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H BE IT REMEMBERED that on Tuesday, November 29,
z 2005, commencing at the hour of 7:006 pv.mn., at the
3 CLARION HCTEL, Sacramento, Callifornia, before me,

N

thand Reporter,

Ui
O
i
¢t

4 JENNIFER SCHUMACHER, a Certified

5 the Public Hearing is as follows:
6 --0olo--

7 MR, AMME: Well, welcome. We didn't have a lot
8 cf people shew up here tonight, but we'll be kind of
9 informal. I'"m Brian Amme, the project manager for this

16 proiect that we'we been working on for about four vears

11 now on hazardous fuels reduction and herbicides and
iz weed invasions and things like that. Just released the

13 draft EIS, and I welccome you Bill and Bill here. S0 we

14 got the two Bills here. We know vou by first names.

15 That's great, We taiked to vou on the phone.

16 The housekeeping information is the bathrooms
17 are right out the door down There, and Tthe lounge 1is
18 right over there. Mavbe that's where we ought to hold

19 this meeting.

20 L few introductions I'11 make today. Gina Ramos
2% is the co~-feam lead on this profect. She's the senior
22 weed specialist back in Washington, D.C. for the BLM.
23 2o anyihing weed-wise fovy tThe natlon she's in charge of
24 that. Stuart Paulus is our proiect manager from ENSR
25 Internaticonal, a third party contractor who has also

BARRCN & RICH, 77% University, Sacramento, CA 916/827-0543 2



1 helped us put this EIS project together. He's dcne a
2 great Job. Bud Cribley is the division chief for Range
3 Rescurces back in Washington, D.C. And we have a few
4 distinguished guests from the California cffice and
5 other places. I think you met Carl Gossard from Oregon
6 Washington Rescurce Divisionrn. What was vour --
7 MR. GOSSARD: Assistant director of fire
3 operations.
9 MR. AMME: Assistant director of fire
10 operations., Sounds pretty impressive actually. Tony
11 Danna, I believe, deputy state director for resources
12z here in California state office. Great guy. Who else
13 do we have? Tom Podoshik, well horse program. Another
i4 great guy. Used to live in Carscon City, Reno. Diana
15 Brink, who is vyour California state office weed
i6 speclialist here. Carcl Spurrier, endangered species
E biclogist from the Washington office. nd introduce
18 vourself, piease.
19 MR. DEARING: John Dearing, external affairs.
20 ME. AMME: And another person?
21 M5, COSONA: Kris Ann Cosana {ph). I'm a fuel
22 manadgement specialist for Folson
23 ME. CARVE Ckay, Bill, we're way in over our
24 heads.
25 ME. AMME: We have a brief Power Foint
BARRON & RICH, 775 University, Szcramento, CA 916/927-0543 4
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presentation that Stuart will put on and then Gina

Ramos will take it over as the hearing officer if
there's any oral comments vou want to make on the

project, we truly welcome it. And we have cur

51

distinguished court reporter tce take down any

information that you provide for us, which I doen't know

Your name.,

5ir, btake 1t away.

MR. PAULUS: Thank you. I want to thank vyou for

coming tonight tco the public hearing on tThe BLM

50
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Vegetation Treatments Programmatic E£IS and

)
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ot

Environmental Report for

As we go along vou will see a different situation

.5, and Alaska.

We

might have iIn some cases where we not only have EIS but

Environmental Repocrt was prepared.
The purpose ©f the hearing tonighit is

three—-fold. One, to help vou understand the BLM

proposal To ftrealt up to © miliion acres annually in the

&3

Western U.5., including Alaska. We also want to

most importantly, we're here fo zsoliclt comments from

the public, from vou, on Che issuess of concern thait vou
Pag % - . 3 % 1 T 4 e e Ji 4 4 4 Fa el e T
feel should have bheen addressed in the EIS and the ER,

+

o

S0 again, that's probabply

‘ el e o e +
Lo rmporTant reason Lor
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this hearing.

