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In the County Court of the State of Oregon for Harney County
Minutes of the County Court
June 3, 2015

The Harney County Court convened in Judge Steven E. Grasty's office at 10 a.m. on
Thursday, June 3, 2015. Members attending were Judge Steve Grasty, and
Commissioner Pete Runnels and Commissioner Dan Nichols. Also attending were Eric
Drushella, Roadmaster; Tammy Johnston, Deputy Clerk; Tom Sharp, retiring
Emergency Preparedness Coordinator; Loren Emang, new Emergency Preparedness
Coordinator; Brandon McMullen, Harney County Planning Director; Bryce Mertz, GIS
Coordinator; Julie Burri, Harney County Home Health/Hospice Director; Jeremy
Pointere, IT Manager; Tim Colahan, County Counsel; Nellie Franklin, Harney County
Treasurer; Terri Hellbusch, Harney County Budget Board Member; and Fred Flippence,
Harney County Library Foundation;

Others in attendance included and Steve Howe, Burns Times Herald; Chris Siegner,

Symmetry Care; Brent Beverly, Harney Electric; Mary Ausmus; Barbara Cannady;
Susan Christensen, DEQ;

Judge Grasty led all in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Commissioner Runnels made a motion to approve County Court minutes from May 6,
2015, and Budget Committee from May 13, 2015, seconded by Commissioner Nichols,
with no further discussion the motion carried unanimously.

Opportunity for Public Comment

Mary Ausmus presented a letter to the Court regarding County weed spraying near her
home. Judge Grasty advised her she can sign a contract with the weed department to
maintain her own weeds in front of her home and he will have one of the weed
department employees stop by to speak with her about her concerns.




Voucher Approval

Old Business

Update on Sage Grouse

Judge Grasty discussed three topics continuing on in regards to the Sage Grouse:

1) State process of administrative rule for land use, final meeting was June 2, 2015; 2)
State administrative rule process for ODF&W, final meeting was June 1, 2015; and 3)
the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) was released by BLM. A lengthy
discussed occurred regarding the FEIS.

Judge Grasty discussed the eight (8) items to be accomplished and believes six (6)
have been completed: 1) Ag practices should be exempt, 2) new rule at LCDC or ADFW
should be area specific, 3) counties should be involved at all levels including a vote in
decision-making processes that impact the communities economically and/or socially, 4)
counties will agree to Avoid-Minimize-Mitigate only with the following criteria; clear
definition of terms, clear understanding of mapping and county involvement to establish
original boundaries and changes, standards set for a time certain period to assure
county’s ability to make decisions into the future, mitigation costs shall not apply to
residential or ag, and clear establishment of areas to be considered (i.e. core only, low
density, etc.) — area within 3.1 miles of a lack, 5) land owners shall be compensated for
being disallowed to develop or for being paced into designation prohibiting/limiting
development, 6) power lines shall be exempt from consideration of disturbance, 7) if
sage grouse is ever “delisted/recovers” all this goes off the table otherwise a rule of no
application would remain on the books, and 8) definition of terms. Judge Grasty will be
requesting written acknowledgment of this statement so it can be documented for the

future. He will present a draft of the statement at the next County Court meeting for
review.

New Business
Review of the internet wiring in the courthouse

Jeremy Pointere presented the Court with maps of the locations of the Internet wiring in
the courthouse.

Julie Burri, Home Health/Hospice Director, with an update on their program
Per Medicare guidelines, Julie Burri gave the 2015 Hospice Update. She reviewed
program numbers, most common diagnosis, QAPI, and budget.

Discussion regarding Developmentally Disabled (DD) program contract

Chris Siegner, Director at Symmetry Care, discussed the resumption of DD care to his
organization. Judge Grasty suggested the contract and resolution sub-contracting
developmental disability services to Symmetry Care, Inc., be reviewed and signed at the
next County Court meeting. Chris Siegner, Director of Symmetry Care, stated the
contract is due by July 1, 2015.

Fred Flippence with an update on the Library Foundation
Fred Flippence provided the Court with the statement of changes in fund balance,
October 1 through December 31, 2014, for the Harney County Library Claire McGill
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Luce Endowment Fund of the Oregon Community Foundation. He discussed the
possibility of providing library services to Harney County schools to be funded by grants,
repairs to the concrete heat strip and steps in front of the library, and other community
outreach programs.

Tom Sharp with updates on the County Emergency Management and to introduce
his replacement, Loren Emang

Tom Sharp introduced his replacement, Loren Emang. He then discussed drought
declarations, fire season preparation, FY14 State Homeland Security Program grant
project, Phase 1 Harney County Interoperable Communication System Needs
Assessment, and Emergency Public Alert System demonstration on June 5" at 10:00
am.

Signing of Bargain & Sale Deeds for County Property sold at auction recently

A motion was made by Commissioner Nichols to sign the three bargain and sale deeds,
seconded by Commissioner Runnels, with no further discussion the motion carried
unanimously. The deeds were given to the County Clerk for recording.

Budget Hearing to approve the 2015-2016 Budget

Judge Grasty reviewed with the Court the changes made to the budget from the
information provided from the previous budget board meeting minutes. Commissioner
Nichols made a motion to accept the budget as proposed with the changes discussed,
seconded by Terri Hellbusch, with no further discussion the motion carried unanimously.
Commissioner Runnels made a motion to levy the tax at the permanent tax rate,
seconded by Commissioner Nichals, with no further discussion the motion carried
unanimously. Reference document: LB-1 Notice of Budget Hearing.

Appeal BLM Comprehensive Recreation Plan, Environmental Assessment
Judge Grasty discussed the plan with the Court.

Harney County’s Proposal for Imposition of Limited Injunctive Relief
Judge Grasty discussed proposal with the Court.

Correspondence to Review

BLM, Vale District — Wild horse gather plan for the Cold Springs herd management
area.

Jerome Perez, BLM State Director — request to extend the review period for the Sage
Grouse FEIS

BLM - Kiger mustang
Aquatic restoration project decision notice
BLM, Vale District — Completed environmental assessment along Soldier Creek Road

BLM, Vale District — Settlement of a land occupancy trespass



Late Items

None

Scheduling

Next County Court meeting scheduled for June 17, 2015 at 10:00 a.m.

General Deliberation by the Court (no decisions will be made)

Adjournment

Recessed at 12:10 pm and reconvened at 1:30 p.m. for Budget Hearing to approve the
2015-2016 budget and complete meeting agenda items. There being no further
business, the meeting was adjourned at 2:10 pm.

Respectfully Submitted,

Tammy Johnston
Deputy Clerk



HARNEY COUNTY COURT MEETING
Harney County Courthouse
Time: 10:00 a.m. Date: June 3, 2015

AGENDA

‘.

HARNEY COUNTY

A) Minutes
NOTE: Agenda items without a
B) Voucher Approval specific time slot may be rearranged
in order to make the best use of
C) Opportunity for Public Comment available time.

D) Old Business
1) Sage Grouse update (BLM News Release).

E) New Business
1) Review of the internet wiring in the court house.

2) 10:15 a.m., Julie Burri, Home Health/Hospice Director, with an update on their programs.
3) 10:30 a.m., Fred Flippence with an update on the Library Foundation.

4) 11:00 a.m., Tom Sharp with updates for County Emergency Management and to introduce
his replacement, Loren Emang.

5) 11:15 am. Discussion regarding Developmentally Disabled program contract.
6) Signing of Bargain & Sale Deeds for County Property sold at auction recently.
7) Appeal BLM Comprehensive Recreation Plan, Environmental Assessment.

8) Harney County's Proposal For Imposition of Limited Injunctive Relief.

9) Review of water use request.

10)1:30 p.m., Budget Hearing to approve the 2015-2016 budget.
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F) Correspondence to Review

1) BLM Vale District - Wild horse gather plan for the Cold Springs herd management area.

2) Jerome Perez, BLM State Director - request to extend the review period for the Sage
Grouse FEIS.

3) BLM - Kiger Mustang
4) Aquatic Restoration Project Decision Notice.
5) BLM, Vale District - Completed environmental Assessment along Solider Creek Road.
6) BLM, Vale District - Settlement of a land occupancy trespass.
6) Scheduling
H) Late Items
I) General Deliberation by the Court (no decisions will be made)

J) Adjournment

Page 2 of 2
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BLM NEWS RELEASE

U.S. Department of the Interior « Bureau of Land Management » Washington, D.C., Office » 1849 C Street N.W. « Washington, D.C.

Bureau of Land Management Contact: Jeff Clark
For release: (503-808-6028)

BLM Plans for Public Lands in Oregon Provide for
Greater Sage-Grouse Protection, Balanced Development

Portland— Today the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) released final environmental reviews
for land use plans in Oregon that will help to conserve greater sage-grouse habitat and support
sustainable economic development. The land management plans, developed during the past three
years in partnership with the state and with input from local partners, will benefit wildlife,
outdoor recreation, ranching and other traditional land uses that rely on a healthy sagebrush
landscape.

The updated Oregon plan is an essential element of an unprecedented and proactive strategy to
respond to the deteriorating health of the American West’s sagebrush landscapes and declining
population of the greater sage-grouse, a ground-dwelling bird under consideration by the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) for protection under the Endangered Species Act (ESA).

The collaborative federal-state effort includes three key elements to conserve the sagebrush
landscape, which faces threats from fire, invasive species and encroaching development: a
comprehensive strategy to fight rangeland fire, strong conservation plans for federal public lands,
and conservation actions on state and private lands.

“The West is rapidly changing — with increasingly intense wildfires, invasive species and
development altering the sagebrush landscape and threatening wildlife, ranching and our outdoor
heritage,” said Secretary of the Interior Sally Jewell. “As land managers of two-thirds of greater
sage-grouse habitat, we have a responsibility to take action that ensures a bright future for
wildlife and a thriving western economy. Together with conservation efforts from states and
private landowners, we are laying an important foundation to save the disappearing sagebrush
landscape of the American West.”

"Federal and state governments and private landowners recognize that a healthy sagebrush
landscape means a healthy western economy,” said Secretary of Agriculture Tom Vilsack. “We
are working with local partners to design innovative, long-term conservation plans. Together, we
can put effective conservation measures in place that not only benefit the greater sage-grouse,
but also preserve the western way of life, help improve grazing lands and bolster rural
economies.”

The final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will guide land management on BLM-
administered surface land in Oregon. The final EIS is the result of a robust, multi-year public



process, including public scoping sessions, public meetings and public comment periods on the
"draft EIS. The plans are now undergoing a 60-day Governor’s Consistency Review period and
concurrent 30-day protest period, after which Records of Decisions will be signed.

The plans address issues identified by the Service in a 2010 determination that found the greater
sage-grouse was deserving of protection under the ESA due to the inadequacy of regulatory
protections to prevent further sagebrush habitat fragmentation, placing the bird in danger of
extinction. Federal protection was deferred because of higher priorities; however, the Service is
required to revisit the determination by September 30, 2015.

With the shared goal of taking actions to avoid the need to list the bird, in 2011, then-Secretary
Ken Salazar and western governors, led by Wyoming Governor Matt Mead and Colorado
Governor John Hickenlooper, formed the Sage-Grouse Task Force to develop a cooperative
approach to conserving the species across the West.

The plans provide a layered management approach that offers the highest level of protection in
the most valuable habitat, known as Priority Habitat Management Areas. Within priority habitat,
the plans seek to limit or eliminate new surface disturbance, particularly in Sagebrush Focal
Areas, identified by the Service as “stronghold” areas essential for the species’ survival. The
plans seek to minimize disturbance in General Habitat Management Areas, which are lands that
require some special management to sustain greater sage-grouse populations, but are not
considered as important as priority habitat.

In Oregon, the plans identify 5.6 million acres as general habitat and 4.5 million acres as priority
habitat. Within priority habitat, 1.9 million acres have been identified as Sagebrush Focal Areas.

Historic Sage-grouse habitat encompassed 17.7 million acres in Oregon prior to Euro- American
settlement. Currently, sage-grouse occupy 14-15 million acres in Oregon which is approximately
80% of their historic distribution. About 70% of the current sage-grouse distribution occurs on
lands administered by BLM.

“We will continue to work with our state and local partners with the shared goal of establishing
strong science-based management and conservation commitments across the range of the bird
that allow the Fish and Wildlife Service to conclude the protections of the Endangered Species

Act are not needed for the greater sage-grouse,” said Jerome E. Perez, Oregon and Washington
BLM State Director.

Importantly, the plans honor all valid, existing rights, including those for oil and gas
development, renewable energy, rights-of-way, locatable minerals, and other permitted projects.
The plan measures only apply to BLM and USFS-managed lands and minerals.

Over the last four years, USDA’s Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) and its
partners in the Sage-Grouse Initiative have worked with more than 1,100 private landowners to
restore 4.4 million acres of habitat for sage-grouse while maintaining working landscapes.



More than 350 other species rely on a healthy sagebrush habitat, including elk, mule deer,
pronghorn and golden eagles. Greater sage-grouse habitat currently covers 165 million acres
across 11 states in the West, representing a loss of 56 percent of the species’ historic range. At
one time, the greater sage-grouse population likely numbered in the millions, but is estimated to
have dwindled to 200,000 to 500,000 birds range-wide.

BLM Resource Management Plans guide future land management actions and subsequent site-
specific implementation decisions. These decisions establish the desired outcomes of resource
management and the measures needed to achieve these goals and objectives.

The final EIS incorporates Resource Management Plan Revisions the Burns, Lakeview,
Prineville and Vale District Offices. The BLM worked with cooperating agencies and the State
of Oregon to develop the range of alternatives analyzed and to develop the final EIS.

The Oregon Proposed Plan Amendment/FEIS is available at the BLM’s Portland, Oregon State
Office and on the project website: www.blm.gov/sagegrouse.

Any person who participated in the planning process for this proposed plan and has an interest
which is or may be adversely affected by the plan, may protest approval of this proposed plan
during the 30-day protest period. The protest period runs through June 29, 2015. Submit protest
issues using the following methods:

Regular Mail: Overnight Delivery:

BLM Director (210) BLM Director (210)

Attention: Protest Coordinator Attention: Protest Coordinator
P.O. Box 71383 20 M Street SE, Room 2134LM

Washington, D.C. 20024-1383 Washington, D.C. 20003

The BLM manages more than 245 million acres of public land, the most of any Federal agency. This land, known as
the National System of Public Lands, is primarily located in 12 Western states, including Alaska. The BLM also
administers 700 million acres of sub-surface mineral estate throughout the nation. The BLM's mission is to manage
and conserve the public lands for the use and enjoyment of present and future generations under our mandate of
multiple-use and sustained yield. In Fiscal Year 2014, the BLM generated $5.2 billion in receipts from public lands.

Hi#



Oregon
Facts and Figures for BLM Conservation Plans for Greater Sage-Grouse

About the plans: The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) is amending land use plans in Oregon
to address threats to the greater sage-grouse and its habitat such that protections under the
Endangered Species Act are no longer warranted. The BLM plan provides a layered management
approach that focus protections on priority areas identified by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
where additional loss of habitat would reduce long-term viability of sage-grouse populations.

Management of Greater Sage-Grouse Habitat
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Definitions:
¢ Priority Habitat Management Areas (PHMA)
o Definition: BLM administered lands identified as having the highest value to
maintaining sustainable greater sage-grouse populations. Priority habitat closely tracks
Priority Areas for Conservation (PACs), identified in the Conservation Objectives Team
report and based on state-mapped key greater sage-grouse habitats.
o Management approach: The plans seek to limit or eliminate new surface disturbance.
» Sagebrush Focal Areas (SFA)
o Definition: Areas within priority habitat that have been identified by the Service as
“stronghold” areas essential for the species’ survival.
o Management approach: The plans offer the highest protections in these anchor areas,
seeking to limit or eliminate new surface disturbance.
* General Habitat Management Areas (GHMA)
o Definition: BLM administered lands where special management would apply to sustain
greater sage-grouse populations, but that are not as important as priority habitat.
o Management approach: The plans seek to minimize disturbance.

Habitat Management Areas in Oregon in Final Proposed Plan

Area Acres Percent of Oregon
State of Oregon 63,018,240 100%
BLM planning area 12,584,300 20%
PHMA 4,547,000 7%
SFA (within PHMA) 1,929,580 3%
GHMA 53,628,600 9%

Current Development - Statistics below demonstrate the extent to which federally managed
Priority Habitat Management Areas have existing energy development. The plans recognize all
valid, existing rights.
* Overall: Approximately 13% of PHMAs on federal lands and minerals are covered by
existing leases and ROWs for coal, oil and gas, solar and wind energy.
* Oil and Gas Leases: Less than 1% of PHMAs on federal lands and minerals are leased,
with none of these held by production.
Coal Leases: There are no coal leases in PHMASs on federal lands.

* Solar Rights Of Ways (ROW): There are no approved solar ROWs in PHMAs on federal
lands.

* Wind ROWs: Approximately 13% of PHMAs on federal lands are covered by approved
wind ROWs.



Energy potential within priority habitat - Statistics below depict the amount of energy potential
estimated to exist within federally managed Priority Habitat Management Areas.
s Oil: 100% of federal lands and minerals within PHMAs have low oil potential.
e Natural Gas: 100% of federal lands and minerals within PHMAs have low natural gas
potential.
e  Wind: Approximately 98% of federal lands within PHMAs are in low to medium wind
speed categories.

Energy potential outside of priority habitat — Statistics below depict the amount of energy
potential estimated to exist outside of federally managed Priority Habitat Management Areas.
e QOil: No lands have medium to high natural gas potential within the state.
e Natural Gas: No lands have medium to high natural gas potential within the state.
e Wind: Approximately 90% of lands in the high wind speed category within the state are
outside of federal lands within PHMAs.

Hard Rock Mining Locations (A surrogate for hard rock mineral potential) outside of
Sagebrush Focal Areas - Approximately 99% of hard rock mining locations within the state occur
outside of federal lands and minerals within SFAs.



Analysis Details
PHMAs are summarized in this document for all topics except for mineral potential, which refer to SFAs. The extent of

this analysis was defined by the area within the political state boundaries and the surface or subsurface estate as
applicable to the subject as follows:

1.

(%)

Oil, Gas, Coal and Minerals related analyses were limited to the federal subsurface estate within PHMA for
MT, ND, SD, WY, CO, UT, and portions of ID. The federal surface estate (including BIA lands) was used as
a surrogate for subsurface estate within PHMA for NV, CA, Northern ID and OR. Total oil and gas potential
includes all lands within the political state boundaries.

Wind analysis was limited to the federal surface estate (including BIA lands) within PHMA and total potential
for all lands within the political state boundaries.

Solar PEIS analysis extent was determined by the initial study, which included BLM administered lands within
the political states of CA, NV, UT, CO, AZ, and NM. Only CA, CO, NV, and UT are summarized in these
statistics.

Data Sources

1.

Oil and Gas Potential: Inventory of Onshore Federal Oil and Natural Gas Resources and Restrictions to Their
Development - Phase III Inventory — Onshore United States 2008. Detailed analysis was performed i in defined
basins, with an extrapolation model applied to all other areas.

Solar PEIS Land Use Allocations: Downloaded from http://solareis.anl.cov/maps/gis/index,cfin and
modified for analysis by the Wildlife Habitat Spatial Analysis Lab with input from Argonne National
Laboratory in April 2015.

Wind data: AWS Truepower, LLC acquired from the BLM.

Metallic Mineral (Hard-Rock) Locations: Extracted from the USGS Mineral Resource Data System (2012)
database.

Oil and Gas Leases, Coal Leases, Wind & Solar ROWs: BLM submissions compiled by the Wildlife
Habitat Spatial Analysis Lab in 2012.




HARNEY COUNTY HOME HEALTH AND HOSPICE L

415 North Fairview Ave.
Burns, OR 97720
(541)- 573-8360

Hospice Update 2015 — County Court

Program Numbers
Yearly Census: 22/34

Most Common Diagnosis
Malignant Neoplasm/Cancer (28)
Dementia (12)
COPD (9)
CHF (6)
Liver Disease (4)

Mandatory — Medicare
Symptom Management
o Pain
o Shortness of Breath
o Bowel Care
Spiritual Care
CAHPS Exemption
Data — pool too small

Budget

e Payment structure change coming




THE OREGON
COMMUNITY
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Here for Oregon. Here for Good.

FOUNDATION To Fred Flippence

Harney County Library Foundaticn

Harney County Library Claire McGill Luce Endowment Fund of The Oregon

Community Foundation

Statement of Changes in Fund Balance
October 1, 2014 through December 31, 2014

Current Period Activity

Beginning Balance
interest and Dividend Income
Realized Gain/(L.oss) on Investments
Unrealized Gain/(Loss) o Investments
Investment Management Expense
Net Investment Return

Contributions
Other Income
Repayments
Total Fund Additions

Distributions Paid
OCF Fee
Legal Fees
Broker Fees
Other Expenses
Total Expenses

Fund Transfers

Ending Balance

Pending Transactions
Distributions Approved, Unpaid

Fund Expernises, Unpaid
Net Ending Balance

Amount Available for Distributions

For questions about this statement please contact Valarie Rundguist 503 552 3510 vrundquist@oragoncf org

$2,068,920.75

9,80:0 46
17,753 02
(47,281 50}
(2,115.36)
(21,943 78)
000

000
000

000

200
(1,80 26)
0.00
0.00
000

(1,801).26)

000

2,0451:6.71

0 00

900

$2,045116.71

$86,115

Detalled investment return information i1s available on OCF website (www cregoncf org)



IN THE COUNTY COURT FOR THE STATE OF OREGON
FOR THE COUNTY OF HARNEY

In the Matter of Sub-Contracting )
Developmental Disability Services )
To Symmetry Care, Inc. ) RESOLUTION #

)

This matter having come before the Harney County Court sitting in regular session for the
transaction of business on the day of June, 2015.

WHEREAS, Harney County entered into an Intergovernmental Agreement with the State of
Oregon for the financing of community Developmental Disability Services for 2015-17; and

WHEREAS, this is an extensive agreement which will require periodic amendments during the
2015-2017 biennium; and

WHEREAS, the Harney County Judge is the administrator for the programs funded by this
agreement and is in the best position to monitor and negotiate with the State regarding any
amendments; and

WHEREAS, Harney County has sub-contracted with Symmetry Care, Inc., to provide all
Developmental Disability Services; now

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that Chris Siegner, Director, Symmetry Care, Inc., is
authorized to administer the 2015-2017 Intergovernmental Agreement for the financing of
community Developmental Disability Services, to include:
1. Steve Grasty, Harney County Judge, is hereby authorized to amend the Financial
Assistance Award and the Service Element Prior Authorization, on behalf of Harney
County, by execution and delivery of amendments to the Agreement in the name of
Harney County in a hard copy or, with respect to the Service Element Prior
Authorization only, through electronic acceptance of SEPA Adjustments eXPRS;
2. Chris Siegner, Director, Symmetry Care, and/or Melodi Molt, Finance Director,
Symmetry Care, are given authority to authorize eXPRS access for their entity.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF we have hereunto signed our names a members of the County Court
of the County of Harney, Oregon this day of June, 2015.

HARNEY COUNTY COURT

Steven E. Grasty, Judge

Dan Nichols, Commissioner

Peter Runnels, Commissioner
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3 HC Emergency Management
HARNEY COUNTY
S

New County Employee - Loren Emang assumes County Emergency Management and Public
Health Emergency Preparedness functions July 15t. (Tom Sharp retires)

Drought Declarations — 15 Oregon counties have now declared Drought Emergencies.

Fire Season Preparations:
~ BLM Spring Wildfire Coordination Meeting for BIFZ and RFPA Cooperators
— ODF State RFPA Summit Meeting held at Burns-Paiute Tribe Gathering Place

— Dept of Interior assisted county requests to provide additional JETA Fuel Storage capacity at Burns
Municipal Airport to support Fire Season AirOps

* 1-2,400 Gallon Fuel Tender addition
* 1-6,000 Gallon Fuel Tender addition (transported from Wright-Patterson Air Force Base in
Dayton, OH)
FY14 State Homeland Security Program grant project ($56,000) being completed this month
for the Burns Fire Department assigned CBRNE/Hazmat Truck and Trailer equipment project.

FY15 State Homeland Security Program pre-award notification received for Phase 1 Harney
County Interoperable Communications System Needs Assessment (a $69,000 grant award for
Day Wireless professional services beginning after October 1, 2015).

Emergency Public Alert System vendor demo presentation this Friday at 10:00 AM in Harney
County Courthouse Basement meeting room.



BARGAIN AND SALE DEED

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS that HARNEY COUNTY, a political
subdivision, hereinafter called Grantor, for the Consideration hereinafter stated; does
hereby grant, bargain, sell and convey unto Bell A Ranch, hereinafter called Grantee, the
following described real property situated, in the County of Harney, State of Oregon,

described as follows, to wit:

ACCOUNT #23559

T25S.,R33E., WM. TL 7100

LAND IN HARNEY COUNTY, OREGON, AS FOLLOWS: IN TOWNSHIP 25 S..
RANGE 33 E.,W.M. SECTION 18: SE1/4

RESERVING TO THE COUNTY OF HARNEY all gas, oil and mineral rights,
geothermal or other energy sources, and right for County road right of way,
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same unto said Grantee and Grantee’s heirs,

successors and assigns, forever. The true and actual consideration for this transfer is
$42,000.00.

BEFORE SIGNING or accepting this instrument, the person transferring fee title
should inquire about the person’s rights, if any, under ORS 195.300, 195.301 and 195.305
to 195.336 and sections 5 to 11, Chapter 424, Oregon Laws 2007, and Sections 2 to 9 and
17, Chapter 855, Oregon Laws 2009 and Sections 2 to 7, Chapter 8, Oregon Laws 2010.
This instrument does not allow use of the property described in this instrument in violation
of applicable land use laws and regulations. Before signing or accepting this instrument,
the person acquiring fee title to the property should check with the appropriate City or
County Planning Department to verify that the unit of land being transferred is a lawfully
established lot or parcel, as defined in ORS 92.010 or 215.010, to verify the approved uses

of the lot or parcel, to determine any limits on lawsuits against farming or forest practices,
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as defined in ORS 30.930, and to inquire about the rights of neighboring property owners, if
any, under ORS 195.300, 195.301 and 195.305 to 195.336 and Sections 5to 11, Chapter
424, Oregon Laws 2007, Sections 2 to 9 and 17, Chapter 855, Oregon Laws 2009 and
Sections 2 to 7, Chapter 8, Oregon Laws 2010.

DATED this 3 day of June 2015.

HARNEY COUNTY COURT

Dan Nichols, County Commissioner

Steven E. Grasty, Judge Pete Runnels, County Commissioner

STATE OF OREGON )
) ss.
County of Harney )

PERSONALLY APPEARED before me the above county officials and acknowledged
the foregoing to be their voluntary act, and the seal affixed hereto is the seal of the Harney
County Court, and this Bargain and Sale Deed was signed and sealed on behalf of
HARNEY COUNTY, by authority of its County Court, on the 3™ day of June 2015.

Tamara S. Johnston, Deputy Clerk

Until further notice, send tax statements to:

Bell A Ranch
69749 Hwy 205
Burns, Oregon 97720
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BARGAIN AND SALE DEED

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS that HARNEY COUNTY, a political
subdivision, hereinafter called Grantor, for the Consideration hereinafter stated: does
hereby grant, bargain, sell and convey unto Davis Ranches and Farms, Inc., hereinafter
called Grantee, the following described real property situated, in the County of Harney,
State of Oregon, described as follows, to wit:

ACCOUNT #42587

T35S, R33E.,W.M. SEC 25 TL 600

LAND IN HARNEY COUNTY, OREGON, AS FOLLOWS: IN TOWNSHIP 35 S., RANGE 33
E.W.M.SECTION 25: S1/2N1/2NW1/4NW1/4

RESERVING TO THE COUNTY OF HARNEY all gas, oil and mineral rights,
geothermal or other energy sources, and right for County road right of way,

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same unto said Grantee and Grantee’s heirs,
successors and assigns, forever. The true and actual consideration for this transfer is
$3,000.00.

BEFORE SIGNING or accepting this instrument, the person transferring fee title
should inquire about the person’s rights, if any, under ORS 195.300, 195.301 and 195.305
to 195.336 and sections 5 to 11, Chapter 424, Oregon Laws 2007, and Sections 2 to 9 and
17, Chapter 855, Oregon Laws 2009 and Sections 2 to 7, Chapter 8, Oregon Laws 2010.
This instrument does not allow use of the property described in this instrument in violation
of applicable land use laws and regulations. Before signing or accepting this instrument,
the person acquiring fee title to the property should check with the appropriate City or
County Planning Department to verify that the unit of land being transferred is a lawfully
established lot or parcel, as defined in ORS 92.010 or 215.010, to verify the approved uses

of the lot or parcel, to determine any limits on lawsuits against farming or forest practices,
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as defined in ORS 30.930, and to inquire about the rights of neighboring property owners, if
any, under ORS 195.300, 195.301 and 195.305 to 195.336 and Sections 5 to 11, Chapter
424, Oregon Laws 2007, Sections 2 to 9 and 17, Chapter 855, Oregon Laws 2009 and
Sections 2 to 7, Chapter 8, Oregon Laws 2010.

DATED this 3 day of June 2015.

HARNEY COUNTY COURT

Dan Nichols, County Commissioner

Steven E. Grasty, Judge Pete Runnels, County Commissioner

STATE OF OREGON )
County of Harney )

PERSONALLY APPEARED before me the above county officials and acknowledged
the foregoing to be their voluntary act, and the seal affixed hereto is the seal of the Harney
County Court, and this Bargain and Sale Deed was signed and sealed on behalf of
HARNEY COUNTY, by authority of its County Court, on the 3™ day of June 2015.

Tamara S. Johnston, Deputy Clerk

Until further notice, send tax statements to:

Davis Ranches & Farms, Inc.
42970 Kueny Ranch Lane
Princeton, Oregon 97721

Bargain and Sale Deed / Page 2 of 2



BARGAIN AND SALE DEED

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS that HARNEY COUNTY, a political
subdivision, hereinafter called Grantor, for the Consideration hereinafter stated; does
hereby grant, bargain, sell and convey unto Pueblo Mountain Land Co., LLC, hereinafter
called Grantee, the following described real property situated, in the County of Harney,

State of Oregon, described as follows, to wit:

ACCOUNT #59089

T39S, R35E., WM. TL 1000

LAND IN HARNEY COUNTY, OREGON, AS FOLLOWS: IN TOWNSHIP 39 S., RANGE 35
E.,W.M. SECTION 22: S1/2SE1/4ANW1/4NE1/4

RESERVING TO THE COUNTY OF HARNEY all gas, oil and mineral rights,
geothermal or other energy sources, and right for County road right of way,
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same unto said Grantee and Grantee’s heirs,

successors and assigns, forever. The true and actual consideration for this transfer is
$2,700.00.

BEFORE SIGNING or accepting this instrument, the person transferring fee title
should inquire about the person’s rights, if any, under ORS 195.300, 195.301 and 195.305
to 195.336 and sections 5 to 11, Chapter 424, Oregon Laws 2007, and Sections 2 to 9 and
17, Chapter 855, Oregon Laws 2009 and Sections 2to 7, Chapter 8, Oregon Laws 2010.
This instrument does not allow use of the property described in this instrument in violation
of applicable land use laws and regulations. Before signing or accepting this instrument,
the person acquiring fee title to the property should check with the appropriate City or
County Planning Department to verify that the unit of land being transferred is a lawfully
established lot or parcel, as defined in ORS 92.010 or 215.010, to verify the approved uses

of the lot or parcel, to determine any limits on lawsuits against farming or forest practices,
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as defined in ORS 30.930, and to inquire about the rights of neighboring property owners, if
any, under ORS 195.300, 195.301 and 195.305 to 195.336 and Sections 5 to 11, Chapter
424, Oregon Laws 2007, Sections 2 to 9 and 17, Chapter 855, Oregon Laws 2009 and
Sections 2 to 7, Chapter 8, Oregon Laws 2010.

DATED this 3 day of June 2015.

HARNEY COUNTY COURT

Dan Nichols, County Commissioner

Steven E. Grasty, Judge Pete Runnels, County Commissioner

STATE OF OREGON )
) ss.
County of Harney )

PERSONALLY APPEARED before me the above county officials and acknowledged
the foregoing to be their voluntary act, and the seal affixed hereto is the seal of the Harney
County Court, and this Bargain and Sale Deed was signed and sealed on behalf of
HARNEY COUNTY, by authority of its County Court, on the 3" day of June 2015.

Tamara S. Johnston, Deputy Clerk

Until further notice, send tax statements to:

Pueblo Mountain Land Co., LLC
707 EGO0N
Rupert, idaho 83350
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FORM LB-1

NOTICE OF BUDGET HEARING

A public meeting of the Harney County Court will be held on June 17, 2015 at 9am at 450 N Buena Vista Burns, Oregon in the Harney County Court meeting room The
purpose of this meeting 1s to discuss the budget for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2015 a
18 presented below A copy of the budget may be inspected or obtained at Harney County Clerk's office, between the hours of 830 am and 5p
annual budget period  This budget was prepared on a basis of accounting that 1s the same as the preceding year

s approved by the Harney County Budget Committee A summary of the budget

m This budget is for an

Contact Steven (Steve) E Grasty, Harney County Judge

Telephone 541-573-6356

Email steve grasy@co harney or us

FINANGIAL SUMMARY - RESOURCES

TOTAL OF ALL FUNDS

Actual Amount
2013-14

Adopted Budget
This Year 2014-15

Approved Budget
Next Year 2015-16

Beginning Fund Balance/Net Working Capital

$19,568,615 00

$19,786,883 00

$21,037.995 00

Fees, Licenses, Permits, Fines, Assessments & Other Service Charges

$1,153.447 Q0

$1,089,037 00

$1,189,476 00

Federal, State and all Other Grants, Gifts, Allocations and Donations

$7,240,695 00

$5,116,304 00

$5,795,921 00

Revenue from Bonds and Other Debt $0 00 $0 00 $0 00

Interfund Transfers / Internal Service Reimbursements $592,840 00 $737,814 00 $821,665 00

All Other Resources Except Current Year Property Taxes $917,136 00 $197,300 00 $198,300 00
Current Year Property Taxes Estimated to be Received $2,146,359 00 $2,117,728 00 $2,117,728 00
Total Resources $12,050,477.00 $29,045,166.00 $31,161,085.00

FINANCIAL SUMMARY - REQUIREMENTS BY OBJECT CLASSIFICATION

Personnel Services $5,878,020 00 $6,876,546 00 $7,046,081 00
Matenals and Services $4,283,678 00 $6,022 503 00 $8,168,278 00
Capital Qutlay $600,843 00 $1,557,000 00 $1,570,857 00
Debt Service $0 00 $0 00 $0 00
interfund Transfers $592,840 00 $532,000 00 $550,500 00
Contingencies $27,261 00 $345,000 00
Special Payments $576,134 00 $1,097,856 00 $1,098,268 00
Unappropnated Ending Balance and Reserved for Future Expenditure 12,932,000 00 $14,382,000 00

Total Requirements

$11,931,516.00

$29,045,166.00

$31,161,085.00

1 FINANCIAL SUMMARY - REQUIREMENTS AND FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES (FTE) BY ORGANIZATIONAL UNIT OR PROGRAM *

Name of Organizational Unit or Program
FTE for that urit or program

Public Safety $1,915,366 00 $2,242,496 00 $2,289,890 00
FTE 32 32 32
Health & Social Services $857,289 00 $1,048,583 00 $1,072,741 00
FTE 15 15 15
County Environmental & Education $178,307 00 $210,591 00 $213,173 00
FTE 3 3 3
Roads $1,018,078 00 $1,190,884 00 $1,217,149 00
FTE 17 17 17
Government Services $1,317,174 00 $1,540,749 00 $1,574,729 DO
FTE 22 22 22
Admin $298,096 00 $349,864 00 $357,5680 00
FTE 5 5 5
Non-Departmental / Non-Program $120,788 00 $141,291 00 $144,407 00
FTE 2 2 2
Total Requirements $5,751,851.00 $6,725,470.00 $6,876,546.00
Total FTE 96 96 96

\ STATEMENT OF CHANGES IN ACTIVITIES and SOURCES OF FINANCING * |

PROPERTY TAX LEVIES
Rate or Amount imposed Rate or Amount Imposed Rate or Amount Approved
2013-14 This Year 2014-15 Next Year 2015-16
Permanent Rate Levy  (rate imit 4 5016 per $1,000} 4 5016 4 5016 4 5016

Local Option Levy

Levy For General Obligation Bonds

STATEMENT OF INDEBTEDNESS

LONG TERM DEBT

Estimated Debt Qutstanding

Estimated Debt Authonized, But

on July 1 Not Incurred on July 1
General Obiigation Bonds
QOther Bonds
Other Borrowings
Total $0 $0

* If more space s needed t0 complete any section of this form, msert ines (rows) on this sheet  You may delete blank lines

150-504-073-2 (Rev 02-14)



Dominic M. Carollo, OSB No. 093057
Email: dearollo@yockimlaw.com
Ronald S. Yockim, OSB No. 814304
Email: ryockim@yockimlaw.com
Yockim Carollo LLP

430 S.E. Main Street

P.O. Box 2456

Roseburg, Oregon 97470

Phone: (541) 957-5900

Fax: (541) 957-5923

Attorneys for Defendant- Intervenor Harney County

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF OREGON

PORTLAND DIVISION

OREGON NATURAL DESERT
ASSOCIATION,

Plaintiff,

V.

KENNY McDANIEL, BLM Burns District

Manager, et al.
Defendants,
and
HARNEY COUNTY,

Defendant-Intervenor.

Case No. 3:09-cv-00369-PK

HARNEY COUNTY’S PROPOSAL
FOR IMPOSITION OF LIMITED
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF
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Harney County offers the following proposal for the Court’s imposition of limited
injunctive relief pursuant to the Court’s Minute Order of May 22, 2015, Dki. No. 232. Harney
County offers this proposal without any concession that plaintiff (ONDA) is entitled to any
injunctive relief. Besides the fact that ONDA is not likely to succeed on the merits, Harney
County’s position is that ONDA has not established a likelihood of irreparable harm and that
accepting ONDA’s argument that BLM or Harney County has not demonstrated any
counterbalancing harms would turn the injunction standard on its head, which requires evidence
of likely irreparable harm prior to the Court even considering a balance of harm between the
parties. Moreover, there are counterbalancing harms at issue here, particularly to the
recreationalists, landowners, and grazing permittees that use the Obscure Routes at issue.

With those caveats, Harney County’s proposal for limited injunctive relief is that the
injunction be limited solely to prohibiting motorized use of the 12.84 miles of Obscure
Routes that BLM decided to close in its Decision Record for the Comprehensive Recreation
Plan, issued on April 10, 2015. The Court should allow unrestricted use of the remainder of the
Obscure Routes that were reopened under the IBLA’s September 30, 2014 decision. Further, the
Court should allow for consideration of motions to modify the injunction following the IBLA’s
ruling on Hamney County and ONDA’s pending request for a stay of the Decision Record for the
Comprehensive Recreation Plan. Some explanation for this proposal is necessary.

As was explained in Harney County’s response to ONDA’s motion for injunction, the
IBLA’s September 30, 2014 decision had the legal effect of putting the BLM’s Travel
Management Plan, the subject of this litigation, in full force and effect. Dkt. No. 225 at 6. In

other words, the IBLA’s decision had the practical effect of reopening the 36 miles of Obscure
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Routes identified and authorized for motorized travel in the Travel Management Plan. From
September 30, 2014 to today, those routes remain open.

However, an intervening event occurred on April 10, 2015 when BLM issued the
Decision Record for the Comprehensive Recreation Plan. The Decision Record for the
Comprehensive Recreation Plan modified the Travel Management Plan by: closing 12.84 miles
of Obscure Routes to all motorized use; restricting 7.41 miles of Obscure Routes to
administrative/permittee/landowner use only; designating a 1.09 mile Obscure Route as an ATV
trail; and leaving approximately 15.86 miles of Obscure Routes open for public use. Dkt. No.
224-1 at 16-20, 26. The reasons BLM gave for closing 12.84 miles of Obscure Routes were that:
“[t]he ways are no longer apparent on-the-ground and did not appear to meet any purposes such
as access to a range improvement, dispersed campsite, or vista. No viable uses were identified
during the public comment period.” Dkt. No. 224-1 at 16.

Had the BLM’s Decision Record for the Comprehensive Recreation Plan taken legal
effect on April 10, 2015, ONDA’s motion for an injunction would not be necessary for the 12.84
miles of Obscure Routes that BLM intends to close. However, Harney County and ONDA both
filed petitions for a stay of the effect of the Decision Record for the Comprehensive Recreation
Plan. Dkt. No. 230. The filing of these requests automatically stayed the effect of the BLM’s
Decision Record for the Comprehensive Recreation Plan until the IBLA rules on the stay
request, which must occur within 60 days of the date the stay requests were filed.

Due to the pending stay requests, all 36 miles of Obscure Routes authorized for
motorized travel in the Travel Management Plan remain open for motorized use. Should Harney
County’s stay request be granted, all 36 miles of Obscure Routes authorized for motorized travel

in the Travel Management Plan would remain open for motorized use pending the resolution of
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Harney County’s appeal in the IBLA. Alternatively, if Harney County’s stay request is denied,
the BLM’s decision to close 12.84 miles, and prohibit public use on an additional 7.41 miles, of
Obscure Routes would go into effect.

Within this context, Harney County’s proposal for a limited injunction is that the Court
Jimit the injunction to prohibiting motorized use of the 12.84 miles of Obscure Routes BLM
proposes to close in the Decision Record for the Comprehensive Recreation Plan. This would
Jeave the issue of whether the 7.41 miles of Obscure Routes BLM proposes to restrict to
administrative/permittee/landowner use only in the Decision Record within the IBLA’s purview
in evaluating Harney County’s request for the stay. In other words, if the Court adopted Harney
County’s limited injunction proposal, the IBLA would retain the discretion to consider whether
to grant a stay allowing for full public use and access to the 7.41 miles of Obscure Routes that
BLM limited to administrative/permittee/landowner use only.

In offering this limited injunction proposal, Harney County is not making any waiver of
any facts or issues it has challenged or raised, or will challenge or raise, in this case or in Harney
County’s IBLA appeal of the Comprehensive Recreation Plan decision. Specifically, Harney
County is not conceding that the 12.84 miles of Obscure Routes that BLM proposes to close to
all motorized use in the Decision Record for the Comprehensive Recreation Plan was lawful or
based on substantial evidence. Harney County does not concede that these routes are no longer
apparent on the landscape. However, should the Court be inclined to grant injunctive relief in
response to ONDA’s pending motion, Harney County proposed that the injunction be limited to
prohibiting use of the 12.84 miles of Obscure Routes, pending the resolution of this case on the

merits.
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Harney County understands that the federal defendants will be offering an injunction
proposal that would have the effect of enforcing the road closures and access restrictions BLM
decided to implement in the Decision Record for the Comprehensive Recreation Plan. Under
BLM’s proposal, the injunction would have the effect of prohibiting use of 12.84 miles of

Obscure  Routes, and limiting use of an  additional 7.41 miles to

administrative/permittee/landowner use only. The table below shows the options before the

Court.!
Obscure Route Designations No Harney Federal ONDA’s

Injunction | County’s Defendants’ | Request in

Proposal Proposal Motion
Routes open to public use All 36 miles | 24.36 miles” | 15.86 miles | None
Routes closed to all Use None 12.84 miles | 12.84 miles | All 36 Miles
Routes authorized for | None None 7.41 miles None
administrative/permittee/landowner
use only
Dated, this 27th day of May, 2015.
Yockim CAROLLO LLP

s/DoMINIC M. CAROLLO

Dominic Carollo OSB # 093057
Email: dcarollo@yockimlaw.com

Ronald S. Yockim, OSB No. 814304

! Harney County has no knowledge of what form of limited injunction ONDA may

propose.
2

If the IBLA denies Harney County’s request for stay, the BLM’'s proposal for

limited injunctive relief would take effect (15.86 miles open to public use)

due to the Decision Record for the Comprehensive Recreational Plan taking

full force and effect.
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OREGON
WATER
RESOURCES
DEPARTMENT

725 Summer Street NE Suite A PUBLIC NOTICE OF WATER USE REQUESTS
Salem OR 97301 May 12,2015

This notice is also available on our web page at the following address:
hitp://apps.wrd.state.or.us/apps/misc/wrd_notice_view/?notice_id=21

This publication lists agency activities requiring public notice. It also describes public comment
processes and deadlines. Types of water use requests in this week’s Public Notice include:

*

Permit Application Initial Reviews, Proposed Final Orders, and Final Orders
Applications for permits to use, store, divert or pump surface water or groundwater. Includes
applications by the state Departments of Fish & Wildlife, Environmental Quality or Parks and
Recreation for water to be used and kept in-channel.

Applications for Extensions of Time to Perfect Water Right Permits
New applications received and proposed final orders regarding requests to extend time limits to
fully develop water use projects and beneficially apply water.

Applications for Limited Licenses

Requests to use water for 5 years or less. Licenses are subordinate to other rights and may be
revoked if a use is found to injure other water right holders.

Application for Instream Lease
Application by water right holder to lease existing water rights to instream use.

Establishment of Mitigation Credits in the Deschutes Basin pursuant to OAR Chapter 690,
Division 521 (ORS 537.746)

Transfer Preliminary Determinations
Requests to change point of diversion or appropriation, place of use, and character of use upon
which the public may protest the application and Department's preliminary determination.

Transfer Applications: Temporary Transfers
Requests to temporarily change place of use and, if necessary to convey the water to the new
place of use, to temporarily change the point of diversion or appropriation.

District Permanent Transfers (ORS 540.580)
Petitions requesting transfers in place of use within a district’s boundaries.

Water Right Cancellations

Abandonment of perfected and developed water rights and requests to cancel all or a portion of
rights.

Water Management and Conservation Plans
Water management and conservation plans submitted by municipalities and agricultural water
suppliers under provisions of OAR Chapter 690, Division 86.
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* Water Management and Conservation Plan Progress Reports
Water management and conservation plan progress reports submitted by municipalities under
provisions of OAR Chapter 690, Division 86.

* New Minor Hydroelectric Application

* Aquifer Storage and Recovery (ASR) Limited Licenses
Requests for use of water in an ASR testing program for 5 years or less. Licenses
are subordinate to other rights if they are not based on use under an existing water right.

* McNulty Water People's Utility District ASR Permit

* Certificate Issuance
Included in this section is a listing of recently issued water right certificates.

The Public Notice is published each week on the Department’s web site at http:/www.wrd.state.or.us/.

If you would like to receive a free weekly notification when it is published, please send your request to
“Codi.N.Holmes@wrd.state.or.us”.
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App#:
G: Groundwater
R: Reservoir
S: Surface water
I: Instream
T: Transfer
LL: Limited License

County/Basin (See Map)

Applicant Name
Applicant Address
Sources/TRSQ40Q160
Use/Quantity

Unit of measure:

CFS: Cubic feet per second
GPM: Gallons per minute

AF: Acre-feet

Priority Date
Stage/ Status

IR: Initial Review
PFO: Proposed Final Order

How to Read the Listing

BASINS:
1. North Coast

8. Grande Ronde

2. Willamette 9. Powder

3. Sandy 10. Malheur

4. Hood 11. Owyhee

5. Deschutes 12. Malheur I..

6. John Day 13. Goose/Summer L
7. Umatilla 14. Klamath

15. Rogue

16. Umpqua
17. S. Coast
18. Mid-Coast
19. Columbia
20. Snake

Commonly used “Type of Use” abbreviations (for definitions, consult Oregon Administrative Rules 690-300):

AG: Agriculture
CR: Cranberry uses
CM: Commercial

DI, DN:Domestic including
non-commercial lawn & garden

DO: Domestic

DS: Domestic & stock
FI: Fish

FP: Fire protection
Fw: Fish & wildlife
GD: Group domestic
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GR: Groundwater recharge

GT: Geothermal

1D: Irrigation with domestic
IL: Irrigation with livestock
IM: Industrial or manufacturing
IR: Irrigation

IS: Irrigation, supplemental
LV: Livestock

LW:  Livestock & wildlife

MI: Mining

MU:
NU:

PA:

PW:
QM:

RC:

RW:

TC:
WI:

Municipal

Nursery use
Pollution abatement
Power
Quasi-municipal
Recreation

Road construction
Temperature control
Wildlife




Initial Review and Proposed Final Orders

The following pages of this notice list permit applications that the Department is evaluating for
compliance with state water law. Public participation and comment is encouraged. Opportunities for
public involvement vary according to the stage of the permit evaluation.

Ground water permit applications in the Deschutes Basin (Basin 5) may seek to provide mitigation
pursuant to the Deschutes Ground Water Mitigation Rules.

Initial Review Stage (IR)

The Department has given the applicant an initial review of water-use restrictions, water availability and
other limitations that affect the agency’s decision on whether to issue a permit. The Department
welcomes comments from interested persons, agencies and organizations on the proposed water use.
The comment deadline for initial reviews appearing in this public notice is Spm, Thursday, June
11, 2015. Although we cannot respond individually to all comments, each will be considered as the
agency makes its decision regarding proposed allocations.

