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OVERSIGHT HEARING ON THREATS, INTIMI-
DATION AND BULLYING BY FEDERAL LAND
MANAGING AGENCIES, PART II

Thursday, July 24, 2014
U.S. House of Representatives
Subcommittee on Public Lands and Environmental Regulation
Committee on Natural Resources
Washington, DC

The subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 2:05 p.m., in room
1324, Longworth House Office Building, Hon. Doug LaMalfa pre-
siding.

Present: Representatives McClintock, Lummis, Tipton, LaMalfa;
Grijalva, and Garcia.

Also Present: Representatives Pearce and Stewart.

Mr. LAMALFA. The subcommittee will come to order. The Chair-
man notes the presence of a quorum.

Under Committee Rule 4(f), opening statements are limited to
the Chairman and Ranking Member of the Subcommittee so that
we can quickly hear from our witnesses in time today. However, I
ask unanimous consent to include any other Members’ opening
statements in the hearing record if submitted to the Clerk by close
of business today. Hearing no objection, so ordered.

I will also ask unanimous consent that Members not on the sub-
committee or the full committee be allowed to sit at the dais and
take part in the proceedings. Without objection, so ordered.

STATEMENT OF HON. DOUGLAS LAMALFA, A REPRESENTA-
TIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Mr. LAMALFA. Today we have Part II in our oversight series on,
“Threats, Intimidation, and Bullying by Federal Land Management
Agencies.” During Part I of the hearing, the committee heard first-
hand accounts of mistreatment by the hands of Federal officials
seeking to extort the witnesses into relinquishing their property
rights. In the case of one of the witnesses, the Supreme Court, in
Wilkie v. Robbins, said Congress has not provided victims of
Federal bullying a legal recourse to seek a remedy for damages.

In Part II of this hearing, we will hear other accounts of mis-
treatment of American citizens who have been subjected to abusive
behaviors by Federal officials. These firsthand accounts, like those
examined in Part I, will give the victims of abusive conduct by a
Federal land managing official a chance to tell their story to
Congress.

Their testimony will show that status quo agency oversight poli-
cies and procedures are inadequate for addressing or deterring
employee abuses, and may instead embolden overreaching or mali-
cious employee behavior, with little risk of retribution for their
actions.
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In many cases, citizens who refuse to surrender their constitu-
tional rights have been subject to a pattern and practice of threats
and intimidation. Government agencies, through individual and
collective efforts, are actively using land designations and restric-
tions, prompted mainly by radical environmental groups, to curtail
multiple use on Federal lands.

State and local governments have been subjected to threats, lack
of cooperation, and numerous unfair or heavy-handed tactics, which
threaten public safety and threaten the livelihoods of communities,
especially those in public land states. These actions are creating
unnecessary tension with individual citizens, state and local units
of government, and even local law enforcement.

Congressional oversight and legislative solutions are necessary to
provide an effective check on Federal officials who abuse their reg-
ulatory powers. Today’s hearing will continue the committee’s work
to fashion a legislative solution that will give targets of abuse by
Federal land management employees the opportunity to seek a just
remedy.

I am eager to hear the panel of witnesses today, and I hope
Members on both sides of the aisle will listen to their accounts of
what happened to them so we can work together in fashioning our
remedy to these abuses.

I would like now to turn it over to our Ranking Member, Mr.
Grijalva, for his opening statement.

STATEMENT OF HON. RAUL GRIJALVA, A REPRESENTATIVE IN
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO

Mr. GRIJALVA. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I also want to thank
Chairman Bishop for holding this hearing today. As was stated,
this is our second hearing on intimidation and bullying by Federal
land management agencies. But I do not think anyone in this room
wants to simply point fingers or make an unfounded accusation.
The issue should be improving relationships, and that improvement
is a two-way street that requires dialog and partnership, not name-
calling and disengagement.

Unfortunately, like the first hearing on this subject, the adminis-
tration was not invited to testify. We will not be able to hear their
perspective or have them respond directly to the witnesses in order
to find solutions and common ground. Their presence would have
made this a much more useful hearing and better use of this
committee’s time.

Instead, this afternoon will be an echo chamber of complaints
and hand-wringing. We will hear testimony on the range of issues,
from the Endangered Species Act to accusations that the BLM is
turning southern Utah into a police state.