was founded in 1946 with

The BLM

serving current and future publics and restoring and
maintaining the health of land. Pretty simple goal,

but pretty important. The BLM administers nearly 282

million acres of surface land and about 700 million

acres of subsurface mineral lands. Nearly all the

surface lands are in the Western U.S., including
Alaska. Shown on this slide you can see the bulk of

the acres right here in the central portion of the

Western U.3., and although it deoesn't look like a lot
in Alaska, in fact, about 81 million acres are in
Alaska. Se almost a third of the acres are found in
Alaska, although 1t doesn't look like 1t from this map.
What is the BLM proposing to do and why? As I
menticned before, the primary obiective is to treat up

to € million acres annually in the Western U.S.,
including Alaska, using five primary fTreatnent methods:

19 Manual methods, mechanical methods, biclogical control

26 methods, prescribed fire and the use of herbicides.

21 Right now the BLM is btreatbting aboui ftwo million acres

22 annually, so we're locxing at about three-fold increase

23 in the number of acres treated annually

24 The reason the BLM feels they need to 4o this

25 is, one, to reduce the hazardous fuel loads to reduce
BARRON & RICH, 775 University, Sacramento, CA S16/927-0343 &
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The risk of wild fires. Due to fire exclusion

practices over tThe last several decades, since the
eariy 1800s, maybe late 1800s, fire excluding has lead
to the increase of hazardous fuels and forest and range

lands and has lead to some of the incredible and severe
wild fires we'wve had in the last decade or so.

Ancther major objective is to remove and control
the weed populatiocon. It's estimated the weed
population has grown about four-folds in the last 15
years. So anything that can be done to try and get on
top of this problem would be much welcomed. Right now
the current level of treatment is not obviously keeping
the weeds under control.

Two other major gocals: Cne, to restocre and
rehabilitating damaged lands, especially those damaged
in the last several decades by wild fires, and also
probably the overarching goal, to improve eco system

health, improve the water and improve the land for fish

and wildlife,.

This is just a guick overview of the different
methods. Mechanical, use of large equipment such as

tractor, bush hogs, mowers, and generall

- . - . 3 = — - - ok or = e b -y T o
hazardous fuels, in some cases mayvbe control, mainl-
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prescribed burn plan in place allowing nature and

natural fire te burn an area. That's especially common
up in Alaska. Chemical or the use of herbicides. Here
we're using a helicopter in one picture and also an ATV

to treat weeds.

treatments are going to be actua
this state. Biclogical control

As we'll discuss 1

chemical

1ilv rather uncommon in
is the use o0 domestic

animals to centain vegebtation or mavbe use of insects

5
.

or pathogens Lo

some goats along this

vegetation. And finally, manual

also control vegetatiocon.

Here we have

creek that are containing

controel methods.

Here's a person using a chain saw, can also be using a
hoe, shovel, axe, basically manual tools. Soc those are
the five primary methods of treatment.

In addition fTo ftreating 6 million acres there
re alsc other important obljectives of the EIS and the
BLM's proposal. The first one is the BLM is also

=1
Ll s

EI5 the need

o

n

[

evaiuatilin

g

or evaiunating four new

159 herbicides they would like to use; diflufenzopyr,
20 diguat, fluridone and imazapic. Diguat and fluridone
21 are primarily aquatic herbicides. While imazapic and
22 difivfenzopyr are used in feyregtrial situatrions. In
23 addition, the BLM wanted f£o develop a protocol fo
24 evaluate the risks of using herbicides that may be
25 deveioped In the Ifuture.

BARRON & RICH, 775 University, Sacramento, CA 916/927-0543 8§




1 Right now we spent time to evaluate these four

2 that are listed up here. As we went through that

3 process, and in fact, you might say this whole process

4 started four or five years ago, what's taking so long.

5 Well, a lot of the tTime was spent coming up with a

6 protocol that a number of agencies can live with and

7 agree to and felt that it was best of sciences to

8 evaluate the risk of using these different herbicides,

9 the risk to humans, plants and animals, and also then

10 to develop a protocol that BLM can use in the future.

