussions and ignoring opinion of the 
public.  She asked them to think about where the Commission was 



 
going by not giving the public respect for acknowledgement or 
discussing their comments. 

• (Stephaine Myers, member of the public): She stated the following 
comments verbatim: “ I would like to remind the Commission of one of 
the recommendations from The Relevancy Roadmap of 2019 from the 
Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies: “Agency leaders and 
governing bodies…(such as yourselves)… need to demonstrate 
commitments to being more inclusive of diverse perspectives and 
interests in fish, wildlife, their habitats and outdoor reaction activities.  
An agency’s public trust responsibility extends to all members of 
current and future generations.  Leaders must set the example and 
expectation that the agency will engage and serve broader 
constituencies.” 

• (Fred Voltz, member of the public): He stated the following comments 
verbatim: “Three subjects brought up in initial public comment during 
yesterday’s session warrant additional comment.  Ms. Orloff accurately 
cited the need for public comment received by email and physical 
letters to the Commission to be appended to the meeting minutes.  This 
is standard practice at most state boards and commissions, as well as 
the legislature.  Their absences give the appearance that the 
Department and commission are fearful for interested Nevadans seeing 
the overall level of support or opposition to any given agenda issue.  The 
Clark CAB representative unwittingly brought up a salient point 
concerning the number of predators killed in Commission-sponsored 
initiatives.  In subsequent comments by the predator biologist of his FY 
2027 draft killing plan, he indicated no numbers killed in previous 



 
projects, no objectives for the proposed projects, nor any costs 
expressed on a per dead animal basis.  How can any initiative be 
measured for efficacy if there are no goals, no tangible results, and no 
cost per dead body?  Lastly, while one of the killing contest proponents 
provided selective observations and facts about a recent contest at an 
undisclosed location, what happened to the killed animals?  Were they 
dumped as though they were trash, indicating wanton waste?  With two 
game wardens present, and the sparse number on duty across 110,000 
square miles, one would expect they or the sponsors would have 
collected a body count of the victims?  Was this done?  What’s the 
number?  How much money was expended by NDOW vs. new revenue, 
the direct result of this contest?  Has NDOW sent its biologists to the 
hunt area to measure and study the biological impacts of creating an 
instant vacuum by indiscriminately removing a likely large number of 
one species?  Where is science?  Where is the management?” 

• (Robyn Orloff, member of the public)- She requested that the 
Department make all public comments received by the Commission 
available for transparency. 

• The Nevada Board of Wildlife Commission meeting adjourned at 10:42 
a.m. 

• Support material provided and posted to the NDOW website, and 
updates to support material will be posted at Commission Meeting-
January 23 and 24, 2026-Nevada Department of Wildlife Support 
material for this meeting may be requested from the Recording 
Secretary at (775) 688-1599 or wildcommission@ndow.org.  In 
accordance with NRS 241.020 this agenda closes three days prior to the 
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meeting Commission Meeting-January 23 and 24, 2026-Nevada 
Department of Wildlife. 

• Notice to the Public: Nevada Department of Wildlife receives Federal 
Aid in Fish and/or Wildlife Restoration.  The U.S. Department of the 
Interior prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, national 
origin, age, gender, or disability.  Individuals with hearing impairment 
may contact the Department at (775) 688-1500 via a text telephone 
(TYY) telecommunications device by first calling the State of Nevada 
Relay Operator at 1-800-326-6868.  Disabled individuals in need of 
special services should contact the Department prior to the meeting at 
(775) 688-1599 or wildlifecommisison@ndow.org.  
 

 

 

•                       
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