However, I would also like to say that all Federal employees, re-
gardless of rank and position, should have and should uphold a
high standard of professionalism to provide the best possible serv-
ice to the public, and I think we could all agree that the vast ma-
jority act in a professional and courteous manner. Unfortunately,
like any company, organization, or government, there will be in-
stances where employees do not live up to that standard, and they
must be held accountable.
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Today’s hearing will be an opportunity to hear from individuals
who have grievances with the Federal land managers and law en-
forcement personnel. As we hear from today’s witnesses, I think it
is important to remember that these incidents should not be seen
as a reflection of all the public land management agencies and
their employees.

Today’s witnesses will describe disputes they have had with BLM
and the Forest Service over grazing permits, water rights, and law
enforcement, among other issues. Keep in mind, BLM administers
18,000 grazing permits and less 155 million acres, and the Forest
Service administers nearly 8,000 grazing permits on roughly 90
million acres, the vast majority of which are managed without com-
plaints or incidents.

It is the responsibility of the Federal land managing agencies
and their employees to protect the land that is the property of the
entire American people. With such a broad directive, the opinions
on how to do so are endless.

In some of these cases, disagreement in policy is perceived as
overreach of authority, and the land managers who, under law,
carry out the policies are considered threatening and bullying. It is
important to see these examples for what they are, a matter of dif-
ference in policy opinion, and we must not lose sight of that.

Mr. Chairman, thank you, and with that I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. LAMALFA. Thank you, Mr. Grijalva.

We will now hear from our panel of witnesses, but at this time
I would like to yield to the gentleman from Utah, Mr. Stewart, who
would like to make some introductions of them.

Mr. STEWART. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I appreciate the oppor-
tunity to sit before your committee for at least part of a day. I am
on the Appropriations Committee now, but I am on the Interior
Subcommittee, and these issues are very, very dear to me. And I
think they are really important, and this hearing is very important.
So thank you for that.

I would like to introduce two of your panelists today, who happen
to be not only from the State of Utah but from my District, and
in addition to introducing them, maybe make a brief comment on
the topic of the hearing.

First, I am pleased to introduce Sheriff James D. Perkins, or as
his friends call him, Danny. Sheriff Perkins has been in service to
Garfield County for a total of 27 years in law enforcement. He was
a deputy for more than 20 years, and was then chosen to serve as
the Sheriff of Garfield County in January of 2007, and he has con-
tinued to serve Garfield County as sheriff ever since.

Sheriff Perkins is actively involved in the drug task force, and
strives to keep drugs out of Garfield County. And Danny is devoted
to the people of the community, there is no question about that.

I would also like to introduce a good friend, Commissioner
Leland Pollock, who has been a Commissioner of Garfield County
for the last 3 years. He and I have known each other for about that
amount of time, and I have not met anyone in my role in Congress
who has impressed me more.

It has been my pleasure to work with him closely on a number
of different issues since coming to Congress, and he is a genuine
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public servant who puts first the specific needs of his constituents
in what are really some of the most rural parts of our Nation.

He understands the impacts of Federal ownership on land and
how that can affect real people in his community, and he is com-
mitted to finding solutions to improve the lives of the people in
Garfield County as those who come to visit this very, very beautiful
part of the state.

Then, Mr. Chairman, if I could divert just briefly and talk a little
bit about the subject at hand that the committee has chosen to hold
this hearing. I feel like it is a timely and very important topic.

If you would refer to the slides, and I show you these slides, at
first glance you might look at those and think, well, that is some
scene from some war zone, maybe Afghanistan or Iraq or some-
thing similar to that. But actually, that is not true. Those are
Interior Department agency employees, and those pictures were ac-
tually taken in the western United States within the last 6 months
or so.

I have been disturbed over the past several months as I have
learned more and more about the level of militarization occurring
within many Federal agencies, and I mean almost every Federal
agency, but also, unfortunately, including Department of the
Interior agencies.

When I see agents with helmets, with shields, with hard-plated
body armor, with grenades, and in some cases grenade launchers
and M4 carbines, my assumption is that they are military or pos-
sibly with the Department of Justice. As it turns out, the National
Park Service has a number of what they call special event tactical
teams, and they look an awful lot like what we would consider
SWAT teams. There are also BLM officers with a surprising
amount of firepower.