Proposed Final Order Stage (PFO)

The proposed final order is the Department’s penultimate decision on the water use request. The PFO
documents the agency’s decision through specific findings, including review of comments received. If
appropriate, it includes a draft permit specifying any conditions or restrictions on the use. Persons
interested in receiving a mailed copy of a PFO must pay a statutorily-required fee of $25. (Any person
paying $25 to receive a PFO by mail will also receive a copy of the Final Order when it is issued.)
PFO’s may be viewed free of charge online at: http://apps.wrd.state,or.us/apps’wrwrinfo/. Those
disagreeing with the Department’s decision as expressed in the PFO have 45 days to file a protest.

The protest deadline for proposed final orders appearing in this public notice is Spm, Friday, June
26, 2015.

The protest filing fee is $350 for the applicants and $700 for non-applicants. Detailed requirements for
filing a protest arc included in the PFO. Persons who support the PFO may file a “standing” fee of $200
to retain the ability to participate in future proceedings relating to an application. Before participation in
a hearing is allowed, an additional $500 will be required to request to participate as a party or limited
party.

If a protest or comment deadline falls on a day that the office is closed, then the next open business day
automatically becomes the deadline date.
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Applications for Extensions of Time
to Perfect Water Right Permits filed pursuant to OAR 690-315

Consistent with OAR 690-315-0050, the Department will accept public comment on the following
extension applications until June 11, 2015. Following the comment period, the Department will
prepare and issue a proposed final order. Individuals who would like a copy of the proposed final order
may request copies by sending a request and $25 (the charge required by law). Please indicate the file
number. Copies of the proposed final order may be viewed at the Department and/or self-copied.
Individuals wishing to obtain a copy of the extension application should contact the Department by
phone or in person.

App# G-16366

Permit Number G-16037

County/Basin Klamath / Klamath (14)

Applicant Name UPPER KLAMATH FARMS
PO BOX 458

FORT KLAMATH, OR 97626
Sources/TRSQ40Q160 A WELL > WOOD RIVER / 33.00S 7.50E 19 NWNE
Use/Quantity SUPPLEMENTAL IRRIGATION / 5.540 CFS
Proposed Completion Date10/01/2016

App# G-16826

Permit Number G-16318

County/Basin Harney / Malheur Lake (12)

Applicant Name JOHN ENSZ FARMS, LLC
10606 NRD V

ULYSSES, KS 67880
Sources/TRSQ40Q160 A WELL > MALHEUR SLOUGH / 23.00S 32.50E 23 SENE
Use/Quantity IRRIGATION / 2.000 CFS
Proposed Completion Date10/01/2020

App# G-17018

Permit Number G-16586

County/Basin Washington / Willamette (2)

Applicant Name ROOFENER, DEBORAH AND JIM
PO BOX 890

CORNELIUS, OR 97113
Sources/TRSQ40Q160 A WELL > LOUSIGNONT CREEK / 1.00N 4.00W 23 SENE
Use/Quantity NURSERY USES /0.890 CFS
Proposed Completion Date10/30/2017
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OREGON
WATER
RESOURCES
DEPARTMENT

725 Summer Street NE Suite A PUBLIC NOTICE OF WATER USE REQUESTS
Salem OR 97301 May 12, 2015

Use this form to offer comments on water use requests or other items in this notice, or to order copies of
proposed and final orders. You are welcome to submit comments on a separate sheet, but please be sure
to include your name and address and reference the specific request or document that concerns you.
Please mail your comments to the address listed above.

Alternatively, you may use our new Public Comment tool available on our website. Go to our website:
http://apps.wrd.state.or.us/apps/wr/wrinfo’, and enter identifying information about the application. On
the Water Rights Information Query Results page, use the “Submit a Public Comment” link, or under
‘View all Scanned Documents’ use the “Submit a Public Comment” link.

Water Use Request Type & File Number Mail me the order
(e.g. "Permit Application G-12345" or "Transfer T-1234"): (payment enclosed)*

[ ]
[ ]
[ ]

Your Name, Address, and Phone Number:

* We are required by law to charge a fee of $25 to mail a copy of proposed and final orders on a

pending permit or permit extension applications to any interested person. Please include a check made
out to the Oregon Water Resources Department in the amount of $25 for each type of order you would
like mailed to you. This fee entitles you to also receive a copy of the final order, when issued. Copies of
proposed and final orders are also available for viewing (at no charge) at our Salem office, at the local
watermaster office, or online.
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OREGON
WATER
RESOURCES
DEPARTMENT

725 Summer Street NE Suite A PUBLIC NOTICE OF WATER USE REQUESTS
Salem OR 97301 May 19, 2015

This notice is also available on our web page at the following address:
http://apps.wrd.state.or.us/apps/misc/wrd_notice view/?notice_id=21

This publication lists agency activities requiring public notice. It also describes public comment
processes and deadlines. Types of water use requests in this week’s Public Notice include:

*

Permit Application Initial Reviews, Proposed Final Orders, and Final Orders
Applications for permits to use, store, divert or pump surface water or groundwater. Includes
applications by the state Departments of Fish & Wildlife, Environmental Quality or Parks and
Recreation for water to be used and kept in-channel.

Alternate Reservoir Applications (ORS 537.409)
Applications for storage permits for small ponds filed under a simplified review process.

Expedited Secondary Applications to Use Stored Water
Applications to use stored water exclusively, filed under a simplified review process.

Applications for Extensions of Time to Perfect Water Right Permits
New applications received and proposed final orders regarding requests to extend time limits to
fully develop water use projects and beneficially apply water.

Extension of Time Checkpoint Progress Reports filed pursuant to OAR 690-320

Documents the progress made toward development of the water use project since approval of the
last permit extension and/or the last progress report checkpoint. (OAR 690-320 pertains to permit
extension applications filed before July 1, 2001.)

Application for Instream Lease
Application by water right holder to lease existing water rights to instream use.

Transfer Preliminary Determinations
Requests to change point of diversion or appropriation, place of use, and character of use upon
which the public may protest the application and Department's preliminary determination.

Transfer Applications: Temporary Transfers
Requests to temporarily change place of use and, if necessary to convey the water to the new
place of use, to temporarily change the point of diversion or appropriation.

Transfer Applications: Permit Amendments
Requests to amend permits.

District Permanent Transfers (ORS 540.580)
Petitions requesting transfers in place of use within a district’s boundaries.
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* Water Right Cancellations

Abandonment of perfected and developed water rights and requests to cancel all or a portion of
rights.

* Aquifer Storage and Recovery (ASR) Limited Licenses
Requests for use of water in an ASR testing program for 5 years or less. Licenses
are subordinate to other rights if they are not based on use under an existing water right.

* McNulty Water People's Utility District ASR Permit

* Certificate Issuance
Included in this section is a listing of recently issued water right certificates.

The Public Notice is published each week on the Department’s web site at http://www.wrd.state.or.us/.

If you would like to receive a free weekly notification when it is published, please send your request to
“Codi.N.Holmes@wrd.state.or.us”.
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App#:
G: Groundwater
R: Reservoir
S: Surface water
I: Instream
T: Transfer
LL: Limited License

County/Basin (See Map)

Applicant Name
Applicant Address
Sources/TRSQ40Q160
Use/Quantity

Unit of measure:

CFS: Cubic feet per second
GPM: Gallons per minute

AF: Acre-feet

Priority Date

Stage/ Status
IR: Initial Review
PFO: Proposed Final Order

How to Read the Listing

BASINS:
1. North Coast

8. Grande Ronde

2. Willamette 9. Powder

3. Sandy 10. Malheur

4. Hood 11. Owyhee

5. Deschutes 12. Malheur L.

6. John Day 13. Goose/Summer L
7. Umatilla 14. Klamath

15. Rogue

16. Umpqua
17. 8. Coast
18. Mid-Coast
19. Columbia
20. Snake

Commonly used “Type of Use” abbreviations (for definitions, consult Oregon Administrative Rules 690-300):

AG: Agriculture
CR: Cranberry uses
CM:  Commercial

DI, DN:Domestic including
non-commercial lawn & garden

DO: Domestic

DS: Domestic & stock
FI: Fish

FP: Fire protection
FW: Fish & wildlife
GD: Group domestic

Public Notice date May 19, 2015, Page 3

GR: Groundwater recharge

GT: Geothermal

ID: Irrigation with domestic
IL: Irrigation with livestock
IM: Industrial or manufacturing
IR: Irrigation

IS: Irrigation, supplemental
LV: Livestock

LW:  Livestock & wildlife

MI: Mining

MU:

NU:
PA:
PW:

QM:

RC:

RW:

TC:
WI:

Municipal

Nursery use
Pollution abatement
Power
Quasi-municipal
Recreation

Road construction
Temperature control
Wildlife




Initial Review and Proposed Final Orders

The following pages of this notice list permit applications that the Department is evaluating for
compliance with state water law. Public participation and comment is encouraged. Opportunities for
public involvement vary according to the stage of the permit evaluation.

Ground water permit applications in the Deschutes Basin (Basin 5) may seek to provide mitigation
pursuant to the Deschutes Ground Water Mitigation Rules.

Initial Review Stage (IR)

The Department has given the applicant an initial review of water-use restrictions, water availability and
other limitations that affect the agency’s decision on whether to issue a permit. The Department
welcomes comments from interested persons, agencies and organizations on the proposed water use.
The comment deadline for initial reviews appearing in this public notice is Spm, Thursday, June
18, 2015. Although we cannot respond individually to all comments, each will be considered as the
agency makes its decision regarding proposed allocations.

Proposed Final Order Stage (PFO)

The proposed final order is the Department’s penultimate decision on the water use request. The PFO
documents the agency’s decision through specific findings, including review of comments received. If
appropriate, it includes a draft permit specifying any conditions or restrictions on the use. Persons
interested in receiving a mailed copy of a PFO must pay a statutorily-required fee of $25. (Any person
paying $25 to receive a PFO by mail will also receive a copy of the Final Order when it is issued.)
PFO’s may be viewed free of charge online at: http://apps.wrd.state.or.us/apps/wr/wrinfo/. Those
disagreeing with the Department’s decision as expressed in the PFO have 45 days to file a protest.

The protest deadline for proposed final orders appearing in this public notice is Spm, Friday, July
03, 2015.

The protest filing fee is $350 for the applicants and $700 for non-applicants. Detailed requirements for
filing a protest are included in the PFO. Persons who support the PFO may file a “standing” fee of $200
to retain the ability to participate in future proceedings relating to an application. Before participation in
a hearing is allowed, an additional $500 will be required to request to participate as a party or limited

party.

If a protest or comment deadline falls on a day that the office is closed, then the next open business day
automatically becomes the deadline date.
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Final Orders - Permit & Limited License Applications

Following is a list of applications for new appropriations that have had final orders issued recently. If
you would like a hard copy of an order mailed to you, send a request with $25.00 for each order to the
Water Rights Section, Oregon Water Resources Department, 725 Summer Street NE Suite A, Salem OR
97301. If you have any questions, please contact the Department’s customer service staff by dialing 503-

986-0801.

App#
County/Basin
Applicant Name

Priority Date
Issue Date
Status

App#
County/Basin
Applicant Name

Priority Date
Issue Date
Status

App#
County/Basin
Applicant Name

Priority Date
[ssue Date
Status

App#
County/Basin
Applicant Name

Priority Date
Issue Date
Status

App#
County/Basin
Applicant Name

Priority Date
Issue Date
Status

App#
County/Basin
Applicant Name

Priority Date
Issue Date
Status

G-17284

Harney / Malheur Lake (12)
RICKMAN, KRISTI L. AND STEVE
69705 OLD EXPERIMENT RD
BURNS, OR 97720

11/06/2009

05/14/2015

APPROVED

G-17680

Clackamas / Willamette (2)
BARLOW OAKS LLC
25571 SBARLOW RD
CANBY, OR 97013
06/04/2013

05/08/2015

APPROVED

G-17717

Harney / Malheur Lake (12)

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF STATE LANDS
1645 NE FORBES RD SUITE 112

BEND, OR 97701

08/28/2013

05/14/2015

APPROVED

G-17722

Harney / Malheur Lake (12)
TAYLOR, MIKE AND VIRGINIA
33125 CHURCHRD

WARREN, OR 97053

09/23/2013

05/14/2015

APPROVED

G-17774

Umatilla / Umatilla (7)

HAT ROCK WATER CO. INC.
82608 C ST

HERMISTON, OR 97838
02/24/2014

05/15/2015

APPROVED

G-17777

Harney / Malheur Lake (12)
TAYLOR, MIKE AND VIRGINIA
33125 CHURCHRD

WARREN, OR 97053

02/28/2014

05/14/2015

APPROVED
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App#

Permit Number
County/Basin
Applicant Name

Sources/TRSQ40Q160
Use/Quantity

G-15996

G-15548

Lake / Goose & Summer Lake (13)

J R SIMPLOT SELF DECLARATION REVOCABLE TRUST
PO BOX 27

BOISE, ID 83707

A WELL > CHEWAUCAN RIVER /33.00S 19.00E 9 NESW
SUPPLEMENTAL IRRIGATION/ 5.570 CFS

Proposed Completion Date10/01/2018

App#

Permit Number
County/Basin
Applicant Name

Sources/TRSQ40Q160

Use/Quantity

G-16267

G-15852

Hamey / Malheur Lake (12)

DORROH, JEFF

PO BOX 190

BURNS, OR 97720

A WELL > CURTIS CREEK / 23.00S 33.00E 12 SWNW
A WELL > CURTIS CREEK / 23.00S 33.00E 1 SESW
IRRIGATION / 2.000 CFS

Proposed Completion Date10/01/2020

App#

Permit Number
County/Basin
Applicant Name

Sources/TRSQ40Q160

Use/Quantity

S-34673

S-27233

Coos / South Coast (17)

CITY OF BANDON

PO BOX 67

BANDON, OR 97411

FERRY CREEK > COQUILLE RIVER /28.00S 14.00W 29 SWSE
FERRY CREEK > COQUILLE R /28.00S 14.00W 29 SWSE
MUNICIPAL USES / 1.500 CFS

Proposed Completion Date10/01/2165

App#

Permit Number
County/Basin
Applicant Name

Sources/TRSQ40Q160

Use/Quantity

S-4982

S-3011

Coos / South Coast (17)

CITY OF BANDON

PO BOX 67

BANDON, OR 97411

GIGER CREEK/RESERVOIR > COQUILLE RIVER / 29.00S 14.00W 4 NESW
GEIGER CREEK > FERRY CREEK /28.00S 14.00W 29 SWSE

DOMESTIC/ 5.000 CFS

Proposed Completion Date10/30/2050

App#

Permit Number
County/Basin
Applicant Name

Sources/TRSQ40Q160

Use/Quantity

S-34672

S-27232

Coos / South Coast (17)

CITY OF BANDON

POBOX 67

BANDON, OR 97411

GEIGER CREEK > FERRY CREEK /28.00S 14.00W 28 SWSE
GEIGER CREEK > FERRY CREEK /28.00S 14.00W 29 SWSE
MUNICIPAL USES / 3.000 CFS

Proposed Completion Date10/01/2165

App#

Permit Number
County/Basin
Applicant Name

Sources/TRSQ40Q160
Use/Quantity

G-17077

G-16576

Wasco / Deschutes (5)

TYGH VALLEY ORCHARDS LLC

11805 SW LYNNFIELD LANE

PORTLAND, OR 97223

A WELL > THREEMILE CREEK / 4.00S 13.00E 7 SENE
SUPPLEMENTAL IRRIGATION / 1.000 CFS

Proposed Completion Date10/30/2019
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Cert#

App: ]
County/Basin
Applicant Name

Priority Date
Issue Date

Cert#

App:
County/Basin
Applicant Name
Priority Date
Issue Date

Cert#

App:
County/Basin
Applicant Name
Priority Date
Issue Date

Cert#

App: ]
County/Basin
Applicant Name

Priority Date
Issue Date

Cert#

App: .
County/Basin
Applicant Name

Priority Date
Issue Date

Cert#

App: )
County/Basin
Applicant Name

Priority Date
Issue Date

Cert#

App: ]
County/Basin
Applicant Name
Priority Date
Issue Date

Cert#

Xfer:
County/Basin
Applicant Name

Priority Date
Issue Date

90361

S 71532

Curry / South Coast (17)

CURRIER, CAROL C. AND NELSON L.
ASHDOWN, ROBERT AND CECIL
04/29/1991

05/15/2015

20232

R 83763

Clackamas / Sandy (3)
DAVIS, STEVEN
02/02/1998
05/15/2015

90219

G 14442

Malheur / Malheur (10)
ELDORADO RESOURCES LLC
01/27/1997

05/15/2015

90232

G 15285

Marion / Willamette (2)
FESSLER, ROBERT
FESSLER FAMILY LLC
01/08/2001

05/15/2015

90262

S 84477

Washington / Willamette (2)

GLENN WALTERS NURSERY INC.
ROUGH, BEN

07/05/2000

05/15/2015

90309
G 14645
Harney / Malheur Lake (12)

GREGG, CHRISTOPHER AND DANIELLE
RATTLESNAKE CREEK LAND AND CATTLE CO LLC

11/24/1997
05/11/2015

90245

R 81622

Washington / Willamette (2)
HALL, STEVE G.
10/23/1996

05/15/2015

90318

T 10630

Grant / John Day (6)
HUFSTADER, RICK A.
STRICKLAND, CYNTHIA E.
06/28/1949

05/13/2015
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Cert#

App: )
County/Basin
Applicant Name
Priority Date
I[ssue Date

Cert#

App:
County/Basin
Applicant Name
Priority Date
Issue Date

Cert#

App:
County/Basin
Applicant Name
Priority Date
Issue Date

Cert#

App: )
County/Basin
Applicant Name
Priority Date
Issue Date

Cert#

Xfer:
County/Basin
Applicant Name
Priority Date
Issue Date

Cert#

App:
County/Basin
Applicant Name
Priority Date
Issue Date

Cert#

App:
County/Basin
Applicant Name
Priority Date
Issue Date

Cert#

Xfer:
County/Basin
Applicant Name
Priority Date
Issue Date

90293

R 74404

Jackson / Rogue (15)
WILSON, CHARLES G.
08/04/1994

05/15/2015

90243

R 83795

Morrow / Umatilla (7)
WOOD, DEBORA L.
03/31/1998
05/15/2015

90269

R 80912

Yambhill / Willamette (2)

WOOD, EARL STANLEY AND NICOLE ERICA
02/01/1996

05/15/2015

90280

G 9415

Harney / Malheur Lake (12)
WOOSTER, JOHN
09/25/1979

05/15/2015

90248

T 6966

Morrow / Umatilla (7)
PORT OF MORROW
06/04/1979
05/15/2015

90263

S 71059

Baker / Powder (9)

CIRCLE BAR P RANCH LLC
12/20/1990

05/15/2015

90279

R 83912

Josephine / Rogue (15)
BUTTI, LOUIS
08/17/1998
05/15/2015

90312

T 11686

Deschutes / Deschutes (5)
PINE MEADOW RANCH INC
12/31/1906

05/15/2015
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OREGON
WATER
RESOURCES
DEPARTMENT

725 Summer Street NE Suite A PUBLIC NOTICE OF WATER USE REQUESTS
Salem OR 97301 May 19, 2015

Use this form to offer comments on water use requests or other items in this notice, or to order copies of
proposed and final orders. You are welcome to submit comments on a separate sheet, but please be sure
to include your name and address and reference the specific request or document that concerns you.
Please mail your comments to the address listed above.

Alternatively, you may use our new Public Comment tool available on our website. Go to our website:
http://apps.wrd.state.or.us/apps’wr/wrinfo/, and enter identifying information about the application. On
the Water Rights Information Query Results page, use the “Submit a Public Comment” link, or under
‘View all Scanned Documents’ use the “Submit a Public Comment” link.

Water Use Request Type & File Number Mail me the order
(e.g. "Permit Application G-12345" or "Transfer T-1234"): (payment enclosed)*

[ ]
[ ]
[ ]

Your Name, Address, and Phone Number:

* We are required by law to charge a fee of $25 to mail a copy of proposed and final orders on a

pending permit or permit extension applications to any interested person. Please include a check made
out to the Oregon Water Resources Department in the amount of $25 for each type of order you would
like mailed to you. This fee entitles you to also receive a copy of the final order, when issued. Copies of

proposed and final orders are also available for viewing (at no charge) at our Salem office, at the local
watermaster office, or online.
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OREGON
WATER
RESOURCES
DEPARTMENT

725 Summer Street NE Suite A PUBLIC NOTICE OF WATER USE REQUESTS
Salem OR 97301 May 26, 2015

This notice is also available on our web page at the following address:
http://apps.wrd.state.or.us/apps/misc/wrd_notice_view/?notice_id=21

This publication lists agency activities requiring public notice. It also describes public comment
processes and deadlines. Types of water use requests in this week’s Public Notice include:

*

Permit Application Initial Reviews, Proposed Final Orders, and Final Orders
Applications for permits to use, store, divert or pump surface water or groundwater. Includes
applications by the state Departments of Fish & Wildiife, Environmental Quality or Parks and
Recreation for water to be used and kept in-channel.

Alternate Reservoir Applications (ORS 537.409)
Applications for storage permits for small ponds filed under a simplified review process.

Applications for Limited Licenses
Requests to use water for 5 years or less. Licenses are subordinate to other rights and may be
revoked if a use is found to injure other water right holders.

Application for Instream Lease
Application by water right holder to lease existing water rights to instream use.

Transfer Preliminary Determinations
Requests to change point of diversion or appropriation, place of use, and character of use upon
which the public may protest the application and Department's preliminary determination.

Transfer Applications: Temporary Transfers
Requests to temporarily change place of use and, if necessary to convey the water to the new
place of use, to temporarily change the point of diversion or appropriation.

Transfer Applications: Drought Temporary Transfers
Requests to temporarily change character of use, place of use or point of diversion during a
drought declared under ORS 536.740.

District Permanent Transfers (ORS 540.580)
Petitions requesting transfers in place of use within a district’s boundaries.

Water Right Cancellations
Abandonment of perfected and developed water rights and requests to cancel a portion of rights.

Applications for Allocation Of Conserved Water
Applications made by a water user who conserves water to use a portion of the conserved water
on additional lands, lease or sell the water, or dedicate the water to instream use.

Aquifer Storage and Recovery (ASR) Limited Licenses
Requests for use of water in an ASR testing program for 5 years or less. Licenses
are subordinate to other rights if they are not based on use under an existing water right.
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* McNulty Water People's Utility District ASR Permit

* Certificate Issuance
Included in this section is a listing of recently issued water right certificates

The Public Notice is published each week on the Department’s web site at http://www.wrd.state.or.us/.
If you would like to receive a free weekly notification when it is published, please send your request to

“Codi.N.Holmes@wrd.state.or.us™.
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How to Read the Listing

App#:
G: Groundwater
R: Reservoir
S: Surface water
I: Instream
T: Transfer
LL: Limited License

County/Basin (See Map)

Applicant Name
Applicant Address
Sources/TRSQ40Q160
Use/Quantity
Unit of measure:
CFS: Cubic feet per second BASINS:
GPM: Gallons per minute 1. North Coast 8. Grande Ronde 15. Rogue
AF: Acre-feet 2. Willamette 9. Powder 16. Umpqua
3. Sandy 10. Malheur 17.S. Coast
Priority Date 4. Hoodh } é ) 1(\)/1wlyhhee . ig ?i?'cﬁw
5. Deschutes . Malheur L. . Columbia
Stage/ ?Iiafr?; al Review 6. John Day 13. Goose/Summer L 20. Snake
PFO: Proposed Final Order 7. Umatilla 14. Klamath

Commonly used “Type of Use” abbreviations (for definitions, consult Oregon Administrative Rules 690-300):

AG: Agriculture GR: Groundwater recharge MU:  Municipal

CR: Cranberry uses GT: Geothermal NU: Nursery use

CM: Commercial ID: Irrigation with domestic PA: Pollution abatement

DI, DN:Domestic including IL: Irrigation with livestock PW: Power
non-commercial lawn & garden  IM: Industrial or manufacturing QM: Quasi-municipal

DO: Domestic IR: Irrigation RC: Recreation

DS: Domestic & stock IS: Irrigation, supplemental RW: Road construction

FI: Fish LV: Livestock TC: Temperature control

FP: Fire protection LW: Livestock & wildlife WI Wildlife

FW: Fish & wildlife MI: Mining

GD: Group domestic
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Initial Review and Proposed Final Orders

The following pages of this notice list permit applications that the Department is evaluating for
compliance with state water law. Public participation and comment is encouraged. Opportunities for
public involvement vary according to the stage of the permit evaluation.

Ground water permit applications in the Deschutes Basin (Basin 5) may seek to provide mitigation
pursuant to the Deschutes Ground Water Mitigation Rules.

Initial Review Stage (IR)

The Department has given the applicant an initial review of water-use restrictions, water availability and
other limitations that affect the agency’s decision on whether to issue a permit. The Department
welcomes comments from interested persons, agencies and organizations on the proposed water use.
The comment deadline for initial reviews appearing in this public notice is Spm, Thursday, June
25, 2015. Although we cannot respond individually to all comments, each will be considered as the
agency makes its decision regarding proposed allocations.

Proposed Final Order Stage (PFQO)

The proposed final order is the Department’s penultimate decision on the water use request. The PFO
documents the agency's decision through specific findings, including review of comments received. If
appropriate, it includes a draft permit specifying any conditions or restrictions on the use. Persons
interested in receiving a mailed copy of a PFO must pay a statutorily-required fee of $25. (Any person
paying $25 to receive a PFO by mail will also receive a copy of the Final Order when it is issued.)
PFO’s may be viewed free of charge online at: http://apps.wrd.state.or.us/apps/wr/wrinfo/. Those
disagreeing with the Department’s decision as expressed in the PFO have 45 days to file a protest.

The protest deadline for proposed final orders appearing in this public notice is Spm, Friday, July
10, 2015.

The protest filing fee is $350 for the applicants and $700 for non-applicants. Detailed requirements for
filing a protest are included in the PFO. Persons who support the PFO may file a “standing” fee of $200
to retain the ability to participate in future proceedings relating to an application. Before participation in
a hearing is allowed, an additional $500 will be required to request to participate as a party or limited
party.

If a protest or comment deadline falls on a day that the office is closed, then the next open business day
automatically becomes the deadline date.
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Transfer Applications: Drought Temporary Transfer

During the effective time period of a drought declaration under ORS 536.740, the Commission or the
Director may: (1) Allow a temporary transfer of a water right without complying with the notice and
waiting requirements of ORS 540.520; (2) Allow a temporary exchange of water without giving notice
as required under ORS 540.535; and (3) Use an expedited notice and waiting requirement for the
substitution of a supplemental ground water right for a primary water right.

Notice is given that the following applications for Drought Temporary Transfers have been received by
the Department. Consistent with the drought emergency, an order approving or denying the drought

transfer will be issued as soon as the Department is able to process the application.

Transfer T-12061
Water Right Cert: 81327
County/Basin Crook / Deschutes (5)
Applicant Name WOOD, JIM
ASPEN VALLEY RANCH
GENERAL DELIVERY

POST, OR 97752

Proposed Change POINT OF DIVERSION, PLACE OF USE
Sources/TRSQ40Q160 NEWSOME CREEK > CROOKED RIVER / 17.00S 19.00E 7 SESE
Use/Quantity DOMESTIC / 1.020 CFS
Priority Date 12/31/1879, 12/31/1908
Transfer T-12063
Water Right Cert: 32388, 39770
County/Basin Harney / Malheur Lake (12)
Applicant Name PEILA, WILLIAM S.
PO BOX 723
HINES, OR 97738
Proposed Change PLACE OF USE
Sources/TRSQ40Q160 FAYE CANYON CREEK > UNNAMED STREAM / 25.00S 29.00E 20 SWSW
UNNAMED STREAM > SILVER CREEK /25.00S 29.00E 20 SWSW
Use/Quantity IRRIGATION / 3.030 CFS
SUPPLEMENTAL IRRIGATION / 180.000 AF
Priority Date 12/19/1952, 06/19/1967

Public Notice date May 26, 2015, Page 13



OREGON
WATER
RESOURCES
DEPARTMENT

725 Summer Street NE Suite A PUBLIC NOTICE OF WATER USE REQUESTS
Salem OR 97301 May 26, 2015

Use this form to offer comments on water use requests or other items in this notice, or to order copies of
proposed and final orders. You are welcome to submit comments on a separate sheet, but please be sure
to include your name and address and reference the specific request or document that concerns you.
Please mail your comments to the address listed above.

Alternatively, you may use our new Public Comment tool available on our website. Go to our website:
http://apps.wrd.state.or.us/apps/wr/wrinfo/, and enter identifying information about the application. On
the Water Rights Information Query Results page, use the “Submit a Public Comment™ link, or under
‘View all Scanned Documents’ use the “Submit a Public Comment” link.

Water Use Request Type & File Number Mail me the order
(e.g. "Permit Application G-12345" or "Transfer T-1234"): (payment enclosed)*

[ ]
[ ]
[ ]

Your Name, Address, and Phone Number:

* We are required by law to charge a fee of $25 to mail a copy of proposed and final orders on a
pending permit or permit extension applications to any interested person. Please include a check made
out to the Oregon Water Resources Department in the amount of $25 for each type of order you would
like mailed to you. This fee entitles you to also receive a copy of the final order, when issued. Copies of
proposed and final orders are also available for viewing (at no charge) at our Salem office, at the local
watermaster office, or online.

Public Notice date May 26, 2015, Page 20
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BURFAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
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100 Oregon Street
Vale, Oregon 97918
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MAY 11 2015

4700 (ORV000)

Dear Interested Public:

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM), Vale District Office will start the process of writing a
Wild Horse Gather Plan for the Cold Springs Herd Management Area (HMA). This letter provides
interested parties an opportunity to participate in the development of this plan. BLM will prepare
an Environmental Assessment (DOI-BLM-OR-V040-2015-022-EA) to analyze the environmental
effects of various alternatives associated with returning and maintaining the wild horse population
within the Appropriate Management Level (AML). Based on previous monitoring data and
following thorough public review, the AML for Cold Springs HMA is set as a range from 75-150
wild horses.

The goals of this project are to return and maintain the wild horse population within the established
AML for Cold Springs HMA, protect rangeland resources from deterioration associated with the
current overpopulation, and restore a thriving natural ecological balance and multiple use
relationship on public lands in the area consistent with the provisions of Section

1333(b)(2) of the Wild Free-Roaming Horse and Burro Act of 1971.

The BLM has determined that as of fall 2015, the excess horses in the HMA will impact the habitat
and natural resources. This assessment is based on the following factors including, but not limited
to:

* An aerial inventory of 213 wild horses was conducted in July 2014. After including a 20 percent
population growth rate to account for the 2015 foal crop, there would be approximately 256 wild
horses which equates to an excess of 181-106 horses above low and high AML, respectively.

* By summer 2015, use by wild horses will exceed the forage allocated to their use (1,800 AUMs)
by approximately 40 percent.

* Herbaceous forage utilization monitoring documents heavy to severe utilization levels in portions
of the HMA experiencing concentrated wild horse use.

* Upland monitoring documents heavy utilization of upland perennial plants, and extensive trailing
and soil displacement within the previous and current burned portions of the HMA.

* Field observations in 2013 and 2014 documented poor water availability across the HMA due to
below average precipitation amounts. Large concentrations of wild horses (75+) have been
observed around these limited water sources.



Through internal scoping, BLM has developed a proposed action which includes; gathering 90
percent of the wild horses in the HMA; selecting mares and studs to be released back to the HMA
based on desired characteristics of the overall herd; treat with Porcine Zona Pellucida (PZP) fertility
control approximately 33 mares to be released back to the HMA; re-establish the population with a
50 female/50 male ratio of horses; use bait trapping in areas where concentrations of wild horses
are detrimental to habitat conditions or other resources; and conduct subsequent gathers, over the
next 10 years, following the proposed action to efficiently maintain AML.

Previous scoping has identified the following issues that will be addressed in the Wild Horse Gather
Plan for the Cold Springs HMA:

o Could bait and/or water trapping alone be used in place of helicopter gathers?
o Will the public be notified and able to attend bait trapping?
o How does permanent sterilization of horses change their behavior?
o What is the definition of “thriving natural ecological balance”?
o How will BLM avoid undue stress to foals and elderly horses during helicopter
gathers?
e How much will the proposed gather cost versus alternate methods to manage
wild horse numbers (e.g. bait trapping, long-term fertility control.)?
»  What time of year would helicopter gathers occur?
o What time of year would bait and water trapping be conducted?
o Has the use of PZP been effective at population management of the Cold Springs
herd in the past?
® How can volunteers be used to accomplish population management actions for
wild horses?
o Can the following data be included in the EA;
®  previous census data;
*  a breakdown of forage allocations in the Cold Springs HMA to...

livestock;
= wildlife;
»  wild horses;
®  actual livestock use for the past ten years;
»  qall fencing in the HMA,

all available genetic testing reports;
x  comprehensive rangeland health studies;
*  all available water sources on private and public land,
o If deemed necessary, how and why would a horse be euthanized?
e How will BLM maintain the genetic diversity and health of the Cold Springs
herd?
e Can wild horses found outside the HMA boundary be relocated to the HMA
instead of removing them?
o What is the percentage of mares that need to be vaccinated with PZP for it to be
effective as a population control method?
e Can only select young animals be removed so they are more likely to be
adopted?



o Can an adaptive management plan be in place to react to changing conditions
and situations to alter management of wild horse numbers on a year to year
basis?

Comments received from interested parties following receipt of this letter will be used to identify
potential environmental issues beyond what is listed above that are related to gathering wild horses
and to identify alternatives to the proposed action that also achieve the objective of the project.

Please provide information that you have on the status or condition of the resources or resource
values of the proposed project area and BLM’s proposed action or alternatives to consider. We
would like to receive all replies by May 29th, 2015. For responses, comments, and/or any other
information please contact Pat Ryan, Vale District Office at the address above; send an email to
blm_or_vale_whb@oblm.gov or call (541) 473-6277.

Sincerely, .

/

Thomas Patrick “Pat” Ryan
Field Manager
Jordan/ Malheur Resource Areas

1
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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Oregon State Office
P.O. Box 2965, Portland, Oregon 97208
http://www.blm.gov/or

May 13, 2015

Judge Steven E. Grasty
Harney County Judge
Harney County Court

450 North Buena Vista #5
Burns, Oregon 97720

Dear Judge Grasty:

I have received your request on behalf of Harney County, Lake County, and Malheur County to
extend the review period for the administrative draft of the Oregon Greater Sage-Grouse
Proposed Resource Management Plan Amendment and Final Environmental Impact Statement
(FEIS). Unfortunately, the schedule associated with this planning effort cannot accommodate
such an extension.

Please know that we appreciated your comments on the Draft EIS, which helped inform the
FEIS. We have also appreciated the informal and formal feedback that we have received from
Harney County, Lake County, Malheur County, and other cooperators during the development of
the FEIS through countless meetings and conference calls, as well as at the bi-monthly Sage-
Grouse Task Force meetings.

This planning process is responsive to a court-approved settlement that requires the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) to “submit a Proposed Rule or a not-warranted finding to the
Federal Register” for the greater sage-grouse “no later than the end of...FY2015” (see
Settlement Agreement, Section B.3.e). The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) is working
hard to release the final greater sage-grouse plans in advance of this date. Doing so will allow
the USFWS to evaluate and determine whether the plans and other actions are adequate to
conserve the species and avoid a listing under the Endangered Species Act. Failure to finish
these plans within the USFWS schedule risks an Endangered Species Act listing for the greater
sage-grouse and lessened predictability for public land users. Of equal or greater importance are
the risks to local, rural community economies that depend on healthy lands and multiple uses.

As described in the cooperating agency conference call, much of the FEIS has not changed from
the Draft EIS. For what has changed, I encourage you to focus on those portions of the FEIS
related to the areas of special expertise associated with your role and responsibilities as a
cooperating agency, as identified in our joint Memorandum of Understanding.

It is also important to note that counties will have an additional opportunity to provide input
during the 60-day Governor’s Consistency Review, as outlined in Section 202 of the Federal
Land Policy and Management Act and further described in 43 CFR 1610.3.



I appreciate your efforts to review the document and provide your input within the time
necessary to meet the schedule. If you have questions on the FEIS, please contact Joan Suther,
the BLM Project Manager for the Greater Sage-Grouse RMP Amendments, Oregon Sub-Region,
at 541 573-4445 or by e-mail at jsuther@blm.gov. Ilook forward to receiving your input.

Sincerely,

C iy DG

eromeE. Perez
State Director
Oregon/Washington

cc:

Mr. Ken Kestner

Lake County Commissioner
Lake County Courthouse
513 Center Street
Lakeview, OR 97630

Judge Dan Joyce
Malheur County Judge
Malheur County Court
215 B Street West
Vale, OR 97918

Mr. Neil Kornze

Director

Bureau of Land Management
1849 C Street NW
Washington, DC 20240

Mr. Mike Haske

Deputy State Director
Bureau of Land Management
1220 SW 3™ Avenue
Portland, OR 97204

Ms. Joan Suther

Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management
28910 Hwy 20 West

Hines, OR 97738
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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Burns District Office
28910 Hwy 20 West
Hines, Oregon 97738
http://www.blm.gov/or/districts/burns

IN REPLY REFER TO:
(4720) (ORB070)

MAY 0 5 2015

CERTIFIED MAIL - 7011-1570-0001-7969-9292
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Harney County Court
450 North Buena Vista
Burns, Oregon 97720

Dear Harmey County Court:

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM), Burns District Office, has prepared the Kiger
and Riddle Mountain Herd Management Areas (HMA) Wild Horse Gather Determination
of National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Adequacy (DNA) DOI-BLM-OR-B070-
2015-0009-DNA and Decision Record (DR). The DNA and DR are attached.

The proposed action which was selected includes gathering the estimated population of
wild horses on the range, removing excess horses, selecting horses that fit the
characteristics of the Kiger Mustang (as described in the 1996 Riddle Mountain and
Kiger Wild Horse HMA Plan), and returning those horses to the range to re-establish the
low ends of the respective HMAs’ appropriate management levels (AML) following the
gather.

Within 30 days of receipt of this decision, you have the right to appeal to the Interior
Board of Land Appeals (IBLA), Office of the Secretary, in accordance with
regulations contained in 43 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 4 and Form 1842-1. A
detailed explanation of the appeal process is included in the DR. Please note, a notice
of appeal and/or request for stay electronically transmitted (e.g. email, facsimile, or
social media) will not be accepted. A notice of appeal and/or request for stay must be
on paper.

If you need further information or to receive additional copies, please contact Lisa Grant
of the Burns District Office, at (541) 573-4400. Electronic copies of the DR, DNA, and



2

the 2011 Kiger and Riddle Mountain HMA Wild Horse Gather environmental assessment
(EA) DOI-BLM-OR-B050-2011-0006-EA can be found on the Burns District website at:
http://www.blm.gov/or/districts/burns/plans/plans.php.

Sincerely,

-
~

SRR

Rhonda I&argés‘\" |
.. .Andrews/Steens Resource Area Field Manager

S\ R

Richard Roy
Three Rivers Resource Area Field Manager

. ‘
e , o

Enclosures



USDI, Bureau of Land Management
Andrews Resource Area, Burns District

DECISION RECORD

Kiger and Riddle Mountain Herd Management Areas
Wild Horse Gather
Determination of National Environmental Policy Act Adequacy
DOI-BLM-OR-B070-2015-0009-DNA

BACKGROUND

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) proposes to gather wild horses from the
Riddle Mountain and Kiger Herd Management Areas (HMA), as well as those horses
that have left the HMASs to surrounding lands. A Determination of National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Adequacy (DNA), Kiger and Riddle Mountain
HMAs Wild Horse Gather DNA (DOI-BLM-OR-B070-2015-0009-DNA), has been
developed for this action. This DNA confirms that the proposed action has been
adequately analyzed in the Kiger and Riddle Mountain HMAs Wild Horse Gather
Environmental Assessment (EA) DOI-BLM-OR-B050-2011-0006-EA (2011 Gather
EA) and conforms with the land use plans (LUP) cited below.

COMPLIANCE

The attached Kiger and Riddle Mountain HMA Wild Horse Gather DNA and the 2011
Gather EA are tiered to the Proposed Steens Mountain Cooperative Management and
Protection Area (CMPA) Resource Management Plan (RMP) and Final Environmental
Impact Statement (CMPA PRMP/FEIS), August 2004/2005, and the Proposed Three
Rivers RMP and FEIS (Three Rivers PRMP/FEIS), September 1991/1992, and relevant
information contained therein is incorporated by reference.

The proposed action is designed to conform to the following documents, which direct and
provide the framework for management of BLM lands within the Burns District:

e Wild Free-Roaming Horses and Burros Act of 1971 (Public Law 92-195 as
amended) and Title 43 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 4700.

e BLM Wild Horses and Burros (WH&B) Management Handbook, H-4700-1
(June, 2010).

e National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. 4321-4347 (1970).
Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA), 43 U.S.C. 1701 (1976).
Sec. 302. 43 U.S.C. 1732 states, “The Secretary shall manage the public lands
under principles of multiple use and sustained yield...” and Section 302(b) of
FLPMA, states “all public lands are to be managed so as to prevent unnecessary
or undue degradation of the lands.”



e Public Rangelands Improvement Act, 43 U.S.C. 1901 (1978).

e Standards for Rangeland Health and Guidelines for Livestock Grazing
Management for Public Lands Administered by the BLM in the States of Oregon
and Washington (1997).

e (Greater Sage-Grouse and Sagebrush-steppe Ecosystems Management Guidelines
BLM (2001).

e BLM National Sage-Grouse Habitat Conservation Strategy (2004).

e (reater Sage-Grouse Conservation Assessment and Strategy for Oregon (Hagen,
2011).

e Local Integrated Noxious Weed Control Plan, EA-OR-020-98-05 (1998).

e Vegetation Treatment Using Herbicides on BLM Lands in 17 Western States
Programmatic FEIS (2010) and Record of Decision (ROD) (2010).

e Steens Mountain Comprehensive Recreation Plan (CRP), EA-OR-B060-2009-
0058 (2015).

e Steens Mountain Travel Management Plan (TMP), EA OR-05-027-021 (2007).

¢ Steens Mountain Cooperative Management and Protection Act of 2000, Public
Law 106-399.

e Smyth-Kiger, Happy Valley, and Burnt Flat Allotment Managément Plans
(AMP).

e The following are excerpts from 43 CFR:

o 4720.1 —*“Upon examination of current information and a determination
by the authorized officer that an excess of wild horses or burros exists, the
authorized officer shall remove the excess animals immediately.”

o 4710.3-1 — “Herd Management Areas shall be established for maintenance
of wild horse and burro herds.”

o 4180.2(b) — “Standards and guidelines must provide for conformance with
the fundamentals of 4180.1.”

e State, local, and Tribal laws, regulations, and LUPs.

e All other Federal laws relevant to this document, even if not specifically
identified.

DECISION

Having considered the proposed action, no action, and alternatives and associated
impacts and based on analysis in the 2011 Gather EA and the proposed action in DOI-
BLM-OR-B070-2015-0009-DNA, it is my decision to implement the proposed action
described in the DNA and in this decision record (DR), which includes gathering the
estimated population on the range, removing excess horses, selecting horses that fit
the characteristics of the Kiger Mustang (as described in the 1996 Riddle Mountain
and Kiger Wild Horse HMA Plan), and returning those horses to the range to re-
establish the low ends of the respective HMAS’ appropriate management levels
(AML) following the gather.

The proposed action described in the DNA is the same as the proposed action analyzed in
the 2011 Gather EA (p. 6) with two exceptions: (1) the new proposed action does not



include gelding of some of the returning stallions and (2) the 2011 Gather EA proposed
to remove 120 excess horses while the 2015 proposed action includes removing 156
excess horses (these differences are not substantial as discussed in the DNA under D.1).

Additionally, a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) found the proposed action
analyzed in the 2011 Gather EA did not constitute a major Federal action that would
adversely impact the quality of the human environment. That conclusion is still valid
today for the same reasons relied on at that time. Therefore, an environmental impact
statement (EIS) is unnecessary and will not be prepared.

BLM proposes to gather wild horses from Riddle Mountain and Kiger HMAs, as well
as those horses that have left the HMAs to surrounding BLM, State and/or private
lands. This proposed action was analyzed in the 2011 Gather EA, which stated in the
Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions (RFFA) section, “Over the next 10 to 20 year
period, RFFAs include gathers about every 4 years to remove excess wild horses in
order to manage population size within the established AML range” (p. 41). “The new
proposed action would have the same effects as those analyzed in the 2011 Gather
EA. Cumulative effects of the proposed action would be the same as those analyzed
beginning on page 40 of the 2011 Gather EA...” (DNA, p. 14).

The gather is designed to re-establish the wild horse populations of Riddle Mountain
and Kiger HMAs to the low ends of their respective AMLs. The helicopter drive
method (as discussed on pages 5, 18, and 19 of the 2011 Gather EA) would be used to
capture wild horses and would take approximately one week, depending on weather
conditions.

The estimated gather start date is proposed for anywhere between the last week of
July through the first two weeks of August, depending on the schedule of the gather
contractor. The rationale for a late July—early August gather date includes: BLM
Manual 4720.41 prohibits the use of helicopter drive trapping of horses during peak
foaling season (March 1-June 30); by late July or early August, foals would be big
enough to safely travel to the trap site; the HMAs are accessible by vehicles in late
July and early August; the BLM Burns District has always tried to avoid helicopter
gathers in September because these HMAs are high use areas for hunting; the late July
or early August gather gives the Burns Corral’s facility staff adequate time to prepare
the horses for the upcoming adoption; and scheduling the outdoor adoption event prior
to the onset of winter weather provides safer conditions for adopters hauling horses
home.

The AMLs for Riddle Mountain and Kiger HMAS are 33 to 56 horses and 51 to 82
horses, respectively. The May 6, 2014, census of these HMAs counted 56 adult horses
and 10 foals in Riddle Mountain HMA and 108 adult horses and 22 foals in Kiger
HMA. With an average annual population growth rate of 20 percent, by summer 2015
there would be approximately 67 adult horses and 14 foals in Riddle Mountain HMA
and 130 adult horses and 26 foals in Kiger HMA.



The proposed action includes gathering the estimated population on the range,
removing excess horses, selecting horses that fit the characteristics of the Kiger
Mustang (as described in the 1996 Riddle Mountain and Kiger Wild Horse HMA
Plan), and returning those horses to the range to re-establish the low ends of the
respective HMAs” AMLs following the gather. In August 2015, approximately 73
wild horses would be gathered from Riddle Mountain HMA, with approximately 48
excess wild horses removed. Approximately 141 wild horses would be gathered from
Kiger HMA, with approximately 105 excess wild horses removed.

Excess horses would be removed using a selective removal strategy. Selective
removal criteria for the HMAs include: (1) First Priority: Age Class - Four Years and
Younger; (2) Second Priority: Age Class - Eleven to Nineteen Years; (3) Third
Priority: Age Class - Five to Ten Years; and (4) Fourth Priority: Age Class - Twenty
Years and Older (which should not be removed from the HMAs unless specific
exceptions prevent them from being turned back to the range). The BLM Manual
4720 - Removal of Excess Wild Horses and Burros Section 4720.33 specifies some
animals that should be removed irrespective of their age class. These animals include,
but are not limited to, nuisance animals and animals residing outside the HMA or in
an area of an inactive Herd Area (HA). Horses are territorial creatures who establish
home ranges. If these home ranges happen to be outside HMA boundaries, it is
anticipated the horses would return to these home ranges even after being gathered.
Therefore, animals found outside the HMAs would not be returned to the range unless
it is necessary to keep them in the herd to return the population to the low end of
AML.

Captured wild horses would be released back into the HMAs under the following
criteria:

e Riddle Mountain HMA - Low AML would be reestablished and consist of 16
mares and 17 stallions to form a 50/50 sex ratio.

e Kiger HMA - Low AML would be reestablished and consist of 25 mares and 26
stallions to form a 50/50 sex ratio.

e Horses in both HMAs would be selected to maintain a diverse age structure and
exemplify physical and conformation characteristics that would perpetuate the
desirable features of the Kiger Mustang. These characteristics, as derived from the
1996 Riddle Mountain and Kiger Wild Horse HMA Plan, include:

o Color - dun, red dun, grulla, claybank, and variations.

o Markings - Primitive markings including but not limited to dorsal stripe; leg
bars; cobwebbing, or face mask; chest, rib, and arm bars; mottling/shadowing
along neck, arm, and thigh; shoulder stripe and shadow; dark ear trimming; bi-
colored manes and tails; or dark hooves. Minimal to no white markings.

o Conformation: Spanish mustang-type conformation - Not coarse or heavy-
boned; light to moderately muscled; muscles in hip and thigh should be long
and smooth; well-defined withers typically higher than the hind end; deep
girth; low set tail; medium-size feet; hooked ear tips; and medium-size head



that tapers slightly from jaw to muzzle (fine muzzles) (head profile can be
straight, concave, or slightly convex).

o Size - 13-15 hands.

o Weight - 750-1,000 pounds.

Project Design Features

Trap sites would be selected within the pastures and areas where horses are
located to the greatest extent possible and would follow the appropriate
Wilderness Study Area (WSA) guidance set forth in BLM Manual 6330 Section
1.6(C)10(i11) (p. 1-36), for Riddle HMA.