11 So this protocol would not only have to be

12 scientifically c¢redible, they would alszo have to follow

13 NEPA, National Envircnmental Policy Act requirements in

14 assessing the risks of these chemicals, and they would

15 also have to make sure these chemicals were registered

16 with the EPA and also in the State of California before

17 they could use them.

18 The role of the Frogrammatic EIS. Federal

18 agenciles are reguired to prepare an EIS, an action or

20 proposed actlion has the potential for significant

21 environmental impact. When vou think of the use of

Z2 dJerbicides in particular, vou think of the potential

23 for significant environmental impact. Thius, the use of

24 herbicides was really the primary issue of controversy

25 and was identified through scoping and is *he Crimary
BARRON & RICH, 775 University, Sacramento, CA $16/927-0543 g
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driving factor for this EIS and alsce earlier EISs done
by the BLM in the late 1980s and early 19%0s. Thus,
the PIS or the Programmatic 1s analyzing the effects on

the national and sccial resources of using herbicides

"

5

the BLM 1is currently available to usge and also the four

new herbicides thaft the:

—
o3

701 1ike to use.

h
-

Five alternatives were considered in EIS, or
four in addition to the one that the BLM would like to
use . The first alternative that was considered, the
Programmatic EIS is basically just to continue present
herkbicide use or the no action alternative. Western
wide right now the BLM through earlier EISs 18 allowed
to use herbicides in 14 states. They are alsc allowed
to use 20 different nerbicides under Alternative A.
Under Alternative B things change a little bit. This
i a preferred alternative. Under the preferred
alternative, you can see there, the BLM would now be

tes. We picked

N

able to use herbicides in 17 western st

that weren't covered

181
3

up Alaska, Texas, and Nebraske

b

rlier; however, they wouldn't be able to use all 20

&

re

herpicides., Aboult six o0f the 20 herbicides the BLM
currently has avalilable to them to use they really

i T o oo e oot
e lasit saven

cr eldght vears. And thus, the intent under Alternative
=
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unliess they do a risk assessment to determine if those
herbicides are worth using in the future. Buit under
the current Ailternative B they would nct use those six
herpicides. They would be able toe use the four new
herbicides. So we went from 20, lost six, down to 14,
now we nhave four more, so now we're up to 18
herbicides. Alfternative C, no use of herbicides. We
alaso looked at an alternative where the BLM would not
use herbigides, what were the pros and cons of that
alternative. Alfernative D dces not allow aerial
spraving of herbicides. The idea here was that 1if
herbicides are applied near the boundary of public
lands, of BLM administered lands, there’s a potential
for the herbicides to darift off the land. We 1f deon't
have aerial spraving, vyvou don't have the potential of
drifting off public lands or even to other areas even
cn public land where vou don't want the spray fto occur.

e last alternative 1s an

e

And finally, ©
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1 their main objectives was to restrict or eliminate the
2 use of ecydolactic inhibiting herbicides. These are

3 herbicides that are very potent and when they drift off
4 of the area where you're treating, they can cause

5 substantial damage to vegetaticn. So they are

3 concerned about that especially drifting inte crop

7 lands and other agricultural lands where you don't want
g the herbicides. The ones that would not be allowed

5 would be chlorsulfuron, imazapyr, metsulfuron methyl,
10 and sulfometuron methyl. Those are the four that BLM
11 currently has available to them. And if we are looking
12 at tne new ones Lhat the BLM Is interesting in using,
13 imazapic would alsc not be allowed under Alternative 1.
14 However, under Alternative B the BLM would be able to
15 use tThe other three herbicides.