I recognize that officers need to be able to protect themselves,
and in some cases they are in very rural and lonely parts of the
state or of the Nation, and they need to be able to protect them-
selves in situations that may be unpredictable. And I want them
to be able to protect themselves.

But what concerns me is when you see these type of very heavy-
handed SWAT-like teams, with non-DOJ agencies being used as
the tip of the spear for Federal law enforcement. I am not sure that
having these teams scattered across dozens of Federal agencies is
the most efficient use of resources. I think it is heavy-handed, it
is intimidating to the American people, and I think it harms the
sense of trust that is so important to be established between
American citizens and the Federal Government.

I have introduced a bill to address some of these concerns. If the
Interior agencies have SWAT teams or SET teams or whatever
they might be called, we ought to know of their existence and have
a better justification from the agencies for why they are necessary
and when and how they are used. And I am hopeful that this
committee hearing will help cast some light on that.

With that, I thank our witnesses for being with us today. And
Mr. Chairman, I yield back my time.

Mr. LAMALFA. Thank you to the gentleman from Utah.

Also, I would like to introduce the third member of this panel
today. Please take the dais as your name is called. It is Mr. Grant



5

Gerber, a Commissioner from Elko County, Nevada. So welcome,
sir. Thank you for joining the panel.

I would also like to pause here for a moment before we start with
testimony. Our colleague, the gentleman from New Mexico, Mr.
Pearce, would like to acknowledge and make introductions of the
second panel. You will remain where you are until the first panel
is finished, but Mr. Pearce is on a limited time frame.

So I would ask unanimous consent for the committee to do so.

Mr. Pearce.

STATEMENT OF HON. STEVE PEARCE, A REPRESENTATIVE IN
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO

Mr. PEARCE. Thank you, Chairman LaMalfa and Ranking
Member Grijalva, members of the subcommittee. I appreciate your
holding this hearing today on Federal agencies which intimidate
and bully private citizens. I asked the Natural Resources
Committee in May of this year to conduct a hearing on this topic
as it relates to Otero County, New Mexico, which is in my District.

I appreciate the subcommittee looking into the issues as well as
inviting the people on the ground who deal with the Forest Service
every day. I am proud to call Otero County Commissioner Ronny
Rardin a personal friend.

I would also like to thank Jose Varela Lopez of the New Mexico
Cattle Growers’ Association, Attorney Blair Dunn, and Mike
Lucero, all for making the journey all the way from the Land of
Enchantment to the Nation’s capital for today’s hearing. Our
National Forests are real treasures to the people of New Mexico.
We in southern New Mexico know conservation better than any
outside special interest group or bureaucrats in Washington.

However, in recent years we have seen a sharp downturn for the
worse from Federal land management agencies. Balance is no
longer the order of the day, but instead, agencies look to implement
a narrow special interest-led agenda. BLM is slow-walking oil and
gas drilling applications. The Forest Service only puts up minimal
acreage for necessary thinning projects. Grazing is improperly
stopped because of faulty science. Public access to public lands and
resources is being cut off.

The situation in Otero County began this spring, when the U.S.
Forest Service began construction of a pipe fence that directly im-
pacted the water rights of ranchers in the Agua Chiquita riparian
area of the Lincoln National Forest. This was done to maintain the
habitat of the meadow jumping mouse before the mouse was even
listed as endangered.

The Service claimed that the construction of this fence would not
impact the ranch owners who own the water because their cattle
can move through two small fence openings. Imagine trying to herd
a large number of cattle through a 10-foot-wide opening in a fence.
Bureaucrats and special interest groups treat that as a solution. I
believe it is a shell game.

Had the Forest Service actually consulted with the Office of the
State Engineer, the agency which oversees water rights in New
Mexico, the Forest Service would have learned what my office
learned within 24 hours of contacting the State Engineer: the Goss
family has adjudicated water rights in the Agua Chiquita dating
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back to the 1880s. The fact that an agency would make the claim
that water rights do not exist when they clearly do is an example
of the Federal Government’s arrogance and attempt to bully our
local ranchers into submission.