Trap sites and temporary holding facilities would be located in previously used
sites or other disturbed areas whenever possible. These areas would be seeded
with a seed mix appropriate to the specific site if bare soil exceeds more than 10
square yards per location. The seed applied on sites within WSA would be a mix
of native species while sites outside WSA would be seeded with a mix of
desirable, non-native species. Undisturbed areas identified as trap sites or holding
facilities would be inventoried, prior to being used, for cultural and botanical
resources. If cultural or special status botanical resources were encountered, these
locations would not be utilized unless they could be modified to avoid affecting
these resources.

Trap sites and temporary holding facilities would be surveyed for noxious weeds
prior to gather activities. Any weeds found would be treated using the most
appropriate methods. All gather activity sites would be monitored for at least two
years post-gather. Any weeds found would be treated using the most appropriate
methods, as outlined in the 1998 Burns District Weed Management EA, or
subsequent documents.

All vehicles and equipment used during gather operations would be cleaned
before and following implementation to guard against spread of noxious weeds.
Efforts would be made to keep trap and holding locations away from areas with
noxious weed infestations.

Gather sites would be noted and reported to range and weed personnel for
monitoring and/or treatment of new and existing infestations.

An agreement would be in place between private landowners and BLM for any
traps located on private land. Surveys for cultural resources would be conducted
on trap sites located on private land.

Maintenance may be conducted along roads accessing trap sites and holding
facilities prior to the start of gather operations to ensure safe passage for vehicles
hauling equipment and horses to and from these sites. Any gravel required for
road maintenance would be certified weed-free gravel. Road maintenance
conducted within the Steens Mountain CMPA boundaries would be done in
accordance with the Steens Mountain TMP (2007). A required 30-day notice of



road maintenance on Maintenance Level 2/Maintenance Intensity 1 (ML2/MI 1)1
roads within the Steens Mountain CMPA would be placed on the Burns District
BLM website, http://www.blm.gov/or/districts/burns/index.php, as a press release.

e Gather and trapping operations would be conducted in accordance with the
Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) described in the WH&B Gathers:
Comprehensive Animal Welfare Policy (Instruction Memorandum (IM) 2013-
059) which was created to establish policies and procedures to enable safe,
efficient, and successful WH&B gather operations while ensuring humane care
and treatment of all animals gathered.

e An Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS) veterinarian would be
onsite during the gather, as needed, to examine animals and make
recommendations to BLM for care and treatment of wild horses.

e Decisions to humanely euthanize animals in field situations would be made in
conformance with BLM policy outlined in IM 2015-070; Animal Health,
Maintenance, Evaluation and Response. This IM has been attached to this DR as
Appendix A because it was released during the public comment period for the
DNA and replaces IM 2009-041 (DNA Appendix B).

e Data, including sex and age distribution, would be recorded on all gathered horses
(removed and returned). Additional information such as color, condition class
information (using the Henneke (1983) rating system), size, disposition of
animals, and other information may also be recorded.

e Excess animals would be transported to BLM’s Oregon Wild Horse and Burro
Corral facility where they would be prepared (freeze marked, vaccinated, and
dewormed) for adoption, sale (with limitations), or long-term pasture.

e Hair samples would be collected to assess genetic diversity of the herd, as
outlined in Washington Office (WO) IM 2009-062 (WH&B Genetic Baseline
Sampling). Hair samples would be collected from a minimum of 25 percent of the
post-gather population.

e Public and media management during helicopter gather and bait trapping
operations would be conducted in accordance with WO IM 2013-058 - WH&B
Gathers: Public and Media Management. This IM establishes policy and
procedures for safe and transparent visitation by the public and media at WH&B
gather operations, while ensuring the humane treatment of wild horses and burros.

Monitoring

The BLM Contracting Officer’s Representative (COR) and Project Inspectors (PI)
assigned to the gather would be responsible for ensuring contract personnel abide
by the contract specifications and the gather SOPs outlined in IM 2013-059.

! ML2/MI1: The scope of activities described within ML2/MI1 includes: maintaining drainage, which can
include grading to prevent/minimize erosion; correcting drainage problems; and protecting adjacent lands.
Brushing can be performed if route bed drainage is being adversely affected and contributing to erosion.
For further details on these maintenance categories refer to BLM Manual 9113 - Roads Manual (MI1) and
Andrews/Steens RMP/ROD 2005, Appendix M-2 (ML2).



COMMENTS RECEIVED

A copy of the original 2011 Gather EA was mailed to 81 interested publics on March 16,
2011, for a 30-day public comment period. In addition a public notice was posted in the
Burns Times-Herald newspaper on March 16, 2011. The EA was also posted on the
Burns District website on the same date. No public comments pertaining to the EA were
received.

A notice of availability of the DNA was mailed to 77 interested individuals, groups, and
agencies on March 10, 2015. The DNA, along with the 2011 Gather EA, FONSI and DR,
were posted on the Burns District BLM planning webpage at
http://www.blm.gov/or/districts/burns/plans/plans.php. In addition, a notice was posted in
the Burns Times-Herald newspaper on March 11, 2015. The Burns District BLM
received 11,666 comments in the forms of letters and emails. BLM responses to
comments can be found attached to this DR in Appendix B - Response to Public
Comments.

CHANGES TO THE KIGER AND RIDDLE MOUNTAIN HERD
MANAGEMENT AREAS WILD HORSE GATHER DNA FOLLOWING THE
MARCH 10, 2015, VERSION RELEASED FOR PUBLIC COMMENT

e Added “Burns District resource staff have observed the impacts from these
concentrations of horses increasing as the population increases.” (DNA, p. 8).

e Deleted the words “and subsequent decision” from the seventh paragraph in
section 5 (DNA, p. 15).

e To clarify when a decision would be issued for this proposed action, the following
two sentences were added to the DNA (p. 15), “A decision to implement the
proposed action described in this DNA would be issued following the 30-day
comment period. This decision would be issued 31 to 76 days prior to the
proposed gather start as is policy in IM 2010-130 - Wild Horse and Burro Gather
Decisions.”

The new IM 2015-070: Animal Health, Maintenance, Evaluation and Response, has been
attached to this DR (Appendix A) to replace IM 2009-041: Euthanasia of Wild Horses
and Burros for Reasons Related to Health, Handling and Acts of Mercy (DNA -
Appendix B). IM 2015-070 was released during the public comment period for the DNA.

RATIONALE

In accordance with 43 CFR 4720.1, upon examination of current information and a
determination by the authorized officer when there is an excess of wild horses, the
authorized officer shall remove the excess animals immediately. Implementation of the
proposed action will meet the BLM's objective to achieve and maintain a wild horse
AML that achieves a thriving natural ecological balance and prevents resource
deterioration within Kiger and Riddle Mountain HMAs.



I have selected the proposed action described in this DR based on public comments,
consultation with local governments and State agencies, discussions with members of the
public, requirements to manage wild free-roaming horses in a manner that is designed to
achieve and maintain a thriving natural ecological balance on the public lands, and
conformance to applicable laws and regulations. It also meets the purpose and need for
action (EA, p. 2). Because of the excess wild horses, as evidenced by the May 6, 2014,
inventory, rangeland monitoring which documents heavy utilization and wild horse
wallows in Kiger HMA, ongoing drought causing lack of water and the movement of
horses outside the Riddle Mountain HMA boundary in search of necessary forage and
water (DNA p. 6-9); the purposes of the action are to return the wild horse populations to
within the established AMLs, protect rangeland resources from deterioration associated
with the current overpopulation, maintain a thriving natural ecological balance and
multiple-use relationship on public lands in the area consistent with the provisions of
1333(b)(2)(iv) of the Wild Free-Roaming Horse and Burro Act (WFRHBA), and to
maintain Rangeland Health Standards. The term “excess animals” is defined as those
animals which must be removed from an area in order to preserve and maintain a thriving
natural ecological balance and multiple-use relationship in that area (16 U.S.C. § 1332(£)(2)).
This definition underscores the need to remove excess animals before damage to the range
begins to occur (Handbook 4700-1.4.3, p. 19). Burns District resource staff has observed
the impacts from the current population of horses; therefore this action is needed to
prevent additional damage to the range. The selected action will achieve a balance in
resource values and uses among wild horses, vegetation, water, livestock, and wildlife as
directed in Section 3(b)(2) of the 1971 WFRHBA and Section 302(b) of the FLPMA of
1976. The selected action will also result in collection of data on herd characteristics,
health, and genetics as well as allow maintenance of the dun factor color and
conformation characteristics which are the primary management objectives for the Kiger
Mustang Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC).

Information contained in the DNA, Section D (pages 9-15), describes how the proposed
action is the same, with two differences that are not substantial and do not change the
analysis of the proposed action; the alternatives analyzed in the 2011 Gather EA continue
to be adequate given current environmental concerns, interests, and resource values; new
information and circumstances do not substantially change the analysis of the proposed
action; effects that would result from implementation of the new proposed action would
be similar to those analyzed in the 2011 Gather EA; and public involvement and
interagency review associated with the 2011 Gather EA are adequate for the current
proposed action.

The proposed action allows BLM to respond to the issue of excess wild horses within
Riddle Mountain and Kiger HMAs while continuing to maintain the Spanish
characteristics of the Kiger Mustang and closely monitor the genetic variability of the
herd as recommended by E. Gus Cothran in the 2012 Kiger and Riddle Mountain
Genetics Analyses (DNA p. 38 and 47).

The proposed action was chosen over the no action alternative, as the no action
alternative would not make any movement to correct the rangeland degradation being
observed in congregation areas in both HMAs nor reduce the water demand and resultant



movement outside the HMAs during periods of diminished water resources. Leaving
excess horses on the range under the no action alternative would lead to further
degradation of the range and would not meet the purpose and need for action. Leaving
excess horses on the range to continue to cause resource degradation is also not consistent
with the Steens Mountain CMPA RMP (2005) and the Three Rivers RMP (1992).

Alternative 3: Removal Only (gate cut removal) was not chosen because, although it
would reduce the population and aid in maintaining a thriving natural ecological balance
within the HMAs, it would not allow BLM to selectively remove wild horses from the
herds to maintain the Spanish characteristics of the Kiger Mustang. Gate cut removals
eliminate the ability to remove wild horses based on animal health or desirable or
historical characteristics, which often results in unintended impacts to the remaining herd.
There would be no horses released back to the HMA and therefore no selections to
maintain a diverse age structure, with Dun-factor color characteristics and good saddle-
type conformation (body type) (EA, p. 6). Objectives referenced in the EA (p. 2) from the
1992 Three Rivers RMP to select for high quality horses when gathered horses are
returned to the range (WHB 2.3) and to enhance and perpetuate the special or rare and
unique characteristics that distinguish the respective herds (WHB 3) would not be
achieved under the Removal Only Alternative. In addition, the wild horse objective of the
2005 Steens Mountain CMPA RMP/ROD to maintain herd viability, genetic diversity,
and the genetic and physical characteristics that distinguish the individual herds (EA p. 3)
would not be achieved.

DECISION

It is my decision to implement the proposed action with Project Design Elements as
described above.

AUTHORITY

Authority for the wild horse decision is found in the Wild Horse and Burro Act of 1971
(PL 92-195) as amended and 43 CFR 4700, including 43 CFR 4710.3-1, 43 CFR 4710.4,
43 CFR 4720.1, and 43 CFR 4740.1. The authority to provide that all or part of a decision
be effective upon issuance is found in 43 CFR 4770.3(c), “Notwithstanding the
provisions of paragraph (a) of 43 CFR 4.21, the authorized officer may provide that
decisions to remove wild horses or burros from public or private lands in situations where
removal is required by applicable law or is necessary to preserve or maintain a thriving
ecological balance and multiple use relationship shall be effective upon issuance or on a
date established in the decision.” The effective date of this decision is 30 days from the
date of the authorized officers’ signatures.

APPEAL PROCEDURES

This decision may be appealed to the Interior Board of Land Appeals (IBLA), Office
of the Secretary, in accordance with regulations contained in 43 CFR 4 and Form
1842-1. If an appeal is filed, your notice of appeal should be filed with Richard Roy,

~



Field Manager, Three Rivers Resource Area, Burns District Office, 28910 Highway 20
West, Hines, Oregon 97738, within 30 days following receipt of the final decision.
The appellant has the burden of showing the decision appealed is in error.

A copy of the appeal, statement of reasons, and all other supporting documents should
also be sent to the Regional Solicitor, Pacific Northwest Region, U.S. Department of the
Interior, 805 SW Broadway, Suite 600, Portland, Oregon 97205. If the notice of appeal
does not include a statement of reasons for the appeal, it must be sent to the IBLA, Office
of Hearings and Appeals, 801 North Quincy Street, Arlington, Virginia 22203. It is
suggested appeals be sent certified mail, return receipt requested.

Standards for Obtaining a Stay—except as otherwise provided by law or other pertinent
regulation, a petition for a stay of decision pending appeal shall show sufficient
justification based on the following standards (43 CFR 4.21(b)):

(1) The relative harm to the parties if the stay is granted or denied,
(2) The likelihood of the appellant's success on the merits,
(3) The likelihood of immediate and irreparable harm if the stay is not
granted, and
(4) Whether the public interest favors granting the stay.
As noted above, the petition for stay must be filed in the office of the authorized officer.
A notice of appeal and/or request for stay electronically transmitted (e.g. email, facsimile,

or social media) will not be accepted. A notice of appeal and/or request for stay must be
on paper.

Authorized Officer: Rhonda Karges, Andrews/Steens Field Manager

e S\

Resource Area Field Manager

Signature:>

Authorized Officer: Richard Roy, Three Riv

~

Sig‘;m@u&\u@:;\ Date: Qj:/%;//d T
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT QF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20248
http:/fwww.bim.gov
March 4, 2015

In Reply Refer To
4750 (260) P

EMS TRANSMISSION 03/24/20186
Instruction Memorandum No, 2015-070
Expires: 09/30/2018

To: All Fleld Office Officlals {except Alaska)
From: Asslstant Director, Renewable Resources and Planning
Subject: Animal Health, Maintenance, Evaluation and Respanse

Program Area: Wild Horse and Burro {WH&8) Program

Purpose: The purpase of this Instruction Memorandum (IM) s to estabhsh policy and procedures for the proactive and preventative medical care of animals
managed by the WH&B Program Including deworming, vaccination, evaluation of animal condition and determjnation of an appropriate end-of-ife action when
Indicated for reasons of an act of mercy, health or safety,

Policy 7 Action: Effective immediately, all Bureau of Land Management {BLM) Washington DC, state, district, and field offices must comptly with the policles
described in this IM. The key contents of this policy are:

+ Deworming and vaccination schedule, diseases to vaccinate agalnst and frequency of treatment (Attachment 1)
+ Animal evaiuation and response that Includes evaluating ammat health, bady condition scoring, and the authority, training, approved methods, reporting
documentation and reasons for ending an animal’s Ife as an act of mercy, health or safety (Attachment 2, 3 and 4).

Timeframe: Alf portions of this policy are effective immediately with the exception of the formal training requirements identified in Attachrment 2, For a period of
three monthg from the date of issuance of this policy, personnel who aiready have expenence performing euthanasia but have not yet recewved formal training
may continue to do so for emergency situations when a trained person is not immediatety available, as a last resort. ARter this time, onty personnel trained by 2
vetennarian may end an animal's life as an act of mercy, health or safety.

Budget Impact: This memorandum Is a reissuance and an update of existing policy with minimai changes. This relssued guidance does not resuit in costs beyond
those already incurred under existing policy except for the additlonal tralning requirements for personnel authorized to end an animal's Iife. The cost for the
required training Is about $250 per person depending on the traming venue. The cost of vaccinations and dewonming for animals in off-range corrals 1s $85 during
the first year and $40 annually thereafter for booster vaccinations. Annual dewerming and vac are not ed to ammals in off-range pastures. The
cost to end an ammal’s life ranges from $50 to $250 depending on circumstances.

Background: The autharity for ending a wild horse or burra’s life 15 provided by Public Law 92-195, Wild Free-Roaming Harses and Burros Act of 1971 Sectlon
1333 (b)(2)(A) and 43 CFR 4730.1. The policy contained in this IM amends and/or replaces previous policies contained In BLM Manual 4750-1 Wild Horse and Burro
Preparation and Management Handbook and in BLM Manual H~4700-1 Wild Horses and Burros Management Handbook.

The adminlstration of vaccines and dewormer to the wild horses and burros removed from the public lands and malntalned at off-range corrals has been a long-
standing practice within the Wild Horse and Burro Program and s a required health care standard operating procedure. Decisions. ta end a wild horse or burro’s life
for reasons related to acts of mercy, heatth, and safety require that the BLM evaluate individual animals affected by injury, physical defect, acute, chronic or
Incuratle disease, severe toath loss, poor condition, old age or behavior characteristics posing safety hazards to handlers. During gathers, the animal’s abllity to
survive the stress of remavat and its probability of surviving on the range, as well as the animal's welfare and potentlal for suffering if reteased or transported to @
BLM off-range preparation faclty, are all considered. Humane, long-term care of wild horses and burres. located at off-range corrals, pastures, ecosanctuarles and
other faciities require periodic evatuation of their condition by qualified BLM personnel or a veterinarian to provide for ther well-being. These evaluations will, at
times, result In decislons that require ending an animal’s fife.

cted: BLM Manual 4750-1 Wild Horse and Burro Preparation, Chapter IlI - Identification and Basic Health Care will need to be
amended to provide for rabies and West Nile vactinations required by this and previous IMs. The Wild Horses and Burros Management Handback, H-4700-1 sectlon
4.9 is superseded by this IM and replaced In its entirety.

Coor This IM was ct d among WO-200, WO-260, WO-500, WHEB state leads, WHEB specialists, and WH&B faciity managers,
Contact: Any questions regarding this IM can be directed to Joan Gulifoyle, Division Chief, Wild Horse and Burro Program {WO-260), at 202-912-7260.

Signed by: Authenticated by
Shelley J. Smith Robert M, Witliams
Acting, Deputy Assistant Diractor Division of IRM Governance WO-860

Resources and Flanning

4 Attachments
1 - De-worming and Vaceination Schedule (1 p)
2 -+ Anlmal Evaluation and Response (9 pp)
3 - Henneke Equine Body Scoring Chart (1 p)
4 - Final Gather Dala Report (2 pp)

Last updated. 04-06-2015
USA.GOV | NoTear Ak | DOX [ Disciaimer | Abous BLM | Nolices | Sowal Meala Policy
. t R T . [ 1 wor R

hitp:/fwww.bim.govh g fAinstruction_Memos_and_Bulletinsinational_instruction/2015/IM_2015-070.him "
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Attachment 2: Animaj Evaluation and Response

A. Euthanasia for Reasons Related to Acts of Merey, Health and Safety

The Authorized Officer (AO) will euthanize or authorize the euthanasia of a wild horse or
burro when any of the following conditions exist.

(1) A chronic or incurable disease, injury, lameness, or serious physical defect (includes
severe tooth loss or wear, club foot, and other severe acquired or congenital
abnormalities);

(2) A Henneke body condition score (Attachment 3) of less than three with a poor or
hopeless prognosis for improvement;

(3)  Anacute or chronic illness, injury, physical condition, or lameness that cannot be
treated or has a poor or hopeless prognosis for recovery;

(4)  Anorder from a state or federal animal health official authorizing the humane
destruction of the animal(s) as a disease control measure;

(5)  The animal exhibits dangerous characteristics beyond those inherently associated
with the wild characteristics of wild horses and burros; or

(6)  The animal poses a public safety hazard (e.g., loose on a busy highway) and an
alternative remedy (capture or return to a herd management area (HMA)) is not
immediately available.

B. Authorized Delegations and Required Training
. Authorily to Authorize Futhanasia

Decisions regarding the euthanasia of a wild horse or burro rest solely with the Bureau of
Land Management’s (BLM’s) AO, defined in 43 CFR 4700.0-5 as “any employee of the
Bureau of Land Management to whom has been delegated the authority to perform the
duties described herein,” and further defined by BLM Manual — 1203 or the Authorized
Officer’s Representative (AR) (persons designated by the AQ as described in 43 CFR
4730.1). In some cases, the decision to euthanize an animal must be made in the field
and cannot always be anticipated. To minimize suffering by providing euthanasia in 2
timely manner, managers should have a sufficient number of individuals trained to
perform euthanasia that meet the state director's firearm standards, the requirements
outlined in 43 CFR 4700, and in this Instruction Memorandum. When possible, a
veterinarian should be consulted prior to euthanasia unless circumstances nccessitating
euthanasia are obvious {e.g., a broken leg or other severe injury) and a logistical delay in
obtaining this consultation would only prolong an animal’s suffering.

Attachment 2-1

SRS

. uaf:

-

12



1I.  Authorization to Perform Euthanasia

Authorized Officers may delegate the authority to perform euthanasia in writing to
anyone known to the AO to have the required training, skill, experience, and equipment
to perform euthanasia described in this policy (See Section D, How Euthanasia Will Be
Performed). Individuals to whom the AO may consider delegating this authority include:
BLM employees, veterinarians, individuals under contract with the BLM, individuals
performing duties under assistance agreements with the BLM, federal or state wildlife
management officers, animal contro! officers, and law enforcement officers.

On gathers, at preparation facilities (facilitics where animals are prepared for transport or
adoption), at shorl-term holding (STH) or long-term pasture (LTP) facilities, inmate
training facilities and at eco-sanctuaries, the AO is responsible for ensuring trained
personnel are available to perform euthanasia at appropriate times. This includes anytime
when wild horses or burros are being captured, sorted, worked, or loaded for
transportation, regardless of location. At adoptions and public events, the AO will ensure
that a veterinarian is on-site or on-call to perform timely and discreet euthanasia if
necessary as an act of mercy.

HI.  Training Requirements

Only persons trained by a veterinarian will be authorized to perform euthanasia. This
training may be provided by any veterinarian known to the AO to have the necessary
knowledge and experience to provide this guidance to lay persons. This training wili not
be required to be completed on an annual basis; however, the Washington Office (WO)
may direct individuals to take refresher training if there are significant changes in the
acceptable practices.

When a firearm is used to perform euthanasia by a non-BLM employee, that individual
must have formal training or certification in firearms safety. Appropriate cettification for
non-BLM personnel would include a hunter or firearms safety qualification recognized as
satisfying a state-mandated hunter safety requirement or a firearms safety class certified
by the National Rifle Association, law enforcement, or military program.

BLM employees performing euthanasia must be authorized to use a firearm by the state
director and meet all requirements specified in the state office firearms policy. If a state
has not issued a firearms policy addressing Wild Horses and Burros (WH&B) euthanasia,
the BLM employees performing euthanasia must complete annual training for
certification in firearms safety and shooting proficiency in accordance with the BLM
Handbook H-1112-2, Safety and Health for Field Operations.

Anachment 2-2
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C. Euthanagia Related to Specific WH&B Management Activities

L

il

.

Euthanasia During Gather Operations

This section sets euthanasia policy during WH&B gather operations. For a description of
the Organizational Chain of Command at gathers as well as roles and responsibilities of
all gather personnel and contractors, see IM No. 2013-060, Wild Horse and Burro
Gathers: Management by Incident Command System.

During-gather operations, the Lead Contracting Officers Representative (COR), as
delegated by the AQ prior to the gather, will authorize the release or euthanasia of any
wild horse or burto that they believe will not tolerate the handling stress associated with
transportation, adoption preparation, or holding. No wild horse or burro should be
released or shipped to a preparation or other facility with a preexisting condition that
requires immediate euthanasia as an act of mercy. The Incident Commander (IC) or
COR should, as an act of mercy and afier consultation with the on-site veterinarian,
euthanize any animal that meets any of the conditions described in Al through A6 above.

Euthanasia On-The-Range

This section sets euthanasia policy for the BLM in field situations associated with on-the-
range WH&B management, including lands other than those administered by the BLM
where WH&Bs are present.

The BLM WH&B specialist responsible for management of an HMA will evaluate the
condition of wild horses and burros throughout the year during routine resource
monitoring efforts. If an animal is found to be suffering from any of the conditions listed
in Al through A6 above, the animal should be euthanized, if possible, on the range as an
act of mercy. If euthanasia is not possible, humane killing as described in Section D
below may be performed as an act of mercy.

On the range, the euthanasia may be performed by any BLM employee or other qualified
individual that has been delegated that authority by the AO, has had the required training
in euthariasia and firearms safety as described above and has the appropriate equipment
available.

Euthanasia at Short:Term Holding, and Preparation and Inmate Training Faciities

This section sets euthanasia policy for the BLM in short-term holding (STH) facilities. If
euthanasia is necessary at a STH facility, it will be performed by a trained and qualified
individual as authorized by the AQ. The BLM employees and contractors follow
comprehensive animal welfare guidelines to protect the health and welfare of wild horses
and burros under their care. However, acute or chronic problems can develop during
captivity and the handling of wild animals that are most humanely addressed by
euthanasia, Some conditions may not immediately be apparent during gathers or other

Attachment 2-3
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points of origin, require additional assessment or evaluation over time, or may best be
addressed afier an animal is moved to a STH or preparation facility. Euthanasia at all
STH and preparation facilities will be applied as follows:

(a) If an animal is affected by any of the conditions described in Al through A6
above that causes acute pain or suffering and immediate euthanasia would be an
act of mercy, the AO or AR must ensure the animal is immediately euthanized.

(b) If an animal is affected by any of the conditions described in A1 through A6
above, but is not in acute pain, the AO should first consult a veterinarian, For
example, if the animal has a physical defect or deformity that would adversely
impact its quality of life if it were placed in the adoption program or in long-term
pasture facilities, but acute suffering is not apparent, a veterinarian should be
consulted prior to euthanasia. If the consultation confirms the animal meets a
condition described in Al through A6 above, the animal will be euthanized in a
timely manner.

(c) Ifthe AO or AR concludes, after consultation with a veterinarian, that an animal
in a STH facility is affected by any of the conditions described in Al through A6
or cannot tolerate the stress of transportation to another facility or adoption
preparation, then the animal will be euthanized.

Euthanasia at Long-Term Pasture Facilities or Eco-Sanctuaries

This section sets euthanasia policy for the BLM at LTP and eco-sanctuary facilities.

For LTPs, the BLM COR or Project Inspector (PI), and for eco-sanctnaries, the Program
Officer (PO) or PI responsible for oversight of the agreement will evaluate all horses and
burros and establish their body condition periodically throughout the year, particularly if
the facility is experiencing drought or some other event which might limit forage
availability. During the year, if any animal is affected by any of the conditions listed in
Al through A6 above, the COR, PO, PI, contractor, partner or another person authorized
by the AO and meeting the requirements found in Section B of this IM wil euthanize that
animal, if possible. On an annual basis, a team will formally evaluate the condition of
each animal on the LTPs and eco-sanctuaries. The evaluation team will consist of 2 BLM
WHE&B specialist and a U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service (APHIS) or other veterinarian acceptable to the BLM. The
action plan for the formal evaluation is as follows:

(a) All animals will be inspected by field observation to evaluate their apparent
health, overall condition and body condition, and identify animals that may need
to be euthanized to prevent a slow death due to a deterioration of their candition.
This evaluation will be based on a visual inspection and the Henneke body
condition scoring system. The evaluations should be conducted prior to severe
winter weather to identify horses with body condition scores of three or less.

Attachment 2-4
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(b) Animals with a body condition score of three or less that appear to be acutely
suffering will be euthanized in the ficld by the PI or designated person such as the
coniractor, within 24 hours of the evaluation. Animals that are chronically
affected with a body condition score of less than three will be euthanized within
two weeks. Horses with a score of three will remain in the field and will be re-
evaluated by the contractor and the P1I for that contract in 60 days to see if their
condition is improving, staying the same or declining. Those that are declining in
condition will be euthanized as soon as possible after the second evaluation.

(c) Arrangements for carcass disposal for euthanized animals will be in accordance
with applicable state and county laws and ordinarices.

V.  Euthanasia During Transportation

Problems can develop during transport, or become exacerbated by transportation, of an
animal. If emergency euthanasia is necessary during transportation for any of the
conditions described in Al through A6 above, the truck driver will immediately contact
the AQ, the COR, ot other identified BLM representative. Under these circumstances, a
veterinarian should be contacted immediately to evaluate the animal and perform
euthanasia if indicated as soon as possible. If necessary, the animal(s) may need to be
off-loaded at the closest BLM or suitable livestock handling facility to ensure that
euthanasia can be performed safely and effectively.

VI.  Euthanasia at Adoptions or Public Events

The AO will ensure that a veterinarian is on-site or on-call and available to respond
within two hours at any adoption or public event. If a veterinarian is unable to respond
within that timeframe, the animaf should be loaded on to a trailer and taken to the closest
qualified veterinarian. The AO will consult with the veterinarian prior to deciding to
euthanize an animal and the veterinarian will perform the euthanasia in a timely and
discreet manner.,

VII.  Euthanasia of a Large Number of Animals

When the need for euthanasia of a large number of animals is anticipated for reasons
related to acts of mercy, chronic or acute injury, disease or safety, the likely course of
action should be identified and outlined in advance whenever possible. When field
monitoring and pre-gather planning identify an increased likelihood that large numbers of
animals may need to be euthanized during a gather, this should be addressed in the gather
plan. In an on-the-range, preparation, STH, LTP, or cco-sanctuary facility situation,
where a gather is not involved, advance planning should also be completed by the AO
whenever possible. Arrangements should be made for a USDA APHIS or other
vsterinarian experienced with WH&B to visit the site and consult with the AQ on
euthanasia decisions. This consultation should be based on an examination of the
animals by the veterinarian, It should include a detailed, written evaluation of the
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conditions, circumstances or history of the situation and the number of animals involved,
Where appropriate, this information should be specific for each animal affected. During
this planning stage, it is critical that the AO include the state office WH&B program lead,
appropriate state office, district office, and field office managers, and any contractors that
may be involved.

VII.  Euthanasia of Unusually Dangerous Animals

Unusually aggressive wild horses and burros can pose an unacceptable risk of injury to
personnel when maintained in enclosed spaces where some level of handling is required.
In rare cases, animals on the range can also be dangerous to domestic animals and/or
people, When a horse or burro is unusually dangerous, it is reasonable to conclude that
an average adopter could not humanely care for the animal as required by the regulations
(¢.g., provide proper transportation, feeding, medical care and handling, 43 CFR 4750.1).
The BLM cannot solve the problem by removing unusually dangerous animals from the
adoption system and placing them in a LTP or eco-sanctuary facility because this
resolution also poses significant risk of injury, both to animals in transport, and to the
BLM personnel and LTP and eco-sanctuary operators.

When deciding to euthanize an animal because it is unusually dangerous, the AO, in
consultation with a veterinarian or other individuals with expertise in animal care,
handling and behavior (as designated by the AO), must determine that the animal poses a
significant and unusual danger fo people or other animals beyond that normally
associated with wild horses and burros. The AO must document the aspects of the
animal’s behavior that make it unusually dangerous and include this documentation in a
report which should be maintained in the appropriate HMA case file and recorded in the
Wild Horse and Burro Program Systern (WHBPS).

D. How Euthanasia will be Performed

When necessary, euthanasia will be performed in a dignified and discreet manner that is
recognized and approved by the AVMA in their Guidelines for the Euthanasia of
Animals: 2013 Edition. Two methods will be used as follows: 1) injection of a lethal
dose of a barbiturate derivative such as sodium pentobarbital solution, or 2) gunshot 1o
the brain of an animal that is calm and still, or humanely-restrained.

s Injections

Only commercially available pentobarbital products will be used for injectable
euthanasia of conscious animals. Products will be administered by a veterinarian or
technician working under the supervision of a veterinarian as may be dictated by state
or federal regulations. Consideration must be given for timely and appropriate
carcass disposal when animals are enthanized by injection of pentobarbital products.
‘When injectable agents are used, the veterinarian supervising the euthanasia process
is responsible for ensuring carcasses are properly disposed of so tissue residues do not
threaten wildlife species that may be attracted to and consume blood or carrion from
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euthanized animals.

Gunshot

A properly placed gunshot to the brain of an animal that is calm and still, or
humanely-restrained, instantly produces an unconscious state followed quickly by a
painless and humane death. This method of euthanizing wild horses and burros
requires only a minimum of handling and restraint; and, when performed on the
range, drug residues that may poison wildlife or enter the environment following
carcass disposal are not a concern. Only qualified and experienced persons skilled in
the safe handling and use of firearms and trained by a veterinarian will perform the
procedure. The optimal placement of a gunshot is from the front of the animal,
perpendicular to the skull at a point one inch above the intersection of two imaginary
diagonal lines drawn like an “X” from the eyes to the base of the ears. Typically,
when euthanizing a wild horse or burro in this manner, the animal will be approached
to within five-to-six feet and the gun will be held within a few inches or up to two-to-
three feet from the animal.

For familiarity among operators, the preferred firearm for routine use will be a 22
magnum caliber revolver. A 22 long rifle caliber revolver may also be used and some
other types and calibers of firearms typical for law enforcement or self-defense use
(9mm, 38, 357, 40, or 45 calibers), if they are familiar to the operator. Carbine rifles
in lieu of a handgun in these same calibers can also be effective when used at the
same distances described above for handguns. The 22 magnum is highly effective,
easily controlled and offers the lowest risk of ricochet or having the bullet exit the
carcass. Only hollow point or other contralled expansion types of bullets should be
used to maximize tissue destruction while minimizing the risk of ricochet or having
the bullet exit the carcass. Animals may be euthanized while standing calmly on a
trailer or confined in a small pen, portion of an alleyway or chute if the operator can
get adequate visual and physical access to the animal. This is most easily and safely
accomplished if the operator can be positioned above the animal. Animals that may
be agitated, fractious or will not stand calmly may need to be placed in a chute or tied
down for restraint; and this may be preferable for safety and reliability. Euthanasia
should not be attempted when restraint is not adequate or the animal is not standing
quietly. Animals moving freely in a large open pen are generally not adequately
restrained and euthanasia should not be attempted. When more than one animal must
be euthanized at one time, the procedure may be done at one time in the same trailer
or chute, but they should be in separate compartments.

Following euthanasia, death must be verified prior to moving the carcass for disposal.
The animal should be examined for cessation of vital signs including pulse and rhythmic
breathing. Complete pupillary dilation and a lack of the corneal reflex are other indicators
that death has occurred. Unconscious animals should only be restrained, handled and
moved as if they were conscious until death is confirmed. Careass disposal should be in
accordance with state and local requirements, where applicable.
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As recognized by the American Veterinary Medical Association (AVMA), circumstances
exist with free-roaming wild animals where capture and chemical or physical restraint
may not be practical prior to euthanasia and may only serve to prolong or exacerbate the
distress of an injured or suffering animal. Under these conditions, and when an animal
cannot be approached within a few feet, humane killing may be indicated to end the
animal’s suffering as quickly and humanely as possible. In these instances, methods
typically used when hunting big-game animals of North America (e.g., elk, moose) in an
ethical and responsible manner will be employed. It is not appropriate in these instances
to use smaller caliber (e.g., 5.56 mm) rifles or other weapons targeted at the brain from
longer distances. High-powered rifles targeted at the heart/lung or shoulder areas of an
animal standing still and at typical hunting distances will be used in this circumstance.
For familiarity among operators, the recommended firearm for this routine use is a bolt-
action scoped rifle in a 30-06 caliber, Other firearm types and calibers with similar
killing power typical for hunting large North American big-game animals (7mm
magnum, .270, .308, .338 Win Mag, etc.) may be used if they are familiar to the operator;
however a .30-06 bolt action scoped rifle sighted in for 200 yards offers a predictable and
ethical means of quickly killing a large animal in the most humane manner possible under
these circumstances. Only hollow point or other controlled expansion types of bullets
should be used to maximize tissue destruction and minimize the risk of ricochet. It is not
appropriate to substitute the use of a high-powered rifle from a distance for euthanasia
using a gunshot to the brain when an animal can be restrained or in situations such as
during gathers, or at temporary or STH facilities when restraint and use of a more
conventional euthanasia technique can be applied.

As noted by the AVMA Panel on Cuthanasia, the psychological response experienced by
people when observing euthanasia or death in any form is an emotional one dependent on
the background of the observer. Grief and distress over the loss of life are the most
common reactions. Expert technique and maintaining a calm and professional
atmosphere during the procedure can help minimize these reactions in the persons who
must perform the procedures as well as co-workers or bystanders. For safety as well as
discretion, only mission-critical persons should be nearby when euthanasia is performed.
The BLM employees and contractors involved in or observing the process should behave
in a dignified and discreet manner that avoids public spectacle. While these
considerations should not outweigh the primary responsibility of using the most rapid and
painless euthanasia method possible under the circumstances, animals should be
euthanized and carcasses moved away from public view whenever possible; animals may
need to be moved off-site prior to euthanasia. In some circurnstances, the use of tarps or
vehicles as a visual screen may also be appropriate.

As noted by the AVMA, circumstances may arise that are not clearly covered by any
policy or set of guidelines for euthanasia. Whenever such situations arise, a veterinarian
experienced with wild horses and burros should be consulted for their professionat
judgment of acceptable techniques for euthanasia. The animal’s species-specific
physiologic and behavioral characteristics, size, approachability and degree of suffering
will be taken into consideration. In all situations, the method of euthanasia that
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minimizes suffering and distress of the animal will be chosen.

. Documentation and Reporting of Euthanized Animals

A record of an animal’s death by euthanasia during a gather, during transport, at facilities
or during an adoption event, will be maintained by the BLM within WHBPS. The death
record will identify the animal by using a description and/or freeze mark if present, the
date of the death, where the animal died and the reason(s) that euthanasia was performed.
If the euthanasia was performed in the field or during a gather operation, then a copy of
the death record should also be maintained in the appropriate HMA case file.

When euthanasia is performed at a gather, the lead COR or IC, in addition to the process
detailed above, will report the actions taken during gather operations in the comment
section of the Daily Gather Overview, and in the Final Gather Data Report (Attachment
4) in accordance with IM No. 2013-061, Wild Horse and Burro Gathers: Internal and
External Communication and Reporting.

. Planning and Communication

The WH&B specialist or the BLM employee responsible for an HMA, facility or public
event is responsible for having a euthanasia plan of action in place at all times where
there are federally protected wild horses and burros, The plan will address practical
considerations such as (1) who will have designated authority to make decisions
regarding cuthanasia; (2) who will perform the procedure; (3) what method(s) of
euthanasia will be used; and (4) how carcass disposal will be addressed.

When a large number of animals may need to be euthanized, a communications plan for
internal and external contacts {including early alerts to state and Washington offices)
should be developed in advance and implemented concurrently while addressing the
situation at-hand. The communications plan should address the need for the action, as
weil as the appropriate messages to the public and the media, including why animals are
being euthanized and how the action is consistent with the BLM’s responsibilities and
policy.

All operation plans for gathers, adoptions and public events where it is possible that
animals may need to be euthanized will include contingency plans that address the
capability for performing the function. Each state will develop and implement a training
and certification plan for those employees that will be tasked with euthanizing animals.
A veterinarian will be present or on-call for all gathers, adoptions, and public events,
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Appendix B
Response to Public Comments

A notice of availability of the Determination of National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) Adequacy (DNA) was mailed to 77 interested individuals, groups, and agencies
on March 10, 2015. The DNA, along with the 2011 Gather Environmental Assessment
(EA), Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) and Decision Record (DR), were posted
on the Burns District Bureau of Land Management (BLM) planning webpage at
http://www.blm.gov/or/districts/burns/plans/plans.php. In addition, a notice was posted in

the Burns Times-Herald newspaper on March 11, 2015. The Burns District BLM
received 11,666 comments in the forms of letters and email communications.

Comments are grouped by subject and have been responded to accordingly.

NEPA Adequacy

1.

Comment: The Environmental Analysis (EA) used to make the decision for this
roundup is outdated, and cannot be used with any degree of certainty as it relates
to population levels and land conditions.

Response: A DNA confirms that an action is adequately analyzed in existing
NEPA document(s) and is in conformance with the land use plan (LUP).
Regarding “population levels and land conditions”, the new proposed action
estimates the need to remove 36 additional horses between the two Herd
Management Areas (HMA) in order to achieve the low ends of Appropriate
Management Levels (AML) (DNA p. 9). This amount is based upon the May
2014 census. The DNA (p. 10) goes on to discuss rangeland monitoring indicating
the need to return the wild horse population to the low ends of AMLs. The DNA
(p. 10) also discusses the changes in resource conditions within the HMA (i.e.
improvements in range condition as a result of the Five Creeks Rangeland
Restoration Project), yet, despite the improvements in habitat conditions in the
HMA, the same wild horse issues are currently occurring as were identified in the
2011 Gather EA (p. 2, Purpose and Need for Action).

Comment: Furthermore, the Burns District Office itself noted [2011 EA, p. 41]
that “Any future wild horse management would be analyzed in appropriate
environmental documents following site-specific planning with public
involvement.” Allowing the public to comment on a finalized Determination of
NEPA Adequacy is simply inadequate.

Response: The 2011 EA and DNA are BLM's “appropriate environmental

documents”. The 30-day public comment period following the availability of the
DNA on March 10, 2015, was the public involvement, along with that described
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in Section 5 (p. 14) and F (p. 16) of the DNA. The DNA (p. 1) also states, “The
gather would be initiated following issuance of 2 BLM Decision on this DNA.”
Changes were made to the DNA (p. 15) to clarify the decision process. The words
“and subsequent decision” were deleted from the seventh paragraph in section 5.
The following two sentences were also added (DNA p. 15), “A decision for this
proposed action would be issued following the 30-day comment period. This
decision would be issued 31 to 76 days prior to the proposed gather start as is
policy in IM 2010-130 - Wild Horse and Burro Gather Decisions.”

Determination of Excess

3. Comment: “The gather is designed to re-establish the wild horse populations of
the Riddle Mountain and Kiger HMAs to the low end of their respective AMLs.
DNA, p. 1. However, BLM policy [BLM Handbook 4700-7.1.2 (p. 47)] clarifies
that “[j]ustifying a removal [of horses] based on nothing more than the established
AML is not acceptable.”

Response: The proposed action of the EA and DNA meet the purpose and need
for action (EA, p. 2). Because of the excess wild horses, as evidenced by the May
6, 2014, inventory, rangeland monitoring which documents heavy utilization and
wild horse wallows in Kiger HMA, ongoing drought causing lack of water, and
the movement of horses outside the Riddle Mountain HMA boundary in search of
necessary forage and water (discussed in Section C of the DNA); the purpose of
the action is to return the wild horse populations to within the established AMLs,
protect rangeland resources from deterioration associated with the current
overpopulation, maintain a thriving natural ecological balance and multiple-use
relationship on public lands in the area consistent with the provisions of
1333(b)(2)(iv) of the Wild Free-Roaming Horse and Burro Act (WFRHBA), and
to maintain Rangeland Health Standards.

Population Growth Rate

4. Comment: The 20% growth model used by BLM to estimate populations is
questionable.

Response: On May 6, 2014, BLM conducted a simultaneous double count aerial
inventory of the Riddle Mountain and Kiger HMAs, with 56 adult horses and 108
adult horses observed, respectively. In estimating out year populations, Burns
District BLM uses 20 percent as the annual population growth for these HMAs.
Depending on climatic fluctuations, annual growth rate can fluctuate with water
and forage availability and limitations associated with these resources. The
National Academy of Sciences (CH. 2, p. 55) suggests many wild horse
populations are realizing annual population growth rates of 20 percent or higher.
This report also references studies collectively demonstrating that growth rates
vary substantially from one population to another, and may also vary from one
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period to another in the same population (NAS 2013, p. 55). The 20 percent
annual population growth rate includes both survival and fecundity rates (NAS
2013, p. 55).

Fertility Control

5. Comment. The BLM has not considered the 2013 recommendations made by the
National Academy of Sciences (NAS). The NAS found that the BLM's roundup-
and-remove management approach was fueling high reproductive rates for the
horses left on the range. The NAS recommended humane fertility control as an
economically, socially and scientifically superior alternative to roundup and
removal.

Response: The DNA (p. 11) explains why Porcine Zona Pellucida (PZP) is not
being proposed for use on the Riddle Mountain and Kiger wild horses.
6. Comment: [E]ight of the released Riddle Mountain mares were injected with PZP

as per
http://www.blm.gov/wo/st/ en/prog/whbprogram/herd_management/Data/complet
ed fy 11 gathers.html.

Response: The eight mares treated with fertility control on the table on the cited
website was a typo. There were no mares treated with PZP from Riddle or Kiger

HMAs following the 2011 gather.

Holding Availability

7. Comment: The BLM has nearly 50,000 wild horses in holding facilities, over
17,000 of which are in short term holding facilities and available for adoption.
The agency already has a huge backlog of adoptable horses; it should not be
bringing more horses into this overburdened adoption system.

Response: The DNA (pages 11-12) discusses that the Kiger horses have had an
almost 100 percent adoption rate since 1986, therefore holding space for the
horses removed from the HMAs is only expected to be necessary until the date of
the adoption.

Selective Removal

8. Comment: Stop managing the Kiger and Riddle Mountain mustangs as private
breeding stock and start managing them as a valuable and rare wildlife population
by leaving horses on the range and allowing natural selection to work to improve
the genetic strength of these herds.
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Response: Burns District began protecting and managing for the Spanish type
horses in Kiger HMA in 1974. Through the 1980's, BLM and the public's
awareness and iterest in preserving the important historic and cultural value of
Spanish Mustang characteristics grew, ultimately leading to the development of
the 1992 Kiger Mustang Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC). These
herds are not managed for private breeding stock. The primary management
objective for this ACEC is to perpetuate and protect the dun factor color and
conformation characteristics of the wild horses present in the Kiger and Riddle
Mountain HMAs. If BLM had not noticed the unique characteristics of some of
the horses in these herds and continued to manage for these important historic and
cultural traits over the past 40 years, we would not have the unique and historic
herds we have today. The very high public interest and absolute adoption rate
speak to the success of the BLM and the public at protecting, managing, and
promoting Spanish type wild horses both on and off the range.

Self-stabilizing Populations

9. Comment: ] urge you to consider Reserve Design, such as by Craig Downer, as to
reach a vision that allows our wild horses to maintain freedom, with respect to
their spirits and health - instead of forcing them into captivity where they languish
miserably in shelter less, barren pens, deprived from roaming and ensuring their
mental health.

Response: BLM's interpretation of “Reserve Design” is hands off management of
the wild horses, allowing them and all the other resources in the area to “self-
stabilize” their populations. The National Academy of Sciences 2013 report (p.
76) states, “It can be expected - on the basis of logic, experience, and modeling
studies that because horses or burros left to “self-limit” will be food-limited, they
will also have poorer body condition on the average. If animals are in poorer
condition, mortality will be greater, particularly in times of food shortage
resulting from drought or severe winter weather. Indeed, when population growth
rate is zero, mortality must balance natality. Whether that is acceptable to
managers or the public is beyond the purview of the committee, but it is a
biological reality.” Section 3(a) of the WFRHBA states, “the Secretary shall
manage wild free-roaming horses and burros in a manner that is designed to
achieve and maintain a thriving natural ecological balance on the public lands. He
shall consider the recommendations of qualified scientists in the field of biology
and ecology, some of whom shall be independent of both Federal and State
agencies and may include members of the Advisory Board established in section 7
of this Act.” The NAS report indicates rangeland health, as well as food and water
resources for other animals which share the range, would be affected by resource
limited horse populations, which could be in conflict with the legislative mandate
that BLM maintain a thriving natural ecological balance (NAS, page 56). BLM
interprets the Act and the sciences of biology and ecology to conclude that self-
limitation is not a best management practice for wild horses and burros.
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Adjustments to Wild Horse AML and Livestock AUMs

10. Comment: Increase the Allowable [Appropriate] Management Levels (AMLs) for
wild horses in the Kiger and Riddle Mountain HMAs to more sustainable levels
by reducing livestock grazing in these areas. With five times more livestock
grazing in these areas than wild horses, the BLM has ample room to increase wild
horse population levels in these HMAs.

Response: The 2011 EA (p. 8) had an alternative not brought forward for detailed
analysis titled Remove or Reduce Livestock within the HMAs. Adjustments to
forage allocations is outside the scope of this analysis as forage allocations for
livestock and an appropriate management level for wild horses have already been
set in the 2005 Steens Mountain Cooperative Management and Protection Area
(CMPA) Record of Decision (ROD) and Resource Management Plan (RMP) and
the 1992 Three Rivers RMP, ROD, and Rangeland Program Summary. The DNA
(p. 10) explains how, despite successful rangeland restoration projects within the
HMA since the 2011 gather, the same wild horse issues are currently occurring as
identified in the 2011 Gather EA (p. 2, Purpose and Need for Action). Issues
include wild horse numbers over AML, wild horse concentrations causing
resource damage, and poor distribution causing heavy utilization in certain
portions of the HMAs.

Permitted livestock grazing is managed in response to rangeland conditions which
fluctuate due to annual environmental conditions. Adjustments to permitted
livestock grazing are made each year to meet utilization targets and specific
resource objectives. Annual adjustments to horse populations are not possible;
therefore wild horse herds must be managed within population numbers which
account for periods of environmental extremes which limit the availability of
adequate forage and water.