16 Some of you mav be asking the guestion to

17 yoursell, well, the BLM has been treating vegetation

is for years, and didn't we kind of go through this

19 process about 15 years ago or so In fact, that is the
20 case. The BLM has been treating vegetation since 1ts
21 inception in the '40s. And in fact, the BLM also

22 prepared a number of EISs, four to be exact, back in
23 the late 19807's and early 19%90%'s, Howevey, those EISs
Z4& were more reglon specific. One BIS, Tthe 13 state RIS
25 actually covered 13 states, so it covered a fairly good

BARRON & RICH, 775 University, Sacramento, CA 916/427-0543 17
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chunk of the Western U.S. The northwest EIS, there was
a western Washington EIS, and also a California ETS.
Again, specific to regions. And as you will note up
there, no Alaska, no Nebraska, no Texas. They werse not
covered in the earlier EISs, so they are being covered
in this one. Also, under those EISs only about 500,000
acres were allowed to be treated. Singe then there
have been number of rules and regulations that have
allowed a lot of restoration and fire rehabilitation
which added about ancther 1.5 million acres. In total
the BLM is really only allowed to treat abeout 2 million

acres annually. 5o right now we're looking at going to

6 milliion acres. So these EISs Jdust don't give us the

number of acres we need to treat based on current
projections. And as I mentioned before, these earlier
EISs did not cover Alaska, Nebraska, and Texas. And
they also didn't evaluate the new herbicides. They
evaluated abcut 22 herbicides during those preparations

of EIS, which we can use 20 today.

o

In addition to an EIS we also prepared a

Programmatic ER. And you either received the hard

copies or loocked at them out front There's actually
1 3 o w P % ey ~ T =
two vcoclumes cf the EIS, the main body of the EIS and

then all the appendices. There's a Programmatic EER,

v 1 £ sEn A T B
sallf which They alzo include

& RICH, 775 University, Sacramento, CA 916/927-0543 13
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the appendices.
bicleogical assessment
these documents.

you've goltfen

you'll also
guesstimate

prepared in

assessments

the plants and animals are on

CD. So the

And I've actuaily put a copy of the

et

hat was alsc done

in support of

[

It's one volume by itsel And if

a copy of the CD or gone on the web site,

see there's probablvy I'm going fTo just

maybe another 20 other documents that were

support of the EIS and the ER, all the risk

that were done to evaluate the risks for

the web site or on the

hard copies that you see out front are only

a small chunk of what was actually developed in sort of

this project
The Programmatic ER was

look at what the impacts

basically developed to

are for the other tftreatment

methods, manual, mechanical, biclcocgical, and prescribed
fire. So you see more discussion let's say of air
gquality impacts from fire that you're not going to see

as much of in the herbicides. Although, obviously we
looked at the impacts of herbicides drift on air
guaiity The BLM in consulfatlion with the CEQ, the

ouncii of Envirconmental Quality, came to the decision
or the conclusion that the BELM really wasn't making any
decisions as they relate to the other freatment
methods, and thus, they did not need to do an BIS faor
the orther treabtment methods Howasver, we did fesl to

& RICH, 77% University, Sacramente, CA 916/927-0543 14
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adequately do a cumulative effect analysis for Lhe
Environmental Impach Statement, we needed to look at
the effects of the other treatment methods. Also,
during our work with the U.S., Fish and Wildlife Service
and the National Marine Fishery Service to evaluate
risks to threatening endangered species, we also felt
that this same 1nformation was needed. They especially
wanted to see what are the effects not only of the
herbicide treatments or some of the other things you're
doing, threatening endangered species, kind of how they
all work tcgether and how might the impact of zpecies
be concerned. So that was the other major reason for
doing the envirvnmental report, the cumulative effest
analysis and also for the Fish and Wildlife Service and
the National Marine Fishery Service.

What 1s the importance of each treatment method
under the preferred alternative? I'll give vou numbers

re going to show -- this doesn't

for California that w

¢

even reflect what might go on in California. You might
say where dees the & miilion acres come from, and

obvicusly the numbers I'm going to discuss here in ‘Just

a minute. Ahen we first gtarted fTnils prodect back in
early -- we actually started 1%t in ilate 2001 when we
had the notice of the EIS. We had public scoping
meeTlingsg in early . We spent aboul the naxt two

et
1933

5 University, Sacramento, CA 916/827-05423




1 years or so actually working with the Environmental

2 Protection Agency, the NatTiconal Marine Fishery Service
3 and the U.S5. Fish and Wildlife Service tc prepare the

4 risk assessments, so we weren't goofing off those past
5 two to three years, at least not all the time. There

6 was some work getting done during that pericd.

