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Promoting the wise use of  

all natural resources 

Staff Contact Information:  

Executive Director:                 

Callie Hendrickson                       

callie.districts@gmail.com  

District Manager:                             

Tristan Nielsen                                     

whiterivercd@gmail.com  

Phone: 980.878.9838 

Douglas Creek Board : 

  Pres.: Bill Hume  

  V. Pres.: Terry Smalec  

  Sec/Treas.: Wade Cox 

  Supv.: Scott Robertson  

  Supv.: Ron Reich  

White River Board : 

  Pres.: Margie Joy  

  V. Pres.: Gary Moyer  

  Sec./Treas.: Bill Lake  

  Supv.: Neil Brennan  

  Supv.:  Marc Etchart  
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Inside This Issue:  

Land and Natural Resource Plan and Policies:  The White River and Douglas Creek  

Conservation Districts continue to utilize the Land and 

Natural Resource Plan and Policies (Plan) to provide input 

to federal land management agencies on excess horses, 

BLM Planning Rule revisions, land exchanges, vegetation 

treatments, etc.  We attend the BLM National Environmen-

tal Policy Act (NEPA) weekly meetings, draft letters, sub-

mit written comments, public testimony, hold meetings 

with federal agencies, etc. based on the policies the Rio 

Blanco County citizens finalized in this Plan.  Constituents 

are welcome to contact the District office for copies of our comments on any of theses 

issues. 

The Plan is always available to the public at www.whiterivercd.com . 

What is the purpose of a Conservation District? Since 1937, Conservation Districts have 

represented private landownersõ interests in conservation planning and practices. While 

Conservation Districts are technically considered òlocal governments,ó they fall under 

the statutory guidance of the State. We are political subdivisions of the State of Colora-

do. The authorities, power and structure are contained in the Colorado Revised Stat-

utes, Title 35, Article 70.  

White River and Douglas Creek Conservation Districtõs Mission: To provide guidance 

and technical assistance to encourage and promote the wise use of natural resources 

within the district by private landowners and government land management agencies.  
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Range monitoring, weed mapping and spraying 
project:   

The Districts have a Financial Assistance Agreement 
with BLM to focus on the development and 
implementation of a comprehensive range monitoring 
program and mapping and spraying of noxious weeds 
within the Piceance Basin, primarily in the Piceance East 
Douglas Herd Management Area (PEDHMA).  The 
District contracted with Osborn Industries for data 
collection to help determine and verify what species are 
using the forage at what time of the year.  They have 
been busy spraying different types of weeds such as 
Mullen, Musk Thistle and Knapweed and monitoring 30-
40 ocular estimate transects and 100+ photo points from 
different allotments. 

Sage Grouse:             
The District continues to 
participate as a Cooperat-
ing Agency with BLM on 
the Greater Sage Grouse.  
We provided comment on 
the Northwest Colorado 
Greater Sage Grouse Draft 
Resource Management 

Plan Amendment and Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) requesting the BLM be consistent with the Rio 
Blanco County Land and Natural Resource Plan and Poli-
cy.  Specifically requesting they ensure multiple uses on 
the BLM managed lands and that they strongly consider 
Rio Blanco County customs, culture, and economy.  Dis-
trict staff also attended the Cooperating Agency meeting 
in August reiterating our position.  

Conservation Districtõs Project Involvements 

Excess Horses:  The Districts continue to take an active role at the local, State and National levels regarding the im-
pacts of excess horses on rangeland health that is so critical to rural communities in the ten western states where ñfree-
roamingò horses are protected.  

The BLM White River Field Office, proposed to ñgather all excess wild horses that are outside the designated Pice-
ance-East Douglas Herd Management Area (HMA), including those in the West Douglas area.  The BLM could poten-
tially use all approved gather methods, such as bait-trapping and helicopter drive-trapping.  The BLM estimates the 
current population of wild horses outside the HMA to be 374 wild horses.  The BLM is prioritizing the areas outside 
the HMA, although the population within the HMA is 532 wild horses, well above the established appropriate man-
agement level of between 135 and 235 horses.ò  The Districts submitted comments supporting this gather and remov-
al.  No final decision has been released. 

On the national level, the Districts submitted supporting comments on the BLMôs Spay Feasibility Study that is 
planned in the Burns, Oregon BLM office.  While spaying is not the solution to reducing the current overpopulation of 
horses on the range, it is one of the tools that BLM needs in their toolbox to manage horses on the range if it is proven 
successful without significant death loss.  Unfortunately, CSU had originally been a part of this project but chose to 
withdraw only one week after BLMôs public comment period.  This causes the Districts great concern and we have 
reached out to CSU multiple times to discuss the consequences of their decision.  They have refused to respond to 
date. 

District Board staff provided public comment at the BLMôs Wild Horse and Burro Advisory Board in Salt Lake City, 
UT in October.  Exec. Director, Callie Hendrickson, presented ñManaging Healthy Wild Horses and Burros on 
Healthy Rangelands: Tools and The Toolboxò at the American Assoc. of Equine Practitioners in San Francisco, CA in 
December.   