Expansion of HVMIA Boundaries

11. Comment: With a slight re-orientation of HMA boundaries, Riddle Mountain and
the Kiger range could become a contiguous HMA, the exchange of stallions
would no longer be necessary. The HMA could be managed as one unit, allowing
the horses from both herds to exchange naturally.

Response: Adjustments to HMA boundaries are outside the scope of the 2011 EA
and this DNA; adjustments to HMA boundaries are Land Use Plan (LUP)
decisions. In addition, we are limited to managing HMAs within the original Herd
Area (HA) boundaries as per H-4700-1-2.1.2 Herd Areas - HAs are limited to
areas of the public lands identified as habitat used by WH&B at the time that the
WFRHBA passed (December 15, 1971). When preparing an LUP, identify the
HAs (in whole or in part) which will not be managed as HMAs and explain the
reasons they will not be managed for WH&B. The land sitting directly between
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the Riddle Mountain and Kiger HMAs was never part of an HA, therefore BLM
has no authority to manage these lands for wild horses. Additionally, the 1992
Kiger Mustang ACEC included the two separate HMAs (Kiger and Riddle
Mountain HMAS) as a safeguard to provide protection for the Kiger Mustang's
unique characteristics should something happen to one of the herds.

Principally but Not Exclusively

12. Comment: The HMAs were set by the Free-Roaming Wild Horse and Burro Act
of 1971 and the land[s] included in these HMAs, as you know, are principally for
the management of wild horses and burros. They have the principal right first
before the livestock.

Response: The law's language stating that public lands where wild horses and
burros were found roaming in 1971 are to be managed “principally but not
necessarily exclusively” for the welfare of these animals relates to the Interior
Secretary's power to “designate and maintain specific ranges on public lands as
sanctuaries for their protection and preservation” -- which are, thus far, the Pryor
Mountain Wild Horse Range (in Montana and Wyoming), the Nevada Wild Horse
Range (located within the north central portion of Nellis Air Force Range), the
Little Book Cliffs Wild Horse Range (in Colorado), and the Marietta Wild Burro
Range (in Nevada). The “principally but not necessarily exclusively” language
applies to specific Wild Horse Ranges, not to HMAs in general. The Code of
Federal Regulations (43 CFR Subpart 4710.3) describes herd management areas
(§4710.3-1) and wild horse and burro ranges (§4710.3-2). In delineating each
HMA, the authorized officer shall consider the appropriate management level for
the herd, the habitat requirements of the animals, the relationships with other uses
of the public and adjacent private lands, and the constraints contained in §4710.4.
HMAs may also be designated as wild horse or burro ranges to be managed
principally, but not necessarily exclusively, for wild horse or burro herds. The
Riddle Mountain and Kiger HMAs have not been designated as wild horse
“ranges” and therefore must consider the factors described above in the
management of the HMAs.

Genetic Viability

13. Comment: “The DNA is completely devoid of analysis on how the current genetic
viability of the herds in the Kiger and Riddle Mountain HMAs will be impacted
by the Proposed Action.” “BLM solely relies on genetic reports from 2012 in the
DNA, and does not provide any analysis on how the Proposed Action might affect
the genetic diversity and viability of the remaining wild horses in the HMAs.”

Response: Genetic Analysis (2012) conducted on the horses gathered during the
2011 gather were attachments to the DNA. Recommendations from these reports
state, “Current variability levels are high enough that no action is needed at this
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14.

15.

point but the herd should be monitored closely due to the trend for loss of
variability. This is especially true if it is known that the herd size has seen a recent
decline. Populations that consist of less than 100 individuals are at high risk of
loss of variability and this can occur rapidly at low population numbers. It should
be noted that the Riddle Mountain herd is genetically very close to the Kiger herd
but different enough that exchange of a few individuals of these herds could
restore variability levels.” Exchanges of horses from Riddle Mountain and Kiger
HMAs occurred following the 2011 gather. Release records indicate horses were
being exchanged between Riddle, Kiger, and Smyth Creek HMAs (Kiger and
Smyth Creek HMAs make up the current Kiger HMA) even back in 1986. The
release records following most of the gathers of these HMAs indicate an exchange
or translocations of horses from other HMAS to help maintain adequate genetic
variation. Genetic variability of these herds has been monitored closely since the
late 1980's. BLM plans to continue to monitor the genetic variability of these
herds as indicated in the project design features of the proposed action of the
DNA (p. 4), “Hair samples would be collected to assess genetic diversity of the
herd, as outlined in Washington Office (WO) IM 2009-062 (W1ild Horse and
Burro Genetic Baseline Sampling) (Appendix C).” BLM understands that the size
of these small herds puts them at a greater risk of loss of variability; however,
through close monitoring for the past 35 years, BLM has been able to maintain
variability at adequate levels. Refer to response to comment 1(d) regarding
adjustments in wild horse AML.

Comment: Questions how many horses were sampled from each HMA.

Response: As stated in the DNA (p. 35), 21 horses were sampled from Riddle
Mountain HMA and 40 horses were sampled from Kiger HMA (p. 44). In 2011
BLM followed Instruction Memorandum (IM) No. 2009-062, which established
program guidance and policy for the collection of genetic baseline information for
wild horse and burro populations.

Comment: While discussing Gus Cothran's 2012 recommendations she cites “the
Riddle Mountain herd is genetically very close to the Kiger herd but different
enough that exchange of a few individuals of these herds could restore variability
levels.” While that has been the practice for many years we question the legality
of this practice. According to the WFRHBA the BLM is mandated to manage the
herds for sustainability - i.e. self-sustaining herds.

Response: H-4700-1-4.4.6.1 Baseline Genetic Diversity suggests, “Movement of
WH&B from one HMA to another may enhance genetic diversity.” The 1996
Riddle Mountain and Kiger Wild Horse Herd Management Area Plan, Horse Herd
Objectives section states, “Periodically exchange stallions and/or mares between
the Riddle Mountain and Kiger HMAs to maintain genetic diversity.” This HMA
Plan can be found on
http://www.blm.gov/or/districts/burns/plans/activityplans.php. The 2013 NAS
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Response: Cougars are the only large predator in the area that may prey on wild
horses, mainly foals. Even with high cougar populations across Oregon and in the
Steens Wildlife Management Unit, as described in the 2006 Oregon Cougar
Management Plan, there is no evidence to suggest cougars have an effect on wild
horse recruitment. Canadian biologists (Knopff et al. 2010) confirmed that wild
horses were killed by cougars but all kills were of animals less than 2 years of
age; “Although our seasonal result is novel, that cougar predation on large
ungulate species tends to focus on animals <1 year old has been well-documented
(Hornocker 1970, Turner et al. 1992, Ross and Jalkotzy 1996, Murphy 1998,
Husseman et al. 2003).” They also found 0.5 percent of an adult female’s diet is
made up of feral horse in the summer. Thirteen percent of adult males” summer
diet was feral horse while 10 percent of their winter diet was feral horse. Subadult
cougars did not prey on feral horses. There was no discussion on how this amount
of predation would affect wild horse population growth. In addition, the 2013
NAS report (p. 74) confirms foals are usually the prey of cougars and goes on to
explain population size is not affected as much by foal survival as it is by adult
survival; foal survival is strongly affected by other variables (such as weather).
BLM does not make decisions on predator management but can make
recommendations to Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW). Changes
to predator management are outside the scope of the 2011 EA and this DNA.

Eco-sanctuary

18. Comment: An innovative approach such as an eco-sanctuary could create a legacy
for our future generations, educational learning as mustangs played a most
important role in the history of this country, and it could boost economy and thus
ensure many positive gains.

Response: Establishment of an eco-sanctuary is outside the scope of the 2011 EA
and this DNA.

Range Improvements

19. Comment: Do the HMAs have perimeter fences? Do the fences need repair? Do
the gates need to be checked frequently and closed? Would palatable planting
draw the wild horses back inside the HMAs? Have mineral licks been placed
well-inside the HMAs? Have guzzlers been installed to provide water sources
within the boundaries of the HMAs?

Response: Appendix D (EA p. 56 and 57) includes HMA maps with fence and
inventory information. The legend says “pasture boundary” and not specifically
“fences”, but yes, the HMAs are fenced. Impacts of fences or other range
improvement projects are fully analyzed in site-specific NEPA analysis for the
range improvement project. Analyses of those impacts are outside the scope of the
2011 EA and this DNA.
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Worksheet

Determination of NEPA Adequacy (DNA)

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management

Office: Burns District Bureau of Land Management - Three Rivers Resources Area and Steens
Mountain Cooperative Management and Protection Area

Tracking Number (DNA #): DOI-BLM-OR-B070-2015-0009-DNA

Case File/Project Number: Riddle Mountain and Kiger Herd Management Area files.

Proposed action Title: Kiger and Riddle Mountain Herd Management Areas Wild Horse Gather
Location/Legal Description: East of Diamond, Oregon. Kiger HMA approximately 1.5 miles east
and Riddle Mountain HMA approximately 13 miles east. See attached Maps A - C.

A. Description of the Proposed Action and Applicable Project Design Features

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) proposes to gather wild horses from the Riddle
Mountain and Kiger Herd Management Areas (HMA), as well as those horses that have left
the HMA to surrounding lands. This proposed action tiers to the Kiger and Riddle Mountain
HMAs Wild Horse Gather Environmental Assessment (EA) DOI-BLM-OR-B050-2011-
0006-EA (2011 Gather EA) which stated in the Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions
(RFFA) section, “Over the next 10 to 20 year period, RFFAs include gathers about every 4
years to remove excess wild horses in order to manage population size within the established
AML [Appropriate Management Level] range” (p. 41).

The gather is designed to re-establish the wild horse populations of the Riddle Mountain and
Kiger HMAs to the low end of their respective AMLs. The helicopter drive method (as
discussed on pages 5, 18, and 19 of the 2011 Gather EA) would be used to capture wild
horses and would take approximately one week, depending on weather conditions. The gather
would be initiated following issuance of a BLM Decision on this DNA. The decision would
be issued at least 31 days prior to the start of the gather and would be posted on the Burns

District website, http://www.blm.gov/or/districts/burns/index.php.

The estimated gather start date is proposed for anywhere between the last week of July
through the first two weeks of August, depending on the schedule of the gather contractor.
The rationale for a late July—early August gather date includes: BLM Manual 4720.41
prohibits the use of helicopter drive trapping of horses during peak foaling season (March 1
June 30); by August, foals would be big enough to safely travel to the trap site; the HMAs are
accessible by vehicles in August; Burns District has always tried to avoid helicopter gathers
in September because these HMAs are high use areas for hunting; the August gather gives the
Burns Corrals Facility staff adequate time to prepare the horses for the upcoming adoption;
and scheduling the outdoor adoption event prior to the onset of winter weather provides safer
conditions for adopters hauling horses home.



The AMLs for Riddle Mountain and Kiger HMAs are 33 to 56 horses and 51 to 82 horses,
respectively. The May 6, 2014, census of these HMAs counted 56 adult horses and 10 foals in
Riddle Mountain HMA and 108 adult horses and 22 foals in Kiger HMA. With an average
annual population growth rate of 20 percent, by summer 2015 there would be approximately
67 adult horses and 14 foals in Riddle Mountain HMA and 130 adult horses and 26 foals in
Kiger HMA.

The proposed action includes gathering the estimated population on the range, removing
excess horses, selecting horses that fit the characteristics of the Kiger Mustang (as described
in the 1996 Riddle Mountain and Kiger Wild Horse HMA Plan), and returning those horses to
the range to re-establish the low ends of the respective HMAs’ AMLs following the gather. In
August 2015, approximately 73 wild horses would be gathered from Riddle Mountain HMA,
with approximately 48 excess wild horses removed. Approximately 141 wild horses would be
gathered from the Kiger HMA, with approximately 105 excess wild horses removed.

Excess horses would be removed using a selective removal strategy. Selective removal
criteria for the HMAs include: (1) First Priority: Age Class - Four Years and Younger; (2)
Second Priority: Age Class - Eleven to Nineteen Years; (3) Third Priority: Age Class - Five
to Ten Years; and 4) Fourth Priority: Age Class - Twenty Years and Older (which should not
be removed from the HMA unless specific exceptions prevent them from being turned back to
the range). The BLM Manual 4720 - Removal of Excess Wild Horses and Burros Section
4720.33 specifies some animals that should be removed irrespective of their age class. These
‘animals include, but are not limited to, nuisance animals and animals residing outside the
HMA or in an area of an inactive Herd Area (HA). Horses are territorial creatures who
establish home ranges. If these home ranges happen to be outside an HMA boundary, it is
anticipated the horses would return to that home range even after being gathered. Therefore,
animals found outside the HMAs would not be returned to the range unless it is necessary to
keep them in the herd to return the population to the low end of AML.

Captured wild horses would be released back into the HMAs under the following criteria:

e Riddle Mountain HMA - Low AML would be reestablished and consist of 16 mares and
17 stallions to form a 50/50 sex ratio.

e Kiger HMA - Low AML would be reestablished and consist of 25 mares and 26 stallions
to form a 50/50 sex ratio.

¢ Horses in both HMAs would be selected to maintain a diverse age structure and
exemplify physical and conformation characteristics that would perpetuate the desirable
features of the Kiger Mustang. These characteristics, as derived from the 1996 Riddle
Mountain and Kiger Wild Horse HMA Plan, include:

o Color - dun, red dun, grulla, claybank and variations.

o Markings - Primitive markings including but not limited to dorsal stripe; leg bars;
cobwebbing, or face mask; chest, rib, and arm bars; mottling/shadowing along neck,
arm, and thigh; shoulder stripe and shadow; dark ear trimming; bi-colored manes and
tails; or dark hooves. Minimal to no white markings.



o Conformation: Spanish mustang-type conformation - Not coarse or heavy-boned;
light to moderately muscled; muscles in hip and thigh should be long and smooth;
well-defined withers typically higher than the hind end; deep girth; low set tail,
medium-sized feet; hooked ear tips; and medium-size head that tapers slightly from
jaw to muzzle (fine muzzles) (head profile can be straight, concave or slightly
convex).

o Size - 13-15 hands.

o Weight - 750-1,000 pounds.

Project Design Features

Trap sites would be selected within the pastures and areas where horses are located to the
greatest extent possible and would follow the appropriate Wilderness Study Area (WSA)
guidance set forth in BLM Manual 6330 Section 1.6(C)10(iii) (p. 1-36), for Riddle HMA.
Trap sites and temporary holding facilities would be located in previously used sites or
other disturbed areas whenever possible. These areas would be seeded with a seed mix
appropriate to the specific site if bare soil exceeds more than 10 square yards per
location. The seed applied on sites within WSA would be a mix of native species while
sites outside WSA would be seeded with a mix of desirable, non-native species.
Undisturbed areas identified as trap sites or holding facilities would be inventoried, prior
to being used, for cultural and botanical resources. If cultural or special status botanical
resources were encountered, these locations would not be utilized unless they could be
modified to avoid affecting these resources.

Trap sites and temporary holding facilities would be surveyed for noxious weeds prior to
gather activities. Any weeds found would be treated using the most appropriate methods.
All gather activity sites would be monitored for at least two years post-gather. Any weeds
found would be treated using the most appropriate methods, as outlined in the 1998
Burns District Weed Management EA, or subsequent documents.

All vehicles and equipment used during gather operations would be cleaned before and
following implementation to guard against spreading of noxious weeds.

Efforts would be made to keep trap and holding locations away from areas with noxious
weed infestations.

Gather sites would be noted and reported to range and weed personnel for monitoring
and/or treatment of new and existing infestations.

An agreement would be in place between private landowners and BLM for any traps
located on private land. Surveys for cultural resources would be conducted on trap sites
located on private land.

Maintenance may be conducted along roads accessing trap sites and holding facilities
prior to the start of gather operations to ensure safe passage for vehicles hauling
equipment and horses to and from these sites. Any gravel required for road maintenance
is to be certified weed-free gravel. Road maintenance conducted within the Steens
Mountain Cooperative Management and Protection Area (CMPA) boundary would be
done in accordance with the Steens Mountain Travel Management Plan (TMP) (2007). A
required 30-day notice of road maintenance on Maintenance Level 2/Maintenance



Intensity 1 (ML2/MI1)" roads within the Steens Mountain CMPA would be placed on the
Burns District BLM website, http://www.blm.gov/or/districts/burns/index.php, as a press
release.

e Gather and trapping operations would be conducted in accordance with the Standard
Operating Procedures (SOP) described in the Wild Horse and Burro (WH&B) Gathers:
Comprehensive Animal Welfare Policy (Instruction Memorandum (IM) 2013-059) which
was created to establish policies and procedures to enable safe, efficient, and successful
WH&B gather operations while ensuring humane care and treatment of all animals
gathered (Appendix A).

e An Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS) veterinarian would be onsite
during the gather, as needed, to examine animals and make recommendations to BLM for
care and treatment of wild horses.

e Decisions to humanely euthanize animals in field situations would be made in
conformance with BLM policy outlined in IM 2009-041: Euthanasia of Wild Horses and
Burros for Reasons Related to Health, Handling and Acts of Mercy (Appendix B).

e Data, including sex and age distribution, would be recorded on all gathered horses
(removed and returned). Additional information such as color, condition class
information (using the Henneke (1983) rating system), size, disposition of animals, and
other information may also be recorded.

e Excess animals would be transported to BLM’s Oregon Wild Horse and Burro Corral
Facility where they would be prepared (freeze marked, vaccinated, and dewormed) for
adoption, sale (with limitations), or long-term pasture.

¢ Hair samples would be collected to assess genetic diversity of the herd, as outlined in
Washington Office (WO) IM 2009-062 (Wild Horse and Burro Genetic Baseline
Sampling) (Appendix C). Hair samples would be collected from a minimum of 25
percent of the post-gather population.

¢ Public and media management during helicopter gather and bait trapping operations
would be conducted in accordance with WO IM 2013-058 - Wild Horse and Burro
Gathers: Public and Media Management (Appendix D). This IM establishes policy and
procedures for safe and transparent visitation by the public and media at WH&B gather
operations, while ensuring the humane treatment of wild horses and burros.

Monitoring

The BLM Contracting Officer’s Representative (COR) and Project Inspectors (PI)
assigned to the gather would be responsible for ensuring contract personnel abide by the
contract specifications and the gather SOPs outlined in IM 2013-059 (Appendix A).

U ML2/MI1: The scope of activities described within ML2/MI1 includes: maintaining drainage, which can include
grading to prevent/minimize erosion; correcting drainage problems; and protecting adjacent lands. Brushing can be
performed if route bed drainage is being adversely affected and contributing to erosion. For further detail on these
maintenance categories refer to BLM Manual 9113 - Roads Manual (MI1) and Andrews/Steens RMP/ROD 2005,
Appendix M-2 (ML2). .
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B. Land Use Plan (LUP) Conformance

e Steens Mountain Cooperative Management and Protection Area Record of Decision
(ROD) and Resource Management Plan (RMP), August 2005.
e Three Rivers RMP, ROD, and Rangeland Program Summary, September 1992.

The proposed action is in conformance with the LUP, even though it is not specifically provided
for, because it is clearly consistent with the following LUP decisions (objectives, terms, and
conditions):

Steens Mountain CMPA ROD/RMP (2005)

(p. RMP-50)

Goal: Manage and maintain healthy wild horse herds in established HMAs at AMLSs to
maintain a thriving natural ecological balance between wild horse populations, wildlife,
livestock, vegetation resources, and other resource values. Enhance and perpetuate the
special or rare and unique characteristics that distinguish the respective herds.

Objective 3. Maintain/adjust AMLs and yearlong forage allocations for each HMA.

Management Direction

“...Wild horse numbers are managed through gathering, removal, and other approved
methods of population control... Wild horse numbers are normally reduced to the low end
of the AML range when gatherings are conducted.”

(p- RMP-51)

Management Direction (continued)

“A diverse age structure and sex ratios ranging from 40 to 50 percent female and 50 to 60
percent male will be maintained. Wild horses returned to the HMA after a gather will
possess representative characteristics of the herd’s conformation, size, color, and unique
markings. New animals from other HMAs will be introduced when needed to increase
diversity of the genome or maintain herd characteristics.”

Three Rivers RMP/ROD (1992)

(p. 2-43)

Objective and Rationale

WHB 1: Maintain healthy populations of wild horses within the Kiger ... and Riddle
Mountain Herd Management Areas (HMAs) ...

Rationale: Wild and Free-Roaming Horse and Burro Act of 1971 requires BLM to
manage wild free-roaming horses and burros under multiple-use in a manner that is
designed to achieve a thriving natural ecological balance on public lands.



Allocation/Management Action - WHB 1.1: Continue to allocate the following acres
and AUMs in active HMAs:

Kiger HMA 36,618 ac. 984 AUMs

Riddle Mountain HMA 28,021 ac. 672 AUMs

(p. 2-45)
Objective and Rationale

WHB 3: Enhance and perpetuate the special or rare and unique characteristics that
distinguish the respective herds in the RA [Resource Area].

Rationale: Color, type, distinctive markings, size and weight of members of the various
herds are characteristic of the historic background of those herds. It is highly desirable to
retain this cultural/historical linkage.

Allocation/Management Action - WHB 3.1: Limit any releases of wild horses or burros
into an HMA to individuals which exhibit the characteristics designated for that HMA.

C. Identify applicable National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents and other
related documents that cover the proposed action.

List by name and date all applicable NEPA documents that cover the proposed action.

e Kiger and Riddle Mountain Herd Management Areas Wild Horse Gather Environmental
Assessment (EA) DOI-BLM-OR-B050-2011-0006-EA (May 3, 2011). (Hereafter
referred to as 2011 Gather EA).

List by name and date other documentation relevant to the proposed action (e.g., biological
assessment, biological opinion, watershed assessment, allotment evaluation, and moniforing
report).

e Kiger and Riddle Mountain Herd Management Area Plan Evaluation and Kiger Mustang
Area of Critical Environmental Concern Review (2014).

e Kiger and Riddle Mountain HMAs Inventory (May 6, 2014).

¢ Kiger and Riddle Mountain Genetics Analyses by E. Gus Cothran of Texas A&M
University (2012).

e North Steens 230-kV Transmission Line Project Final Environmental Impact Statement
(October 2011) and Record of Decision (December 28, 2011). - This is a relevant
document as wild horses are discussed in cumulative effects in Section 4 below.

e Happy Valley Allotment Management Plan (AMP) DOI-BLM-OR-B050-2009-0053-EA
(September 2011). Two pastures within the Happy Valley Allotment are within the Kiger
HMA. The intent of this AMP is to maintain wild horse populations within AML to
achieve rangeland health standards.

e Bumnt Flat Allotment Evaluation (2001) - Objective 1: Maintain all seral stages in current
status to provide a diversity of habitat types and conditions and forage requirements
during the next 5-6 years. Management actions needed to address the objective and
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conform to the guidelines: ... Gather wild horses when numbers exceed AML (p.12-13).
The intent of this AMP is to maintain wild horse populations within AML to achieve
rangeland health standards.

Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW). Greater Sage-Grouse Conservation
Assessment and Strategy for Oregon: A Plan to Maintain and Enhance Populations and
Habitat (April 2011).

Greater Sage-Grouse Interim Management Policies and Procedures, BLM IM 2012-043,
(December 2011).

BLM. A Report on National Greater Sage-Grouse Conservation Measures. BLM
National Technical Team on Greater Sage-Grouse (December 2011).

Greater Sage-Grouse Allotment Candidate Conservation Agreement (CCA) for Oregon
BLM Rangeland Management. Home Ranch Limited Liability Corporation (LLC) -
Smyth-Kiger Allotment Harney County, Oregon. Under the Greater Sage-Grouse
Programmatic Candidate Conservation Agreement for Oregon BLM Rangeland
Management Allotment CCA Tracking Number: DOI-BLM-OR-B050-2014-0001-CCA
(May 2014). The purpose for this CCA is to promote grazing practices that reduce or
eliminate threats to sage-grouse on the enrolled allotment and to ensure grazing practices
that are neutral or beneficial to sage-grouse can likely continue unaffected if the species
is listed in the future. The conservation measures identified in this CCA are expected to
benefit sage-grouse through maintenance, enhancement, and rehabilitation of sage-grouse
populations and their habitats and by reducing threats causing direct and indirect
mortality.

Smyth-Kiger Allotment Management Plan, DOI-BLM-OR-05-025-027-EA (November
2008) - Management Objectives: In order to maintain a natural ecological balance,
achieve rangeland health standards and achieve resource objectives outlined in the AMP,
(wild) horse numbers must be maintained between 41 and 71 animals (low and high
AMLs) within Smyth-Kiger Allotment (p. 9). No decision was issued on this AMP
however the intent to maintain wild horse populations within AML is clear.

Final Vegetation Treatments Using Herbicides on BLM Lands in Oregon Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS)(July 2010) and ROD (October 2010) - This EIS supports the need
to maintain the wild horse populations of Kiger and Riddle Mountain HMAs within AML. Page
273, “Loss of native and other non-invasive vegetation and declining ecosystem health on public
lands due to noxious weeds and other invasive vegetation has contributed to reductions in the
ability of public lands to support wild horses and burros. The wild horses and burros themselves
have caused some of these changes. The increased demand for multiple uses on public lands has
further affected vegetative communities, affecting the land’s ability to sustain current levels of
wild horse use. Restoring ecosystem processes and balancing wild horse use and rangeland health
reduces invasive plant spread and helps create and/or maintain plant communities resistant to
disturbance. However, even with treatment, noxious weeds and other invasive plants would
continue to spread. BLM would continue to manage wild horses within AMLSs to attain rangeland
health standards” (EIS, July 2010).

Kiger Mustang Area of Environmental Concern Management Plan (March 3, 1996). Page
2 states, “The primary management objective for which this [Area of Critical
Environmental Concern] ACEC is to perpetuate and protect the dun factor color and
conformation characteristics of the wild horses present in the Kiger and Riddle Mountain
Herd Management Areas.” The selection criteria for return animals in the proposed action



of this DNA are designed to perpetuate and protect the dun factor and conformation of
the original Kiger and Riddle Mountain horses.

¢ Annual herd and habitat monitoring:

o Kiger HMA
Since 2012 wild horses have been congregating in Wood Camp Pasture of Kiger

HMA. Upwards of 50 horses have been observed residing in this pasture on
multiple occasions (e.g. May 6, 2014 Inventory = 61 adults and 13 foals in Wood
Camp pasture) since 2012. On May 7, 2014, one attempt to move some of the
bands into an adjacent pasture was minimally successful with one band of 16
adults and 4 foals moved into Ruins Pasture. Range use monitoring indicates
heavy utilization and wild horse wallows in horse use areas of Kiger HMA
(Figures 1 and 2).

o ol *}\

Figure 1: The utilization cage in these photos was set up in the Lambing Grounds area of Wood Camp Pasture, a
known wild horse use area. Horses have been congregating in this area for the past three years and hindering the
successtul establishment ot'a 2011 tire rehabilitation seeding. The photo on the left shows 2013/early 2014 livestock
and wild horse use while the photo on the right shows 2014 use on December 16, 2014. These photos were taken
following livestock grazing so it is difficult to distinguish the utilization level from horses specifically. However, a
utilization study conducted on December 16, 2014, shows heavy and severe use in several of the known wild horse
use areas of the pasture while other areas of the pasture received only non-use to light utilization.
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Figure 2: Wallows created by wild h

TSN
P <
A

3 R ."'j}" il BB ',-;}.’ P ,:';'-‘ S
orses as evidenced by the tracks and droppings present, April 2014,

o Riddle Mountain HMA
Drought conditions since 2012 have caused horses from Riddle Mountain HMA
to drift outside the boundaries in search of water. Wild horse sign has been
observed across a portion of Oregon Department of State Lands (ODSL) property
and across private property to the north of the HMA in 2013 and 2014 (On May 6,
2014, during an inventory flight, four horses were observed in this area) as water
sources dried up across the north half of the HMA. In 2013 and 2014 horses also
travelled west into an adjacent BLM allotment for water and highly palatable
forage. Drought conditions are anticipated to persist as well as the movement of
horses outside the HMA boundary in search of the resources they need. The wild
horse population exceeding AML only exacerbates the “nuisance animal”
problem.

D. NEPA Adequacy Criteria

1. Is the new proposed action a feature of, or essentially similar to, an alternative analyzed
in the existing NEPA document(s)? Is the project within the same analysis area, or if the
project location is different, are the geographic and resource conditions sufficiently similar
to those analyzed in the existing NEPA document(s)? If there are differences, can you
explain why they are not substantial?

The new proposed action is the same as the proposed action analyzed in the 2011 Gather EA (p.
6) with two exceptions; (1) the new proposed action does not include gelding of some of the
return stallions, (2) the 2011 Gather EA proposed to remove 120 excess horses while the 2015
proposed action includes removing 156 excess horses.

As compared to the 2011 Gather EA’s proposed action, the 2015 proposed action estimates the
need to remove 36 additional horses between the two HMAs in order to achieve the low end of



AML. Rangeland monitoring, as identified in Section C above, indicates the need to return the
wild horse populations to the low end of AML. Following the 2011 gather, the population
remaining in each HMA was the low end of the respective AMLs, as it would be in 2015. The
impacts to the herd would be the same, as the populations would be reduced to the same amounts
of horses as in 2011. The removal of 36 additional horses would accelerate improvements in
range condition in order to continue to achieve resource objectives and rangeland health
standards. The 2011 Gather EA analyzed the direct and indirect effects of the gather, transport,
and short-term holding on the individual horses (p. 18). The effects would be the same in 2015,
except 36 additional horses would be affected. The same safety precautions would be taken for
these additional horses as those discussed in the Affects Common to Action Alternatives (2 and 3)
Section in the 2011 Gather EA (p. 18) and those incorporated into IM 2013-059 (Appendix A).

The proposed action covers the same geographic analysis area as the 2011 Gather EA (Appendix
C - HMA Maps) as the HMA boundaries have not changed.

Resource conditions discussed in the 2011 Gather EA have changed, mainly in the Kiger HMA,
with additional implementation of the Five Creeks Rangeland Restoration Project (OR-06-027-
022). The 2011 Gather EA described (p.9) current (then) resource conditions from partial
implementation of the Five Creeks Project. The project has been successful at restoring
rangeland conditions across a large portion of the HMA. There has been a decrease in juniper
cover allowing an increase in desirable grasses and forbs. The reduction in juniper cover is
providing areas where desirable shrubs can re-establish. Juniper is still present within the HMA
in quantities and distribution adequate for effective cover for wild horses. Nevertheless, despite
the improvements in habitat conditions in the HMA, the same wild horse issues are currently
occurring as identified in the 2011 Gather EA (p. 2, Purpose and Need for Action). Issues
include wild horse numbers over AML, wild horse concentrations causing resource damage, and
poor distribution causing heavy utilization in certain portions of the HMAs.

The Smyth Creek Riparian Corridor fence was constructed in October of 2012 following the
March 2011 Decision to authorize the construction of this project as analyzed in the Smyth-Kiger
Allotment Management Plan EA-OR-05-025-027. The fence line crosses the Ruins Pasture of
the Kiger HMA. It was constructed with wild horse movement in mind and has three 250 to
500-foot creek crossings within its three-mile stretch to allow wild horses to move freely during
gather operations.

2.1s the range of alternatives analyzed in the existing NEPA document(s) appropriate with
respect to the new proposed action, given current environmental concerns, interests, and
resource values?

The 2011 Gather EA fully analyzed three alternatives and considered but eliminated five
alternatives from detailed analysis (p. 4, Alternatives Including the Proposed Action). Since the
2011 Gather EA, BLM engaged in scoping and prepared an EA for public comment regarding
gathering horses in the South Steens HMA. Issues raised during that scoping period revolved
mostly around using bait and/or water trapping alone in place of helicopter gathers and
increasing the use of fertility control vaccination.

10



The use of bait/water traps alone was eliminated from detailed consideration on page 8 of the
2011 Gather EA. The rationale presented in the 2011 Gather EA included; (1) the gather area is
too large to make it a feasible method, (2) abundant water sources make it almost impossible to
restrict horse access to only selected water trap sites, and (3) vehicle access for safe transport of
captured horses is limited (p. 8). These conditions have not changed since 2011.

The use of fertility control vaccination, specifically Porcine Zona Pellucida (PZP), was
considered but eliminated from detailed analysis in the 2011Gather EA (p. 7). “While the current
policy requires the use of fertility control on herds with an annual growth rate of greater than 5
percent, the demand for horses from the Kiger and Riddle herds has been at or near 100 percent
since 1986” (2011 Gather EA, p. 8). “Due to the small herd size, popularity, and adoptability,
PZP contraceptives will not be considered for these herds” (2011 Gather EA, p.1). Since 2011,
there have been no new techniques developed for gathering wild horses nor are any new fertility
control vaccinations approved and available for use.

The alternatives analyzed in the 2011 Gather EA continue to be an appropriate range of
alternatives given the current environmental concerns, interests, and resource values.

Because fertility control for population management is a rising concern related to wild horse
management, further discussion follows as to why Burns District BLM is not proposing to use
PZP on the Riddle Mountain and Kiger wild horse herds. It is BLM policy to apply fertility
control as a component of all gathers unless there is a compelling management reason not to do
so (IM 2009-090, Population-Level Fertility Control Field Trials: Herd Management Area
Selection, Vaccine Application, Monitoring and Reporting Requirements). The primary objective
of the field trials described in this IM is to evaluate the effects of PZP immunocontraceptive
vaccine treatment on wild horse population growth rates. The IM identifies where application of
fertility control will have the greatest beneficial impact, including HMAs where the post-gather
herd size is estimated to be greater than 50 animals. The use of fertility control, specifically PZP,
was not analyzed in the 2011 Gather EA due to the small herd size, popularity, and adoptability
of the Kiger horses (p. 1). The new proposed action also does not include the application of
fertility control treatment, specifically PZP, for the following reasons:

e AML for Riddle Mountain HMA is 33 to 56 horses while AML for Kiger is 51 to 82
horses. Fertility control will have the greatest beneficial impact where post-gather herd
size is estimated to be greater than 50 animals (Appendix E: IM 2009-090, Population-
Level Fertility Control Field Trials: Herd Management Area (HMA) Selection, Vaccine
Application, Monitoring and Reporting Requirements). ‘

e The proposed timing of this gather is August. The protocol for effective PZP
contraception calls for the initial treatment of each species to be consistent with its
seasonal pattern of reproduction. The peak breeding period for wild horses is May and
June, and the peak foaling period is April and May. The first inoculation (primer) must be
given 1-2 months prior to breeding activity and the second inoculation 2-6 weeks later
but no later than 1-2 weeks prior to the onset of breeding activity
(http://www.sccpzp.org/protocol/). This timing would require BLM to hold the mares at
the Burns Corral Facility until March 2016 before the first inoculation could be applied.
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e The genetics of the Kiger and Riddle Mountain herds trend for loss of genetic variability

(Cothran, 2012, Genetics Analyses for Kiger and Riddle Mountain HMAs). The 2013
National Academy of Sciences review of the BLM WH&B Program states, “At the
population level, removing females even temporarily from the breeding pool [by treating
with PZP] is likely to reduce the effective population size and genetic diversity of the
population” (p. 108). This review also specifically recognized the Kiger herd (which
includes both the Kiger and Riddle Mountain HMAs) as a herd where maintenance of
optimal genetic diversity is needed due to the strong associations with Spanish bloodlines
(p. 169).

The “Kiger” horses, as they are commonly known, have had an almost 100 percent
adoption rate since 1986 (2011 Gather EA, p. 1). The adoption rate of the horses gathered
in 2011 was also 100 percent.

3. Is the existing analysis valid in light of any new information or circumstances (such as,
rangeland health standard assessment, recent endangered species listings, updated lists of
BLM-sensitive species)? Can you reasonably conclude that new information and new
circumstances would not substantially change the analysis of the new proposed action?

The existing analysis is still valid for the following reasons:

There have been no new rangeland health standards assessments since 2011 for the three
livestock grazing allotments that make up the Kiger and Riddle Mountain HMAs. Range
monitoring since 2011 indicating the need for the proposed action is discussed in Section
C above.

There are no new fertility control vaccinations availabie and approved for use on wild
horses since the 2011 Gather EA. Refer to Section D.2, above, for a discussion on why
the fertility control vaccination PZP is not being considered for use in the new proposed
action.

There were no endangered species or their habitat affected by the proposed action of the
2011 Gather EA and there are still no listings within the project area.

Greater Sage-Grouse are on BLM’s sensitive species list. Sage-grouse, as a special status
species (SSS), and their habitat were analyzed in the 2011 Gather EA starting on p. 29.
There have been several updates to management direction for sage-grouse since March
2010 when the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) published its decision on the
petition to list the Greater Sage-Grouse as “Warranted but Precluded.” (75 Fed. Reg.
13910, 2010). In 2011, BLM Instruction Memorandum (IM 2012-043), Greater Sage-
Grouse Interim Management Policies and Procedures, was released with the purpose of
providing interim conservation policies and procedures to the BLM field officials to be
applied to ongoing and proposed authorizations and activities that affect the Greater
Sage-Grouse and its habitat. The direction of the IM ensures that interim conservation
policies and procedures are implemented when field offices authorize or carry out
activities on public land while the BLM develops and decides how to best incorporate
long-term conservation measures for Greater Sage-Grouse into applicable LUPs. The
direction of the IM also promotes sustainable Greater Sage-Grouse populations and
conservation of its habitat, while not closing any future options before the planning
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process can be completed. Specific policy and procedures for WH&B in sage-grouse
preliminary priority habitat (PPH) were provided for on page 14 of the IM:

o Manage WH&B population levels within established AML.

o Wild horse HMAs will receive priority for removal of excess horses.

o Wild horses and burros remaining in HMAs, where the AML has been established
as zero, will receive priority for removal.

o When developing overall workload priorities for the upcoming year, prioritize
horse gathers except where removals are necessary in non-PPH to prevent
catastrophic herd health and ecological impacts.

IM 2012-044, BLM National Greater Sage-Grouse Land Use Planning Strategy, directed
BLM to refine (PPH) and Preliminary General Habitat (PGH) to analyze actions within
PPH to conserve Greater Sage-Grouse habitat functionality, or where possible, improve
habitat functionality, and analyze actions within PGH that provide for major life history
function (e.g., breeding, migration, or winter survival) in order to maintain genetic
diversity needed for sustainable Greater Sage-Grouse populations. Table 1 displays the
acreages of PGH and PPH within Kiger and Riddle Mountain HMAs.

Table 1: Acreages of PGH and PPH within the Kiger and Riddle Mountain HMAs

PGH Acres PPH Acres
HMA T°‘Z‘ }:ls‘“ (% of (% of
) HMA) HMA)

. 27,788 .
Kiger 30,305 ©2%) 2064 (7%)
Riddle . 29,896

Mountain 32,687 1,458 (4%) ©1%)

Regardless of the official designation of sage-grouse habitat and the guidance for
management of their habitat in IM 2012-043, the effects are expected to be the same
under the new proposed action as those analyzed for sage-grouse and their habitat on
page 30 of the 2011 Gather EA. “Direct impacts to sage-grouse are not expected...”
(2011 Gather EA, p. 30).

4. Are the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects that would result from implementation of
the new proposed action similar (both quantitatively and qualitatively) to those analyzed in
the existing NEPA document?

The North Steens 230-kV Transmission Line Project ROD was signed on December 28, 2011, by
Secretary of the Interior Ken Salazar in Washington D.C. The ROD contains a right-of-way
(ROW) grant decision under Title V of the Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA).
The BLM's decision was to issue new ROW grants to Echanis, LL.C (Echanis) for a 230-kV
overhead electric transmission line, new and existing access roads, overland access routes, and
temporary tensioning sites. The Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) was made
available on October 21, 2011. On March 16, 2012, the BLM issued a ROW to Echanis, LLC for
the North Steens Transmission Line Project. All of the wind farm developments and portions of
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the transmission line are on private land, but were analyzed in the FEIS as a connected action
under NEPA. The transmission line crosses 4.46 miles of the Kiger HMA; no part of the project
is in Riddle Mountain HMA. The EIS looked at effects to wild horses (Section 3.12.3) and stated
that primary effects would be from construction and operation of the transmission line and access
roads, including periodic maintenance inspections and repairs. Permanent effects include loss of
vegetation that could have been consumed or used as refuge by wild horses. Temporary effects
include vegetation damage and/or increased risk of fire due to heavy equipment operation. The
EIS did not discuss indirect effects during wild horse helicopter gathers. To date no construction
has begun on the transmission line, however, if construction were to begin during the summer of
2015, there would be direct effects to the proposed action with construction equipment in the
general area of the gather operations. This would be mitigated by coordinating the timing and
area of gather operations with the construction operation schedule to avoid impediments to either
project. Once the transmission line is in place it would be an obstacle for a helicopter pursuing
wild horses. However, the alignment of the transmission line would be on the far westerly side of
the Kiger HMA in an area where BLM horse observation data indicate horses do not frequent.
There would be no measurable cumulative effects on the proposed gather from the transmission
line as the amount of acres required to accommodate the new line would be approximately 81.1
acres within the HMA while the total acreage of both HMAs combined is 55,245 acres.

Currently, a Comprehensive Recreation Plan (CRP) for the Steens Mountain CMPA EA is being
developed by the BLM, which may affect some resources; however, this document is subject to
change based on public comments in future NEPA analysis and subsequent administrative
remedies. The CRP EA covers approximately 21 percent of the Kiger HMA and approximately
78 percent of the Riddle Mountain HMA, but the projects proposed have no measurable effect on
the ability to gather wild horses as the only proposals within the HMA boundaries include
closures of roads and historic routes which would not be used during gather operations.
Therefore, this plan is not being considered an RFFA or included as a cumulative impact.

The new proposed action would have the same effects as those analyzed in the 2011 Gather EA.
Cumulative eflects of the proposed action would be the same as those analyzed beginning on
page 40 of the 2011 Gather EA as there are no new or reasonably foreseeable future actions that
would have a measurable effect on resources.

5. Are the public involvement and interagency review associated with existing NEPA
document(s) adequate for the current proposed action?

A copy of the original 2011 Gather EA was mailed to 81 interested publics on March 16, 2011,
for a 30-day public comment period. In addition a public notice was posted in the Burns Times-
Herald newspaper on March 16, 2011. The EA was also posted on the Burns District website on
the same date. No public comments pertaining to the EA were received.

The 2011 Gather EA stated, “Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions (RFFAs) include gathers
every 4 years to remove excess wild horses and burros in order to manage population size within
the established AML range” (p. 24). This statement allowed readers to anticipate the new
proposed action to take place in 2015.
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The proposed 2015 gather has been discussed with Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife
(ODFW) who submitted a letter to the Burns District BLM expressing their support for ongoing
efforts to address the excess horse issues in the Riddle Mountain and Kiger HMAs.

The members of the Steens Mountain Advisory Council (SMAC), which includes a Burns Paiute
Tribal Representative, will be mailed a letter of availability of the DNA for comment. This
Council has been supportive of maintaining AML in these HMAs in the past.

Discussions regarding the proposed action have taken place with adjacent landowners and
several Kiger Mustang interest groups.

A BLM interdisciplinary team (IDT) meeting was held on December 9, 2014, to review the 2011
Gather EA and its adequacy for the current proposed action.

This DNA will be posted on the Burns District BLM Planning website,
www.blm.gov/or/districts/burns/plans/index.php, and sent to our current Burns District wild
horse and burro interested publics list and the SMAC for a 30-day public review and comment
period. A news release will also be sent to the local newspaper, the Burns Times-Herald.

A decision for this proposed action would be issued following the 30-day comment period. This
decision would be issued 31 to 76 days prior to the proposed gather start as is policy in IM 2010-
130 — Wild Horse and Burro Gather Decisions.

Before the proposed 2015 gather, a public notice would be posted on the Burns BLM District
Home Newsroom page at http://www.blm.gov/or/districts/burns/newsroom/index.php.

E. Interdisciplinary Analysis:

Identify those team members conducting or participating in the NEPA analysis and preparation
of this worksheet.

Specialist Signature and Date: ﬂ:’Vl/W % DAS& S— ~[ -5

Andrew Daniels, Wildlife Biologist

Specialist Signature and Date: 73@ At QJ O ‘Commen 5-4-15

Breanna @ ’'Connor, Riparian Specialist

Specialist Signature and Date: /7/\__-_—— g [ % ‘/[/7
Caryn Burri, Botamst

- Specialist Signature and Date: AZQ KL N / kC & RS /;/ 2l
Lesley ch@:an Weed Specialist

Specialist Signature and Date: W T hsrie. M / 2015

“Scott Thomas, Archaeologzst
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Specialist Signature and Date:

, F
/T cy ra Wn Lands a‘nc/i Realty Speczahst I

Specialist Signature and Date: ;wz / / Z / / / L7S

Thomas Wilcox, Wzlderness Specialist

Specialist Signature and Date: 3 2444 0) % /lf . 5 / ) [ 2015
Travj zllJ Rangeland Management Specialist
Specialist Signature and Date: S // /// S

Rob Sharp, Supervziory Wild Ho¥se dnd Burro Specialist

F. Others Consulted:

Identify other individuals, agencies, or entities that were consulted with as part of completing the
NEPA analysis.

Section 7 consultation was not conducted as there are no threatened or endangered (T&E)
species in the project area.

Section 404 consultation was not conducted as the proposed action would have no effect on the
Clean Water Act.

Tribal Consultation - Burns BLM District does not pursue formal tribal consultation regarding
wild horse gathers for the following reasons: (1) The herds in the HMAs are really a construct of
BLM through herd management plans and not necessarily horses that are remnants of tribal
horses in this area; (2) There has been no word of concern from any tribal member about horses
or horse gathers in the 20 years the District Archeologist has been employed at Burns BLM; (3)
Horse gathers are very temporary in their nature and elfects and do not leave lasting visual
effects. The SMAC includes a Tribal Representative. Each council member will be mailed a
letter of availability of the DNA for comment.
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H. Conclusion

Based on the review documented above, I conclude that this proposal conforms to the applicable
land use plan and that the NEPA documentation fully covers the proposed action and constitutes

BLM’s compliance with the requirements of the NEPA.

Project Lead: O%/ (7’(/%/%

Lisa Grant, Wild Horse and Burro Specialist

NEPA Coordinator: W/\/\-’

Holly Orr, Planngr{g and Environmental Coordinator

Responsible Official: \\ \\1\\& (o \\f NN

Rhonda Karges / )E
Field Manager, -
Andrews/Steens Resource Area

Responsible O;QLQ){\ L@

Richard Roy
Field Manager,
Three Rivers Resource Area
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR BUREAL OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Pt Page
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240
nttp://www.him.gov

January 23, 2013
In Reply Refer To:
4710 (NV934) P
EMS TRANSMISSION 01/30/2013
Instruction Memorandum No. 2013-059
Explres: 09/30/2014
To: All Flald Offica Officials (excapt Alaska)

From: Assistant y R ble R and Planning

Subject: Wild Horse and Burro Gathers: Comprehensive Animal Welfare Poficy
Program Area: Wild Horse and Burro {(WH&B) Frogram

Purposa: The purpose nfthls Instruction Memorandum (IM) is to establish poky and procedures to enable safe, efMident, and successful WH&B gather
operations while care and of all an/mals gathered.

Policy/Action: The of Land (BLM) s d to the well-halng and responsible care of WHAB we manage. At all times, the care
and treatment provided by the BLM and our Contractors will be ch: d by and for the animal’s well-being and welfare
needs. Effective immediately, all State, District, and Field Offices must comply wlth this IM for all gathers within their jurisdiction.

This IM is part of a pack of IMs g various of WHBaB gathers.
« IMNo. 2013-060, Wild Harse and Burro Gathers: Management by Incident Command System

» IM No. 2013-058, Wild Horse and Burro Gathers: Public and Media Management
» IM No. 2013-061, Wikf Horse and Burro Gathers: Internal and Extemal Communicating and Reporting

g;l:ts and responsibiities of all gather personnel are covered In IM No. 2013-060, Wild Horse and Burro hers: by dent ( d

em.

The goal of this IM is to ensure that the msponnlble and humane care wHaB & priority for the BLM and its Cantractors at afl

tlmes.  Our objectives are to use the best y, and handlrng practices applicable for WH&B and to make improvements whenever
while ing our overall gathergoals and obj with BLM policy, standard operating pracedures, and

cnntract requln.-mem:

The Lead C g Officer’s R {Lead COR) s the primary party responsl:le for pmn'pﬂy addressing any actlons that are inconsistent with

the expectations set t forth belov. 1 The Lead COR may 0 & COR. ibifities of a BLM Project Inspector are

ility t
sssigned by the Lead COR and are limited to perhnnlnq an-the-job government lnspectlon af work acmmpllshed by the Contractor.

The Lead COR has auth d gather if he/she bele: ¥y to the humane treatment expectations are taking place or
that an unsafe condition e:dsts. The Lead CORwiil promptly notify the Contractor If any lmroper or unsafe bshavlor or actlons are observed, and will
require that such behaviors be promptly rectified and eliminated. Any observed pmbl:ms shall be rported at the end of each day. The Lead ‘COR and
Incident Commander (IC), through coordination with the Contracting Officer (CO) shal, if Y, that ive action has been taken to
prevent those behaviors or actions from ccuurring again and all foflow-up and comrective actions shall be reported as a component of the Lead COR's daily
reports.

