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M E M O R A N D U M 
 
To:  Legislative Counsel Bureau   Date: March 12, 2014 
 
From:  Tony Wasley, Secretary, Board of Wildlife Commissioners 
 
Subject: Informational statement relating to Commission General Regulation No. 443 

(LCB File No. R141-13) - as required by Chapter 233B.066. 
 
1. A clear and concise explanation of the need for the adopted regulation. 
 

This regulation formalizes the use of grants as a means to provide funding to partners for 
wildlife conservation and boating projects.  Primarily these are on the ground projects such 
has habitat restoration or boating infrastructure as well as wildlife research.   

  
2. Description of how public comment was solicited, a summary of public response, and 

an explanation of how other interested persons may obtain a copy of the summary. 
 
The regulation was presented and approved at the January 31-February 1 meeting of the 
Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners in Las Vegas.  It was publically noticed as an 
agenda item for that meeting and the item was considered by the County Advisory Boards 
to Manage Wildlife, who also held public meetings.  The document was posted on 
NDOW’s website and public comments were solicited at the January 31-February 1 
meeting prior to Commission approval.  A video recording of all public comment from the 
January 31, 2014 NBWC workshop and February 1, 2014 NBWC meeting will be posted 
at: http://www.ndow.org/Public_Meetings/Commission/Archive/ 
 

3. The number of persons who: 
(a) Attended each hearing: 19 Workshop 20 Hearing 
(b) Testified at each hearing:  _0___ Workshop __3__ Hearing 
(c) Submitted written comments:  ___1__ Public Comment __0___ 
 

4. For each person identified in paragraphs (b) and (c) of number 3 above, the following 
information if provided to the agency conducting the hearing: 
 
(a) Name; Paul R. Dixon 
(b) Telephone number; (505) – 699-1744 
(c) Business address; 9445 Grenville Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada  89134 



(d) Business telephone number;  
(e) Electronic mail address; and MLDPRD24@yahoo.com 
(f) Name of entity or organization represented.  Clark County Advisory Board Member  
 
(a) Name; Rique Robb 
(b) Telephone number; N/A 
(c) Business address; 165 Edgewater Parkway 
(d) Business telephone number; N/A 
(e) Electronic mail address; and N/A 
(f) Name of entity or organization represented.  Member of the public 
 

5. A description of how comment was solicited from affected businesses, a summary of 
their response and an explanation of how other interested persons may obtain a copy 
of the summary.  
   
Comment was solicited in the same manner as described in number 2 above.  No comments 
were received from any business during that process.  The grants under this regulation will 
be made primarily to governments or private non-profit organizations.  A granting process 
is simpler and less time consuming for the recipient than the alternative state contracting 
process.  Organizations and businesses often decline to work with the department due to the 
burdens imposed by the state model contract and contracting process. 
 

6. If the regulation was adopted without changing any part of the proposed regulation, a 
summary of the reasons for adopting the regulation without change. 
 
There was no public comment received opposing the regulation.  The Washoe County 
Citizens Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife provided input to make a small change to the 
regulation to refer to 401C-3 corporations instead of non-profits.  That was discussed and 
the Commission agreed with Department recommendation to keep the language as is.   
 

7. The estimated economic effect of the regulation on the business which it is to regulate 
and on the public.   
(a) Estimated economic effect on the businesses which they are to regulate. 
 
There is zero economic effect on the businesses which they are to regulate.  This regulation 
provides an alternative to entering into a state contract for governmental entities and private 
non-profits to participate in achieving NDOW program goals.   
  
(b) Estimated economic effect on the public which they are to regulate. 
 
There is zero economic effect on the public which they are to regulate.  This regulation 
provides and alternative to entering into a state contract for governmental entities and 
private non-profits to participate in achieving NDOW program goals.  It would have no 
direct impact on the public.   
 
 



8.  The estimated cost to the agency for enforcement of the proposed regulation:   
 
There is no additive cost to the agency to enforce the proposed regulation.  The department 
already has existing staff to manage both contracts and grants.  This provides an alternative 
to existing contracting processes.   
 

9. A description of any regulations of other State or governmental agencies which the 
regulation overlaps or duplicates and a statement explaining why the duplication or 
overlap is necessary.  If the regulation overlaps or duplicates a federal regulation, the 
name of the regulating federal agency.  

 
There are no known regulations of any other State or governmental agencies which this 
regulation overlaps or duplicates.  

  
10. If the regulation includes provisions that are more stringent than a federal regulation 

that regulates the same activity, a summary of such provisions.   
 

This regulation is not more stringent than a federal regulation that regulates the same 
activity.   

 
11. If the regulation provides a new fee or increases an existing fee, the total annual 

amount the agency expects to collect and the manner in which the money will be used.   
 
This regulation does not address any fees.   

 
 
           /s/      
              Tony Wasley, Secretary 
          Board of Wildlife Commissioners 