7 But as part cf that we went ocut to all the field

8 offices for the BLM. We asked them what do vyou plan to

9 treat for the next zero to three years, and what do you

i0 plan to treat three to ten years out. Fach office gave
11 us varying levels of data. But we asked them for
12 vegetation type, locatlion, eco reglion, treatment

13 method, types of equipment use. And the offices sent

14 all that back. And we locked at that, and basically
15 looking at that information we were able to decide

where over the Western U.S., what different methods,

ok
o

17 and how important that would be, and through that came
18 up with an estimate of 6 million acres annually what

1% they would like to treaat.

20 Now, these graphs here show treatment

21 percentages for the Western U.S. for fthe whole, then
22 I711 discuss California. It's actually pretty

23 from this. The old
<4 IS 1is kind of rezally what the acres are and how the
25 BLM i3 treating land right now in ferms of the
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The second one, kind of the new LIS would be 1f
the BLM was able fo implement the preferred
aiternative. Again, fairly different increase 1in
mechanical, also a little bit of an increase in
prescribed fire. Use c¢f herbicides on a percentage
basis stays about the same. Bioclogical control and
manual actually drop western wide.

Now let me tell vou what's going on in
California because this is pretty interesting.
California under the preferred alternative 75 percent
of acres will be treated using biclogical control, so
very high number in this state. I would say a good
chunk between Meontana and California, California has a

lot of bioleogical control. In Terms of herbicides

B - [ IRy SN - FAE
they are £35,udy acres treated in the
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percent. 5o very small amcunt Lthere. FPrescribed

fire -- veah, prescribed fire is probably asbout seven
or elght percent, and mechanical is about 10 percent of
acres under the preferred alternaitive. 530 again,
biclogical control you can see not terribly important
in the west, very important in California.

20 where do we dgo from here? As I mentioned, we
had the scoping meetings way back in 2002. We worked
on the risk assessments, prepared the draft EIS that
came out, was released to the public on November 10th,
2005. We're having public comments meetings right now
over the next three weeks. This 1s Lhe second meeting.
We had one last night in Portland. Tomorrow night will
be 1in Salt Lake City, basically covering the Western
U.5. with these meetings. And from that we will gather
comments from the public and use those to prepare the
final EIS, which we hope to have available sometime in
spring ci 2006. Public review of the final EIS will be
at least 30 days, and you can provide comments in the
final EIS. And that should be occurring scmetime in

o o
il .
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zo have

o
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early summer of 2006. Right now the int

peling final EIS review period, and then the Record of
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Which gets us toe, well, how can you help us?
First thing we ask because we learned from the people
that came fo Portland that most of them read the
executive summary and hadn't gotten much farther than
that. Maybe the way it was written they fell asleep
after that, I don't know. But you have plenty of time
to review the documents. Either -- if you want a hard
copy, ask Brian. He has some that he's trying to get
cut of hisg office and make some space on his floor.
Those people that ask for it we sent out a request for

_“= o

mailings. Those people that asked for it got cne.
There are CDs out front. Keep in mind it's a two CD
set. Sc one has the EIS and also has the Environment
Repcrt, and the other one has a lot of appendices and
supporting information, biological assessment. If vou

grab a CD, make sure vou get twe different CDs. You

can also go to the web site, www.blim.gov. That will

e}

take you to the web site. At least as of a few days

£

ago there was an lcon on the web site there, vegetation
treatment, click on that. T's pretty easy to
understand the web site. The only thing some pecple

don't realize there was an EIS and ER, so make sure Yo

T Y ey % R T = T S e - P L e}
tollow the directions and get you in the rignt

Py P R S PR T in § 3
Once VOU T Ve Kind of gone ¢oveyr tThe a.zfj{,iil’&@ﬂ?:, wWe O
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i like vou to provide your comments on issues of concern
2 that vou felt could have been better addressed in the