Based gn past experlence with WH&B gathers and the nead to adapt some gaﬂmrpractrms to spedﬂc local condlﬂons, the followlng Informatrnn wil be
discussed with all gather personnel before gather cperations begin and shail be | that as an
appandix to the documentation supporting the gathar and made avallable on BLM's website, Hunane care and handllnn oIWH&B durlng gather operation
is always the primary concem. During the dpra-werkoonfemnca fadiitated by the Lead COR, expectations for the humane treatment and care of WHaB
during gather operations wilf be discussed. They indude the following axpectations:

1. The Lead COR will ensure that the gather helicopter(s) will not be operated In a manner where, for any , the h could
expecte: ';o come into contact with a WHEB. In cases when it ls necessary during gather gperalions, I\overing by the hellcopber overthe WHaB
acceptable,

Handllng alds {including body position, voke, flags, paddies and electric prods) will be used in a thatis L with d dc
handling p Flags and paddies will be used as signaling and nolse maldng devices first, with only light contact of the flag or paddie end
allowed when necessary. Animals will not be whipped or beaten with these or any handiing am. Flagging and paddies will be used strategically
and In a manner that avoids desensitizing the WHAB. While it may be necessary on oceasion to use a hand or foot to safely move a WH8B, the
Lead COR wlil ensure that kicking or hitting of WH&B does not occur.

Electric prods (hotshots} will not be routinely used on WHSB, but rather should only be used as a last resort when WHS&B or hunan safety Is in
jeopardy or other aids have been tried and are not working. When used, eledric prods wil only be used to shock animals, not to tap or hit animals.
Simifarly, electric prods will not be ta inf or young nor will they be applled to sensitive areas such as tha face, genitals, or
anus.

Gates aan be used to push WHAB but wlill not be used In a that muy be exp d to catch legs. Gates and doors will not be slammed or
shut on WHAB,

5. Only the Lead COR will [dentfy and request the Contractor to pursue aAnd capture a slngle leé. Pursuing a single WHAB should be a rare event
and not standard practica. If the animal is identified as a stud, further should ba doned uniess for management purposes (such as

public safety, nuisance Is, or HMA b or on private lands) it Is necessary to capture the animal.

6. The Lead COR will ensure every effort is made to prevent foals from being left behind or orphaned in the field, If a foal has to be dropped froma
greup being tothe trap b it Is getting too tired or cannot keep up, the plot wiil relay to the Lead COR and ground crew the location
of the foal and a desaription of the mare to faciitate “palring-up” at temporary holding. In this case, the Contractor will provide trudcs/trallers and
saddls horses for the retrieval of the foal and transport the foal to the gather site or tamporary holding. If the helicopter is needed to locate and
capture the foal, retrieval of the foal should occur prior to another band being located and driven to the trap. The method of capture will be directed
by the Lead COR.

. Tha Lead COR wlll ensura that If during tha gather any WH&B (Including foals or horses that mly be agad, lama, hjumd or otherw!ise appear waak
or debilitated) appear to be having difficulty keeping up with the group being ght in, the Ci the animals having
difficulty to aliow for rest before proceeding, drop those animals from the group, or dmp the antire graup. lt Is axpectad that animals may be tired,

hiip/iwaw bimgovwoisteninforegulationsAnstruction Memos_snd Builetins/etionsl_Instrucion/20131M_2013-068.htmi
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sweaty and breathing heavily an arrival at a trap, but they should not be herded [n 8 manner that resuks in exhaustion or collapse.

8. The need to rope specific WHAB will be determined by the Lead COR on a case-by-case basis,

9. While gathering, 2 WH&B may escape or evade the gather site while being moved by the helicopter. If there are foals in the band and an animal
that has evaded capturs hes been identified a3 a mars that might have ans of thase foals, the Contractor may meke muitiple attampts to mova the
mare by the hellcopter to the gather site for capture prior tc roping or other alternative for capture. In these Instances, animal condition and fatique
will be evaluated by the Lead COR on a case-by-case basls to determine the number of attempts that can be made to capture the animal. Animais
will not be pursued to a point of exhaustion or distress.

10. Mares and thelr dependent foals will be separated from other animals at the tamporary holding fadiity and moved to a
faclity. The Lead COR will ensure that any foals that are not weaned and have been maintained with their mares at temporary holdlng wll be
transported with thelr mares to the BLM preparation faciities as soon as practical.

11. The Lead COR wili ensure that all sorting, loading or unicading of WHAB will be performed during dayfight hours,
12. All handling pens, including the gates leading to the alleyways, should be covered with a material which serves as a visual barrler (plywood, buriap,

plastic snow fence, etc.} and shouk be covered a minimum of 1 foot to 5 feet above ground level for burros and 2 feet to & feet for
horses. P:onn:;er panels on the halding corvals shouki be coverad to a minimum height of 5 feet for burros and 6 feet for harses. Thosa panels

irecily Into the from the trap wil be covered with s material which serves as a visual barrier. Padding shauld be
Installed on the head bars of all gates used In single file alieys leading or k g the chute set up. Screening will be placed on
all division gates in the sorting area and sokd fendng placed on panels I'mm the working chute to the semi-trailers in an effort to decrease outside

stimull.

13. When dust conditions within or adjacent to the trap or holding fadity so warrant, the Contractor shall be required to wet down the ground with
water.

14. When possible {e.g., $0il conditions eliow) and as needed (e.g., the WHSB are unwilling to step up), the Lead COR should request that the
Contractor will have the tralier floor at ground level to ease the loading of WHAS at the gather ske.

15, I the pilot is moving WHAB and observes an animal that is dearly injured or suffering, the animal should be feft on the range and its locatign
noted. The BLM Lead CDR with vnunnary assistance from an Animai Plant Health Inspaction Service or lacally licensad veterinarian will then go to
the identifled | ble so that any animal that cannot make [t to the trap will be Insp d to di the p The
Lead COR will then dedde on the. mns: appropriate course of action.

16. thatr d veterinary ortr , d and sp abortions that occur will be noted In gather reports and
statistics kept by the Lead COR.

17. At the discretion of the Laud COR, ifa WHAB is injured or in distress during gather cperatians and the animal is within the wings ar first corral of the
trap, gather y be .3 ytop care for the animal and subsequent removal. Such actions should

take place pﬂorto the tmpplng of addtionat animals whenever possrble

18. The Contractor shall provide animals held in fadiities with a continuous supply of fresh cean water at a minimum rate of 10 gallons per animal per
day. Pens containing more than 50 animals will have water provided In at least two separate locations of the pen (l.e. opposite ends of the
pen). Animais held for 18 hours or more in the traps or holding fadilities shall be provided gocd quality hay at the rate of not less than two pounds
of hay per 100 pounds of sstimated body weight per day. If tha task order notas that weed free hay Is to be used for this gather tha Contractor will
provide cartiffad weed free hay in the amounts statad above. The Contractor wiil hava to have documentation that the hay Is cartiflad weed free. An
animal that Is held at a terparary holding faciity after 5:00 p.m. and on through the night, Is defined as 3 WHAB feed day. An animal that is held for
only a portion of a day and is shippad or released does not constitute a feed day.

19. When extreme environmental conditions exist (such as termeratule) during a garhe;, the oven'l‘!nrleauh and well-being of the animals will be

monitered and the Lead COR will adjust gather op Y to pi m and gather related health Issues. The
Lead COR should be equipped to take air dodicatly th hout the day to halp with the monltorfng of anvhmmantal cundnlons at
the gather site. There may be days when the Lead COR determines that gather operations must be susp dor d based on temperatures

or ather environmental conditions.

20. The rate of movement il‘ld distancs the animals lr‘(;el :hall not exceed limitations set by the Lead CCR who will consider terrain, physical barriers,

access limitations, igh and low), condition of the anima!s, urgency of the operation (animals facing drought,
starvation, fire mhabllltaﬂon, etc.) and other factors. !n oﬂnlultauon wlth tho Contractor, tha distance the animals may travel will take Inu: account
the different factors ¥sted above and other to | HMAs. With foals, pregnant mares, or horses that are weakened by bady

condition, age or poor heaith, the appropriate herding distance and rate of movement will be determined on a case-by-case basis considering the
weakest or smafiest animal in the group and the range and envimnmental conditions present, The maximum gather distance will depend on the
specific anlmal and emdmnmant:l conditions on tha dly of the gather and direct dlalogue with the pliot/ Contractor and Lead COR to provide
Important Inft % to b ber of foals, k and/or overall animal and/ or environmental condittons. The trap locations
will be moved closer to horse locations whenever posslble to minimize the distance the animals need to travel,

21, The Lead COR or IC should be avalable to provide a short briefing to any members of the public that may be present at the end cf dally aperations,
including the preliminary tallies on the total number of animak captured by sex, number of foals, and any incident that attention or
esuthanash. This hmﬂng should o::ur at hmpomy holding corral after ali animals have besn sorted, fed and watlmd and affowead to settie. The
public should be dearly i that y talfies may change after all the Informmstion is processed from the day’s gather and that the
final results of the day’s gather wilt be posted to the appropriate BLM website.

22. The Lead COR should ensure that holding alleys wil not be overaowded at temporary holding facdiities. if there Is a risk of overcrowding, gates
should remain open to allow animak to move back out of the alley and be raloaded. If an animal falls In the alley no other animais should be moved
through the alleyway unti the animal stands on its own or the aleyway is dear.

23. The Lead COR should ensure that animals will not be left In alleyways for any extended perfod of ime (greater than 30 minutes). If personne! are
not present at the temporary holding corrals to sort animals, the horses shoukd be placed Into a holding pen untif such time as they can be sorted
and placed into the appropriate pen.

24. Bait/water trapping: All traps wili be checked a minimum of once svery 24 hours when the traps are “set” to withou (trip
trigger traps, finger traps, etc.). All handling procadures qutined above In this document apply to balt trapping to the exlent applluhle.

Again, at all times, the care and treatment provided by the BLM and aur Contractors should be characterized by compassion and concemn for the animal’s
well-being and welfare needs. The IC will ansure that everyone Involved in gather operations recelvas a copy of these expectations prior to the start of
the gather and the Lead COR and all BLM employ p shalt that gather operations sre conducted In compllance with these expectations.

Timaframe: This IM Is effective immediately.

Budget Impact: Unit costs for conducting gathers as a result of this interim guld are not dto significantly when compared to existing
costs.

Baciqground: The BLM Is committed to the humane treatment and care of WH&B through all of the phases of its WHAB program. To ensure a clearer
statement of its expectations and greater consistency In the program, the deveiopment of a Comprehensive Anlmal Welfare Policy has been
undertaken, In addition to the d operating p (S50P) for capture oparadons. SOPs for management on the range, capture operations,
short- and long-term halding fadiities, portation, and adoption will be P

Manual/Handbook Sections Affscted: None

hitp/Avwwwbim.govwo/steninfofregulations/inetructon_Memos_and_Bulletine/national_instruction/20131M_2013-088.mi 3

21



§20/2014 IM 2013-058, Wild Horse and Burro Gathers Comprehensive Animal Weifare Palicy

Coordination: This IM was coordinated among WO0-200, W0-260, WO-600, WO-610, WO-LE, WHAB State Leads, WHRB Spedalists, State External Affairs
Leads, public affairs and law enforcement staff In the field.

Contact: Any questions reganding this IM can be directed to Joan Guitfoyle, Division Chief, Wiid Horse and Burro Pragram (W0-260) at 202-912-7260.

Signed by: Authenticated by:

Edwin L, Roberson Robert M, Willams

Assistant Director " Division of IRM Governance,WO-560
ey and Pl

Last updated: 02-01-2018
USA.GOV | No FearAct | DOI | Disclaimer | About BLM | Noticas | Soctal Madia Policy

Pnvacy Policy | FOIA | Kids Policy | ContadtUs | Aczssibility | Site Map | Hume

hitp . bimgovwa/stentnforeguationsnstruction Memos_end Bulleline/netionsl_instruction/20131M_2013-0608.htm!
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240
http://www.bim.gov

December 18, 2008

In Reply Refer To:
4730/4700 (260) P

EMS TRANSMISSION 12/19/2008
Instruction Memorandum No. 2009-041
Expires: 09/30/2010

To: All Field Offidals (except Alaska)
From: Assistant Director, Renewable Resources and Planning

Subject: Euthanasla of Wild Horses and Burros for Reasons Related to Health, Handling and Acts
of Mercy

Program Area: WIild Horses and Burros

Purpoasae: This policy identifies requirements for euthanasia of wild harses and burros for reasons
related to health, handling and acts of mercy.

Policy /Actlon: Final decisions regarding euthanasia of a wild horse or burro rest solely with the
authorized officer (43 CFR 4730). It is understood that there will be cases where this decision must be
made In the fleld and cannot always be anticlpated. Appropriate wild horse and burro personnel at
facllities and In the fleld should be delegated as the authorized officer regarding euthanaslia of wiid
horses and burres. Euthanasia will be carrled out following the procedures described In the 4730
Manual. The death record should specify that euthanasia was performed and the reason that it was
performed in the appropriate Wild Horse and Burro automated data system. These systems are the
Wild Horse and Burro Information System (WHBIS) or the Wild Horse and Burro Program System
(WHBPS).

A Bureau of Land Management (BLM) authorized officer will euthanize or authorize the euthanasia of a
wild horse or burro when any of the following conditions exist:

(1) Displays a hopeless prognosis for life;

(2) Is affected by a chronic or incurable disease, Injury, lameness or serious physical defect (indudes
severe tooth loss or wear, club foot, and other severe acquired or congenital abnormalities);

(3) Would require continuous treatment for the relief of pain and suffering in a domestic setting;

(4) Is Incapable of maintaining a Henneke body condition score (see Attachment 1) greater than or
egual to 3, In its present environment;

(5) Has an acute or chronic liness, injury, physical condition or lameness that would not allow the
animal to live and Interact with other horses, keep up with its peers or maintain an acceptable quality
of life constantly or for the foreseeable future;

{6) Where a State or Federal animal health official orders the humane destruction of the animai(s) as
a disease control measure;

(7) Exhibits dangerous characteristics beyond those inherently associated with the wild
characteristics of wild horses and burros.

When euthanasla will be performed and how dedslons will be made and; recorded In a variety of
circumstances Is described below.
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(A) If an animal is affected by a condition as described in 1-7 above that causes acute pain or suffering
af:\d imme?iate euthanasia would be an act of merty, the authorized officer must promptly euthanize
the animal.

(B) The authorized officer wlil report actlons taken during gather operations In the comment sectlon of
the daily gather report (Attachment 2). Documentation will Include a brief description of the animal’s
condition and reference the applicable criterla (Induding 1-7 above or other provisions of this

policy). The authorized officer will release or euthanize wlld horses and burros that will not tolerate
the handling stress associated with transportation, adoption preparation or holding. However, the
authorized officer should, as an act of mercy, euthanize, not release, any animal which exhibits
significant tooth loss or wear to the extent their quality of life would suffer.

(C) If euthanasia is performed during routine monitoring, the Field Manager will be natified of the
Inddent as soon as practical after returning from the field.

Ideally, no horse or burro would arrive at preparation or other fadilities with conditions that require
euthanasia. However, problems can develop during or be exacerbated by handling, transportation or
captivity. In these situations the authority for euthanasia will be applied as follows:

(A) If an animal is affected by a condition as described in 1-7 above that causes acute pain or suffering
and immediate euthanasia would be an act of mercy, the authorized officer must promptly euthanize
the animal.

(B) If an animal is affected by a conditlon as described In 1-7 above, but Is not In acute pain, the
authorized officer has the authority to euthanize the animal, but should first consult a veterinarian. As
an example, if the animal has a physical defect or

deformity that would adversely impact its quality of life if it were placed in the adoption program or on
long-term holding, but acute suffering is not apparent, a veterinarian should be consulted prior to
euthanasia.

(C) If the authorized officer concludes, after consuiting with a veterinarian, that a wild horse or burro
in a shart-term holding facility cannot tolerate the stress of transportation, adoption preparation, or
long-term holding then the animal should be euthanized.

Euthanasia at long-term holding facilities:

This section sets euthanasla policy for the BLM at long-term holding (LTH) facilities including those that
may be added in the future.

The BLM Wild Horse and Burro (WH&B) Specialist respansible for oversight of the LTH facility (the
Project Inspector) and the LTH contractor will evaluate all horses and their body condition throughout
the year. During the year if any animal is affected by any of the conditions listed in 1-7 above, the
contractor or other person authorized by the Project Inspector must euthanize that animal. Once a
year a formal body condlitlon evaluation as well as a formal count of all horses at long-term holding
facilities will be conducted. The action plan for the formal evaluation is as follows:

1. All animals will be Inspected by fleld observation to evaluate body condition and Identify animals
that may need to be euthanized to pravent a slow death due to deterloration of condition. This
evaluation will be based on the Henneke body conditlon scoring system. The evaluation team will
conslist of a BLM WH&B Speclallst and a veterinarlan acceptable to BLM.

The evaluatlons should be conducted In the fall (September through November) to identify horses with
body condition scores of 3 or less.

2. Animals with a body condition score less than 3 will be euthanized in the field soon after the
evaluation by the authorized officer or a designated representative such as the contractor. Horses
with a score of 3 will remain In the field and will be re-evaluated by the contractor and the Project
Inspector for that contract in 60 days to see if their condition Is improving, staying the same or
declining. Those that are declining in condition wili be euthanized as soon as possible after the second
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evaluation.

3. Euthanasia will be carried out with a firearm by the authorized officer or a designated
representative. Field euthanasia does not require that the animals are gathered which would result in
increased stress and could cause injury to the horse being euthanized or other horses on the fadlity.

4. Documentation for each animal euthanized willl Include sex, color, and freeze/hip brand (if
readable). Coples of all docurnentation will be given to the contractor and retalned by the BLM.

5. Amangements for carcass disposal for euthanized animals will be In accordance with applicable
state and county regulations.

Unusually aggressive wild horses or burros can pose an unacceptable risk of injury when maintained in
enclosed spaces where some level of handling is required. When a horse or burro is unusually
dangerous, It Is reasonable to conclude that an average adopter could not humanely care for the
animal as required by the regulations (e.g., provide proper transportation, feeding, medical care, and
handiing 43 CFR 4750.1). The BLM cannot solve the problem by removing unusually dangerous animals
from the adoption system and pladng them In a LTH facllity because this resolution also poses
significant risk of injury, both to animals in transport, and to BLM personnel and LTH operators.

When deciding to euthanize an animal because it is unusually dangerous, the authorized officer, in
consultation with a veterinarian, extension agent, humane official, or other individual acceptable to the
authorized officer, must determine that the animal poses a significant and unusual danger to people or
other animals beyond that normally associated with wild horses and burros. The authorized officer
must document the aspects of the animal’s behavior that make it unusually dangerous.

When the need for euthanasia of an unusually large number of animals Is anticipated, the lkkely course
of actlon should be identified and outlined in advance whenever possible. When field monitoring and
pre-gather planning identify an increased liketihood that animals may need to be euthanized during a
gather, this should be addressed in the gather plan. In an on-the-range or fadlity situation where a
gather is not involved, advanced planning should aiso be done whenever possible. Arrangements
should be made for a USDA Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS) or other veterinarian to
visit the site and consult with the authorized officer on the euthanasia decisions. This consultation
should be based on an examination of the animals by the veterinarian. It should indude a detailed,
written evaluation of the conditions, circumstances or history of the situation and the number of
animals involved.

Where appropriate, this information should be specific for each animal affected. During this planning
stage, it is critical that the Authorized Officer indude the State Office WH&B Program Lead; appropriate
State Office, District Office, and Field Office Managers; the WH&B National Program Office (NPO); and
any contractors that may be involved.

A euthanasia plan of action will include practical considerations including: (1) who will destroy the
affacted animals, (2) what method of euthanasia will be used, and (3) how carcasses will be disposed
of. A communications plan for internal and extemnal contacts (including early alerts to State, National
Program and Washington Offices) should be developed in advance or concurrently while addressing
the situation at hand. The communlications plan should address the need for the actlon, as well as the
appropriate messages to the public and the media. This will indude why animals are being euthanized
and how the action Is consistent with BLM’s responsibilities and policy.

Timeframe: This policy is effective upon issuance.

Budget Impact: Implementation of these actions would not result in additional expenditures over
present policies.

Manual/Handbook Sections Affected: No manual or handbook sections are affected.
Background: The authority for euthanasia of wild horses or burros is provided by the Wild Free-

Roaming Horses and Burros Act of 1971, Section3(b)(2)(A) 43 CFR4730.1 and BLM Manual 4730,
Destruction of Wild Horses and Burros and Disposal of their Remains.
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Decisions to euthanize require that BLM evaluate individual horses or burros affected by injury,
physical defect, chronic or incurable disease, severe taoth loss, poor condition or old age. BLM should
consider the animal’s ability to survive the stress of removal and/or its probability of surviving on the
range if released or transported to a BLM facility, adoption or long-term holding. Humane, long-term
care of these animals requires periodic evaluation of their condition to provide for their well-being.
These evaluations will, at times, result In dedsions that wiil require euthanasia.

Coordination: This document was cocrdinated with the Wild Horse and Burro Spedialists In each
affected state and the National Program Office.

Contact: Questions regarding this memorandum should be directed to Lili Thomas, Wild Horse and
Burro Specialist, Wild Horse and Burro National Program Office, at (775) 861-6457.

Signed by: Authenticated by:
Edwin L. Roberson Robert M. Willlams
Asslistant Director Divislon of IRM Govemance,W0-560

Renewable Resources and Pianning

2 Attachments
1 - Henneke body condition (1 p)
2 - Gather Summary Report (2 pp)

26
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National

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240
http://www .bim.gov

January 15, 2009

In Reply Refer To:
4710 (260) P

EMS TRANSMISSION 01/15/2009
Instructlon Memorandum No. 2009-062
Expires: 09/30/2010

To: All Field Offidals (except Alaska)
From: Assistant Director, Renewable Resources and Planning
Subject: WiIld Horse and Burro Genetlc Baseline Sampling

Program Area: WIild Horse and Burro Program

Purpose: This Instruction Memorandum (IM) establishes program guidance and policy for the collection
of genetic baseline information for wild horse and burro populations. This data will be benefidal to
authaorized officers and field specialists that are responsible for herd management decisions.

Pollcy/Acton: The Wild Free-Roaming Horses and Burros Act requires that horses and burros on
public lands be managed in a manner that achieves and maintains thriving ecological

balance. Malntenance of such a balance frequently requires that wild horse populations be kept

small. When population size Is too small, It will Inevitably lead to decreased genetic variation and
possible Inbreeding. However, It Is possible to manage small populations in a manner that will minimize
the loss of variation and Inbreeding and If necessary, counteract the loss. The first step in this process
Is an assessment of the current genetic status of the population that will be followed by periodic
monitoring assessments.

Genetic marker analysis can provide information about both the past and the future of a

population. Because gene markers are passed from one generation to the next, they can tell us
something about the ancestry of a population. Also, because demographics can affect the distribution
of genetic markers within a population, these markers can often be used to interpret past populational
characteristics. In the same way, current demographic conditlons can be used to make predictions
about the future level of varabillilty of gene markers.

Prior to 2006, blood samples from wild horses and burros were collected during gather operations and
analyzed by Dr. Gus Cothran (University of Kentucky) for establishing baseline genetic data. With Dr.
Cothran’s move to Texas A&M University, this analysis is now being done using hair samples. A new
baseline does not need to be established through hair analysis if blood analysis has already been
campleted. Unless there is a previously recognized concem regarding low genetic diversity in a
particular herd, it is not necessary to collect genetic information at every gather. Typical herds should
be sampled every ten to 15 years (two to three gather cydes). Following processing, a sample of DNA
will be preserved (frozen) for each horse tested. A report on the analysis of the population wili be
provided by Dr. Cothran. Reports are to be kept on file at local Fleld Offices and also at the National
Progrlam Office. Attachment 1 contalns the Instructions for collecting, handling, and shipping of the halr
samples. : : ’

While it Is preferred to collect the hailr samples from horses or burros that are released back to the
herd management area (HMA), samples may also be collected from removed horses if necessary. In
complexes or HMAs where separate breeding populations are thought to exist, each group of animals
in a distinct population should be sampled separately. Do not mix samples from different horses or
different breeding populations. Mixing samples from non-interbreeding herds can give misleading
estimates of genetic variation. Minimum sample size is 25 animals or 25% of the post-gather
population, not to exceed 100 animals per HMA or separate breeding population. Samples should be
collected from males and femaies In the same approximate ratio as the population. Animals of any age
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class may be sampled. Burros should be sampled In the same manner as horses.

The data will be compared to similar data from both domestic and other wild horse/burro

populations. The primary value of this initial data is a baseline against which future samples can be
compared to identify genetic drift and any namrowing of diversity through inbreeding. In the short term,
genetic diversity can be determined, rare alleles indentified and historic origins of and relationships
among herds can be Implled.

Timeframe: This IM [s effective upon Issuance.

Budget Impact: Costs assoclated with implementation of this IM wlll include the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) labor for collection of samples as well as sample processing and analysis at Texas
A&M University. It is anticipated that costs for processing each sample will be $25-30 per sample while
the analysis and reporting is estimated at $300 per report.

Background: The BLM has been collecting genetic healh information about its wild horse and burro
populations since the early 1990's. To date, approximately 75% of the 199 HMAs that BLM administers
have been tested and many have been retested. Based on this data, Inbreeding Is apparently rare In
wild horse populatlons. Most wlld horse herds that have been sampled exhiblt moderate levels of
genetic heterozygoslity. Based on this analysls, approximately 12.5% of the herds tested have
heterozygosity levels (observed heterozygosity (Ho)) befow the assumed critical level of .310. These
are herds that could begin to show inbreeding effects. Approximately 15% of the herds tested are
within just 2% heterozygosity (.330) of the critical level. A population that is maintained at less than
100-120 adult animals may begin to iose variation fairly quickly. The herds that are just above the
critical threshold level could drop very quickly. Only a very small number (approximately 5) of the 199
HMAs have exhibited characteristics possibly attributable to inbreeding, such as cataract blindness,
dwarfism, pamat-mouth, or dub-foot deformities. Thus, there does not appear to be any immediate
cause for concemn abaut Inbreeding depression In wild horse herds.

Manual/Handbook Sections Affected: These monitoring requirements will be Incorporated Into 4710
handbook. This policy is consistent with the Strategic Research Plan - Wild Horse and Burro
Management.

Coordination: The requirements outlined in this policy have been evaluated by the Wild Horse and
Burro Research Advisory Team, reviewed by Field Specialists and coordinated with the National Wild
Horse and Burro Advisory Board.

Contact: Questions concerning this policy should be directed to Alan Shepherd,
Wild Horse and Burro Research Coordinator, at the Wyoming State Office (307) 775-6097.

Signed by: Authenticated by:
Edwin L. Roberson Robert M. Willlams
Assistant Director Division of IRM Governance, W0-560

Renewable Resources and Planning

1 Attachment
1- Genetics Data Collection Instructions (2 pp)
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e v« - . BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240
hitp: /fwww.bim.gov

January 23, 2013

In Reply Refer To:
4710 {WQ 260) P

EMS TRANSMISSION 01/30/2013
Instruction Memorandum No. 2013-058
Expires: 09/30/2014

To: All Field Office Officials (except Alaska)
From: Assistant Director, Renewable Resources and Planning
Subject: Wild Horse and Burro Gathers: Public and Media Management

Program Area: Wild Horse and Burro (WH&B) Program

Purpose: The purpose of this Instruction Memorandum (IM) is to establish policy and procedures for safe and transparent visitation by the public/media at
WH&B gather operations, while ensuring the humane treatment of wikd horses and burros.

Policy and Action: Effective immediately, all State, District, and Field offices must comply with the new policy of this IM for all gathers within their
junsdiction. This policy establishes the procedures for safe and transparent visitation by the public/media at WH&B gather aperations.

This IM is part of a package of forthcoming IMs covering aspects of managing wild horse and burro gathers, including:

« IM No, 2013-060, Wild Horse and Burrp Gathers: Management by Incident Command System;
« IM No, 2013-061, Wild Horse and Burro Gathers: Intemnal and Extemal Communicating and Reporting;
« IM No. 2013-059, Wild Harse and Burro Gathers: Comprehensive Animal Welfare Policy

The BLM's on-site Core Gather Team (CGT) consists of four individuals: an Incident Commander (IC), Lead Contracting Officer's Representative (Lead COR),
Lead Public Affairs Officer (Lead PAO), and Lead Law Enforcement Officer (Lead LEO). Specific roles and responsibilities of each of these core positions and all
other personnel, including Contracting Officer (CO), are addressed in IM Ne. 2013-060, Wild Horse and Burro Gathers: Management by Incident Command
System,

National Policy Regarding Access for Public and Media Observation of Gather Operations

Every gather day is considered a public cbservation day unless the Agency Representative/Authorizing Officer (AR/AQ) has made a decision to
temporarily close or restrict access on public lands due to availability of gather observation sites, safety concemns or other considerations relevant to
individual gather observations. Gather operations involve some level of inherent risk due to hoth the nature of working with wild animals, and risks
associated with normal helicopter operations. Risks are highest near the trap-site area. The BLM generally allows members of the public an opportunity
to safely view gather operations from designated observation areas near the trap-site and at temparary holding facilities, but they must be escorted to
those areas by BLM persannel. If a trap-site space will not safely accommodate public/media observation, then aiternative viewing opportunities will be
discussed and resolved prior to gather operations beginning in a given area.

If the best location for gather facilities are on private lands or if access across private lands is necessary to access gather facilities on the public lands,
prior to the start of the gather operations, BLM will make every effort to obtain permission from private landowners to allow for public ingress/egress
through or to host the public/media visitation on the private lands. If perrussion cannot be obtained and public access limitations exist, this will be
announced as soon as determined. Every effort should be made in locating gather facilities to minimize such access limitations.

The IC should work to ensure that the public/media have opportunities to safely observe gather activities at the trap-site and temporary holding
facilities when practicable. The IC should also work to ensure that gather safety is maintained at all times and that the public/media’s presence at the
gather is successful,

The Lead COR coordinates the selection of the public/media-designated observation area(s} with the other members of the CGT and the Contractor to
select the location that provides the best viewing of activities while also providing for the safety of the public/media, gather staff, Contracting staff and
the animals. All trap-site observation areas will be selected prior to the beginning of operations and before the arrival of public/media observars.

Decisions and changes to agreed upon start imes for gather operations will be fully coordinated and communicated between the CGT and the
Contractor, through the Lead COR. The Lead PAO will work closely with the CGT to make necessary coordination of planned daily public/media meeting
times and locations to get public/media into designated observation areas prior to daily trapping activities, and at designated observation areas at
temporary holding and shipping areas. Opportunities far the public/media to visit temporary holding facilities and view the shipping activities should also
be provided to the extent practicable,

The IC will ensure that decisions made and actions taken regarding public/media access to the trap-site, temporary holding facilities and other sites
during the gather operations are in conformance with the standards found in existing guidance and that may be identfied in IM. 2013-059, Wild Horse
and Burro Gathers: Comprehensive Animal Welfare Policy.

The Lead PAC serves as the haison between the CGT and the public/media and is responsible for conducting media interviews and managing
public/media visits including facilitating the movement of public/media during all aspects of gather operations.

The Lead PAO will endeavor to provide stock B-roll footage of gather operations to the media upon request, resources permitting,

The Lead LEQ ensures safety by addressing public actions that may pose a safety or operational threat to the gather, including the immediate removal
from the gather of individuals exhibiting unsafe or disruptive behavior, The IC is responsible for having any public/media exhibiting unsafe or disruptive
bsgavior removed from the gather area immediately after consuitation with the Lead LEO. Instances of unsafe or disruptive behavior will be immadiately
addressed.

Any disruptive behavior or interference with the gather operation by any member of the public/media, such that the safety, heaith, and welfare of
ammals or people is threatened, will result in the suspension or shutting down of the gather operation until the situation is resolved and safety 1s
restored. The authority to suspend gather operations lies with the Lead COR. The authority to fully shut down gather operations lies with the CO.
Specific authonty for the enforcement of these concerns may be addressed by LEQs with the enforcement of 43 CFR 8365,1-4 (Public health, safety and
comfort); and, if applicable when closure order exists, 43 CFR 8364.1(d) (Violation of Court Order or Restriction Order).
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» A LEO will be available at all times when the public/media are present within the gather operations area and at temporary holding/shipping areas.
Exceptions to this will be determined by the CGT.

The on-site veterinarian may be asked by the IC or COR to help BLM with technical questions or information regarding animal health, condition, or
welfare; but at no time shail an on-site or Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS) veterinarian be asked or allowed to address or directly
answer guestions from the public/media. Requests directed to APHIS about their participation in gathers should be referred to APHIS Legislative and
Public Affairs Media Coordinators.

The trap-site and temporary holding areas are designated as safety zones and only essential personne! will be aliowed inside these safety zones during
gather operations or while animals are in the trap or temporary holding areas. Essential personnel will normally consist of the Lead COR, Project
Inspector (PI), and on-site veterinarian, When other BLM personnel (such as the CGT, BLM videographers, and BLM photographers) have a nead to be
in in the safety zone on a limited basis, they are authorized as temporary essential personnel for that purpase.

Where appropriate, the AR/AD may grant access to non-BLM personnel, such as Comprehensive Animat Welfare Policy Auditors and National WHB
Advisory Board Members, to the safety zone on a fimited basis, as temporary essential personnel,

The IC, State Director, and the WH&B Division Chief will jointly decide who constitutes temporary essential personnel in cases stherwise not described.

Unofficial passengers (public/media, etc.) are not authorized to travel in government-owned vehicles in accordance with BUM Handbook G-1520-3 Fleet
Management, Chapter 1. § III (B).

The public/media are prohibited from riding or placing equipment in the helicopters contracted for a gather, The National Gather Contract Attachment 1
§C.9.d states “under no circurnstances wil the public or any media or media equipment be allowed in or on the gather helicopter while the helicopter is
on a gather operation.” The placement of public/media cameras or recording equipment on panels, gates and loading equipment including trucks and
trailers are also prohibited.

The minimum distance between the public/media and the helicopter operations shall be established in accordance with “Guidance regarding distance of
helicopter operations from persons and property during Wild Horse and Burro gather operations” issued by the BLM Fire and Aviation Directorate on June
14, 2011, as required by Federal Aviation Administiation (FAA) regulations. Howeaver, within those constraints, the locations that will provide the best
unobstructed view of the gather operations should be identified for public/media observation opportunities as described below.

s The minimum distance between the public/media and non-essential personnel and the perimeter of the temperary holding facility should be established
for the gather during the pre-work conference with the Contractor and prior to any public/media presence. This viewing distance should result in minimal
disturbance to the wlild horses and burros held in the facility and should be flexible based on observed animal behavior and response, The CGT may
consider the use of elevated viewing such as a flatbed trailer or hillside in those cases where the observation lecation is at a greater distance from the
gather operation.

The CGT retains the discretion to provide additional viewing opportunities at the trap-site on a case-by-case basis after the Lead COR has determined
that no helicopter or Joading activities will occur for a minimum of 30 minutes or gather operations have concluded for the day, so long as the animals
that might be observed have settled down and such additional opportunities can be provided in @ manner that will not result in increased stress to the
gathered horses or interfarence with the gather activities. The Lead COR will get the concurrence of the CGT and Contractor of such additional
apportunities prior to offering it to the public/media.

Timeframe: This IM is effective immediately.

Budget Impact: Unit costs for conducting gathers for removals and population growth suppression efforts have increased as a result of the staffing necessary
for internal and extemnal reporting associated with increased transparency. The budget impacts of visitation that occurs during WH&B gathers include
substantial unplanned overtime and per diem expense, While limiting the number of BLM staff attending the gather to essential personnel may reduce gather
costs, it should not be at the expense of the safety of the animals, gather personnel, or members of the public/media.

Background: The BLM has a longstanding policy of allowing public/media to view WH&B gathers. Advance planning helps ensure the safety of the animals,
staff, Contractor personnel, and the public/media. The number of public/media interested in viewing gathers has increasad in recent years, though interast
varies from one HMA to another as well as State to State. In response to this, the BLM has implemented an Incident Command System to safely and
appropriately manage the larger numbers of public/media.

A high degree of interest from the public/media to observe WH&B gathers i1s expected to continue. Strong communications and coordination among the on-site
CGT will allow for safety and flexibility regarding the selection of observation areas for viewing trap-sites and the temporary holding facilities.

M 1/ Handbook Secti Affected: None

Coordination: This IM was coordinated among W0O-200, WO-260, WO-600, WO-610, WO-LE, WHE&B State Leads, WH&B Specialists, State External Affairs
Leads, public affairs, and law enforcement staff in the field.

Contact: Any questions regarding this IM can be directed to Joan Guilfoyle, Division Chief, Wild Horse and Burro Program (WO0-260) at 202-912-7260, or Jeff
Krauss, Division Chief, Public Affairs (WO-610) at 202-912-7410.

Signed by: Authenticated by:
Edwin L. Robersor Robert M. Williams
Assistant Directar Division of IRM Governance, WO-560

Renewable Resources and Planning

tast updated 02-01-2013
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22015 1M 2008-080, Population-Level Fertility Control Fisld Trials: Herd Management Area Selecion, Vaccine Appiication, Monitoring and Reporting Requirements
U 5. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERICR BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Pk Fags
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240
March 12, 2009
In Reply Refer To:
4710 (260) P
EMS TRANSMISSION 03/17/2009
Instruction Memorandum No. 2009-090
Expires: 09/30/2010
To: All Fleld Offictals (except Alagka)
From: Assistant Director, Renewable Resources and Planning
Subject: Population-Level Festility Control Fleld Triak: Herd gemedht Area {(HMA) Select) ine Application, Monltoring and Reporting Requirements
Program Arew: Wid Horse and Burro Program
The purpose of this L Is to establish guldance for population-ieve! fertiity control field research trials. The primary objective of

these triais Is to evafuate the effects of 3 single yeer or 22-month Pordne Zona Pellucida (PZF) Immunocontraceptive vaccine treatment on wild horse population
growth rates while expending the use of these tools in the field.

Policy/Action: This policy establishes guidelines for selecting HMAs for population-level fertility control treatment, vacrine application, and post-treatment
manitoring and reporting. Tt is the policy of the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) to apply fertilty control as a component of all gathess uniess thereis a
compeliing management reason nok to do 0.

HMA Sejection

Managers are direcked to explore options for fertiiity control trials (n all HMAS or complexes when they are scheduled for gathers, Further, an aiternative outlining

Implementation of a fertifity cuntrol treatment under a population-level research trial shall be analyzed in all gather pian environmentsl assessments

(:f‘:zn Attachment 1 contains the Stal Operating P {SOPs) for the Impiamentation of the single-year and 22-month PZP agents, which shoukd be
ced in the EA,

Fertility controf should mot be used in @ manner that would threaten the heaith of individual animals or the long-term viability of any herd. In order to address the
latter requirement, managers must evaluate the potential effects of festiity control on herd growth rates through use of the Jenkins Population Model (WlnEwus)
Festiiky control appiication should a substantiat effect while maintaining some long-term popuiation growth to mitigate the effects of potental

environmenta! catastrophes.

Fertility control will have the greatest beneficfal impact where:

1. Annual herd growth rates are typically greater than 5%.

2. Post-gather herd size Is estimated to be greater than 50 animals.

3. Treatment of at least 50% of all breeding-age mares within the herd is possible using either applicstion In conjunction with gathers or remote delivery
{darting). A madmum of 90% of all mares should be treated and cur goal should be to achieve s cose 23 to this percentage as posshie in order to
maximize treatment effects.

Fertility control should not be dismissed s 8 potential management action even If the above conditions are not met. Regardiess of primary capture method
(hellcopter drive-trapping or bait/water trapping), manegers should strive to gather horses In sufficient numbers to achfeve tie goals of the management action,
such as selective removal and festilty control treatment. After decisions are made to apply fertiity control, historical herd information, remote darting success (if
empioyed) and post-gather herd demographic data must be reported to the National Program Office {NPO). See the Reposting Requirements section on page four.

Once an HMA has been selected as a population-level field trial site, the NPO will designate a tralned applicator to administer the vacdne during the scheduled
gether. The applicator will be respansible for securing the necessary vacxine from the NPO, transporting all application materinis and freeze-mariing equipment to
the guther ste, sdministering the trestment, and flling & treatment report with the NPO. See Attachment 1 for SOP for Population-level Fertility Control
Treatments.

All treated mares wii be freeze-marked with twa 3.5-inch letters on the left hip for The only exception to this requirement is when
each treated mare can be dearly and specifically Identified through photographs. The treatment Ieltus will be assigned and provided by the NPO zfter the gather
and festility control application is approved by the authorized officer. A different first letter is assigned for each fiscal year starting with fiscal year 2004 and the
lstter “A.” The second letter of the freeze-mark ks specific to the application.

EachBLMmm(so)bmiuehrmdlnwngmthﬂiemmnd Inspector on the use of the identifed two-letter freeze-mark. Based on this

tion, p alter or additions to this marking policy are Ested below:
1. Use of the aduk or fo2i size angle-numeric BLM freezemark on the neck while recording each treatment product and date with the individual horse’s
freezernark number.

2. Regletration of the BLM fertiity control hip mark.

3. Use of a registered brand fumished by the State.

4. Use of the same hip freeze-mark for all fertlity control treatments within that State’s Junisdiction plus an additiona! freeze-mark on the neck to differentiate
between trestments within the State.

5. Use of the NPO assigned freeze-mark plus additionat freeze-mark on the neck to differentiate between treatments within the State,

As an emmple, the Nevada State Brand Inspector requires that an “F* freeze-mark be applied to the [eft neck aiong with the two-letter hip mark assigned by NPO,

Regardiess of how the mares ara marked, the marks must be identified In the fertility controi treatment report in order to track when the mares were treated and
the treatment protocol used.

Mares may be considered for re-trestment during subsequent gathers. All re-treatments wili consist of the multi-year vacdine unless specifically spproved by the
NPQ. Any re-treated mares must be re-marked or dearly identifiable for future Information,

WMWHmdeMWuMmMm Mermos_snd_Bulletina/nalional_nstruction/20081M_2009-090.him! ”n
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Remote defivery of the one year vaccine by a trained darter/applicator will be considered and approved only when (1) application of the current 22-menth PZP
agent Is not feasible bacause a gather will net be conducted, and (2) the targeted animaly can be clearly and specifically identified on an on-going basis through
photographs and/or markings. No animals should be darted that cannot ba dearly and positively Identified later as a animal. To the rate of
the darting and to insure proper placement of the vacdne, darting should oocur along travel corrdors or at water i Y, bak using hay or
salt may be utilized to draw the harses into specific areas for trestment. The applicator will maintain records containing the basic Infmnatlm on the color and
maridngs of the mare darted and her p graphs, darting k and whether the used darts were recovered from the fieid. See Appendix 1 for SOP for
Population-Level Fertility Control Treatments.

Post-treatment Monttoring
Al a minimum, the standard data collected on each treated herd will Indude one aerial population survey prior to any subsequent gather. This flight will generally
occur 3 to 4 years after the fertifity control treatment and wiil be conds ] as a routine pregather y funded by the Fleid Office (FO). The fiight should be

timed to assure that the majority of foa|lnq is completed, which for most herds will require that flights be scheduled after August 1%, In addition to pre-gather
population data (herd size), Inft on past , sex ratio, and age structure (capture data) will be submitted to the NPO after the first post-trestment

gather,
The follow!ng standard data will be collected during all post-treatment population surveys:

1. Total number of adult {yearing and older) horses chserved,
2. Total number of foals observed,

These data are to be recorded on the Aerial Survey Report form (Attach 4}, In planning post: popufation surveys, the new population estimation

techniques being developed by U.S, Geological Survey (USGS) are strongly recommended. ln §, h it Is not ry that any try to identify

treated and untreated mares and specifically which mares have foated during aerial surveys.

To obtain more specific information on vaccine efficacy, some HMAs may be selected for Intensive monitoring beginning the first year after treatment and endlng
with the first gather that follows treatment. These surveys should be completed annually within the same month for consistency of tha data. Selection will be

based on the proportion of treated mares In the herd, degree of success with vaccine application, degree to which HMA selection criteria are met, and oppovtunltles
for good queiRy data collection. This determination will be made by the WHAB Research Advisory Tezm and the NPO In consultation with the appropriate Fleld

(FO) and State Office (SO). HMAs selected for Intensive monitoring will be identified In that specific State’s Annual Work Plan. Washington Office 260 (WO260) will
provide funding for the annual surveys In those HMAs selected for Intensive monitoring.

Fleid Office may conduct more on-the-ground fieid monkoring of thesa herds as time and budget alow. Thesa data shouid be iimRed to: 1) the
annual number of marked and unmerked mares with and without foals and 2) foaling seasonaiity. These data, generated for FQ use, should be submitted to the
NPO to supplament rasearch by the USGS.

Repecting Recuiremant

1) When an HMA Is selacted for fertility control treatment, the HMA manager will Initiate and complete the appropriate sections of the Gather, Removal, and
Treatment, Summary Report (Attachment 2) and submit the report to the NPO. At the condlusion of tha gather and treatment, the HMA manager will compiete the
remainder of the Gather, Removal, and Treatment Summary Report and submit it to the NPO within 30 days. The NPO will file and maintain these reports, with a
copy sent to the National WHAB Research Coordinator.

2) Following treatment, the fertility control applicator wil complete a PZP Application Report and PZP Application Data Sheet (Attachments 3 & 4) and submit It to
the NPO that summarizes the treatment. The NPQ will maintain this information and provide copies of the reports to appropriate FOs and USGS,

3) Managers are reg to send post: monltoring data (Aerial Survey Report, Attachment 5) to the NPO within 30 days of completing each aerfal
survey. Any additional on-the-ground monftoring data should be sent to the NPO on an annial basis by December 315,

4) During the next pest-treatmant gather (generally 4 to 6 years after treatment), the manager will complete a new Gather, Removal, and Treatment Summary
Report with pertinent information and submit the report to the NPO. Completion of this report will fulfill the requirements for monitering and reparting for each
population-ievel study. A possible exception would be if mares are treated (or re-treated) and the HMA [s retained as a popuiation-lavei study herd,

The USGS will analyze il standard data collected, The results of these analyses along with other research efforts will help determine the future use of PZP fertility
control for management of wlld horse herds by the BLM.

Timeframe: This Instruction Memcrandum s effective upon lssuance,

Budget Impact: Implementation of this polkcy will cost savings by redudng the hers af excess animals removed from the range and minimizing the
numbers of less adoptable animals remgoved. The costs to sdminister the one-yeer PZP agent Indude the lebor and equipment costs for the applicator and assistant
of roughly $4,000/ and the cost of appr ly $25 per animal. The costs to administer the 22-month PZP agent Indude the capture cost of
about $1,000 per animal treaked (under normal sex ratios it requires two horses, one stud and ane mare, to be captured for each mare treated) and the PZP
vaccing Is approxdmately $250 per animal. The budgetary savings for eadh foal not born due to fertility control is about $500 for apture, $1,100 for adoptlon prep
and short-term holding, $500-1,000 for adoption costs, and approximataly $475 per year for Jong-term holding of animals removed but not adopted, For each
enimal that would have been maintained at long tarm holding for the remainder of its life after capture, the total cost savings Is about $13,000. Any additional FO-
level monitoring will be accomplished while conducting other routine field activities at no addiional cost,

Population-level studles wil halp to further evaluate tha effectiveness of fertiiity control In wild horse herds. Recent research results shawed that application of the
current 22-month PZP aptiva ap pable of reducing op g costs far ging wild horse populations. Application of 2 3-4 year contraceptive,
when ped, tested, and available, may be capsbie of reduc: g costs by even more (Bartholow, 2004).

Background: Tha one-year PZP vaccing has been used with on the Pryor and the Little Book CIfs Wiid Horse Ranges, Tha 22-month PZP

has been ed to 1,609 wild horse mares In 47 HMAS since fiscal year 2004, This formulation has been shown to provide infartiiity potentially
through the third ysar post-treatment a2s determined by a trial conducted at the Clan Alpine HMA In 1999, The Intent of tha ongoing population-level fertility
control irials is to determina if the rate ‘of population growth in wild horse herds can be reduced through the use of the currentiy available 22-month time-release
PZP vacdne, applied within 2 3-4 year gather and treatment cycle. Monitoring data colfected over the next few years are essential to determine the effectiveness of
the vacdne when applied on a broad scale as well as its potential for management use.

PZP Is classified as an Investigational New Animal Drug and some level of monitoring will mnﬂnue to be required until such time as the Food 2and Drug
Adminkstration (FPA) or the Envircnmental Protection Agency (EPA) either r the or provide some other form of rellef.

Manual/Handbook Sections Affacted: The monforing requirements do not change or affect any manual or handbook.

Coordinution: The requirements outlined in this policy have been evaluated by the National Wikd Horse and Burro Research Advisory Team, coordinated with the
National Wild Horse and Burro Advisory Board, and reviewed by Field Specialists.

Contact: Questions conceming this policy should be directed to Alan Shepherd, WHAB [ at the Wyomning State Offfca in Cheyenne, Wyoming

http/Avww.bim.goviwo/stieninforeguiations/instruction Memes end Bullefinanational_instrucion/20081M_2009-080.him| 2B
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at (307) 775-6097.