The Forest Service also claims to accommodate ranchers by say-
ing that the trenches near the Agua Chiquita allow water to flow
under the fences. New Mexico, like much of the West, has been in
a drought since 2011, and water does not flow through these
trenches unless a heavy downpour occurs.

The New Mexico State Supreme Court has ruled that an indi-
vidual with water rights has the ability to move the water to the
cattle through trenches or pipelines, yet the Forest Service refuses
to allow the pipeline.

The Court of Federal Claims sided with the Goss family in a
similar case 4 years ago. The actions of the Forest Service have
made it nearly impossible to move the water to the cattle, violating
the law and violating the findings of two different courts.

Despite the bullying by the Federal Government, the county at-
tempted to mediate this dispute with the U.S. Attorney’s Office.
When my office asked to attend this meeting for our constituents,
the U.S. Attorney and the Forest Service threatened to cancel it,
leaving one to wonder why an elected official is being excluded.

At this meeting, the Forest Service and U.S. Attorney refused to
compromise. They would not even agree to not lock the gates on
the fence until the issue could be discussed more thoroughly and
resolved.

I am afraid that this is only the opening salvo from Federal
agencies attempting to further restrict access to water and other
vital resources in the West. The Environmental Protection Agency
is attempting to regulate virtually every ditch in the United States
under the Clean Water Act.

The Forest Service believes it has a right to regulate ground
water it does not own, including ground water underneath lands it
does not own, as well as the power to review state water rights ap-
plications. The arrogance and the bullying by Federal agencies
must stop. This is not some theoretical argument. It is about our
culture in the West and our livelihood. It is about the economy of
southern New Mexico and other western states.

Chairman LaMalfa, Ranking Member Grijalva, and members of
the subcommittee, I would like to once again thank you for allow-
ing me to speak here on this issue today. I look forward to reading
the testimony, and I have a more complete statement that I would
like to submit for the record, with unanimous consent.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Pearce follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF HON. STEVE PEARCE, A REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS
FROM THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO

Chairman Bishop, Ranking Member Grijalva, members of the subcommittee:
thank you for conducting this hearing today on Federal agencies’ intimidation and
bullying tactics of private citizens. I asked the Natural Resources Committee in May
to conduct a hearing on this topic as it relates to Otero County, New Mexico. I ap-
preciate the subcommittee looking into these issues, as well as inviting the people
on the ground who deal with the Forest Service every day. I am proud to call Otero
County Commissioner Ronnie Rardin a personal friend. I'd also like to thank Jose
Varela Lopez of the New Mexico Cattle Growers’ Association, Attorney Blair Dunn
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and Rancher Mike Lucero for making the journey all the way from the Land of
Enchantment to our Nation’s capital for today’s hearing.

Our National Forests are a real treasure to the people of New Mexico. We in
southern New Mexico know conservation better than any outside special interest
group or bureaucrats in Washington. Sportsmen require access to public lands to
hunt and fish. Tourists need the ability to move their vehicles along roads, and rec-
reational enthusiasts must be able to bring boats and OHVs to truly enjoy every-
thing that our forests have to offer. And our ranchers, often surrounded by Federal
lands and checkerboarding, require rights of way and grazing permits that they pay
for. Allowing such varied forms of access helps to achieve the necessary balance that
protects our lands and economic interests.

However, in recent years, we’ve seen a sharp turn for the worse from Federal land
management agencies. Balance is not the order of the day, but instead agencies look
to implement a narrow special interest-led agenda. BLM is slow-walking oil and gas
drilling applications. The Forest Service only puts up minimal acreage for necessary
thinning projects. Grazing is abruptly stopped because of faulty science. Public ac-
cess to public lands and resources is being cut off.

The situation in Otero County began this spring when the U.S. Forest Service
began construction of a pipe fence that directly impacted the water rights of ranch-
ers in the Agua Chiquita riparian area of the Lincoln National Forest. This was
done to maintain the habitat of the meadow jumping mouse—before the mouse was
even listed as endangered. The Service claims that the construction of this fence
would not impact ranchers who own the water because their cattle can move
through two small fence openings. Imagine trying to herd a large number of cattle
through a 10 foot-wide opening in a fence. Bureaucrats and interest groups treat
that as a solution—I believe it’s a shell game.