EIS and ER. And also, 1f vou have any alfternatives and

LAl

4 ways that the BLM can treat land better using

5 herbicides or the other treatment methods. We provided

6 out front a form here that vou can write vour comments
7 on or you can a.rso send them, and I'11l give you the

3 information where you can send your comments. But 1if
9 you want to, 1f you send in this form, also 1f vou'd
10 like to be on the mailing list, leave this with us.

11 And 1if veu'd like to receilve a copy of the final EIS,

12 Fill this out and send it to us or send an £ Malil to
13 Brian. And also, again, you can also give your
14 comments after I'm done. We'll have a court reporter

15 here to record vour comments., Again, as I mentioned,

16 the last bullet item 1f you'd like to be on the mailing
17 list let us know that.

14 Where can you send your comments? If you picked
14 up the freguently asked gquesticns little handout, go

20 down toe aboul the lasht page, page 2 to bhe exach --

21 welli, 9 and 19 has the same information. It will tell
22 vyou where Lo mail it.  You can maill it o Brian Amme.

23

24

25 up there. Or 1f you want fto B Mail it fo hin

o

BARRON & RICH, 775 University, Sacramento, CA 916/927-0543 20
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like me sometimes when

s
2]
-

to vegels@nv.blm.gov. I

I send things to BLM, the state initials in

front of 1t, it doesn't work. So if it's bouncing
back, try this, and it should get to vou.

MR. AMME: It seems to be working.

MR. PAULUS: Okay Especially to Alaska if I
send something up there if bounces right back. So
that's all I have. Thank you for your time. I'11 go

ahead and leave this up for a few minutes so you can

write 1t down. And again, it's also in the little

handout there. And you have until January 9th to send

comments, so you have plenty of time over the holidays.

If you get tired of Christmas shopping, sit down,

snuggle up with the EIS and read to your heart's

content. Thank vou very much.

M&5. RAMCS: Well, Stuart has already provided

the presentation of what we are doing with the proposed

EIS and the Environmental Report. ig the time

when we go into the formal hearing and the time that we
invite the public to provide comments, “ust as Stuart
suggested. Unlike the open house, this is a formal

nhearing, and we are here fo take cral comments We
won't be answering any guestions, but we will be
sticking arcound after we are done in case you do have
some guestions.

ON & RICH, 7735 University, Sacramentso, CA 916/927-0543 51




1 So I'd like to take this time to invite Bill and

2 Bill to provide any comments either orally, or if you'd
3 like to provide comments, written comments, vou're
4 welcome to do =zo.

wn

MR. PAULUS: And if you do speak, 1if vou could

¥

bt

<) come up to the microphone, 1l turn it cn, give our

7 court reporter your name and affiliation. I don't know
g if you need their address or anything like that.

9 M5. RAMOS: So if you are interested, please

10 come forward.

11 MR. BRANDT: We'll probably do ours in writing.
1z M5 . RAMOS: That's fine,. As Stuart said, we are
13 accepting comments through January Sth, 2006, and vyou
14 can elther submit them by mail, fax, or electronically.
15 MR. CAVE: We'd kind of like to go up to Reno

16 and visit Brian, actually, and spend the night and go
17 to the casinos and have a good time.

18 MR. AMME: More than happy to entertain vou

19 there.