Refarence: Bartholow, .M. 2004, An aconomic analysia of siternative fertiiity contral and clated $ink for three BLM wiid
horse herds, Fort Collins, CO: U.S. Geological Survey. Open-Flle Report 2004-1199. 33 p.

Signed by: Muthenticated by:

Edwin L. Roberson Robert M, Willams

Assistant Director Division of IRM Governance, WC-560
Renewable Resources and Planning

5 Attachments

1~ Standerd Operating P dure for PopulationOleve! Fertiity Control Trestments {2 pp)
2- Gather Removal, and Trestment Report (3 pp)

3- PZP Application Report (1 p)

4- $ZP Application Data Sheet {1 p)

5- Aerlal Survey Rapert (1 p)

Loat ipdatad: 10-20-2008
USA.GOV | Mo FearAct | DOI | Dislsimer | About BLM | Motices | Socte! Madia Policy

hipAwww.bim goviwo/stieninfolreguiationainstruction_Mermos_and_Bullelinafetional_jnstruction/Z000M_2008-080Mml ¥
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The following is a report of the genetic analysis of the Riddle Mountain HMA, OR009.

A few general comments about the genetic variability analysis based upon DNA
microsatellites compared to blood typing. The DNA systems are more variable than blood typing
systems, thus variation levels will be higher. Variation at microsatellite loci is strongly
influenced by allelic diversity and changes in variation will be seen in allelic measures more
quickly that at heterozygosity, which is why more allelic diversity measures are calculated. For
mean values, there are a greater proportion of rare domestic breeds included in the estimates than
for blood typing so relative values for the measures are lower compared to the feral horse values.
As well, feral values are relatively higher because the majority of herds tested are of mixed
ancestry which results in a relatively greater increase in heterozygosity values based upc.m the
microsatellite data. There are no specific variants related to breed type so similarity is based
upon the total data set.

METHODS

A total of 21 samples were received by Texas A&M University, Equine Genetics Lab on
November 15, 2011. DNA was extracted from the samples and tested for variation at 12 equine
microsatellite (mSat) systems. These were AHT4, AHTS ASB2, ASB17, ASB23, HMS3, HMS6,
HMS7, HTG4, HTG10, LEX33, and VHL20. These systems were tested using an automated DNA
sequencer to separate Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR) products.

A 'variety of genetic variability measures were calculated from the gene marker data. The
measures were observed heterozygosity (Ho) which is the actual number of loci heterozygous
per individual; expected heterozygosity (He), which is the predicted number of heterozygous loci
based upon gene frequencies; effective number of alleles (4de) which is a measure of marker

system diversity; total number of variants (TNV); mean number of alleles per locus (MNA); the
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number of rare allele; observed which are alleles that occur with a frequency of 0.05 or less
(RA); the percent of rare alleles (%R4); and estimated inbreeding level (Fis) which is calculated
as 1-Ho/He.

Genetic markers also can provide information about ancestry in some cases. Genetic
resemblance to domestic horse breeds was calculated using Rogers’ genetic similarity
coefficient, S. This resem}:_)lance was summarized by use of a restricted maximum likelihood
(RML) procedure.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Variants present and allele frequencies are given in Table 1. No variants were observed
which have not been seen in horse breeds. Table 2 gives the values for the genetic variability
measures of the Riddle Mountain HMA herd. Also shown in Table 2 are values from a
representative group of domestic horse breeds. The breeds were selected to cover the range of
variability measures in domestic horse populations. Mean values for feral herds (based upon data
from 126 herds) and mean values for domestic breeds (based upon 80 domestic horse
populations) also are shown.

Mean genetic similarity of the Riddle Mountain HMA herd to domestic horse breed types
are shown in Table 3. A dendrogram of relationship of the Riddle Mountain HMA herd to a
standard set of domestic breeds is shown in Figure 1.

Genetic Variants: A total of 66 variants were seen in the Riddle Mountain HMA herd
which is below the mean for feral herds and well below the mean for domestic breeds. Of these,

21 had frequencies below 0.05 which is a high percentage of variants at risk of future loss.

Allelic diversity as represented by Ae is low for feral herds as is MNA.
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Genetic Variation: Observed heterozygosity in the Riddle Mountain HMA herd is well
below the feral mean as is He. Ho is a slightly higher than He. Differences such as this can
indicate a recent reduction in population size, within the past few generations, but this [is] not
possible to confirm by DNA data alone. In comparison to horses sampled in 2009,
heterozygosity levels have declined considerably while Ae is slightly reduced (despite a much
smaller sample size in 2009) and the proportion of rare alleles has increased. This all indicates a
loss of diversity.

Genetic Similarity: Overall similarity of the Riddle Mountain HMA herd to domestic
breeds was about average for feral herds. Highest mean genetic similarity of the Riddle
Mountain HMA herd was with the Old World Iberian breeds followed closely by the Light
Racing and Riding breeds then the Oriental and Arabian breeds. As seen in Fig. 1, however, the
Riddle Mountain HMA herd clusters a pony breed on the branch that has some Old World
Iberian breeds and Oriental breeds. These results indicate a herd with mixed origins with no
clear indication of primary breed type. As with most trees involving feral herds, the tree is
somewhat distorted.

SUMMARY

Genetic variability of this herd is lower than the feral average but not critically so.
However, in comparison, the horses from this herd tested in 2003 and 2009 (both years had small
sample sizes) had greater diversity levels than m 2011. All evidence points to a recent reduction
in population size that has led to a reduction in genetic variability. Genetic similarity results

suggest a herd with mixed ancestry with some Spanish influence possible.
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RECOMMENDATIONS

Current variability levels are high enough that no action is needed at this point but
the herd should be monitored closely due to the trend for loss of variability. This is especially
true if it is known that the herd size has seen a recent decline. Populations that consist of less
than 100 individuals are at high risk of loss of variability and this can occur rapidly at low
population numbers. It should be noted that the Riddle Mountain herd is genetically very close
to the Kiger herd but different enough that exchange of a few individuals among these herds

could restore variability levels.
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Table 1. Allele frequencies of genetic variants observed in Riddle Mountain HMA feral horse
herd. '
VHL20
| J K L ™M N O P Q R S
0.025 0.025 0.000 0.275 0.150 0.275 0.175 0.050 0.025 0.000 0.000
HTG4
! J K L M N O P Q R
0.000 0.000 0.175 0.025 0.625 0.000 0.000 0.175 0.000 0.000

AHT4

H 1 J K L ™M N O P Q R
0.175 0.000 0.750 0.025 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.050 0.000 0.000 0.000
HMS7

I J K L ™M N O P Qa R
0.000 0.000 0.075 0.650 0.250 0.025 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
AHT5

1 J K L ™M N O P a R
0.050 0.100 0.325 0.000 0.050 0.375 0.025 0.000 0.075 0.000
HMS6

I J K L ™M N O P a R
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.025 0.275 0.050 0.100 0.550 0.000 0.000

ASB2
B I J K L M N o P Q R
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.100 0.000 0.175 0.200 0.150 0.000 0.375 0.000
HTG10
H I J K L M N o P Q R S T

0.000 0.000 0.000 0.250 0.000 0.075 0.000 0.475 0.025 0.050 0.125 0.000 0.000
HMS3

H I J K L ™M N O P Q@ R S
0.000 0.175 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.400 0.150 0.050 0.175 0.000 0.050 0.000
ASB17 ‘

P F G H 1 J K L ™M N O P Q@ R s T
0.000 0.025 0.000 0.000 0.350 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.100 0.250 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.275 0.000 0.000
ASB2
G H 1| J K L ™M N O P Q@ R S T U V
0.000 0.000 0.025 0.125 0.575 0.075 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.150 0.025 0.025 0.000
LEX33
F 6 K L- M N O P Q@ R S T
0.125 0.000 0.075 0.350 0.300 0.150 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
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Table 2. Genetic variability measures.

N Ho He Fis Ae TNV MNA Ra %Ra

RIDDLE MTN OR 21 0.679 0.657 -0.034 | 3.21} 66 550 | 21 |0.318
Cleveland Bay 47 0.610 0.627 0.027 12.934] 59 4.92 16 |0.271
American Saddlebred 576 0.740 0.745 0.007 | 425] 102 | 850 | 42 } 0412
Andalusian 52 0.722 0.753 0.041 }4.259] 79 6.58 | 21 ] 0.266
Arabian 47 0.660 0.727 0.092 [3.814] 86 7.17 | 30 |0.349
Exmoor Pony 98 0.535 0.627 0.146 |2.871| 66 550 | 21 |0.318
Friesian 304 0.545 0.539 -0.011 [2.561) 70 5.83 | 28 | 0.400
Irish Draught 135 0.802 0.799 -0.003 [5.194] 102 | 8.50 | 28 | 0.275
Morgan Horse 64 0.715 0.746 0.041 14.192] 92 7.67 | 33 }0.359
Suffolk Punch 57 0.683 0.711 0.038 |3.878f 71 5.92 13 10.183
Tennessee Walker 60 0.666 0.693 0.038 |3.662] 87 7.25 34 10.391
Thoroughbred 1195 | 0.734 0.726 -0.011 |3.918] 69 5.75 18 | 0.261
Feral Horse Mean 126 0.716 0.710 -0.012 13.866] 72.68]| 6.06 |16.96] 0.222
Standard Deviation 0.056 0.059 0.071 }0.657]13.02| 1.09 | 7.98 | 0.088
Minimum 0.496 0.489 -0.284 |2.148] 37 3.08 0 0

Maximum 0.815 0.798 0.133 |5.253] 96 8.00 | 33 |]0.400
Domestic Horse Mean 80 0.710 0.720 0.012 }14.012]80.88] 6.74 |23.79] 0.283
Standard Deviation 0.078 0.071 0.086 [0.735116.79| 1.40 |10.11] 0.082
Minimum 0.347 0.394 -0.312 |1.779] 26 2.17 0 0

Maximum 0.822 0.799 0211 1530} 119 | 992 | 55 |0.462

Table 3. Rogers’ genetic similarity of the Riddle Mountain HMA feral horse herd to major

groups of domestic horses.

Mean S Std Minimum Maximum
Light Racing and Riding Breeds  0.723 0.021 0.691 0.748
Oriental and Arabian Breeds 0.715 0.018 0.692 0.740
Old World Iberian Breeds 0.728 0.021 0.707 0.759
New World Iberian Breeds 0.702 0.033 0.651 0.741
North American Gaited Breeds 0.704 0.030 0.669 0.734
Heavy Draft Breeds 0.632 0.046 0.582 0.685
True Pony Breeds 0.644 0.028 0.614 0.680
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Figure 1. Partial RML tree of genetic similarity to domestic horse breeds.
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Appendix 1. DNA data for the Riddle Mountain HMA, OR herd.

AID |VHL20|HTG4|AHT4{HMS7|AHTS5|HMS6|ASB2|HTG10|HMS3 |ASB17 | ASB23|LEX3|LEX33

56718] NO | MP | JK LM JK MP | KM KK MM | MN KL | LM | KK

56719|] LN MM | LL N MP | NQ KK M IR KL LM | KK

56720| JL MM | HJ LL JK MP | MN| OQ | MN IR JK | NN | LR

56721] Mp | MM | 1) KL KQ | LM | OQ ] OR IP IR KS LL LO

56722| LO MP | 1) LM | KN PP | MQ] KO MM IN KK LL KR

56723| NO MP | HJ LM IN PP | MQ ] OO MP IR KS LL KK

56724| LN KK HJ KM | NN PP | QQ | OR NO IN IS KN | KQ

56725| MN | MM | JJ LL KK | MP | NO | KO NN RR KU |MN| LO

56726] LM MP | HJ LL KN OP ] QQ | KO MR IN JK FL | OR

56727 NO KP JO LN IN PP | MN | MO MP IN JS FL KL

56728 MN | MM | HH LL KO { OP | NQ | MO NR 11 JK FM | OR

56729| IN MM | JO LM | NN | MO | KK KR P MR LT {MM| KR

56730| JL MM | HJ LL JK. | MP | MN| 0Q | MN IR JK | NN | LR

56731] NO LM 1 LL M PP 1 QQ | MO MN Fi KS IMM] KQ

56732 LN KP i} LM | NN PP | MN| OO MP NN KS FF KR

56733| LO KP HJ LM { KN | MP | OQ | OQ MP IR JK LL KR

56734| LQ KM | U LM | MN | NP | MQ | OO M IN KK {MM] KO

56735| LM KM | UM LM | KN { MP | OQ | OR 10 MN KK KK | KQ

56736] LM | MM | JJ LL KK | MO | KO KR M MR KK I NN | QQ

56737] NO | MM | JJ LM | KN | MP | NGO | KO MM IN KK | MM | KQ

56738| LP MM | JJ KL jQQ | MN | NO | OP iP RR KK LL LO
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The following is a report of the genetic analysis of the Kiger HMA, ORO010.

A few general comments about the genetic variability analysis based upon DNA
microsatellites compared to blood typing. The DNA systems are more variable than blood typing
systems, thus variation levels will be higher. Variation at microsatellite loci is strongly
influenced by allelic diversity and changes in variation will be seen in allelic measures more
quickly that at heterozygosity, which is why more allelic diversity measures are calculated. For
mean values, there are a greater proportion of rare domestic breeds included in the estimates than
for blood typing so relative values for the measures are lower compared to the feral horse values.
As well, feral values are relatively higher because the majority of herds tested are of mixed
ancestry which results in a relatively greater increase in heterozygosity values based upon the
microsatellite data. There are no specific variants related to breed type so similarity is based
upon the total data set.

METHODS

A total of 40 samples were received by Texas A&M University, Equine Genetics Lab on
November 15, 2011. DNA was extracted from the samples and tested for variation at 12 equine
microsatellite (mSat) systems. These were AHT4, AHTS ASB2, ASB17, ASB23, HMS3, HMS6,
HMS7, HTG4, HTG10, LEX33, and VHL20. These systems were tested using an automated DNA ‘
sequencer to separate Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR) products.

A variety of genetic variability measures were calculated from the gene marker data. The
measures were observed heterozygosity (Ho) which is the actual number of loci heterozygous
per individual; expected heterozygosity (He), which is the predicted number of heterozygous loci
based upon gene frequencies; effective number of alleles (4e) which is a measure of marker

system diversity; total number of variants (TNV); mean number of alleles per locus (MNA); the
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number of rare alleles observed which are alleles that occur with a frequency of 0.05 or less
(RA); the percent of rare alleles (%6RA); and estimated inbreeding level (Fis) which is calculated
as 1-Ho/He.

Genetic markers also can provide information about ancestry in some cases. Genetic
resemblance to domestic horse breeds was calculated using Rogers’ genetic similarity
coefficient, S. This resemblance was summarized by use of a restricted maximum likelihood
(RML) procedure.
| RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Variants present and allele frequencies are given in Table 1. No variants were observed
which have not been seen in horse breeds. Table 2 gives the values for the genetic variability
measures of the Kiger HMA herd. Also shown in Table 2 are values from a representative group
of domestic horse breeds. The breeds were selected to cover the range of variability measures in
domestic horse populations. Mean values for feral herds (based upon data from 126 herds) and
mean values for domestic breeds (based upon 80 domestic horse populations) also are shown.

Mean genetic similarity of the Kiger HMA herd to domestic horse breed types are shown
in Table 3. A dendrogram of relationship of the Kiger HMA herd to a standard set of domestic
breeds is shown in Figure 1.

Genetic Variants: A total of 70 variants were seen in the Kiger HMA herd which is just
below the mean for feral herds and below the mean for domestic breeds. Of these, 17 had
frequencies below 0.05 which is about average for the percentage of variants at risk of future
loss. Allelic diversity as represented by Ae and MNA is slightly below the average for feral herds.

Genetic Variation: Observed heterozygosity in the Kiger HMA herd from 2011 is well

below the feral mean while He is only slightly lower than average. Ho is lower than He.
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Differences such as this can indicate recent inbreeding through a reduction in population size,
within the past few generations, but this not possible to confirm by DNA data alone.
Heterozygosity and other variability values calculated from the Kiger HMA in 2009 were
significantly higher than just three years later which shows that there is something greatly
different in the herd now. Sample size from 2009 was just above half what the 2011 number was
but sample size alone would not cause what is being seen as lower values are usually associated
with lower sample size. Horses tested in 2002 had Ho levels very similar but slightly higher than
did those from 2009. The 2002 horses were one that had been adopted and were part of the
Kiger Mestino Registry.

Genetic Similarity: Overall similarity of the Kiger HMA herd to domestic breeds was
about average for feral herds. Highest mean genetic similarity of the Kiger HMA herd was with
Old World Iberian breeds, followed closely by the Oriental and Arabian breeds. As seen in Fig.
1, the Kiger HMA herd clusters with the South American Pantaniero breed in the branch with the
main Old World Iberian breeds and Oriental breeds. These results indicate a herd with mixed
origins with no clear indication of primary breed type but there does appear to be some Spanish
blood based upon the 2011 sample. Evidence of Spanish influence has not been as apparent as it
now is but there has been some suggestion of Spanish heritage with past testing including blood
typing. As with most trees involving feral herds, the tree is somewhat distorted.

SUMMARY

Genetic variability of this herd in general is near average however, heterozygosity is
considerably lower than horses sampled from this HMA in 2009. The picture for allelic diversity
is not so clear because the 2009 sample was only 12 animals and allelic numbers are strongly

associated with sample size. In comparison the horses typed in 2002, allelic numbers are
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reduced even though sample size is higher in 2011. The proportion of rare alleles is lower in
2011 which is suggestive of loss of allelic diversity. The data suggests that this herd has seen a
recent loss of population size which would increase the risk to genetic diversity. Genetic

similarity results suggest a herd with mixed ancestry and some Spanish heritage.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Current variability levels are high enough that no action is needed at this point but the
herd should be monitored closely due to the trend for loss of variability. This is especially true if
it is known that the herd size has seen a recent decline. Populations that consist of less than 100
individuals are at high risk of loss of variability and this can occur rapidly at low population
numbers. It should be noted that the Riddle Mountain herd is genetically very close to the Kiger 7
herd but different enough that exchange of a few individuals of these herds could restore

variability levels.
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Figure 1. Partial RML tree of genetic similarity to domestic horse breeds.
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Appendix 1. DNA data for the Kiger HMA, OR herd.

AID |VHL20|{HTG4|AHT4|HMS7 | AHTS5| HMS6]ASB2 | HTG10| HMS3] ASB17]| ASB23 | LEX3|LEX33
56661| IL KM | HJ LO KK PP | NN | MR NP RR JJ FF | LO
56662 MN | MM | JO LL NN | MP | QQ | KM MP | MM KS FF | QR
56663] NN | MM | KK LM |MN | PP | NQ | OO PP IR JS | MN | KK
56664 IM [ MM | U IN | NN | MO | OQ | KR PP M SS FL | OR
56665{ NN | MM | HK | LM | JO PP KQ | KM PP RR JL FM| OR
56666] MN | KM | HJ M | JO NP | MN | KM IP IR KK FO | OR
56667 IN MM | I LN NN ] OP | OQ|] OR PR IR JS M| LO
56668 MIN | MM | U iM | JO ] NP | MN | KO 1 iR KK | FO} KR
56669) MQ | MM | JJ LN J | MM | MM{ KO P RR JK FK | LO
56670 MO | M U IM | KN | OP | Qa | KO PP FM JS FF | OR
56671] LN MM | JK LM | KN ] NP | NQ | MP IN IR KK FL | OR
566721 NO MIiKK|IIM}JIIM] PP QO] 1O NP IR KS | MN | KL
56673{ LQ KM | JJ LL JQ | MN | MN| KQ M RR JK FO { KO
56674| LL MM| JJ LO KO | MP { NQ| PR MP NR JK FL LL
56675| NN MP | H | MM | M PP | MN | KO NP FM JS NN | KR
56676| IM KL ] OO | MN { MN | OP 1K IR NN NR LT FN | LQ
56677f NN | MM | K LN LN OP | NQ| LO PP Fl JK {MM| KL
56678| I KP | NN LL JK OP | MM| SS IP NN JL FN | KK
56679 NN | MM | JJ MN | KN | MO | QQ | MO NP NR JK_ | MN|] QR
56680 NN | MM | HK KL ] NN PP KQ LP MP | MM $h) FF | KQ
56681 MP | MN | JJ LM | OO | OP | NN KO mpP IR KK {00{ QR
56682 MO LL JK LM | MO | PP KQ|] OO0 | MN RR JK | NN | KL
56683 LQ | MM | JJ LO KO | MP | MN KP mMp MR 1S LL KL
56684 NP LM J) MM | NO | OO0 { NQ | OO NP NR KK | MM} QQ
56685 LM | MM | JK LL KO | MM | MO | KR PR MR JK KK | LO
56686| 1Q [ MM | JJ LM JK | MO | MQ ]| OR PR MR 1) KK | 00
56687 MN | KM | HJ LN KO | MO | MQ | KO PR MR JK KK ] LR
56688) JM | MM | H) LN KO | MN | MM | KO PP MR KK | KK | 0Q
56689| LQ { MM | U LM | KN | NP | MQ | PQ 1M IR KS LL | KO
56690 NN LM | JK LL KN | MO | QQ | OP MP I JK |MM|] QR
56691 10 MN | JJ MN | NN | OP | QQ | OR MP RR JK MM} KL
56693)] MN | MM | JO LM | NN | MO | QQ | KO MP MR KK | FM | QQ
56695| 1Q KM | J LO JK NP | NN | QR IN RR JK FO| LO
56696 NN LM | JK KM | MN | PP | MQ | KL NP IR KK FN | KQ
56697] MN | MP | U LM | JN PP_| NQ | KO MN FM JS FN | KQ
56698] MP KL HJ LM | JO PP | NN | MO 1P RR KK | FM| QR
56699 IL LM | KO LN KK | MM | QQ | KR MP RR JK | KN | LR
56700 MN | MM | KO LN NN | oP | oQ ] MO PR M JS FM| OR
56701] LL MP | JJ NO | KK | MM | QQ | OP MM | MR JK KL | LQ
56702 NO | MN | JJ MM | JN OP | NQ | OO M IR KK | MO | KR
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Map B - Kiger HMA
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Map C - Riddle Mountain HMA
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IJS D A United States Forest Malheur National Forest P.O. Box 909
Department of Service 431 Patterson Bridge Road
SRR Aoriculture John Day, OR 97845
541-575-3000
FAX: 541-575-3001

File Code: 1950

Date: May 26, 2015

Dear Participant:

You have been identified as a participant that requested notification at least 30 days prior to
implementation of any activity executed under the Aquatic Restoration Decision Notice or as a
participant in the NEPA process. This letter is your thirty day notification of activities to be
implemented under the 2014 Aquatic Restoration Project Decision Notice. The 2015 aquatic
restoration activity lists for the Blue Mountain and Prairie City ranger districts are enclosed. The
Emigrant Creek Ranger District is not implementing any activities under the 2014 Aquatic
Restoration Project Decision Notice at this time.

Additional information on each activity can be found on our Forest website at
http://www.fs.usda.gov/detailfull/malheur/landmanagement/?¢id=STELPRD3817723 &width=ful

1 or you may contact the activity lead if you would like to discuss specific details related to the
activity.

Thank you for your interest in the Malheur National Forest.

Sincerely,

STEVEN K. BEVERLIN
Forest Supervisor

Enclosures

® :
Caring for the Land and Serving People Printed on Recycled Paper W



2015 Blue Mountain Ranger District Aquatic Restoration Activities

‘i\;cti'vjtyl .

iActivity Name ..

" | Activity Contact ~

St_iréa‘m and County -

|- (start and end dates) |

‘ Imple‘méﬁntatipn Date

| Miles or‘Acrés Treated -

01012015

01032015

01042015

01052015

Phipps Meadow Beaver Forage
Project

Camp Creek Streamflow Gaging
Station

Big Mosquito
Restoration Project - Phase 1

Austin Water Development
Fencing
Extension and Spring Box
Project

East Fork Big Creek and
Deadwood
Creek Culvert Replacement

Bob Hassmiller
541-575-3433

Bob Hassmiller
541-575-3433

Bob Hassmiller
541-575-3433

Nick Stiner
541-575-3496

Allen Taylor
541-575-3394

...................

Middle Fork John Day River
Grant County

Camp Creek,
Grant County

Pizer Creek, Lost Creek, East
Fork Big Creek, Rock Creek,
Swamp Gulch, and Deadwood
Creek

Grant County

Intermittent tributary to Mill
Creek

Grant County

One culvert on East Fork Big
Creek at the FSR 2090199 road
crossing, one culvert on
Deadwood Creek at the FSR
4560621 crossing

Grant County

July 15 ~ August 15, 2015

July 15 - August 15, 2015

July 15 - August 15, 2015

Less than 1 acre

5.5 stream miles,
198 meadow acres

Less than 1 acre

Restore passage for ail life
stages of aquatic
organisms to 2.4 miles of
stream




2015 Prairie City Ranger District Aquatic Restoration Projects

 Activity # .|

o Activity'Name

Burns Paiute Tribe Logan Valley
Diversion Measurement Device
Instailation

Squaw Creek Restoration Project-
Phase 1

.| Activity Contact -

Hazel Owens,

541-820-3892

Kate Olsen,

541-820-3818

Kate Qlsen,
541-820-3818
or Hazel Owens,

541-820-3892

Bill Wall,
541-820-3864

S}:réam and County

John Day River

Grant County

Lake and Big Creeks

Squaw Creek

Grant County

Roberts Creek

Grant County

Grant County

.'"Impl‘er"nentatibn Date :

(start and end dates)

-Mifes or Acres Treated -

2 acres




NATIONAL SYSTEM OF USLIC 1ANDS

U.5. DEPARTMENT OF THS INTERIOR
BURIAY OF LAND MARAGEMINT

United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Vale District Office
100 Oregon Street
Vale, Oregon 97918

3601 (ORVO 60) http://'www.blm.gov/or/districts/vale

MAY 2 2 2015

Dear Interested Public:

This courtesy letter serves as a Notice of Internet Availability that the Jordan Resource Area, Vale
District BLM, has completed an Environmental Assessmerit (DOI-BLM-OR-V(60-2011-071-EA),
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) and a Decision Record (DR), that authorizes the
development of one of three proposed rock aggregate sites along the Soldier Creek Road (SCR) to
facilitate road maintenance. The proposed action will be implemented in accordance with and
subject to the guiding land use plan - the Southeastern Oregon Resource Management Plan and
Final EIS.

The EA, FONSI and DR can be reviewed on the Vale District website at the following location:
http://www.blm.gov/or/districts/vale/plans/index.php.

Persons named in the Copies sent to. section of this notification is considered to be persons “named
in the decision from which the appeal is taken.” Thus, copies of a notice of appeal and petition for a
stay must also be served on these parties, in addition to any party who is named elsewhere in the
decision (see 43 CFR 4.413(a) & 43 CFR 4.21(b) (3)) and the appropriate Office of the Solicitor
(see 43 CFR 4.413(a), (¢)) at the same time the original documents are filed with this office.

For privacy reasons, when the decision is posted on the internet, the Copies sent to: section will be
attached to a notification of internet availability and persons named in that section are also
considered to be persons “named in the decision from which the appeal is taken.”

If you wish to receive hard copies of these documents, or wish to be removed from the mailing list
please call the District Office at 541-473-3144.

Sincerely,

Thomas Pat;ick “Pat” Ryan
Field Manager
Malheur Resource Area



COPIES SENT TO:

Gene Bray
5654 El Gato Lane
Meridian, 1D 83642

Oregon Dept. of Fish and Wildlife, Northeast

Region
107 20th St.
La Grande , OR 97850

Randy Wiest

Oregon Department of State Lands/Eastern
Region

1645 NE Forbes Rd. Suite 112

Bend, OR 97701

Oregon Department of Transportation - ROW

Section
4040 Fairview Ind. Dr. SE, MS#2
Salem, OR 97302

Oregon Department of Energy
625 Marion St. NE
Salem, OR 97301

Idaho Power Company
PO BOX 70
Boise, ID 83707

Ken Cole

Western Watersheds Project
PO BOX 2863

Boise, ID 83701

Dan Joyce

County Judge/Malheur County Courthouse
251 BSt. W

Vale, OR 97918

Travis Bruner

Western Watersheds Project
PO BOX 1770

Hailey, ID 83333

Kristin Ruether
Advocates for the West
PO BOX 1612

Boise, ID 83701

Jeff Dillon

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Scrvice
2600 SE 98th Ave.

Portland, OR 97266

Audubon Society of Portland
5151 NW Cornell Rd.
Portland, OR 97210

City of Vale
252 B St. West
Vale, OR 97918

Oregon Dept. of Land Conservation &
Development

635 Capitol St. NE, Suite 150

Salem, OR 97301

Oregon Water Resources Department
725 Surnmer St. NE, Suite A
Salem, OR 97301

Northwest Environmental Defense Center
10015 SW Terwiliger Blvd.
Portland, OR 97219

Dennis Griffin

State Historic Preservation Office
725 Summer St. NW, Suite C
Salem, OR 97301

Peter Lacy

Oregon Natural Desert Association
917 SW Oak St. Ste. 419

Portland, OR 97205

Philip Milburm

Oregon Dept. of Fish & Wildlife
3814 Clark Blvd

Ontario, OR 97914

Jennifer Schwartz

Hells Canyon Preservation Council
PO BOX 2768

LaGrande , OR 97850

Oregon Watershed Enhancement Board
775 Summer St. NE, Suite 360
Salem, OR 97301

ODEQ
800 SE Emigrant, Suite 330
Pendleton, OR 97801

Oregon Department of State Lands
775 Summer St. NE, Ste 100
Salem, OR 97301

Oregon Parks and Recreation Department
725 Summer St. NE, Suite C
Salem, OR 97301

County of Malheur, Oregon
251 BSt W
Vale, OR 97918

Brent Fenty

Oregon Natural Desert Association
50 SW Bond St. Suite 4

Bend, OR 97702

Doug Heiken
Oregon Wild
POBOX 11648
Eugene, OR 97440

Pat Larson
61931 Cottonwood Rd.
LaGrande, OR 97850

Gary Miller

US Fish & Wildlife
3502 Hwy 30
LaGrande, OR 97850

Jim Shake
2550 1st. Lane East
Parma, ID 83660



COPIES SENT TO:

John Lawrence

Forest Supervisor USDA Forest Service-
Watlowa-Whitman Nat'l Forest

PO BOX 907

Baker City, OR 97814

Mia Sheppard
TRCP

PO Box 343
Maupin, OR 97037

Paul Ruprecht

Western Watersheds Project
126 NE Alberta St., Suite 208
Portland, OR 97211-2665

Nyssa Chamber of Commerce & Agriculture
105 Main Street
Nyssa , OR 97913

Tom McElroy

Matheur County Natural Resource Committee
3760 Stage Rd.

Vale, OR 97918

Katie Fite
Wildlands Defense
PO Box 125
Boise, ID 83701

Thomas Gluch
PO Box 257
Jordan Valley, OR 97910

Greg Obendorf
26358 Sand Road
Parma, ID 83660

Jerome W. Terlisner
4015 Hillerest Dr.
Boise, 1D 83705

Cliff Bentz

State of Oregon
PO Box 1027
Ontario, OR 97914

Gail Carbiener
OR/CA Trails Association

19506 Pond Meadow Ave.

Bend, OR 97702-3324

Conrad Bateman
740 Yakima
Vale, OR 97918

Brian Wolfe
Malheur County
151 BSt. W
Vale, OR 97918

James Matteri & Sons
2164 Danner Road
Jordan Valley, OR 97910

Grenke Ranches
3250 Bogus Ranch Road
Jordan Valley, OR 97910

Kelly Weiderman

Malheur Watershed Council
710 SW 5th Avenue
Ontario, OR 97914

Steven E. Grasty
Harney County Court
450 N. Buena Vista #5
Burns, OR 97720

Northwest Farm Credit services
308 SE 10th Street
Ontario , OR 97914

Adena Green

Owyhee Watershed Council
PO Box 275

Adrian, OR 97901

Chad Boyd

Eastern Oregon Agricultural Research Center
67826-A Hwy 205

Burns, OR 97720

Bob & Carole Bruce Grazing Assoc.
PO Box 94
Jordan Valiey, OR 97910

Terry Wam
PO Box 235
Jordan Valley, OR 97910



- WATGNAL YSTEM OF FUBLIE LANDS
W U-5. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR B
R, PUEEAU OF LAND MANAGKMSNT

United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Vale District Office
100 Oregon Street
Vale, Oregon 97918

9232 (ORV040) htlp://www'\}my,g@\go‘zﬁ%ricts/va]e

Dear Interested Public:

The Bureau of Land Management Vale District (BLM) is preparing an Environmental Assessment
(EA) analysis pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA-1969, as amended) for the
proposed settlement of a land occupancy trespass and potential amendment of the Southeastern
Oregon Resource Management Plan (SEORMP). The BLM requests that agencies and interested
parties provide us with their comments and concerns related to the proposed project for incorporation
into the EA.

The purpose is to remedy the land occupancy trespass located on public lands that includes a
residence, access road, associated utilities, and landscaping. Action is needed to resolve the trespass
of the non-public use and to minimize the impacts to the public resource.

In 2006, William and Anita Butler constructed a two-story, approximate 4,000-square-foot house on
property owned by the United States at Township 18 South, Range 37 East, Tax Lot 300 (Tax
Assessor numbers 16548 and 16549), north of Beulah Reservoir (See attached Figure 1, Vicinity
Map). The Malheur County Tax Assessor found that the house is located on property owned by the
United States. The BLM Vale District Manager subsequently determined that at a minimum, an EA is
necessary to evaluate and disclose the potential environmental impacts associated with resolving the
trespass and any reasonable alternatives to the proposed action, including a no action alternative.

The EA will identify and analyze measures to reduce where possible, potential impacts associated
with resolution of this trespass at no cost to the public interest. None of the actions would include a
transfer of mineral rights, as that action is not necessary to remedy the trespass.

No Action Alternative —no land lease, sale, exchange, or house relocation would occur and if this
alternative is selected, the existing land status would remain. The Butler house would remain on
Township 18 South, Range 37 East, Tax Lot 300. The house would remain on the land owned by the
United States. All described federal land would remain in federal jurisdiction and would be managed
by BLM. The trespass case would remain unsettled. This alternative is presented for analysis purposes
only. By law, BLM must take some form of action in order to remedy the trespass.

Alternative 1 — The developments and house remain: Under this alternative, there are at least three
options to be analyzed to mitigate leaving the house and the other developments associated with the
trespass.

Land Lease - BLM would lease approximately five acres, including the house, improvements,
and access road, to a limited liability corporation for 99 years. The BLM would retain a joint-
use easement on the access road. The lease would include the right to construct, reconstruct,



repair, replace, maintain and improve existing electrical service, telephone service, well, septic
tank, drain field, access road, and landscaping, along with the same rights with respect to
future, unknown improvements of a residential nature similar to those just mentioned which
are available later by reason of technology and discovery. At the end of the lease term, the
house and improvements would be demolished and the land rehabilitated. The BLM would not
need to amend the SEORMP.

Land Purchase - The Butlers would purchase approximately 4.5 acres of TI8SR37E TL 300
from BLM at an appraised purchase price. The BLM would retain a joint-use easement on the
access road. BLM would amend the SEORMP.

Land Exchange - The BLM would conduct a land exchange process whereby the Butlers
would take ownership of approximately 4.5 acres of TI8SR37E TL 300 and the BLM would
gain ownership of a like-value appraised parcel owned by the Butlers. The BLM would retain
a joint-use easement on the access road. BLM would amend the SEORMP.

Alternative 2 - House Relocation: The house would be moved to TI8R37E 1900, address 3641
Bendire Road, Juntura. In order to move the house, the following activities would be analyzed:

Widening and improving the load carrying capacity of the access road;

Filling in the gully to make the turn and grade passable for construction vehicles and
equipment;

Abandonment of the utilities: telephone, septic; and potential easements for the associated
electrical power lines for the well.

Excavating the hillside so that the side of the house will clear; and

e Restoring the site to pre-construction condition.

® & © &

BI.M would not need to amend the SEORMP for the house relocation alternative.

This letter is intended to inform you about the preparation of the EA, and to elicit comments with
respect to issues of concern related to the project. If you have any questions or comments, please
contact Trisha Skerjanec, (541) 473-3144 or by email at: tiskerja@blm.gov.

Sincerely,

—~ T L

Thomas Patrick “Pat” Ryan
Field Manager
Jordan/Malheur Resource Areas

cc: Max Taggart for Bill and Anita Butler
Gigi Cooper, David Evans and Associates, Inc.

Enclosure
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n/03/201%  4:52 PM DIRECT PAYABLES CHECK PEGISTER FAGE: 1
PATRET @ CO%4y  VISA
VENLOR SET: 01 HARNEY COUGNTY
BANL AL HARNE ¢ COMNTy AF
CHETK CHECK CHECK CHFECK
VENDOR 1.0, HAME TYPE DATE plscount AMOUNT NO# AMOUNT
241z VIGA-G247
I-MAY 2015 VISA-G247 R ¢/N3/2015 983.01 047041 a43.0]
Y RANK TOTALS * ¢ NO# DISCOUNTS CHECK AMT TOTAL APPLIED
REGULAK CHECKSG: 1 [URUY 943.01 993,01
HAHDWRITTELT CHECKS: ¢ fr.noy 0.00 0.00
PrE-WRITE CHECKS: Al 0.00 0.00 0.00
LRAFTS: n 0.00 0.00 U.0v
VOID CHECKS: 0 0.00 0.on 0.00
NOM CHEC a n.an 0.00 0.on
CORRECTIONS: u U.00 0.00 0.on

BANK TOTALS: 1 0.00 983.01 983.01
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C/02/001% 450 PM DIRECT PATABLES CHECK REGISTER PAGE:

PACKET : 00593 VIsa
VENDOR ZET: N1 HARNEY COUNTY
BANK: ALL

** REGISTER GRAND TOTALS *

' TOTALS * ¢ NO# DISCONNTS CHECK AMT TOTAL AFPLIED
REGULAFP CHECKS: 1 0.00 9°3.01 9%3.01
HANDWRITTEN CHEMKS: 0 Q.00 0.00 0.00
PRE-WRITE CHEUK 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
DRAFTS: 0 .00 0.00 0.u0
VO1D CHECKS: 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
NON CHECKS: 0 J.0u 05.00 0.00
CORRECTIONS: a 0.00 0.00 0.00
KEGISTER TOTALS: 1 0.00 983.01 963.01

** POSTING PERIOD RECAP **

P FERIOD AMOTINT

TOTAL ERRORS: 0 TOTAL WAFIIINGS: 0



6/013/2015%

*

2:45 PM A/P Direct Item EFT Reglster PAGE: 1
PACKET: 00537 JUNE 3 AFEFT
VENDOR SET: 01 HARUEY COUNTY {\ ,
SEOUEINCE ALFHABETIC
DUE TO/FFOM ACCOUINTS SUPFREISED
ITM LATE GROSS P.O. #
BANK CODE - DISCOUNT  G/L ACCOUNT -~ACCOUNT NAME-- DISTRIRBUTION
77i'JHI’i7:blB;(}€LE77 77?/7017/_ 715 MO CELL PHOIE REIMBURSEMEMNT 36.00
APEFT  DUE: 6/01/2015 DISC: €/G1/2015 1099: N
101 5-0303240 TELEPHONE 36.00
=== VENDOR TOTALS === 36.00
01-1573 RICHARD BOUSHEY
© I-JUN 2015-CELL 6/01/°015 MO CKLL PHONE KEIMBURSEMENT 36.00 o
APEFT  [DUE: 6/01/201% DISC: 6/01/°015 1099: N
101 5-0303240 TELEPHONE 36.00
=== VENIDUR TOTALS === 36.00
01-2094 BRETH BROUOKS
I-MAY 2015  5/22/2015 BETH BROOKS 132.50 -
APEFT DITE : 5/22/2015 DISC: 5/.2/2015 1049: N
BETH BROOKS 101 5-0149331¢6 TRAVEL-CAP EXPE 121.00
BETH BROOKS3 251 5-0513316 TRAVEL-CAR EXPE 11.50
- 132.50
1-11720 R 5/26,2015 BURNS ELECTRIC 1NC T 931.%3 T
KPEFT  DDE: 5/26/201% DISC: 5/°6/.015 1099: I
BURNS ELECTRIC 112 252 5-0523715 REPAIR & MTN BU 931.53
572172014 RURN3 ELECTRIC TNC 169,48 o T
AFEFT  DDE: 5/01/2015 DISC: 5/01/0015 1099: N
BURNS ELECTRI¢ INC 101 5-0093715 REPAIR & MAINTE 164,88
1-K15200 5/26,201% BURNS ELECTRIS THC 426.77 o T
ADPEFT DUE : S726/.010 DISC: 5/26/2015 1086: N
BTIPNS ELECTRIC INC 202 E-2002370 PARTS, FREIGHT 26,77
e .18
01-161472 JULIE BURKL
T I-MAY 2015 5/22/2015 JULTE BURRT 68.50 N
AFEFT NugE: 5/22/2015% DIsSC: 5/22/2015 1099: 11
JULIE BURRIT 101 5-0193316 TRAVEL-CAR EXPE 02.50
JULIE BIIRRI 251 5-0513R1¢6 TRAVEL-CAR EXPE 6.00

=== VENDOR TOTALS === ©8.50



N t
6/03,2015  2:45 PM A/P Direct Item EFT Register PAGE: 2
PACKET: 00587 JUNE 3 APEFT
VENDOR SET: 01 HARMNEY COUNTY
SEQUENCE : ALPHABETIC
DUE TO/FFOM ACCOUNTS SUPPRESSED

ITM DATE GRO5S P.O. #
BANK COLE G/L ACCOUNT —-—ACCOUNT NAME-- DISTRIBITIOM

01-0Nk6  Cf CANITARS SERVICE THC
T I-MAc c0ie T 5/26/00L5 ACTELCS46 . i T40.00 n -
APEFT  [UE: 5/26/201% DISC: 5/36/2015 1069: N
ACTH#125446 101 5-0143630 GARBAGE 40.00
T-MAY 2018 CH 5/6/2015 C&B SANITARY SERVICE THC 322.00 B i -
REEFT  DUE: 5/26/2015 DIST: ©/26/2015 1099: N
C&B SANTTAR{ SERVICE TNC 101 5-0093630 GARBAGE 214,66
C6B SANTTARY SERVICE THC 101 5-0133630 SARBAGE 109,34
© T-MAY 2015 FAIK 5/26/2015 ACTHINGLH 205.75 - T
APEFT  DUE: 5/25/201% DISC: 5/06/2015 1009 N
C&B BANITARY SERVICE INC 252 5-0513630 GARBAGE 205,75
I-MAY 2015 HH 5/26/2015 ACTHIINL2 o 20.00 ) ’ N
AFEFT  DUE: &/ 6/201% DISC: 5/26/2015 1099: N
ACT#11r12 101 5-0193630 GARBAGE 20.00
U I-MA? 2915 LIB S/26/2015% ACTHINO/4 ) T 20.00 - e e
AFEFT  [UE: 5/06/2015 DISC: 5/°a/2015 1099: N
ACTELONT4 101 5-0303625 GARBAGE 20.00
—== VEHDOR TOTALS =-= 613.75
01-_0206  JAMES CAMPBELL
T-JUN 2015-CELL 6/01/2015 MU CELI, PHONE REIMBURSEMENT 36.00 T
APEFT  DNE: 6/011/2015 DISC: 6/01/2015 1099: N
101 5-0303240 TELEPHONE 36.00
==- VEMDDOR TOTLLS === 3¢€.00
01-N56 LORT CHREK
CT-T 015-CELL 6/01/7015 MO CELL PHONE REIMBURSFMENT 36.00 o - T
APEFT  DUE: 6/01/2015 DISC: 6/01/2015 1099: W
MO CELI, PHONE KETIMEURSEMENT 101 5-0083240 TELEPHONE 16.00
VENDOR TOTALS 26.00
01-0423 FHYLLIS COMMEPEE
T I-MAY 2015 “ 5/22/2015 PHYLLIS COMMEPEE 6.50 T
APEET  DUE: 5,20/2015 DISC: 5/72/7015 109%: N
PHYLLIS COMMEREE 101 5-0193316 TRAVEL-CAR EXPE 6.50

== VENLOF TOTALS -== 6.50



N ¥
6/03/2015% 2:45 PM A/P Direct ltem EFT Reqgister PAGE: N
PACKET : 00527 JUNE 3 APLFT
VENNOR SET: 01 HAKIEY CONNTY
SEQUENCE : ALFPHARBETIC
LTE TO/FROM ACCOUNTS SUFPRESSED

1TM DATE GROSS P.O. #
OUNT /L ACCOUNT

-—ACCOUNT MNAME-~ DISTRIBUTION

01-2407 JOHU COPENHAVER
1-JUN 2015-CELL 6/01/2015 MO CELL FHONE REIMBURSEMENT 36.00 ) T T
APEFT  DUE: 6/01/2015 DISC: 6/01/°015 1099: 1
101 5-0083.240 TELEPHONE 36,00
30.00
CI-MAT C0LS S/C€/200s RiLER CoorTis AR o T -
APEFT  DDE: ©/76/2015 DISC: 5/26/2015 1099: N
RYLEF CURTTS 101 5-0193437 THERAPIST CONTR 5.2
== VENLOK TOTALS === 85.02
01 DESTGN TOTRNE
1-1161 © 5/26/2015 DESICN JOURNE. 3 - §50.00 - B
APEFT  DNE: S/26/2015 DISC: 5/06/2015 1095: N
[ESTGN JOURNEYS 101 5-0262474 H.C. ECONOMIC D 850.00

ul-2716 JACKIE DRINKWATER
T omay onls 5/22/201% JACKIE PRINKWATER 26.00 . T ,4
RPEFT  DUE: 5/2°/2010 DLSC: 5/002/0016 1099: W
JACKIE DPIUKWATER 101 5-0193316 TRAVEL-T"AR EXFPE 26.00

ToguN 2015 5/26/2015 ERIC DRUSHELLA 36.00 - 7 T
APEFT  DUE: 5/0n/2005 DISC: 5/26/°015 1059: N
ERIC DRUSHELLA 202 5-2003240 TELEPHONE 36.00
=== JENDOE TOTALS === 36.00

RANLALL G FUILTON
©I-MAY J016 4/01/2015 RANDALL 6 FULTON o 3,066.67 T
AFEFT  TOE:  5/.1/201% DIEC: 5/21/7015 1099: N
RANDELL < FTILTON 101 5-0262424 H.C. ECONOMIC D/ 3,666.67
©I-MA( 015 ENF 5/21/201F RANDALL G FIILTON o TR T -
APEFT  DUE: 5/01/2015 DISC: §/21/201% 1099: N
RANDAL], = FULTON 101 5-0262424 H.C. ECONCMIC U 1,1%.54

=== VENLOR TOTALS === 4,859.21



)

6/02/2015 Z:

45 PM
PACKET: 00537 JIUNE X APEFT
VENDOF CET: 01  HARNEY COINTY
SEQUENCE ALFHABETIC

DUE Tu/FROM ACCONNTS SULFPKES3ED

A/F Direct

Item EFT Reglster

FAGE: 4

ITM DATE GRO3S PO, #
BANK COLE DISCOUNT —<ACCOUNT NAME-— DISTRIBUTION
01-10%% DARRELL GILMER
I-J0M 2015-CELL 6/01/7015 MO CELL PHONE REIMBURSEMENT 36.00
APEFT  LUE: 6/01/201% DISC: /0172015 1069: I
MO CELL PHONE REIMBURSEMENT 214 5-0143740 TELEPHONE 36.00
=== VENDOR TOTALS 36.00
01-1247  ALICIA W GOODSON
1-JUN 2015-CELL €/01/2015 MO CELL PHONE REIMBURSEMENT 36.00 o
APEFT  DUE: 6/01/2010 DISC: 6/u1/2015 1099: N
MO CELL PHONE REIMBURSEMENT 101 5-0083240 TELEPHONE 36.00
=== VENDOR TOTALS === 36.00
ERIN GOSNELL
T T-mAY a0i- 5/72/2015 EPTI GUSIELL T 69.50 N T
EPEFT  DUE: ~/20/201% DISC: 57027016 1090; W
ERIN GOSNELL 101 5-0193316 TRAVEL-CAR EYPE 45,
ERIN GOSHELL 251 5-u513316 TRAVEL-CAR EXFE 24.50
=== VEIIDUK TOTALS 69.50
I-MAY 015 5/22/2015 DEL1LA HENRY - 246.50 ) T
AFEFT  DUE: 5/22/701% DIGC: 5/22/2015 1099: N
DELILA HENKY 101 5-0193316 TRAVEL-CAR EXPE 171.00
DELILA HENRY 251 5-0513316 TRAVEL-CAR EXPE 75.5
VENDOR TOTALS === 246.50
01- 00" PARKER HETHLRWTCK
©ISTUN 2015-CELL 6/01/2015 MO CELL PHONE RETMBURSEMENT 36.00
APEFT  DUE: 6/01,0015 DISC: 6/01/°015 1099: N
MO CELL PHONE PEIMBITRSEMENT 203 5-0233240 TELEPHONE 36.00
36.00
01-0841 KATHLIEN M TOHNSON
1-MAY 2015 5/22/7015 KATHLEEN M JOHHSON T 287.00 o )
APEFT  DUE: 5/22/201% DIS 5/22/2015 1099: N
RATHLEEL M JOHNSON 101 5-01643316 TRAVEL-CAR EXPE 287.00
- VENDOK TOTALS === 287.00



, .
f/U3/2015  Z:4h PM A/F Direct Item EFT Peqister FAGE: 5
PACKET: Q00587 JUNE 3 APEFT

VENDOR SET: 01 HARNEY COUNTY

SEQUENCE  : ALFHABETIC

DUE Tu/FROM ACCOUITS SITPFRESSED

1TM LATE GROAS P.O. #
——————— | BANK COLE ; DISCOUNT  G/L ACCOUNT —-ACCOUNT NAME-- DISTRIBUTION
01-3160 DARBIE KEMPEL
1-5-15 EFIDEMIOLOGYT 5/06/2015 DARBIL KEMPER ' 168,40
APEFT  DUE: 5/26/001% DISC: 5/26/2015 1099: 1
DARETE KEMPER 101 5-0143311 LODGING, MEALS 154,40
== VENDOP. TOTALS === 158.40
01-063% SHARON KING MD
I-MAY 2015 /26,0015 SHARON KING MD - 600.00 o N o
APEFT  DUE: 5/26/.01% DISC: 5/.6/2015 1099: N
SHAROH KING MD 251 5-0513431 PROFESSIONAL SE 600.00
C I-3ine201% T 6/02/7015 SHRROU KING MP 500,00 h
AFEFT  DUE: 6/00/2015 DISC: €/02/.015 1099: 1
SHARON KING MD 101 5-0143437 PROFESSIONAL SE 500.00
1,100.00
© 1-MAY 2015 © T 5/22/2015 MATT KOHL AL 50 ) o o
APEFT  [NE: 5/20/2015 LISC: 5/.2/2015 1099: N
MATT KOHL 101 5-0193216 TRAVEL-CAR EXPE 9% .50
MATT KOHL 251 5-0513316 TRAVEL-CAR EXPE 3.00
——— VENLOF TOUTALY === 98.50
01-316n
T-M&Y 2015 CELL, 5,26/ 015 JESSE LAWSON 36.00 B B
APEFT  DUE: 0/26/201% DIAC: 5/26/2015 1099: N
JESSE LAWSON 252 5-0522109 MISC ITEMS 16.00
. 16.00
LUCAS MCIAIN
© T-JUN Z015-rELL €/01/2015 MO FELL PHONE RETIMBUKSEMENT 36.00 - )
AFRFT  DUE: 6/,01/2015 DISC: 6/01/2015 1099: N
223 5-0233240 TELEFHONE 36.00

=== VLNDIR TOTALS === 26.00



+

6/03/.01%  C

45 PM A/P Iirect Item EFT Register PAGE: 3

PACKET : NO537 TINE 3 APEET
VENDOF GOET: 01 HARNEYT COUNTY
SEQIENCE ALPHABETIC
DUE TO/FEOM ACCOUNTS SUPPRESUED

ITM DATE GROSS P.O. #

BANK CODE —-=—=-—-——= DESCRIPTION-———————— DISCOUNT G/L ACCQUNT ~—ACCOUNT NAME-- DISTPIBITION
01-1.39 KAFEN MOOM

T-001 5/°¢/2015% KAREN MOON 200.00 o

AEMFT  LUE: 0/2F,201% DISC: b5/06/2015 1099: N
KAREN MOUI 152 5-052.006 FAIR COURT EXPE 200.00
—- VENLOK TOTALY ===
1-JT0 2015-CELL 6/01/°015 MO CELL FHONE REIMBURSEMENT 36.00
APEFT  [ME: 6/01,/2015 DISC:  6/01/2015 1099: N
MO CELL PHOUNE REIMBHFSEMENT 223 5-0233240 TELEPHONE 36,00
36.00
[-JT Z015-CELL 6/01/2015 MO CFLL PHONE REIMBIRSEMENT 46.00 ’ T
AFEFT  Dlk: /0172015 DISC: 6/01/°018 1099: 1
CELL PHONE REIMBIPSEMENT 223 5-0233240 TELEPHONE 26.00
+=— VENDOK TOTALS === 36.00
01-1499  LAURIE O'CONNOK
T-773741 T 5/25/2015 LAURTE O'CONNOR 34,95 o
APEFT  DUE: 5/26/°015 DISC: 5/29/2015 1099: N
LAURIE O'CONNOR 101 5-036.210 BOOKS & EUBLICA 34,95
01-1415

TOFEB-MAT 2015

DORATHY

T-TU Z015-CELL

M OIJSLETY

=== VEINDOR TOTALS ===

36.00

S/26/2015 NANC/ OSTER-COTRTNEY 275.00
ALEFT  DUE: &/70/2015 DISC: §/26/2015 1099: N
HANCY O3TEF-COURTNEY 101 5-0273457 ASSET MGMT (CONT 275,00
~~— VENDOK TOTALS === 275.00
" 6/01/2015 MO CELL EHONE PEIMBURGEMENT 36.00
APELT  DUE: 6/01/2015 DLSC:  6/01/2015 1099: N
MO CFELL FHONE KREITMBURSEMENT 203 5-0233240 TELEFPHONE 36.00



6/03/2015 2:46 M
PACKET: 005087 JUNE 3 RAPEFT
VENDOR SET: 01 HAFNEY COUNTY
SEQUENCE ¢ ALPHABETIC
DUE TO/FFOM ACCOUNTS SUPPRE3ISED

ITM DATE
BANK

01-0963 I,opI M PRESLEY

CODE ~-—-----=-DE3CRIFTINN--

LDISCOTINT

A/P Direct Item EFT Register

GROSE

0
o

.00

326.00

TELEPHONE

" 1-MAY 2015 CELL 5/41/2005 LODI M PRESLE
EPEFT  [UE: S/41/2015 DISC: 5/31/2015
LODI M FRESLETY
== VENL'OR TOTALS ===
01-1:76 KRISTL ERENFRO
TI-MAT 2015 ATATE 5/2¢/2015 KRISTI PENFRO
APEFT  LUE: 5/26/7015 D1SC: 5/26/0015

KRISTI FENFRO

443,22

LODGING, MEALS

U1-1864 DERRIN ROBTIHSON

TELEPHONE

LODGING,

THERAPIST CONTR

I-JUN 2015-CELL 6/01/ MO CELL PHONE REIMBURSCMENT 36.00
APEFT  DUE: /0172015 DISC: 6/01/2015
MO CELL PHOIE REIMBIRSEMENT
-== VEHNDCOR TOTALS 36.00
01-0161 BARBARA ROTHGES
1-5-1% EPIDEMIOLOGY 5/26/2015 RARBARA ROTHGER 197.20
AFEFT  DUE: 5/L6/201% DISC: 5/76/7015
RARBARA FOTHGEB
=== VENDOR TOTALS 197.:20
Ol-2808 KRIS GANDERS
I-MAY 2015 5/26/201% KRJS3 SANDERS 20.51
APEFT  DUE: 5/°6/201% DISC: /.6/2015
KFIS SANDEEREZ
=== VENDOR TOTALS === 20.51
01-N373 HEATHEEK 3THULTZ
I-MAY 2015 5/26/2015 }IEATHER SCHULTZ 200.00

APEFT DUR: 572
HEATEER !

DISC:

=== VENDOR TOTALS ===

5/26/2015

200.00

L0l 5-0193451

JANITOR SERVICE



.

€/07/2015

2145 M E/F Direct Item EFT Register PAGE: &
PACKET : 005K JUNE > APEFT
VENLOR SET: 01 HARIEY COTUMTY
SEQUENCE  : ALPHABFTIC
DUE TO/FFUM ACCOUNTS SUPFRESSED
ITM DATE GFOS3  P.C. #
BAMNK GLE DESCRIFPTION DISCOTINT G/L ACCOUNT -~ACCOUNT NAML -- DISTRIBUTION
01-0f16
CI-MAT 2015 5/26,2015 THOMAS J SHARP B 3,000,070 ) ’ -
APEFT  DUE: 5/26/.01% DISC: 5/26/7018 1059: N
THOMAS T SHAKP 101 5-0222112 EMERGENCY PREFA 3,000.00
CUIoMAC SN15- 5/26/0015 THOMAS J GHAL 1,666, 6T -
AFEFT DIJE: S2015 DISr: 5/_6/2015 1094: N
THOMAS J SHAFRP 101 %-0-22211°2 EMERGENCY PREPA 2, 666,67
01-1408 SHEPHERD GRAPHICS
C1-15289 B 5/27/201% SHEPHEKD GEAPHICS 30.659 ) ) )
APEFT  DDE: 6/27/2015 DISC: 5/27/2015 1099: N
SHEPRERD GRAPHICS 101 5-0412121 5IS MATERIALS 30. 69
C1-1577 - n/21/2015 SHEPHERD GRAPHICS 75 .00 :
APHFT  DUE: 5/21,.015 DI3S: =/01/2015 10%9: N
SHEFHERD GRAFHICS 714 5-0142110 SUPPLIES 75.00
©I-1niws 572672015 SHEPHERD GRAPHICS 101.15 - i
APEFT LIUE: 5,2¢/ 0010 DIsc: 5/20/2015 1099: N
SHEFHERD GEAFHICS 10 5-0012110 STATIONERY & OF 101.1y
5/2./201% SHEPHERD GRADHICS 25.50 o T
RPEFT  DUE: ©/22/0015 DISC: 5/22/2015 1099: N
SHEFPHERD GRAPHICR 214 5-0142110 SUPPLIES 25.50
CI-lscen F/°2/2015 SHEPHERI SRAPHICS 1 50.00 ' - - o o
AFRFT DUE : S/22/,2015 DIST: /2272015 109%9: N
SHEPHERD GRAFHICS 101 5-00724749 OPERATING SUFPL 50.0C
=== VE!NDOR TOTALS === 282.34
01-0491 BARRARA SKILLMAIT
1-3307 © 5/ZR/201% BARBAPA 2KILLMAN 270.00 - T ’7
APEFT DUE : O/28/201% DIAC: 5/.8/2015 1099: I
BAKRAFPA SITILLMAN 101 5-036"264 READY TO READ 270.00

= VENDOR TOTALS ===

270.00



V010015 2115 M
PACKET : 0057 JUNE
VEMDOR SET: 01
AEQUENCE

LOL TO/FROM ACCOUNTS 5

HARNETY
ALFHARETLC

B/P Eirect 1fem EFT Register

3 APEFT
COUNTY

UPLPRESSELD

PAGE : 9

ITM CATE GROSS PO, #
BIMNK CODE DISCONIT
I-J0 Cul5-rELL €/01/2015 MO CELL PHONE KFIMBURSEMENT 46.00 o o
AFEFT  LUE: 6/01/201% 0TSC:  6/01/°015 1099: N
101 5-0013240 TELEPHONE 36.00
——— VENDOR TOTALS -== 36.00
T—JUN _015-CELL 6/01/7015 MO CELL FHONE REIMBURSEMENT 36.00 ) T o
APEFT  DUE: ©/01/2015 DISC: 6/01/2015 1099: 1
MO CELL PHONE RETMBURSEMENT 214 5-0143240 TELEPHONE 36.00
T-MAY 2015 FAVG 5/29/2015 FORER STAMUKE 141.75 B -
APEFT  LDUR: 5/26/207% DISC: 5/20/2015 1099: N
ROGER STAMPKE 214 5-0143311 TRAVEL/TRAINING 141.75
——- VENLOR TOTALS === 177.75
TYLER J VOLLE
I-MAY 2015 5/26/C2015 TYLER J VOLLE 52.07 ’ B
APEFT  [UE: ©§/20/701% DISC: 5/26/201% 1099: N
TYLER J VOLLE 101 5-0193437 THERAPIST CONTR 52,07
52.07
J1-1906  DAVE M. WARD
ZJNN 2015-CELL 6/017/2010 MO CELL PHOMNE REIMBURSEMENT 36.00 B T T
RERFT  IM&:  €/01/°01% DISC: €/01/°015 1099;: N
223 5-0233240 TELEPHONE 36.00
-== VENDOF TOTALSZ === 36.00
01-080%n  DARRELL A WILLIAMS
I-JUN 2015-CELL 6/U1/2015 MO FFLL PHOWE KEIMBITESEMENT ’ 26.00 ’
BPEFT  LUE: /71,2010 DIZC: 6/01/2015 1099: N
214 50143240 TELEPHONE 36.00

=== VENDOR TOTALJ === 36.



. ¢
6/03/2015  2:45 M

PACKET: 00597 JINME 3 AFEFT
VENDOKR SET: 01 HARNEY COTNTY
SEQNENCE @ ALFHABETIC

DUE TO/FROM ACCOUNTS SUPPRESSED

ITM DATE
BAIK COLE

A/F Lirect

—-DESCKIPTION

Item EFT KReqgister

GROS33
DISCOUNT

P.O. #
/L ACCOUNT

1-MAY Z015 CELL 5/31/2015
AFPEFT

ROBERT WOTELKA
5/31/2015 DISC:
RORERT WOCELKA

DUk ¢

VENDOR TOTALZ

PACKET TOTALS

5/31/2015

26.00

36¢.00

18,570.17

1049: N
101 5-0303°40 TELEPHONE 3¢.00



[ ' 3
€/N3/201%
PACKET :
VENDOR
SREQUENCE

BANK

SET: 0Ol

YEAR

2014-201%

2:dh

00587 JUNE 3

M
APEFT
HARNEY COUNTY

ALPHABETIC
LUE TO/FROM ACCONUNTS

ACCOUNT

101-5-0012110
101-5-0013:40
101-5-0033240
101~5-N072479
1ul=5-00:3240
In1-5%-0uN8%n30
101-5-0093715
101-5-013%620
101-5-0143311
101-5-014%4%1
101-5-N143630
101-5-014331¢
101-5-0193%137
101-5-u183451
101-5-0193630
101-5-022211"
101-5-0262424
101-5-0272457
101-5-07
101-5-63¢

101-6-1002000

202-5-2000370
MANESS!
A

-2003210
Z02-6-1002000
214-5-0142110
214-5-0143240
214-5-0143311
214-6-1002000
223-5-0273240
223-e~1002000
251-5-051331¢
251-5-05134R%1
251-a=1002000

SUPPRESSELD

A/P Direct Ttem BFT Register

INVOICE TOTALS
DERIT MEMO TOTALS
CREDIT MEMC TOTALS

g s
18,570.17
0.090
0.00

BATCH TOTALS

18,570.17

PAGE:

~* G/L ACCOUNT

TAME

STATICNEEY «
TELEFHONE
TELEPHONE
OFERATING
TELEFPHOIL
GARRAGE
REPATK & MALNTENANCE - B
GAPBACE

LOLGTNS, MEALS & TRAVEL
PRCEESSIONAL SEFVICES
CARRBAISE

TRAV.L—CAR L2FPENSE
THERAPIST CONTPACT
JANITOR SEPVICE

GAPBAGE ’
EMERGENCY LREFAREDNESS
H.C. ECONOMIC DEVELOPMEN
ASSET MOMT CONTRACT
TELEFHONE

BOOKS & PUBLICATIONS
READY ToO READ
GARBAGE

GIA MATERIALS
AP (DUUE TO FOOL
PARTS, FREIGHT
TELEPHONE

AP (DUE TO POOL
SUPPLIES
TELEPHONE
TRAVEL/TRAININIG

OFFICE SUFPP

SJPPLIES

CASH)
ENCLUDRD

CASH)

AP (DUE TO FOOL CASH)
TELEPHONE
AP (DUE TO FGLOL CASH})

TRAVEL-CAR EZPENGE
PROFESSTUNAL SERVICES-M.
AF (DOE TG POOL TASH)

TOTALS  **

AMOUINT

101.15
36.00
36.00
50.00

108.00

218,66

169.88

100.34

500.00
40.00
814.50
8.50
Z00.00
20.00
666.67
709.21
275.00
144.00
34.65
270.00
20.00

37
326.77
36.00
2L 77
100.50
144.00
141.75
5.25~%
216.00
.00-+
120.50
600.00
.50-2

=======[INE ITEM=========
ANNUAL BUDGET OVER
BULGET AVAILABLE BUDLG
3,000 18.60
3,000 2,018.50
1,240 30.84- Y
5, 000 1,181.29- ¥
2,760 699,21
3,000 455, 9y
30,000 8,166.20- ¥
1,300 REROR
9,200 3,01%.46
27,000 12,985,956
700 114.00
16,000 175.00
25,000 6,787.79- 7
3,000 450.00
150 §9.50
51,000 7,800.22- ¥
100,000 23,536.03
10,000 5,597.50
1,128 481.27- ¥
13,000 643.39
7,000 9N0. 63
300 72.00
3,000 £34.21
150, 000 66, 158,92
6,000 3,168.29
1,500 1,016.19- ¢
5,000 1,934.92
3,000 1,234.80
11,000 692,72
1,000 44.75
7,200 0.00

ANNTIAL
BUDGET

11

BIILGET
AVATLABLE

OVER
BUDG



6/03/701C 2:45 tu

FACKET: 0027 JUITE 3 APEFT
VENDOR SET: 01 HARNEY CONNTY
SEUTENCE @ ALPHABETIC

DUE TO/FROM ACCONUNTS SUTPRESSED

1T™ DATE
BANK CODE

BANK  TBEAR ACCTOUNT

J52-6=-1002000
9499-1-1001101
494-1-100120.
“B9-1-1001.14
990-1-100122%
uNG-1-1001201
990-1-1001 252

GLOO ERRY

DUDO WARNTIGS

*+ END OF REFURT **

TOTAT, EPRORS: 0

AP Direct Item EFT

0 G/L ACCOUNT

NAME

GARBASGE

MISC ITEMS

FAIR COUFT EXPENSE
REFATR & MTN BUILDINGS/G

AP (DIE TO POOL CASH) 1,
OUE FROM GENERAL FUND
DilE, FROM ROAD

DUE FFOM COMM CORRECTTOMN
BN FROM 911 EMERGENCY
DUE FROM HoOME HLTH/HOSFPI
DUE FFOM HARNEY 70 FAIR 1,
¥4 Z014-2015% YEAR

TOTALS 18,

TOTAL WAKMINGS: n

TOTALS

Registor

GROSS
DTSCOUNT

AMOUNT

208

36
200
921

.15
.00
.00

.53

373.28-%

511

362

386.

216

720.
373.

570.

.37
L0
o5
.00
50
Z3

17

*

»

*

*

+

.

"

P.O. #

G/1, RCCOUNT

ANNUAL
BULGET

3,200

RUDGET
AVAILABLE

12.00

484 .33

520,10
52,422,849~

OVER
BIIDG

b

FAGE:

-—ACCOUNT NAME--

ANNIUAL
BUDGET

12

DISTRIROITION

BULDGET OVEPR
AVAILABLE BUDG



(6/'73/3015 JiZe PM DIKRECT PAYABLES CHECK REGISTER PAGE: 1
PACKET : 00L36  JUNE 3 AP

VENDOR SET: «1 HARNEY COUNTY
BAINK : AP HARNEY COUNTY AP
CHECK CHECK CHECK CHECK

VENDOR I.D. NAME TYPE DATE DISCOUNT AMOUNT NO# AMOUNT
N34

[-MAY 015 WERD R 6,03/2015 39,56 046947 39.56
_rng ABILITY UETWORK INC

I-15M-0068L60 ABILITY NETWORK INT R 6/03/201% 19%.00 0duar 198,00
1345 ACCTECH CSOLTIONS 1117

I-145¢ ACCTECH SOLUTIONS THC R 6/03/2ulb 7,500.00 04¢449 7,500.00
“e] ACCI-SHFED

I-504¢’1 ACCU-SHFED B o/03/201% 72.00 146450 72.00
NG RITHARPD O & NANCY ¥ RDAMS

I-TAY KREF 5717 1043 ICHARD O & IANCY W ADAMS ko o/02/0010 12,79 N4g951 12,79
O1sd ALAN'S REEZIR (A BOSSUQOT 1IN

T-20971% ATAIT'S PEPALIR (A BUSSUOT 1INC, R 6/0%/.01% 19.90 046982 19.90
UEn2 AT ENITIONS

I-1L48E21 AUDIO EDITIONS R ©6/03/2015 11.99 046953 11.99
ulaz AUGHIST SYRTEMS ITNC

[-15-2040 AGGUAT SIGTEMS INC R 6/03/2015% 158.00 046554 155.00
a2zo AUTOTEL-WISSTERII RADIO

I-210930 ANTOTEL-WESTERII RADIO R 6/03/.015 254.00 046955

I-211004 AUUTOTEL-WESTERN RADIO R &/03/201% 254.00 046555 50a.00
Tl BOB RAFKELR ~u INC

I-UIT100N24R”4609 ROB BAKKEF CO INC K 6/03/2015 239.5¢ 046956

T-WEBNQON 373367 BOB BARKER (v THC F u/03/201% 143,87 04695¢ 33,38
=108 BATTERY 3y3TEMS I1I1IC

T-31734K3 BATTERY S EMS INT R €/U3/2015 378.08 0dea57

T-31%4020 BATTEERY 8L R ©/0%/2015 337,69 Q464957

I-731C024% BATTEPY SMS THNC R &/0%/201% 31.35% T ipusT 4700
osll BENMETT' S HUFFLEKR

I-10617 REIMNETT 'S MUFFLEK R &/07/2015 43.60 046958

I-3R1539 BEINNETT' S MUFFLEFR R 6/03/201% 199,75 046958 244,35
UL™R BUURNS FORD INC

T-1347752 BUFIS FORD TIC kB 6/03/2015 40.36 046659

I-13r779 RITEFNS FOPD IHC R 6/0%,2015 25.406 046459

I-A4L096 BURNSG FORD IHC kK ¢/03/2015 141.945 46459

I-04ydl BURNS ORI LMC B 6/N3/201% 59.77 046954

I-44%67 BURNMS FORLD INC R 6/03,/2015 34,05 046959

1-6d4ox RURNG FCRD INT Foo£/04/2010 8.2 04€959 HHELL



‘rT/OB/Z()l“i Tile PM DIRECT PAYABLES CHECK REGISTER [AGE: T
PACKET : 00586 JUNE 3 AP
VENDOR EET: 01 HARNEY COUNTY
BAlTK : AL HARNE® COTTNTY Al
CHECK THEMK CHECK CHECK
VENDUR 1.D. NAME TYPE DATE DISCOUNT AMOUNT NO# AMOTIT
17749 BOKNS GARAGE AUTO PARTS
I-91633 BURNS GARAGE AUTO FPARTS R ©/,03/2015 57.10 046960 57.10
ans0 BURNS TIME3 HERALD/SURVIVAL MED
1-5-27-5 BIOMAGS HC COURT ACCOUNT R F/03/2015 22,50 016961
I-MAY 2015 ANGELTON ACT# SHERIFF'S OFFLCE R 6/03/2015 360.00 046961
I-MA¢ 2015 O HARNEY COTNTY COURT R ©/03/201% 54.00 046961 436.50
1141 CENTURYLINK
I-APKIL 2015-9005 ATT#101605008 K £18.69 04606
I-MRR 2015 R3/0 CENTURYLTNE R €/03/2015 206.67 0469€6 "
I-MAYT 201% 2148 CENTURY TLINK K 6/03/2015 leg, 45 046962
[-MAY 201% 211 ACTH#300337432 ko 0/03/2015 20.08 0469¢Z
[-MAY 2015-36_4 ACTH#0024 2621 R 6/02/.015 1,360.10 04696_
J-May "015 CENTUF « LINK R 6/03/201% 160.23 046062 2,505.072
1753 CHEVRON 115
I-MAY 2015 CHEVERON USA R 6/03/2015 332.66 0469673 337,66
1737 CHRIGSTTAN CHURCH THRIFT STORE
1-1762-7 CHRISTTAN CHITRCH THRIFT 3TOFE R ¢/03/201% 2,00 0169¢4 2.00
nns CITY OF BURIC
I-MAY 015 OUOoue ACTH#EHET 000G Kk €/03/2015 175,372 N4e965
1-MAY 201500028 ACTHR1IBO0ND ' R 6/03/201% R6T .38 046965
T-may 173 CITy OF BURNS R €/03/201% jen.61 046965 1,211.%1
04N3 JOHN D TLEMENGZ
1-01-090% JOHN D CLEMENS R €/03/2015 380,00 046966 390.00
0487 CORFECTIONAL INLISTRIES ACTOUNT
I-F142974 CORRECTTONAL INDUSTRIES ACCOUN K 6/03/2015 835.39 046967 835.39
7515 CURASCRIPT SPECIALTY DISTRIBUTI
I-51812320 CURASCRIPT SPECIALTY DISTRIBUT R 6/03/2015 314.50 046968 18,50
5710 CVE CAFEMARK
I-2011-201n SET/CCRA 351025 K ©6/03/.01% 2,070.47 Td68gu 2,070,497
S201 DARLEY & ZO.
1-171008%6 . DARLEY & CO. R ©/02/201% 485,89 046970
I-1719.915 W.o. DARLEY & CO. R ©/03/2015 192.74 046970 071,63




6/037 201 lile PM DIRECT PRYARLES CHECK KESISTEP FAGE: 3
.
PACKET: 00546 JONE 3 AP

VEHDOR SET: 0] HARNEY ColnTyY
BANK: Ap HARNEY COUNTY AP
CHECK THECK CHECK THICK
VENDOR I.D. MNAME TYPE DATE DISCOUNT AMOUNT NO# AMOTMNT
0754 DCBS FIRCAL SEKVICES
T-MAT 2015 DERE FTSCAL DERVICES R &/03/201% 1,412.50 046971 1,412.50
1790 LELL CATALOG SALES LP
I-XJPeXTWO 4 DELL CATALOG ZALES LE Kk €/03/201% 69,99 046472 69,064
a377 [EPT OF CONSUMER ¢ BUSINESS SER
1-13093 DEPT OF COUSUMEK & BUSINESS SE R 6/03/201% 134.40 0469773
1-20150601245% HC JAIL BOILER R 6/03/201% 44,30 046973
T-201506012454 HC COURT HOUSE R 6/03/72015 44.30 046973
I-20150601245% RIMROTK RECYCLING R 6/03/201% 14 .80 046917173 Z6n.H0
S006 DHS-YFPD ACCOUNTING DEFT
I-2015 CNTRCT 119690 DHS-23PD ACCOUNTING DEPT R //03/2015 437.70 046974 437.70
2214 ETHDERDALE COMPUITERS, ALP.
I-27662n DUHDEFDALE COMPUITERS, ALP. R 6/03/0015 120.00 vd6aTn 1z0.nn
1906 LEOTEFH Ok DOWER SPORTS
T-17349% EASTERN OF POWER SFORTS R 6/03/201% 101.89 BEXCNAY 101.R9
ohol FASTERN 0OF TECHROLOGY
L=79143 EASTEFI Ok TETHNOLOSY R 6/02/.015 600.00 0464977 600 .10
Te2 EAS(FEFMIT POST,GE
T-MAY 201% EASC(FPEFMIT POSTAGE kK €/07/201% 5,768.10 0460973 5,768.10
191n EBAR OIL €O
I-PP1R04 EBAF OIIL CO R ©/03/2015 343.60 0469749 343,00
ERSNS TIMOTHY ENSLERT
I-FORFEITUEKE TINMOTHY LNGIEET P a/03/2015 are .00 046380 9R¢.00
2426 FERSUSOL SURVEYING ENSINEERTNG
=331 FERIISON SMRVECINNG ENGINEERING P 6/13/20165 6,1le0.1¢ 0469181 €,160.16
FOSTER CONSTRUICTION-INC
FORTER CONSTRICTION-ILIC P 6/03/201% 50,00 046082
FOSTER COHSTRUCTTON-INC R 6/03/201% 150.00 046982 200.00

0124 GALLS3 INC
I-357039% GALLS INC R 6/03/2015 128.93 046923 128.93



F/03/0015 0 226 PM DIPECT FAYABLES CHECK REGISTER PAGE: 4
PACKET: 005%+46  JUNE 3 AP
VENDOR SET: 01 HARNEY COUNTY
BANEK ¢ AP HARMEY COUNTY AF

CHECKk 1ZHECK CHECh CHECh
HEME TYPE [ATE DISCOUNT AMOUINT NO# AMONNT

VENDOR I.m.

1 6n RREAT BACIN FLITMBING INC

I-2345 GREAT BASIW PLUMBTIIG INC R 6/03/2015 204,14 046984

1-2348 GEFEAT BASIN PLUMBING INC R 6/03/2015 115.00 046084 413.14
2031 HAKIEY €O TREASURER (TELEPHONES

I-APRIL 2015 HARNEY 0 TREASURER (TELEPHONE R 6/03/201% 1,429.82 046985 1,429,482
0426 HARNEY CO WATEPSHED COMMNCIL

I-2015-001 HAFUEY CO WATERIHRD CONNCIL R 6/N3/2015 200,00 Nac4ry 250.00
0190 HARNEY ELEITRT T CO-0D

Tl 300017 1Y BAPNEY ELECTRIC CO-(F Foc/03/2015% €3.11CR 046987

I-140400 june 15 HAPNEL ELECZTRIC CO~OF R a/07/201% 2R9.75 046917

I-61300 jumnee 15 HAFNEY ELECTRIC CO-0P kK 6/03/.01% 55.81 Udpau7 “Te.dn
11n HDH PHYSICAL THERAFY

I-MAY 1019 HDH PHYSICAL THERAPY R 6/03/2015 2,570.00 0d69be 2,R%0.00
194946 GLENDA HUDSFETH

I-5/.015 SUBFOENA GLENDA HUDSPETH R 6/03/7°01% 32.608 040984 32,408
ae77 THGRAM LTBRARY SERVICES

I-853_2FR42 INGRAM LIERAR[ SEKVICES kR /0372015 50%.64 046990 50%.64
Ooud INFLINGS SI6GN DESTGNS LLC

I-17"1 INFLINGS SIGH DESTAIS LLC R ©/03/2015 1, 700.00 046991 1,700.00
[RIREER JOHN DEEFRE FILIANCIAL

I-MAY 201% FAIR ACT#11117-"puld R F/03,2015 576.80 04699

I-MAY "015 WEED NITHSP100-35H80 R ©/03/2015% 119,67 04649a> 696,17
1433 KIDS CEHNTER

I-EWUS2I01% K1DS CENTER Kk 6/03/201% 192.50 046993 162.50
802 KTHNGS

I-BR1330 NINGS K 6/03/2015 7.48 046494 7.48
2460 LES 3CHWAER TIRES WEED ACTH#20-073

F=20001N8407 F 6/03/2015% 301.00 046495 301.00
node LIRRAKRIES NF EZSTERM OREGON

I-5R1S-3 LIBRARIES OF EASTERN OFREGON R ©/03/201% 830.00 N46996 a0.00



SAUZ/20L% 0 226 M DIFECT FAYABLES CHECK REGISTER PAGE: ©
FACKKT: o0S¥e  JUNE 3 AP

VENDOR SET: 01 HARNEY COTINTY
BAMK: AP HARNEY COUNTY Ap
CHE™K CHECK CHECK CHECK
VENDOR I.D. HAME TYPE DATE DISCOUNT AMOUNT NO# AMOTHIT
n2w7 MALHEUK CO SEARCH AND KE3CNE
I-MAY 201¢ 5AK MALHEIR CO SEARCH AND PESCUR R 6/03/2015 500.00 04e997 500.00
0754 MARATHON BUSINESS MACHINES-IMNC
T-43355 MARATHON BUSINESS MACHINES-INC P 6/03/2015% 271.51 046994 271,51
247 MCKESSUN MEDITAL SIHKCGICAL
I-5731167%0 MEDI1CAL IUURGICAL R 6/03/:015 416.70 046499
I-08101516 MEDICAL SUKRGICEL R €/03/201% 129.76 N464999 546,46
Zles MEDLINE INLTISTRIES INC
[-2NO0e02an] MEDLINE INDUSTKIES 1NC R €,03/2015% 1,274.23 047000
[-2000804 735 MEDLINE INDUSTRIES TNC R 6/03/7201% 238.77 047000 1,513.00
BRIL] MICROMAFKETING ASSQC
I-574718 MICROMARKETING AS3UC R 6/03/2015 247.66 047001 247.66
0528 MIDWEST TAPR
I-97250503 MIDWEST TAPE R €/0R/201% 226.92 047002 226,462
o270 HORTHWEST SIGNMN ROy CLING
I-20%¢6 NORTHWEST SI1GHT RECYCLING R 6/03/_01F 384. 4¢ 047003 384.96
He60 OFFICE DEFOT
I-7699%064258001 OFF1CE DEPOT R /0370015 37,40 47004 32.40
1322 OJPA
T-2015 SUMMER-DT REGISTRATION FOR DONNE THOMAS R A/03/2015% 60.00 047005
I-2015 SUMMER-MF RESISTRATION FOR MATT FINE R 6/03/2015 6N .00 047005
I-2015 SIMMER-VC REGISTRATION FOF VICKY CLEMENS F  &/03/201% 60.00 047005 180.00
0510 OREGON ASSOC CHIEF3 OF POLICE
I-7015051% OFPEGOMN ASSOC CHTEFZ OF POLICE R 6/03/2015 201.00 047006 201.00
_37¢ OREGON STATE FOLICE
1-ARRI0OZ46 OREGON STATFE FOLICE E 6/03/2015 90.00 047007 90.00
0497 OREGON STATE SHERIFEF'S ASSOCIAT
I-_4u40 ORLGON STATE SHERTFF'S ASR0CIA P 6/03/2015 250.00 04700% 250.00
2348 OREGON TRAIL ELECTRIC CO-0OP
I-MAC¢ 201% ARCHIVE OREGON TRAIL KLECTRIC CO-OF R 6/03/2015 1,585.38 047009
T-MAY 2015 CH OREGON TRAIL ELECTKLIC Cu-0OF R 6/03/2015 1,334.37 047009
1-MAY 7015 HH OREGON TRAIL ELECTRIC CO-OF R 6/03/:015 131.33 047004
I-MAY ~01% PH ORESON TRAIL ELECTRIC CO-OP R 6/03/2015 275.42 047009
I-MAY 015 RADIO BT OREGOM TRAIL KLECTRIC CO-OP R 6/03/2015 94.06 047009

1-MAY 2015 GAR OKEGON TRAIL ELECTRIC CO-0OP R €/03/2015 47.47 047009 3,464.03



GFl0A/.01%  2:26 FM DIRECT PAYARLES CHECK REGISTER PAGE: ¢
PACRET: 0uSrea  JUNE 3 AP

VENDOKR ZET: (1 HARNEY COUNTY
RANK: AP HARNEY COUNTY AP
CHECK CUECK CHECK CHECK
VENLOR I.D. NAME TYFE DATE DISCOUNT AMOUNT NO# AMOUNT
IGLY OREGOI WHOLESALE
1-386710 OREGON WHOLESALE B 6/03/701% 493.37 047010 93.37
ORug FARR COMPANY
I-89285742 PARK COMPANL R 6/03/2015 92.98 047011
I-89.285%01 PARR COMPANY K 6/03/201% 12.98 047011
I-%0:287163 FARR COMPANY R 6/05/2015 £1.40 047011
I-89287104 PARR COMPANY R w/03/201¢% 22,25 047011 189,61
1650 PETTY CASH
I-EV RM CASH 5-201% PETTY CASH R 6/03/2015 69.16 047012
T-MAY 2015 COMP FEE PETTY CASH R €/03/2015 50.00 047017 11%.16
Ze0l POLICE LEGAL SCIENCER TNC
1-6506 FOLICE LESAL SCIENCES INTC R 6/03/2015 720.00 (470173 720.00
el PROGROUP TECHNOLOG
I-PFS54204 FPOGROUP TECHNOLOGY R &/03/2015 202.53 047014 202,53
021% QUILL #C1.7%440
[-4154123 QUITL #I1:75440 R 6/03/701% 3.83 047015
T-41565%0 QUILL #C1275140 Kk &/03/2015 11.64 047015
I-4403704 QUILL #C1:275440 R /03/2015 343.77 047015 419.29
0232 QUILI, #23035661
I-42R3713 QUILL #72030664 R 6/03/2015 26.73 047016 26.73
0232 QUILL #Cud47Ll3
I-2R6crAd QUILL #C847513 R 6/03/2015 231.00 047017
I-40845439 QUILL #CR17513 R 6,/03/2015 375.8 047017
1-47¢1057R QUILL #C0H47T513 R 6/0%/201% 44,66 047017
I-43660043 QUILL #C08175173 R &s/03/2015 47.45 047017/ 695,96
Nz QUILL #C3784945
I-43e0787 QUILL #CB78945 R 6/03/2015% 245,67 047018
I-4360441) QUILL #C8/78945 R A/03,/2015 69.00 047018
1-4416377 QUILL #TR7#945 ko 6/03/2015 20,49 04701¢% 335.66
1438 FACHAEI ROBIMNSOIN
I[-5-1%-15 ELECTION RAMHAEL ROBIIISON R &/03/201% 72.00 047019 72.00
oozoa SCOTCHMAENS REFKIGERATION & HEAT
I-2153K CCOTCHMANS REFRIGERATION & HEA K 6/03/2015 4,818.48% 047020 4,818.48



S/03/201% il PM ['IRECT PAYABLES CHECK REGISTEPR PAGE: 7
PACKET: Na5e¢  JUNE R AP

VENDOR 3ET: Ul HARNEY COUNTY
RAIK: AP HARNEY COUNTY AP
CHECK CHECK CHECK CHECK
VENDOR I.D. IAME T PE DATE DISCOUNT AMOUNT NO# AMOUNT
0u70 STAPLES FEOIT PLAN
I-MAY 2015 STAFLES CREDIT PLAN R 6/03/2015 249.¢86 047021 249,86
2a1z EL} STAUB #09-008R7200
I-CL524372 ED STAUB #049-0088700 R 6/03/2015% 19.88 047022 19.8%
2613 FED 3TAUB #NU-00R&201
I-CLbL2924 ED STAUR #04-N088IN1 R 6e/0%/2015 222,42 047027
2915 ED STANB #09-N08RZZS5
1-CL5293% ED STAR #09-0083_2°0 [ 6/03/201% 770,37 047024 710,37
2930 THOMSON FEUTERS-WEST
I-831v245%6n THOMSON FENTERS-WEST F §/03/2015 340.50 0470?25 346.50
R NE TREASTUFE VALLEy COFFEE OF CENTK
TREASZTRE VALLEY COFFEE OF CENT P 6/03/2015 54,95 04/0%¢
TREASUPE VALLEY COFFER OF CENT R ¢/03/2015 499 a47026
I-532574 TREASURE VALLEY COFFEE OF CENT R ©/03/2015 130.25 04702¢ 301,10
[Uuny] T POSTMASTER
T-MAY 015 15 POSTMASTER P 6/03/7015 245.00 047027 245.00
“1en JISA #9374
[-MAY . Q15 VISA #9379 R 6/03/201% 249,10 047028 249.10
%lel VISA #9390
I-MAY _015 VISA #3395 R £/03/201% 2,493,180 047029 2,493 .R0
Rled VISA #4103
1-MAY 2015 VISA #9402 R «/03/2015 1,390.19 047030 1,390.49
_X2v VISE-6508
I-MAr 2015 VISA-ablik R &/03/2015 318.55 047031 31K.R2%
2812 VIOA-6GELe
I-MAY 2015 VISA-oblhk E  6,/02/2015 838,42 04/032 130,47
PR VISA-6507
I-MAY 1015 VISA-6057 Kk &/03/201% 409.50 047023 409,50
281u VISK-fS€l

[-MAY 2015 VISA-65€05 R 6/02/2015 ©7.34 047034 67.34



WO/03/20%s 226 PM DIRECT FAYABLES CHECK FEGISTER PAGE: 8
FACKET: 005z8¢  JME 3 AP

VENDOR SET: 01 HAKNEY COUNTY
BANK: AP HARNEY COUNTY AP
CHECYK CHECK CHECK CHECK
VENDOR I.Dh. NAME TYPE LATE DI3COUNT AMOUT NO# AMOUNT
_R2Y VISA-658
T-MAY 2010 T13p-€0%1 R 6/03/2015% 439,50 047035 939,50
TEng VISA-6599
I-001 VIERA-€540 R 6/03/2015 IR.0O7 047036 28,07
ZRR VIGSA-6347
I-MAY 2015 VISA-6RAT E €/07%/2015 9:5.52 047037 985 .82
311
[-MAY 2015 R A/0%/2015 6.0% 047038 6.08
2901 VISA-6LRL
T-MAY °015 VISA-653. R ©/03/201% 6.00 047039 6.00
Zh72 WASTE TRO
I-519117 WASTE ERO R 6/03/2015 50.00 047040 50.00
At RANK TOTALJS * * HO# DTISCOUNTS CHECK AMT TOTAL APPLIED
REGULAR CHECKS: 94 0.00 69,802.66 69,802.66
HANDWRTTTEN THECKS: o 0.00 0.00 0.00
PFE-WRITE CHECKS: 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
DEAFTS : 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
VOID CHECK! ol 0.00 0.00 0.00
NON CHECKS: U 0.00 0.00 0.00
COHRRECTIONS: o] .00 0.00 0.00

BANK TOTALS: 4 .00 69,802, 06 69,802.66



WA3S202E
PACKET :
VENDOR 3ET:
BANK:

TOTAL

ERROKRG:

o6 BM

10&R6
01
ALL

<

JUNE 3 AP
HAPNE ¢ COUNTY

’ TOTALS v
REGULAR CHEMKC:
HANDWRITTEN CHECKS:
PRE-WRITE CHECKS:
DRAFTS:

VOID CHECKS:

HON CHECKS:
CORRECTIONS:

REGISTER TOTALS:

TOTAL WARNINGE:

DIRECT PAYABLES

CHECK REGISTER

** REGTSTER GRAND TOTALS *
NO# DISCOUINTS CHECK AMT
Ge 0.00 69,802.06
0 .00 .00
0 0.00 0.00
0 0.00 0.0n
a 0. 00 0.00
¢ 0.0n 0.00
¥ 0.00 0.00
94 0.00 649,802,606
** POSTING PERIOL RECAP ‘*
FTIND PERTOD AMOUNT
101 £/2015 43,212.18CR
on o/2015 3,460.14CK
203 6/2015 246.50CR
218 6/2015 1,435.78CR
211 6/2015 1,083.51CR
Z15 6/201% 44.80CKR
o201 6/2015 437.70CR
223 c/2015 7,153.01CR
o3 6/2015 9536.00CR
°61 €/2015 2,313.85CK
2520 6/:015 2,725.0ZCK
401 €/201% 1,585.38CR
G2 6/2010 1#.79CR
ALL €9,802.66CKR
0

TOTAL APPLIEL

69,802,

f9,802,

66

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

06

PAGE :

9



FORM LB-1

NOTICE OF BUDGET HEARING

A public meeting of the Harney County Court will be held on June 17, 2015 at 9am at 450 N Buena Vista Burns, Oregon in the Harney County Court meeting room The
purpose of this meeting is to discuss the budget for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2015 as approved by the Harney County Budget Committee A summary of the budget
s presented below A copy of the budget may be inspected or obtained at Harney County Clerk's office, between the hours 0f 8 30 am and 5 pm This budget is for an
annual budget period This budget was prepared on a basis of accounting that is the same as the preceding year.