20 MR, CAVE: On BLM, of course.

21 MS. RAMOZ: Well, tThis 1g the second of ten

22 hearings that we will be holding throughout the west.
23 If you know of anvone that 1g not able f£o attend

24 tonight, please suggest that thev provide some comments
25 To us. We look forward to re comments,

BARRON & RICH, 775 University, Sacramento, CA 916/G27-0543 22
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1 MR. CAVE: We would like to make some comment.
2 We're in a situation where we need connectors to things
3 of these type, where we <an actually take the
4 information we receive from this report and from this
5 meeting and any other meeting that we attend, and then
6 apply them to cur situation where we live, And we have
7 a vehicle with which tc apply almost any dirvectiocn that
8 you can think of, including species, and we have plenty
S of species in evidence. We have a regular, almost a
190 small rural government with 3,600 acres and about 3,000
11 people and about 1,000 homes. So there's almost no
1z situation that we're nolt involved in that we can’'t
13 perform some information, apply it and benefit from it.
14 So that's our main reasocon for being here is to get what
15 we can from this meeting, take 1f back with us, read
16 the manual, and Brian was kind enough to send me one
17 last night, which I stayed awake all night reading it.
18 I got through a few pages I think it was and fell scund
19 asleep.
20 But we really do want to do fThat, and that's the
21 only reason we do come tc these things is primarily to
22 taxe something back home with us that can benefit the
23 community we represent, and we do have a fire safe
24 Council, and we are members of The Fire Wise, and we
25 are members of the State Fire Safety alzgo. And
BARRON & RICH, 775 University, Sacramento, CA 916/927-0543 323
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we have probably 30 or 40 pecople who have retired from
organizations like BLM, CEF and on and on and on. And
they are our senior advisors, they are the ones that
keep us on our toes. I'm 82, and I'm talking about

them being seniors.

"y

Ms. RAMOS: Bill, would vou like to provide
formal comments on this point?
MR. AMME: I think that's what he's doing.
MR. PAULUS: Can you identifyv vyourself, Bill®?
MR. CAVE: Bill Cave. Would vou like an
address?
MR. PAULUS: Tell them the town yvou live in.
MR. CAVE: Cool, California. And I live on
Lovers Leap Court. Does that help? But that's what

we're attempting to do because most of us are not

experts in this at all. We've seen fires in cur life,

ot

probably been in small fires ourselves. But when vyou
go and see something like the cedar fire two wesks

after it happened down south, vou suddenly wake up to

w3
fi
G

he message cul fast enough

th

the fact that you can't getl

for defensible space. In ordey To have -- we all know

ok

to have the fire people come in Iin a sa

By

& condition and

3

.
H

rt
o
[o¥]
it

Oor

C
0

Fhy

enpl Lo gave nolb only cur parifticular

-

holdings, but we are sitting right in the middle of a

b
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i But we do have a lot oI potential for doing
2 things in a medel sort of way, and we're learning as
3 fast as we can because ifL's the things that we've seen
4 and what the danger of a fire 1s, not only the danger
5 but the things 1t destroys. And we've talked to people
& who have been in severe traumatic shock over loss, not
7 only loved one in scme cases, but also evervithing that
g they own. I think everybody in this room has probably
9 talked to pecple like that. We just don't want that to
10 happen. So we're all volunteers basically, but we do
11 have a formal authorization to carry out anything that
12 we want to do.
13 MS. RAMOS: Bill, do vou have a comment that
14 yvou'd like to make?
i5 MR. BRANDT: Can't top that. That's well done.
18 MS. RAMGS: Well, considering everyone else 1s a
17 Federal employee, unless you all would like to provide
18 some comments., Otherwise -—- Tom, we know vyou're still
18 there.
20 I'd like to thank vyou all for coming out
21 tonight, and we do have some information available 1if
22 you do want to take some extra CDs home with vou,
Z3 you're welcome to do that and take tThem to other people
24 that couldn™t attend the hearing tenight., And as
25 said, we have other locations in case other people are
BARKON & RICH, 7753 University, Sacraments, Ch 916/927-0543 25
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interested in attending a hearing.

cur gerie

o

Nevada and

of hearings

Washington,

If there are no

close this hearing.

evening.

(

]

He

On

We will conclude

December 13th in Las Vegas,

0.0,

other comments, I'd like to

And thank you all and have a good

iring concluded at 7:

-~cOo-—

40 p.m.)

cramento,
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