Contact Steven (Steve) E Grasty, Harney County Judge

Telephone. 541-573-6356

Email steve grasy@co harney.or.us

FINANCIAL SUMMARY - RESOURCES

TOTAL OF ALL FUNDS

Actual Amount
2013-14

Adopted Budget
This Year 2014-15

Approved Budget
Next Year 2015-16

Beginning Fund Balance/Net Working Capital

$19,568,615.00

$19,786,883.00

Fees, Licenses, Permits, Fines, Assessments & Other Service Charges

$1,153,447.00

$1,089,037 00

Federal, State and all Other Grants, Gifts, Aliocations and Donations $7,240,695.00 $5,116,304.00
Revenue from Bonds and Other Debt $0 00 $0 00
Interfund Transfers / Internal Service Reimbursements $592,840 00 $737,914 00
All Other Resources Except Current Year Property Taxes $917,136 00 $197,300 00
Current Year Property Taxes Estimated to be Received $2,146,358 00 $2,117,728.00

Total Resources $12,050,477.00 $29,045,166.00

FINANCIAL SUMMARY - REQUIREMENTS BY OBJECT CLASSIFICATION

Personnel Services

$5,878,020.00 $6,876,546 00
Materials and Services $4,283,678.00 $6,022,503 00
Capital Outlay $600,843 00 $1,557,000.00
Debt Service $0 00 $0.00
Interfund Transfers $592,840.00 $532,000.00
Contingencies $27,261 00
Special Payments $576,134 00 $1,097,856 00

Unappropriated Ending Balance and Reserved for Future Expenditure

$12,932,000 00

Total Requirements

$11,931,515.00

$29,045,166.00

FINANCIAL SUMMARY - REQUIREMENTS AND FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT EMPLOYEES (FTE) BY ORGANIZATIONAL UNIT OR PROGRAM *

Name of Organizational Unit or Program
FTE for that unit or program

Public Safety $1,915,366.00 $2,242,496 00 $2,289,890 00
FTE 32 32 32
Health & Social Services $897,289.00 $1,049,593 00 $1,072,741.00
FTE 15 15 15
County Environmental & Education $178,307.00 $210,591 00 $213,173 00
FTE 3 3 3
Roads $1,018,078 00 $1,190,884 00 $1,217,149 00
FTE 17 17 17
Government Services $1,317,174.00 $1,540,749 00 $1,574,729 00
FTE 22 22 22
Admin $299,096 00 $349,864.00 $357,580 00
FTE 5 5 5
Non-Departmental / Non-Program $120,789 00 $141,291.00 $144,407 00
FTE 2 2 2
Total Requirements $5,751,851.00 $6,725,470.00 $6,876,546.00
Total FTE 96 96 96

STATEMENT OF CHANGES IN ACTIVITIES and SOURCES OF FINANCING *

PROPERTY TAX LEVIES

Rate or Amount imposed

2013-14

Rate or Amount Imposed
This Year 2014-15

Rate or Amount Approved
Next Year 2015-16

Permanent Rate Levy  (rate limit 4.5016 per $1,000)

45016

45016

4.5016

Local Option Levy

Levy For General Obligation Bonds

STATEMENT OF INDEBTEDNESS

LONG TERM DEBT Estimated Debt Outstanding Estimated Debt Authorized, But
on July 1. Not Incurred on July 1
General Obligation Bonds
Other Bonds
Other Borrowings
Total $0 $0

* If more space Is needed to complete any section of this form, insert lines (rows) on this sheet You may delete blank lines

150-504-073-2 (Rev. 02-14)




252-HARNEY COUNTY FAIR 2015-2016 PROPOSED BUDGET
CARETAKER DEPARTMENT

| FUND 252-5-051 |
FUND BUDGET LINE 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 | PROPOSED | APPROVED
CODE ITEM ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET

REVENUES

General Fund Transfer | $ 68,902 | $ 71,193 | 75,000 | $ 60,000 | & 60600 |
| EXPENDITURES |

PERSONAL SERVICES
1001 Caretaker S 13,200 | $ 13,200 | $ 13,200 | $ 1320018 - 1 ‘
1301 FICA $ 887 |3 885 $ 1,009 | $ 10098
1302 WC-CIS $ 316 | $ 10(8$ 480 | § 430 [% - 480
1305 AOCC-Medical $ 8473 |8 8,644 | $ 9,792 [ § 4800 % - 3%
1306 AOCC-Dental $ 660 | S 660 | S 660 | § 330 |8 0.
1307 Life Insurance $ 2818 2818 30(s 308 30 4
1309 | Unemployment Insurance | $ 79|$ 158 | $ 150 | $ 150 |8 - 150 |
TOTAL PERSONAL SERVICES | $ 23,643 | $ 23,585 $ 25321 $ 19,999 | $ 19,999
MATERIALS & SUPPLIES

3520 INSURANCE $ 17,367 | $ 20,560 | $ 22,500 | § 22272 |8
3610 ELECTRICITY $ 17,178 | '$ 16,133 | § 17,900 | $ 22,000 [§ -
3620 PROPANE $ 1,368 | $ 1,683 | $ 1,500 | $ 1,600 |5
3630 GARBAGE 5 312218 3,066 | $ 32008 3,200 | §
3650 WATER/SEWER $ 6224 | S 6,164 | S 6,030 | $ 7,000 |
OTAL MATERIALS & SUPPLIEY $ 45259 1§ 47,606 | $ 51,130 | $ 56,072 | $
[ TOTAL EXPENDITURES [|$ 68,902 | $ 71,191 | $ 76,451 | $ 76,071 | $ 76,071 |

REVENUES OVER $ -1s 2(s 1,45D] s 16,070l $ (16,071)]

UNDER EXPENSES
252-HARNEY COUNTY FAIR 2015-2016 PROPOSED BUDGET

2015-2016 PROPOSED BUDGET 1



HC FAIR REVENUES REVENUES
FUND BUDGET LINE 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 PROPOSED APPROVED
CODE ITEM ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET
FEES. FINES &ASSESSM]LN_’_I?
2013 Sponsors-Derby $ 570 | $ 550 | $ 750 | $ 1,000 | % - 1,000
2014 Carnival Presales $ 10,8951 S 19,044 1 § 20,000 { § 20,000 [ § | %
2015 Cashbox Start S 18,0005 18,000 |5 180005 20,000 |$ 20,000
2016 Beverage Service $ -18$ -18 -15 -1 % -
2017 Playday $ 5220 | $ 6,105 | $ 5,000 | $ 6,000 |5 6000
2018 Ranch Rodeo $ 8,280 | $ 8,799 | $ 9,000 | $ 9000 |5 9,000
2019 Buildings & GroundsRen[ 5 4,775|5 9510 |$  7.200|S 7,500 |8 7,300
2020 Bull Riding $ -I's “Is “Ts 26,0008 26,000
2021 Fair Food/Beverage | $ 20,036 | $ 20,482 | $ 20,000 | $ 23,000 | $ - 23,000
2022 Vendors S 5390 | § 6,625 1 S 6,000 $ 6500 |8 - 6300
2023 Demo Derby Gate $ 9970 | § 9,545 | § 950018 10,150 | § 10,150
2024 Fair Gate $ 48,287 | § 49,631 | $ 49,000 | $ 49,000 | $ . 49,000
2025 OTOBA Purse $ -18 1,000 | $§ 25008 2,500 [ 8§ 2,5‘3!3
2026 | Parimutual Wagering | $ 4,011 ]S 45121 % 50001 $ 750018 7,500
2027 OHBPA Purse S 1,000 | § 1,000 | S 1,000 1 $ 1,000 | § 1,1993
2029 | Sponsors-Entertainment| $ 1,320 | $ 2,940 | S 3,000 | S 300018 3000
2030 Sponsors-Rodeo ) 7,040 | $ 7,115 $ 7,000 | $ 7250 1% 1,250
2031 | Queen's Scholarship | $ -1S -8 1,000 | $ 1,000 | § 1,000
2032 Sponsors-Racemeet $ 1,775 1 $ 1,325 1 § 2,000 1 8 2,000i% 2,000
2033 | Fair Court Revenue | $ -18 -8 500 | $ 1,500 |S . 130D
2034 Special Events $ 1,350 | $ -1$ 3,000 | § 3,000 |8 3,000
2035 RY Rentals S 5,454 | $ 4,050 $ 3,000 98 4500 [ $ - @159“
2036 Horse Stall Rentals S 4355 | $ 4,305 | S 2,000 | $ 3500 % 3500
2037 Souvenirs $ 145 ] $ 176 | § 200 | $ 200 | § 00
2038 Fair Booths $ 1,590 | S 1,850 | 1,500 | S 2,000 |$ 2,000
2053 | Miscellaneous Revenues | $ 2,624 | $ 3571 | $ 2,000 | $ 3500 | 8 3,500
2154 ATM Repay $ -8 -1 8 -1 8 20,000 |$ 20,000
2155 ATM Fees $ -1 $ -8 -1 1,500 | § 1,500
TO_I!}L RELENUEi $ 162,087 1 § 180,135 1 $ 178,150 | $ 242,100 1 $ 242,100
STATE SOURCES
3401 OFA Revenue $§ 48110 |$  50,964]S 50,500 [$ 50,500 [§  %9,500.
3402 ORC Purse $ 45,268 | $ 49,099 | $ 46,000 | $ 49,000 |'$ . 49,000
3403 Trident Video S 3570 | $ 3570 | § 3570 | $ 3570 |8 - %i?‘
3404 | ORC Purse Match | $ -13 -|s BE -8 .
3405 Truform $ 2,675 | $ 2,675 | S 2,025 | $ 292518 2928
3406 Tote Board $ 4,000 | S 4,000 | S 4250 | S 4250 | § 4250
3408 | ORC Racing Secretary | $ 20251 S 2,025 18 202518 2,025 1% ° 2025
$ 105,648 | $ 112,333 1 § 109,270 | $ 112,270} $ 112,270
TRANSFERS/INT SERV REIM
5001 Transfer from 326 $ -18 -1 8 26,300 | $ - L
Total Transfers $ ) -{8 26,500 | S -19 -

| TOTAL REVENUES | $ 3366378 363,661]S 388,920 |$ 414370 | $ 414,370 |

2015-2016 PROPOSED BUDGET 2




252-HARNEY COUNTY FAIR

2014-2015 PROPOSED BUDGET

HC FAIR EXPENSES EXPENSES
FUND BUDGET LINE 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 | PROPOSED | APPROVED
CODE ITEM ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET
PERSONAL SERVICES
1002 Extra Help $ 5125 | § 6,405 | $ 7,500 | $ 8,000 [.$ 3,000
1003 Manager $ 18,360 | $ 22,454 | $ 22,500 | $ 24,000 | % 24,000
1301 FICA $ 1,784 | $ 2,208 | $ 2,200 | $ 2,200 | 8 2,208
1302 SAIF-CIS $ 267 [ $ 29 | $ 400 | $ 200 200
1304 PERS $ 1,684 | $ 1,922 | $ 2,754 | $ 2,000 2000
1309 | Unemployment Insurance | $ 140 | $ 331 |$ 300 | $ 350 - 3%0
TOTAL PERSONAL SERVICES | s 27,360 | $ 33349 | $ 35654 | $ 36,750 36,750
MATERIALS & SUPPLIES
2107 Carnival Presales $ 5,988 | $ 9,466 | $ 12,000 | $ 12,000 | 12,000
2108 Cashbox Start $ 18,000 | $ 18,000 | $ 18,000 | $ 20,000 | $ 20,000
2109 Miscellaneous Items $ 2,972 | $ 2,608 | $ 3,000 [ $ 3,000 | § 3000
2110 | Volunteer Appreciation | §$ 881 |$ 917 | $ 1,000 | $ 1,200 é m
2111 Beverage Service $ 720 | $ 405 | $ 500 | $ 500 |-$ 300
2112 Fair $ 12,174 | $ 11,986 | $ 12,000 | $ 14,000 % 14,000
2154 ATM Refill $ -1$ -1 -13 20,000 Es )
2210 Advertising $ 7,015 [ $ 7247 | $ 7,500 | $ 8,500 | § 8,500
2225 Fair Court Expense $ 2,119 | $ 1,948 | $ 2,500 | $ 5,000 $ - Sm
2226 Rodeo $ 38,481 | § 39,067 | $ 40,000 | $ 42,000 | $ 42000
2227 Bull Riding $ -|s -|s -|$ 20,000 [ 20,000
2228 Parade $ 4238 314 | 8 500 | $ 500 | $ 500 .
2265 Office Supplies $ 1,888 | $ 2,206 | S 2,200 [ $ 2,500 | § - 2500
2352 Vehicles Expense-Fuel $ 3,803 | $ 5,000 | $ 5,000 | $ 6,00(7% ] 4,000
2420 Demo Derby $ 4,544 | S 4,877 | $ 5,000 | $ 5,000 | § 5000 |
2421 Entertainment $ 12,574 | $ 15,541 | $ 16,500 | $ 17,500 | § 17,590
2422 Special Events $ 2,500 | $ -3 3,000 | $ 3,000 [$ 34000
3210 Kids Playday $ 5115 [ $ 5985 | $ 5,000 | $ 6,000 | $ 6000
3240 Telephone $ 3975 | § 4,186 | $ 4,000 | $ 5,000 [ $ 5,000
3311 Travel Expense $ 28258 3,331 | $ 3,000 | $ 4,000 L$§ m
3312 | Conference-Convention | $ 1,536 | $ 25781 S 3,000 $ 5,000 E‘S 090
3313 | Dues & Memberships | $ 930 | $ 930 | $ 1,000 | § 1,050 F$. 1,080
3432 Horse Racing $ 74,024 | $ 81,217 | $ 82,000 | $ 86,0004} 86,000
3434 Open Class Exhibits | $ 5661 [ S 5949 | $ 6,500 | $ 7,200 | $ 71,200
3435 4H $ 7,652 | $ 8,689 | S 7,500 | $ 8,500 |3 8500 |
3436 FFA $ 728 | $ 750 | $ 750 | $ 750 £$ 5P |
3437 Queen's Scholarship | $ 1,000 | $ 1,000 | $ 1,000 | $ 2,000 [ § 2000
3715 Repair & Maintenance | $ 20,468 | $ 19,588 | $ 35724 | $ 26,272&3* %2?2
3718 Capitol purchase $ -8 -8 -18 - k8§ . -
Total Materials & Supplies $ 238,086 | $ 253,785 | $ 278,174 | $ 332,472 | $ 332,472
| TOTALEXPENSES |$§ 334348 |$  358325[8%  390279[$ 445293 [$ 445293

2015-2016 PROPOSED BUDGET
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252-HARNEY COUNTY FAIR 2015-2016 PROPOSED BUDGET
HC FAIR TOTAL EXPENSES & REVENUES
FUND BUDGET LINE 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 PROPOSED APPROVED
CODE ITEM ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET BUDGET
Expenses
Capitol Reserve $ - $ - $ - $ 500.00
TOTAL 2015-2016 EXPENSES
Caretaker Department $ 68,902 | $ 71,191 | $ 76,451 | $ 76,071 [$ =~ BHI1
Personal Services S 27,360 | S 33,349 ( $ 35,654 | $ 36,750 f?ii,f  35,7%0
Materials & Supplies $ 238,086 | $ 253,785 | $ 278,174 | $ 332472 |8 32472
$ 334348 | $ 358,325 | $ 390,279 | $ 445293 | $ 445,293
TOTAL 2015-2016 REVENUES
General Fund Transfer | $ 68,902 | $ 71,193 | $ 75,000 | $ 60,000 |'$ 60,680
Fees, Fines, & Assessments [ $ 162,087 | $ 180,135 | $ 178,150 | $ 242,100 [$ 242,100
State Sources $ 105,648 | $ 112,333 | S 109,270 | $ 112,270 F$ 112,270
Transfer from 326 $ -8 -1 26,500 | $ -18 -
Beginning Cash $ - $ -8 -1$ 30,923 ¢ 30923
$ 336,637 | $ 363,661 | $ 388920 | $ 445293 | $ 445,293

TOTAL 2015-2016 EXPENSES
TOTAL 2015-2016 REVENUES
BALANCE

2015 POTENTIAL EVENTS
1. Monstor Truck Show
2. Wenatchee Youth Circus
3. Knights of the Realm

2015 EQUIPMENT NEEDS
1. Manure Spreader-pull with Mule

3. ATM machine for food row
4. Web page build

2015-2016 PROPOSED BUDGET

$ 12,000.00
S 6,000.00
$ 10,000.00
$  2,800.00
S 2,500.00
$___500.00

[$ 5,800.00 |

4

$  445,292.50

$ 445,293.00

$ (0.50)

July date
July date
July date




T

5/20/2015 10:5¢ AM DIRECT PAYABLES CHECK REGISTER PAGE: 1
FACKET: 00973 AP 5-20-15

VENDOR SET: 01 HARNEY COUNTY
BANK: AP HAERNEY COUNTY AFP
CHECK CHECK CHECK CHECK
VEINDOK I.D. NAME TYIPE DATE DISCOUNT AMOUNT NO# AMOIINT
*VOIDY 046848 VOID CHECK Vo L/20/2015 0463588 AVOID
WOIDY 046889 VOID CHECK v 5/20/2015 040889 FAVOIDH
*VOID* 046890 VOID THECK vV 5/20/2015 046890 FAVOTIDE
SYOIDY (40891 VOID CHECK v 5/20/2015 046891 ¥AVOID* *
PVOID* 040892 VOID CHECK Vo 572072015 046897 FAVOID >
FVOID*  (Q04eRYR VO1D CHECK Vo 5/20/201% 046893 FEVOTD**
*VOIDY 046844 VOID CHECK Vo 5/20/201% (046894 rHVOIDH*
SUOIDY 046895 VOID CHECK Vo 5/20/2015 J4eg9s FAVOIDH*
*IOIDY 046846 VOID CHECK 7 5/20/201% 0468960 YEVOIDH Y
AVOIL* 046897 VOTD CHECK Vo 5/20/2015 046897 CEVOID**
*VOLID* 046898 VOID CHECK Vo 5/20/2015 0468598 **VOID**
*VOID* (046899 VOID CHECK vV 5/20/2015 0468949 THRVOTD*
PVOTDH 046900 VOID CHECK Vo 5/20/2015 046900 FAYOIDY*
FVOID* 046901 VO1D CHECK V. 5/20/2015% 046901 FAEVOID
*vOl1b* C0de8u2 VOIL CHECh v L/20/2015% 046002 FAVOID
FUOIDY 464073 VOID THECH Vo 5/20/°015 0469073 PAVOLD*
*VOIDY 046004 VOID CHECK v 5/20/2015 046904 PAVOID*
*VOID* 046905 VOID CHECK v 5/20/201% 046805 *HFVOID**
VOTDY 0460906 VOID CHECK Vo 5/20/2015 04p4v06 *EVOID* ¥
*VOID* 016407 VOID CHECK Vo 5/20/2015 046407 FEVOID*
*VOLD" 0464908 VOID CHECK Vo 5/20/2018 046908 TAVOLD
0971 4B NURSERY

I-TACK DRINKWATER 4B NIRSERY kR 5/20/201% 100.00 046323 1N00.00



I

/2072015 10:58 AM DIRECT PAYABLES CHECK REGISTER PAGE:
PACKET: 00573 AP 5-20-15

WENDOR SET: 01 HARNEY COUNTY
BANE: AP HARNEY COUNT( AF
CHECK CHECK CHECh CHECK
VENDOR I.D. NAME TYPE DATE DISCOUNT AMOUNT NO# AMOUNT
1345 ACCTECH SOLNTIONS INC
1-19¢7 ACCTECH 3OLIITIONS IHC F 5/20/2015 4,167.00 046624 4,167.00
0915 ACW INC
I-51795 ACW INC R 5/20/2015 15.90 046825 15.90
D025 ANDERSON ENGIMEERING & SURVEY I
I-117&7 ANDERSON ENGINEERING & SURVEY R 5/20/2015 562.50 046826 562.50
2568 ARAMARK
I-861703331 ARAMARK R 5/20/2015 33.28 046827
I-861714117 ARAMARK R 5/20/201% 33.28 046827
I-561724432 ARAMARK k. 5/20/2015 33.53 046827
I-861737647 ARAMARK R 5/20/2015 33.53 046327 133.62
N&5z AUDIO EDITIONS
1-1547375 AUDIO EDITIONS R 5/20/2015 127.93 046828 127.93
01562 AUGUST SYSTEMS INC
I-15-2011 AUGUST SYSTEMS INTC R 5/20/2015 1,223.00 046R29 1,223.00
041y AVIA PAPTNERS INC
I-HCr0120150501 AVIA PARTNERS INC R 5/20/2015 85.31 046830
I-HCHO120150501 AVIA PARTNERSZ INC R 5/20/2015 1,760.83 046830 1,84¢€.14
0dol B & B SPORTING GOODS
I-APR-MAY L015 B & B SPORTING s00DS R 5/20/2015% 2,155.00 046831 2,155.00
1562 BOB BARKER CO INC
I-UT1000346895 BOB BARKER 7O INC R 5/20/2015 102.41 046832 102,41
2015 BIO-MED
I-051-150588 BIO-MED R 5/20/2015 47.00 046833
J-43106 BIO-MED R 5/20/2015 47.00 046833 94.00
1256 BLI'E MT PATHOLOGY ItC
I-AFRIL 2015 BLIJE MT FATHOLOGY INC R 5/20/2015 42.24 046834 12.24
0193 BRADY INDIOSTRTES LLC COURTHOUSE
[-4773628 BRADY INDUSTPIES LLC CQURTHOUS R 5/20/2015 89.22 046835 89.22
310¢ BRADY IMDUSTRIES LLC- LIBRARY

I-4773894 BRADY INDUSTRIES LLC- LIBRARY R 5/20/2015 161.04 046836 161.04



«

5/20/.015 1n:58 AM DIRECT PAYABLES CHECK KEGISTER PAGE: 3
PACKET : nns572  Ap 5-120-1%

VENDOR SET: 01 HARNEY COUNTY
BANK : AP HARNEY COUNTY AF
CHECK CHECK CHECK CHECK
VENDOR I.D. NAME TYFE DATE DISCOUNT AMOUNT HO# AMOUNT
0775 BURNS DENTAL GROUF LLC
I-5-12-15 SMARTT BURNS DENTAL GROUP LLC R 5/20/2015 84.00 046437 24.00
0700 BURNS HIGH SCHOOL SOQFTBALL FROG
I-2014-2015% BURIS HIGH SCHOOL SOFTBALL PRO R 5/20/2015 750.00 046833 750.00
nn30 BURNS TIMES HERALL/SURVIVAL MED
1-201505182444 HC LIBRARY R 5/20/2015 185.00 046839
I-20150518244¢6 HC HEALTH DEPT R 5/20/2015 316.00 046839
I-201505182447 HC HOSPICE ACCOUNT R 5/20/2015% 185.00 046839
I-201505182449 HC HOME HEALTH ACCOUNT R 5/20/2015 185.00 046839
I-201505182451 HC DIST ATTORNEr ACCOQUNT R 5/20/2015 25.00 046539
I-5-13-15 BLUE MNT HC PLANNING DEPT R 5/26/2015 166.50 046839
I-may 15 BURNS TIMES HERALD/SURVIVAL ME R 5/20/2015 49,50 046839 1,11.2.00
NR18K CITY CENTER MOTEL
I-16307 GARY FREITAG R 5/20/2015 550.00 046840 550.00
0081 CITY OF BURNS
1-FEB-APL 2015 JAIL ACT#101500023 R 5/20/201% 174.34 046341 174.84
3200 CLEMENS STORAGE
I-MAY 2015 #83 CLEMENS STORAGE R 5/20/2015 50.00 046842 50.00
1660 CLYDE WEST INC
1-0024R7¢60) CLYDE WEST INC K 5/20/201% 1,916.60 0465343 1,916.60
31949 COOFER SURGICAL
I-37648027 ZOOPER CHPGICAL R 5/20/2015 68.62 046844 68.67
0621 CRIMINAL INFORMATION SERVICES I
I-7.631 CRIMINAL INFOKRMATION SERVICES R 5/20/2015% 231.50 046845 231.50
2013 DEYTA LLC
I-100909 DEYTA LLC R 5/20/2015 90.00 046846 90.00
1249 DHS-OREGON HEALTH SERVICES-OFS
I-OCT-DEC 2014 DHS-OREGON HEALTH SERVICES-OFS kK 5/20/2015 2,397.70 046847 2,397.70
1910 EBAR OIL O
I-709Z0 EBAR OIL CO R 5/20/201% 440.44 046848
1-PP15G7 EBAR OTL CO kK 5/20/2015 24.53 046848
I-PP15G9 EBAR OIL CO R 5/2D/2015 240.50 046848
1-FP1803 EBAR OIL CU F o 5/20/2015 519.34 04e848
I-ppla02 EBAP OIL O R 5/20/2015 373.89 046448 1,%08.70



5/20/2015 1008 A DIRECT PAYABLES CHECK REGISTER PAGE: 4
PACKET : 00573 AP 5-C20-15

VENDOR SET: 01 HARNEY COTMNTY
RANK : AP HARNEY COUNTY AP
CHECK CHECK CHECK THECK

VEIDOR I.D. NAME TYFE LATE pIscounT AMOUNT NO# AMOUNT
1RE8 ERICKSON'S THRIFTWAY

I-ALRIL C01%& ERICKSON'S THRIFTWAY R 5/20/201% 471.31 046849 471,31
2449 DONALD WACINE EVANS

I-620500 DOUALD WAYUE EVANZS R 5/20/2015 150.54 046850 180.54
onl INDAWAY WORLD LLC

I-149745 FINDAWAY WORLD LLC R 5/20/201% 74,99 04€851 74,94
0124 GALLS 111C

I-3423797 GALLS T R 5/20/2015 54.93 046852 58.93
033z HARNEY CO HEALTH OFFICE

I-1uil2n HARNEY CQ HEALTH OFFICE R 5/20/2015 33.00 046853 33.00
0102 HARNEY CO VET CLINIC IHC

I-AFRIL 2015 HARNEY CO VET CLINIC INC R 5/20/2015 121.58 046854 101.5%
(ADEL] HARNEY L[IST HOSPITAL

I-201505182448 HARNEY DIST HOSFITAL kR 5/20/2015 1,393.42 046855

I-3-7-15 MOORE HAFNEY DIST HOSPITAL R 5/20/201% 425.75 046455

I-5-#-15 DIAZ HARNEY DIST HOSFITAL R 5/20/201% 32.75 046855 1,851.42
1R7T5 HARMEY DIST HOSFITAL FPAMILY

I-4-16-15 DIAZ HARNEY I'EG3T HOSPITAL FAMILY R 5/20/2015 169.00 046856

I-4-30-1% DJAZ HARNEY DI1ST HOSPITAL FAMILY R 5/20/201¢% 100.00 046H56 L0400
O0H3 HARNEY ESD

T-MAK ~0G1% HUR HARNEY ESD R 5/20/2015 21,046.45 046857 21,04¢.45
1647 HELION SOFTWAFE TNC

I-5309 MAY-JUHNE 2015 kK 5s720/0015 £,012.84 N4685%

I-5315 HEL1ON SOFTWARE TNC R 5/20/2015 69.30 040858 6,982.14
00519 HI-TECH ELECTFRIC

T-2R%96° HI-TECH ELECTRIC R 5/20/2015 353.00 046359 B53.00
3203 HIGH DESERT BIOMAsSS CO-OF

T-2N15 BIOMASS PROJ HIGH DESERT BIOMASS CO-OF R $/20/2015 474,000.00 046260 474,000.00
[USREIS] HIGH DESERT FARKS & RECREATION

I-2014-2015 HIGH DESERT PARKS & PECREATION R 5/20/201% 750.00 046u6l 750.00



5/20/2015 10:58 AM DIRECT PAYABLES CHECK REGISTER PAGE: 5
PACKET: 00573 AP 5-20-15
VENDOR SET: 01 HARNEY COUNTY
BANK : AP HARNEY COUNTY AP
CHECK CHECK CHECK CHECK

VEMNDOR I.0. NAME TTPE DATE DISCOUNT AMOUNT HO# AMOINT
1532 HILANDER BASKETBALL CAMP

I-2014-2015 HILANDER BASKETBALL CAMP R 5/20/2015 200.00 046862 =#00.00
319¢ HOBART NIM TILLER

1-2014 TAX REFUND HOBART KIM TILLER R 5/20/201% 11.67 046863 11.67
0Z17 1DAHO POWER COMPANY

I-may6d5h3 IDAHO FOWER COMPANY R 5/20/201% 304.69 046864 304.69
04677 INGRAM LIBRARY SERVICES

I-85005247 INGRAM LIBRARY SERVICES P 5/20/2015 542,80 04€865 542.80
0091 JOHN DEERE FINANCIAL

I-AFRIL Z015 CH JOHN DEERE FINANCIAL R 5/20/2015 3,442.01 046866

I-APRIL 2015 HM Jd100-3534% R 5/20/2015 24.02 046866

I-APRIL 2015 SH 583100~35871 R 5/20/2015 49.95 046866

I-d45717/1 JOHN DEERE FINANCIAL R 5/20/2015 39.92 046866

1-d479%2/1 JOHN DEERE FINANCIAL R 5/20/201% 39.98 046866

1-d51806/1 JUHN DEERE FINANCIAL K 5/20/2015 179.50 046866

T-d54861/1 JOHN DEERE FINANCIAL K 5/20/2015 13.48 046866 3,789.2¢6
0276 JISTICE COURT

1-201505152443 APRIL 2015 BANK CARD FEES R 5/20/2015 24.04 046867 24.04
1915 KENWORTH SALES ONTARIO

I-1282110 KENWORTH SALES ONTARIO R 5/20/2015 76.96 046868

I-1282110-2 KENWORTH SALES ONTARIO R 5/20/2015 5.72 046864

I-1207763-C KENWORTH SALES ONTARIO K 5/20/2015 15.50 046868

1-1334810-1 KENWORTH SALES ONTARTIO R 5/20/2015 1€2.7¢ oderer

I-1334810-2 KENWORTH SALES ONTARIC R "/20/2015 132.92 04den68 39%.86
osn2 KINGS

I-B78514 KIihsa R H/20/2015 36.90 0dnR64

I-B7916R KINGS R 5/20/2015 i.46 046869 40.36
0163 LES SCHWAR TIRE (ROAD)ACT#20~-32

C-2000109479 LES SCHWAB TIRE (ROADVACT#20-3 R 5/20/2015 20.00CR N4687¢

C=2000109475%A LES SCHWAB TIKE (ROAD)ACT#20-3 R 5/20/2015 7.75CR 046870

I-2000108445 LES SCHWAB TIRE (ROAD)ACT#20-3 R 5/20/2015 282.42 046870

I-2000108627 LES SCUHWAB TTEE (ROADVACTH20-3 R 5/20/201% 62.00 046570

I-2000108941 LES SCHWAB TIRE (ROADACT#20-3 R 5/20/2015 7,422.26 046870

I-2000109376 LES SCHWAB TIRE (ROAD)ACT#20-3 R 5/20/201% 95.50 046870

I-2000109450 LES SCHWAE TIRE (ROAD)ACT#20-3 R 5/20/2015 55.76 046870

I--000109720 LES SCHWAB TIRE (ROAD)ACT#20-3 R 5/20/2015 437.74 046170

I-2000110235 LES SCHWAB TIRE (ROAD)ACTH#20-3 R 5/20/2015 48.00 046870

I-2000110236 LES SCHWAR TIRE (ROAD)ACT#20-3 R 5/20/2015% 62.00 046870

I-2000110383 LES SCHWAB TIRE (ROAD)ACT#20-3 R 5/20/2015 209.00 046870

I-151806/1 LES SCHWAB TIRE (ROADVACT#20-3 R 5/20/2015 1,156.80 046870 9,743.73



5/20/2015 10:56 AM LIRECT PAYABLES CHECK REGISTER PAGE: ©
PACKET : 00533 AP 5-20-15
VELLOK SET: 01 HARNEY CoOUNTY
BANK: AP HARNE, COUNTY AP
CHECK CHECK CHECK CHECK
VENDOR I.D. NAME TYFE DATE DISCOUNT AMOUNT NO# AMOUNT
2061 LES SCHWAB TIRES (SHEKIFF) ACT#
I-2000107520 LES SCHWAB TIRES (SHERIFF) ACT R 5/20/2015 60.00 046871
I-200Q0104224 LES SCHWAB TIRES (SHERIFF) ACT R 5/20/201% 92.83 046871 152.823
066 LOCAL GOVERNMENT PERSONNEL 1HST
I-116:8 LOCAL GOVERNMENT PERSONNEL IN3S R 5/20/2015 527.00 046872 527.00
2972 MCFESSON MEDICAL SURGICAL
I-1113195 MCKESSON MEDICAL SURGICAL kR 5/20/201% 348.42 04687173 348.42
2509 MICROMARKETING ASSOC
I-57304% MICROMARKETING ASS0C R 5/20/2015 12.49 016874
1-573083 MICROMARKETING AS30C R 5/20/201% %1.50 040174
I-573902 MTCROMARKETING ASSOC R 5/20/2015 55.49 046874 59.4¢
1651 MILBURN HEATING & COOLING INC
I-0112-544 MILBUPH HEATI!G & COOLING INC R 5/20/2015 75.00 046875 75.00
1871 NORCO-BOISE
1-15790¢6¢3 NORCO-BOILSE R 5/20/2015% 376.27 046876 376.27
Nee7 NOFTHWEST SOLAR & CONSTRUCTION
I-15-50 NORTHWEST SOLAR & CONSTRUCTION R 5/20/201% 270.00 046877 270,00
0314 OCLA-INDEFENDENT
C-151215A OCLA-INDEPEWDENT R 5/20/2015 40.07CR 046878
I-15171% OCLA-INDEFENDENT R 5/20/2015 710.46 046878 670.349
13z OJPA
1-201505152442 2015 DUES AL FROTEM DUES R 5/20/2015 250.00 04€879 250.00
S OREGON JIIDICIAL DEPARTMENT
I-2015051£2450 COURT OF APPEALS VOL266 R 5/20/2015 525.00 046880 525,00
7348 OREGON TRAIL ELECTRIC CO-OP
I-201505182445 OREGON TRAIL EILECTRIC CO-0OP R 5/20/2015 335.71 046481
I-7314 may 1% OREGON TRATI. ELECTRIC CO-OP R 5/20/C015 102.26 046881
1-7317 may 154 OREGON TRAIL ELECTRIC CO-OP R 5/20/2015 48.44 0dersl
1-73€2 may 1% OREGOU TRATIL ELECTRIC CO-OP F o 5/20/2015 83.27 040881
I-7365 may 1% OREGON TRAIL ELECTRIC CO-0OP k 5/20/2015 44.90 04eu81
I-7760 may 15 OREGON TRAIL ELECTRIC CO-OP R 5/20/201% 330.30 046881
I-APL-15 HCF 15HP PM  OREGON TRAIL ELECTRIC CO-OF R 5/20/2015 108.87 046881
I-APL-15 HCSC ALDER OKEGUN TRAIL ELECTRIC CO-QP R 5/20/2015 435.38 04en81
I-APTL-15 HCSI RP AVE  OREGOU TRALL ELECTRIC CO-OP R 5/20/2015 46.07 046821
I-APL-15 HCSC SATLDER OFEGOMN TRAIL ELECTKIC CO-0OP R 5/20/2015 20.35 0d6r31
I-APL-15HCF 3PH OREGON TRAIL ELECTRIC CU-OP R 5/20/2015 346.00 046881
I-APT—-15HCF ARENA OREGONM TFAIL ELECTRIC CO-OF R 5/20/2015 34.50 Gdeu381
I-APL-15HCF ARENAFUM OREGON TRAIL ELECTRIC CO-OP R 5/20/2015 34.50 046881
T-APL-15HCE CONCERT OREGUN TRATIL ELECTRIC CO-0OP k 5/20/2015% 146.00 046881
I-APL-15HCFEF CRKTKK OPEGON TRAIL ELECTRIC CO-OP k 5/20/2015 151.71 046881
I-APL-15HCF LIONS OREGON TRALL ELECTRIC CO-OP R 5/:0/2015 158.00 046881
T-APL~15HCF MEM BLD OFEGON TRAIL ELECTRIC CO-OF R 5/20/2015 368.54 046881
T-AFPL-15HCE MEM PILU OREGON TRAIL ELECTRIC CO-0OP k. 5/20/2015 36.58 046881



5/20/2015 10:58 AM

PACKET :

VEINDOR §

BAMNK:

VENDOK

086l

2484

1268

0215

2427

00s73 AP 5-20-1%

DIKRECT PAYABLES CHECK REGISTER

ET: 01 HARNEY COUNTY

AP HARNEY

I-APL-15HCF PARKLGT
T-APL-15HCF RSTRM
1-APL-15HCF SHOP

I-20150515.2441

[-550102953

[-7421277
[-7421609
[-75149163

T~35280094
T=-3777601
3760254

I-3867043

I-36RRO46

1-3731150
1-3777769
1-3782026

1-3822810

1-4003086

I-511158
1-5123%6
I-APRIL 2015
I-APPIL-2015

I-171

COUNTY AP

OREGON TRAIL ELLCTRIC CO-0OP
OREGON TRAIL ELECTRIC CO-COP
OREGON TRAIL ELECTRIC CO-0OP

OSACA
CSACA DUESZ 2015-16

JENNIFER R PETERSEN
JENNTFER R PETERSEN

PHYSICIAN SALES
PHYSICIAN SALES
PHYGICIAN SALES
PHYSICIAN SALES

2w o

QUILL #Cl1275440

QUILL #C1275440
QUILL #C1.75440
QUILL #C1275440

QUILL #C303%5€64
QUILL #C30356604

QUITL #C3215%655
QUILL #C321565%5

QUILL #C6172338
QUILL #Col722348
QUILL #Ce17238%
QUILL #C617.°3583
QUILL #C0l172388

QUILL #CB475172
QUTLL #CE47513

FEDWOOD TOXICOLOGTY LAB
REDWOOD TOXICOLOGY LAB
CHST ID# 6122

ACTHZNZ1

ACT#4375

RILEY STOKRE & ARCHERY
KILEY STORE & ARCHERY

CHECK
TYPE

SERVICE INC

SERVICE INC R
SERVICE INC R
SERVICE INC R

X mom

T mox

CHECK
LATE

5/20/2015
5/20/201%
5/20/2015

5/20/201%

5/20/2015

5/20/201%
5/20/2015%
5/.:0/201%

5/20/201%
5/20/2015
5/20/2015

5/20/2015

5/20/2015

5/20/201%
5/20/2015
5/20/2015
5/20/2015

o

/

L)

0/2015

5/20/2015
5/20/2015
5/20/2015
5/20/2015%

5/20/2015%

DISCOUNT

200.

23.

184

70.

13.

0

@O N

99.

Wt
w
[ NRTelNe RN

5]
o

OO W

00

78

.60
18.

18

49

.09
.03

e~

.86

12

.03
.10
.75
.95

.00

PAGE: 7
CHECK CHECK
NO# AMOUNT

0dee8l

046881

046881 3,055.67
046882 200.00
046883 88.78
046884

046884

040884 390.01

CHECK DATE - 1TEM DATE

046885

046885

046885 226.56
046836 70.82
046837 13.49
046909

046909

046909

046909 423.50
046910 9%.12
046911

046911

046911

046911 1,159.83
04691 133.00



5/20/2015 10:53 AM DIRECT PAYABLES CHECK REGISTER PAGE: 8
EACKET: 00573 AP 5-20-1%

VENDOR SET: 01 HARNEY COUNTY
BANK: AP HARMNEY COUNTY AP
CHECK CHECK CHECK CHECK

VENDOR I.D. NAME TYPE DATE DISCOUNT AMOUNT NO# AMOUNT
0170 SAFETY-KLEEN CORP

I-06706115 SAFETY-KLEEN CORP R 5/20/201% 296.29 046913 296.29
3194 SILVER CREEK FIRE FROTECTION AS

I-APL-MAY 2015 SILVER CREEK FIRE PROTECTION A R 5/20/2015 800.00 046914 800.00
1305 SMITH MEDICAL PARTNERS

I-9003538571 SMITH MEDICAL PARTNERS R 5/20/2015 25.92 046915 25,97
2910 ED STAUE #09-0000281

I-1118026 ED STAUB #08-00002¢g1 R 5/20/201% 1.00 046416

I-B1BS828S ED STAUB #09-0000281 R 5/20/2015 56.00 046916

1-B1r8286 ED STAUB #09-0000281 R 5/20/2015 57.60 046916 114.60
Zazo ED STAUB #09-00882649

I-00600845 ED STAUB #09-0088268 R &5/20/201% 2,4580.94 046917

I-0000846 ED STAUB #03-0088263 R 5/20/2015 1,191.36 016917

I-0N00%63 ED STRUB #00-00892€8 R 5/20/2015 ©083.44 046917

1-0000934 ED STANB #09-0088268 R 5/20/2015 2,297.83 046917

I-000103¢ ED STAUB #09-00882683 R 5/20/2015 6,392.63 046917

I-0001235 ED STAUE #09-0083268 R 5/20/2015 628.28 046917

I-0001736 ED STAUB #09-0N8BL6R R 5/20/2015 75.31 046917

I-0001207 ED STAUB #09-0088260 R 5/20/2015 3,818.56 046917

I-0188434 ED STANE #09-0083268 R 5/20/2015 857.99 046917

I1-1274776 ED STAUB #00-008826¢8 R 5/20/2015 2,004.98 046917

I-k1s8114 ED STAUB #09-0038268 R 5/20/201% 228.76 046917 20,760.08
2011 ED STAUB #09-00003£0

I-1118027 ED STAUB #09-Q000350 R 5/20/201% 40.00 046918 40.00
2012 ED STAUB #09-008R200

I-CL52739 ED STAUR #09-00128200 R 5/20/201% 134.29 046919 134.29
LAa14 ED STAUB #09-008R202

i-1267 EDL STAUB #09%-0083202 R 5/20/2015 1€3.75 046920

I-31 ED STAUB #0%-008R202 R 5/20/2015 122.94 046920 291.69
2815 ED STAUB #04-u008322¢%

1-CL52741 ED STAUB #0%-0088225 R 5/20/2015 618.47 046921 6lt.47
0443 SYMMETRY CARE INC

1-1925 SYMMETRY CAKE 11C R 5/20/2015 3,222.44 046922

I-201505152439 2-28-15 MENTAL HEALTH TAX R 5/20/201% 484.56 046922

T-201505152440 3-31-15 MENTAL HEALTH TAX K 5/20/2015 483.08 046922 4,135.08



[ [N

5/20/2015 10:58 AM DIRECT PAYARLES THECK REGIGSTEK PAGE: 9
PACKET: 00573 AP 5-20-15

VENDOR SET: 01 HARMEY COUNTY
BANK: AP HARNEY COUNTY AP
CHECK CHECK CHECK CHECK
VENDOR I.D. NAME TYPE DATE DISCOUNT AMOUNT NO# AMOUNT
1525 TECHNICAL IMAGING SYSTEMS INC
I-25606 TECHNICAL IMAGING SYSTEMS INC K 5/20/2015 73.43 046923
I-25713 TECHNICAL IMAGING SYSTEMS INC R 5/20/2015 65.55 046923 138.98
1425 TYLEF TECHNOLOGIES INC
I-025-123%6¢ TYLER TECHNOLOGIES INC R 5/20/2015 2,000.00 046924 2,000.00
0410 VERIZON WIKZLESS
I-9744016881 VERIZON WIRELESS R 5/20/2015 17.67 046925 47.67
2572 WASTE ERO
I-51884%7 WASTE PRO R 5/20/2015 50.00 046926 50.00
2034 WESTERN STATES CHEMICAL
T-151204 WESTERN STATES CHEMICAL R 5/20/2015 2,750.¢21 046427 0, 750,81
0Z1le WESTERN STATES EQUIPMENT CO
C-27723 WESTERN STATES EQUIFMENT CO R ©5/20/201% 2,937.10CR 046528
I-000462222 WESTERN STATES EQUIPMENT CO R 5/20/2015 8,678.78 046928
1-060800969 WESTERN STATES EQUIPMENT CO k 5/20/:015 279.36 046528
[-060800970 WESTEKN STATES EQUIFMENT CO Kk 5/20/201% 162.9%6 0469241
I-060701133 WESTERN STATES EQUIPMENT CO R 5/20/2015 503.00 046928
I-06083014C6 WESTEEN STATES EQUIPMENT CO R 5/20/201% 1,907.80 046928
I-060801770 WESTERN STATES EQUIPMENT CO R 5/20/2015 48.174 046928
I-060802461 WESTERN STATES EQUIPMENT CO R 5/20/2015% 452.2 046928
I-060802805 WESTERN STATES EQUIPMENT CO R 5/20/2015 527.8% 046928
T-060802938 WESTERN STATES EQUIPMENT CO R 5/20/2015 635.50 046928
I[-060R02V39 WESTERN STATES EQUIFMENT CO R 5/20/2015 1,776.35 046928
I-060403110 WESTEPN STATE3S EQUIFMENT CO R &5/70/2015 157.80 046928
1-0608025135 WESTERN STATES EQUIPMENT CO R 5/20/2015 349.22 046928 12,572.50
3204 CHRISTOPHER M YRIARTE
I-TAX OVER PMYT 2015 CHRISTOFPHER M YRIAKRTE R 5/20/2015 321.97 046929 321.97
** BANK TOTALS * 7 NO# DISCOUNTS CHECK AMT TOTAL APPLIED
REGULAP CHECKS: 86 0.00 596,570.75 596,570.75
HANDWRITTEN CHECKS: 0 0.00 0.00 0.10
PRE-WRITE CHECKS: 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
URAFTS: 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
VOID CHECKS: 21 0.00 0.00 Q.00
NON CHECKS: 0 0.00 0.00 n.00
CORRECTIONS: 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
BANK TOTALS: 107 0.00 596,570.75 596,570.75
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5/20/20185 10:58 AM DIRECT PArABLES CHECK FEGISTER PAGE: 10
PACKET: 00573 AP 5-20-15

~

VENDOR SET: 01 HARNEY COUNTY
BANK: ALL
** KEGISTER GRAND TOTALS *
** TOTALS& *+ * NO# DISCOUNTS CHECK AMT TOTAL APPLIED
REGULAR CHECKS: 86 0.00 596,570.75 566,570,775
HANDWRITTEN CHECKS: 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
FRE-WRITE CHECKS: 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
DRAFTS: ¢l 0.00 0.00 0.00
VOID CHECKS: 21 0.00 0.00 0.00
NON CHECKS: U 0.00 0.00 0.00
CORRECTIONS: a 0.00 0.00 0.00
REGISTER TOTALS: 107 0.00 596,570.75% 596,570.75

** POSTING PERIOLD RECAP **

FTIND PERIOD AMOINT
1n1 572015 36,587.05CR
N2 /2015 49,822.28CR
04 5/2015 25.00CR
207 5/2015 ,222.44CR
o1z 5/2015 1,112.54CR
213 5/2015 46.45CR
214 5/2015 1,676.07CR
po 5/2015 21,04€.45CR
251 5/2015 6, 298.75CR
282 5/201% 2,124 ,08CR
256 5/7015 474,000.00CK
401 5/2015 270.00CR
6al 5/2015 333.64CR




5/20/2015 2:27 PM A/P Direct Item EFT Register PAGE: 1
PACKET: 09580 MAY 20 EFT
VENDOR SET: Ol HARNEY COUNTY
SEQUENCE : ALPHABETIC
DUE TO/FROM ACCOUNTS SUPPRESSED
ITM DATE GROSS P.O. #
——————— ID~-————~ BANK CODE ——----~——-DESCRIPTION--————~—- DISCOUNT G/L ACCOUNT —--ACCOUNT NAME-- DISTRIBUTION
01-0356 MELANIE ARNTZ
I-6-13-15 5/13/2015 MELANIE ARNTZ 300.00 B o
APEFT CK# 990999 5/20/2015 1099: 1
MELANIE ARNTZC 101 5-0143431 PROFESSIONAL SE 300.00
——= VENMOR TOTALS === 200.00
01-0066  C&B SANITARY SEKVICE INC
T-APRIL 2015 FATR 4/24/2015 ACTH#10918 i 205.75 ) B -
APEFT CK# 999099 5/20/2015 1099: N
ACT#10918 52 5-0513630 GARBAGE 205,75
——= VENDOR TOTALS === 205.75
01-0252  HARNEY CO SENIOR & COMMINITY 3
B I-5-6-15 SMITH HEAT —5/06/J015 HARNEY CO SENIOK & CO&MUNTTY 2,050.00 ) o - T
APEFT CK# 999999 5/70/0015 1099: N
HARNEY CO SEHIOR & COMMUNITY S 101 5-0353715 REPAIR & MAINTE 550.00
HARNEY CO SENIOR & COMMUNITY & 101 5-0352352 VEHICLES-REPAIR 2,500.00
I-MAY 0215 TRAVEL /06,2015 HARNE{ £O SENIOR & COMMUNITY 149.10 B
APEFT CK# 999999 5/20/0015 1099: N
HARNEY CO SENIOR & COMMUNITY S 101 5-0353311 LODGING, MEALS 149.10
=== VENDOR TOTALS === 3,199.10
01-2902 PARKER HETHERWICK
" T-MAY 2015 TRAINING 5/19/2015 DARKER HETHERWLCK 29.12 B
APEFT CK# 999999  5/20/2015 1099: K
PARKER HETHERWICHK 101 5-001210% DRUG DOUG EXPENS .9.12
=== VEIDIMR TOTALS === 20,12
01-C211R TAMAPA JOHNSTONM
T I-BATTERIES 5/06/2015 TAMAEA JOHNSTON - 13.99
APEET CK# 999999 5/20/2015 1069: X
TAMARA JOHNSTON 101 5-0032110 STATIONERY & OF 13.99
I-MAY 2015 B 5/06/2015 TAMARA JOHNSTON 77.70 T
APEFT CK# 999999 5/00/2015 1099: N
TAMARE JOHNSTON 101 5-0032433 ELECTION COST 17.70

VENDOR TOTAL

[&]
I

91.6

w



5/20/°Q1%  Z:2] PM A/P Direct Ttem EFT Register PAGE : 2
FACKET: OuLg0 MAY 20 EFT

VENDOR SET: 01 HAKRNEY COUNTY

SEQUENCE : ALPHABETIC

DUk TO/FFOM ACCOUNTS SUFPRESSED

IT™ DATE GROSS F.O. #
——————— ID~—mmom e BANK CODE ~—---—~--DESCRIPTLON-~—-———~— DISCOUNT — G/L ACCOUNT --ACCCUNT NAME-- DISTRIBUTION
N1-3160  DARBIE KEMPER
I-APFIL 2015 ERTLNL 5/19/02015 [ARBIE KEMPER 309.98 B i
APEFT CK# 195450 5/20/2015 1099: 1
DAKBIE KEMPER 101 5-0143311 LODGING, MEALS 309,48
——= VENLOR TOTALS —== 309.98
01-27202  VIRGINIA LOPEZ
I-REIMB FOR TRAVEL 4 5/190/2015 VIRGINIA LUPEZ - 262.18 T
APEFT CK# ¥99999  5/20/0015 1099: N
VIRGINIA LOPEZ 618 5-0187075 REIMBURSED ITEM 267, 1%
=== VENDOR TOTALS =-= 262.18
N1-1535 BRANDON MCMULLE!D
© 1-4-20-15 SAGE GROUS 5/06/0015 BRANLON MCMOLLEN 150.15 N T -
APEFT CK# 999999 L/20/2018 1002: N
BRANDON MCMULLEN 101 5-0403311 LODGING, MEALS 150.15
=== VENDOR TOTALS === 150.15
01-0132 MICPOSOFT CORFORATION
I-ECS0011ZEF ) 5/20/2015% MICROSUET CORPORATION | i ss1.00
APEET CKE 999999 5/00/0015 1099: N
MICROSOET (OREORATION 101 5-0253431 EOT WIRELESS CO 551,00
=== YENDOR TOTALS === 581.00
01-3132 WANDA JOY STEVENS
I-APRIL 015 T 4/30/2015 WANDA JOY STEVENS 215.90 ) ) T
AFEFT CK# 0999943 5/20/2015 1099: 1
WANDA JOC STEVENS 251 5-0513437 THERAPIST CONTR 215.90
=== VENDOR TOTALS == 215.%0

~== PACKET TOTALS === 5,344.87



57:0/2Q15  Z2:27 FM
PACKET: 00580 MAY 20 EFT
VENDOR SET: 01  HARNET COUNTY
SEQUENCE  : ALFHABRETIC

LIE TO/FROM ACCOUNTS SUPPRESSED

A/E Direct Item EFT Register

** TOTALZS *

*

PAGE :

3

INVOICE TOTALS 5,344.37
DEBIT MEMO TOTALS 0.00
CREDIT MEMO TOTALS 0.00
BATCH TOTALS 5,344.87
**  G/L ACCOUNT TOTALS **
=========LINE ITEM === s== SGROUP BULGET======
AMNNUAL BUDGET OVER ANNUAL BIIDGET OVER
BANK YEAR ACCOUNT NAME AMOUNT BUDGET AVAILABLE BUDG BUDGET AVAILABLE BUDG
2014-2015 101-5-0012108 DRUG DOG EY.PENSES 20,12 5,000 2,272.69
101-5-0032110 STATIONERY & OFFICE G3UPP 13.99 2,000 1,108.73
101-5-0032433 ELECTION COST 77.70 25,000 12,456.87
101-5-0143311 LODGING, MEALS & TKAVEL 309.98 9,200 3,812.28
101-5-0143131 PROFESSINNAL SERVICES 200.00 27,000 13,485.96
101-5-0253431 EOT WIRELESS CONTRACT 531.00 7,200 5,755.09- Y
101-5-0352352 VEHICLES-REPAIRS & SUFPPL 2,500.00 2,500 0.00
101-5-0352311 LODGINGG, MEALS & TRAVEL 149,10 1,800 171.061
101-5-035371% KEPAIR & MAINTENANCE-BUI 550.00 1,000 0.00
101-5-0403311 LODGING, MEALS & TRAVEL 150.15 1,250 502.55
101-6-1002000 AP (DUE TO FPCOL CAGH) 4,661.04-*
251-5-0513437 THEFPAPIST CONTRACT/MSIN ”15.90 5,500 234.87
251-6-1002000 AP (DITE TO FOOL CASH) 215.90-+
252-5-051363N GAKBAGE 205.75 3,200 217.75
252-6-1002000 AP (DUE TO POOL CASH) 205.75-+
A1B-5-0187075 REIMEURSED ITEMS AND REF 262.18 0 27,506.83- Y
615-6-1002000 AP (DUE 10 POOL CASH) 262.18-*
996-1-1001101 DUE FROM GENERAL FUND 4,661.04 *
995-1-100125 DUE FROM HOME HLTH/HOSPI 215.60 *
899-1-1001052 DUE FROM HARNEy €O FAIK 205.75 ¢
999-1-1001¢6l18 DUE FROM TREASURER KREVOL 262.18 *
** 2014-2015 YEAR TOTALS 5,344.87

0000 ERRORS

* END

TOTAL ERRORS:

0000 WARNINGS

OF REDPORT **

0

TOTAL WARNINGS: 0