Had the Forest Service actually consulted the Office of the State Engineer, the
agency which oversees water rights in New Mexico, the Forest Service would have
learned what my office learned within 24 hours of contacting the State Engineer:
the Goss family has adjudicated water rights in the Agua Chiquita dating back to
the 1880s. The fact that an agency would make the claim that water rights do not
exist when they clearly do is an example of the Federal Government’s arrogance and
an attempt to bully our local ranchers into submission.

The Forest Service also claims to accommodate ranchers by saying that trenches
near the Agua Chiquita allow water to flow under the fences. New Mexico has been
in a drought since 2011, and water does not flow through these trenches unless a
heavy downpour occurs. The New Mexico State Supreme Court has ruled that an
individual with water rights has the ability to move the water to their cattle. The
Court of Federal Claims sided with the Goss ranch in a similar case 4 years ago.
The actions of the Forest Service have made it nearly impossible to move the water
to the cattle, violating state law.

Despite the bullying by the Federal Government, the county attempted to mediate
this dispute with the U.S. Attorney’s Office. When my office asked to attend this
meeting, the U.S. Attorney and Forest Service threatened to cancel it, leaving one
to wonder why an elected official is being excluded. At this meeting, the Forest
Service and U.S. Attorney refused to compromise. They would not even agree to not
locklthed gates on the fence until this issue could be discussed more thoroughly, and
resolved.

I am afraid that this is only the opening salvo from Federal agencies attempting
to further restrict access to water and other vital resources in the West. The
Environmental Protection Agency is attempting to regulate virtually every ditch in
the United States under the Clean Water Act. The Forest Service believes it has
the right to regulate groundwater it does not own, including groundwater under-
neath lands it does not own, as well as the power to review state water rights appli-
cations. The arrogance and bullying by Federal agencies must stop.

This is not some theoretical argument. This is about our culture and livelihood.
This is about the economy of southern New Mexico and the West as a whole.

Chairman Bishop, Ranking Member Grijalva and members of the subcommittee,
I would like to once again thank you for holding this hearing today. The legislative
branch exists in part to conduct oversight of executive agencies. It is time to exer-
cise that power, and rein them in.

Mr. LAMALFA. Thank you, Mr. Pearce. We appreciate having you
here today.
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Let’s proceed, then. We have our three witnesses from the first
panel in place. Like all of our witnesses, your written testimony
will appear in the full hearing record, so for this portion I ask that
you keep your oral statement to 5 minutes. And that will be gov-
erned, of course, by the green light, the yellow, and then finally the
red. Things get pretty heated with the red, so we ask that you ad-
here to that, much like a stoplight.

So with that, first up we will have Sheriff Perkins.

STATEMENT OF JAMES D. PERKINS, SHERIFF, GARFIELD
COUNTY, UTAH

Sheriff PERKINS. Thank you. I would like to thank Chairman
Bishop, Ranking Member Grijalva, and the members of the sub-
committee. Thank you for inviting me to testify in this oversight
hearing.

I am James D. Perkins, Jr., Sheriff of Garfield County, Utah. In
my more than 27 years of law enforcement experience, I have
worked closely with many different Federal law enforcement agen-
cies. I would like to focus today on what I see as a system-wide
failure by the Bureau of Land Management law enforcement to
accomplish its mission.

If we had time, I could talk all afternoon, giving you example
after example of problems I have experienced with BLM law en-
forcement. My written testimony includes nine examples that will
give this subcommittee an idea of some of the difficulties we face.
And I would like to talk today about three examples in particular.

But before I begin, I want to make sure that you understand that
I absolutely recognize the critical role that Federal law enforcement
agencies play in my county. Garfield County is more than 85 times
the size of the District of Columbia. About 93 percent of our county
is managed by the BLM, Forest Service, and National Park
Service. So coordinating with each other is not optional.

We have a long record of working hand-in-hand with Federal
agencies, like the FBI, the DEA, Immigration and Customs
Enforcement, the Forest Service, and the National Park Service. I
am proud of the many successful operations and investigations we
have done jointly. We may not agree on everything, but we work
together for one main reason: our relationships are based upon mu-
tual respect. And that is where BLM law enforcement has been dif-
ferent.

My first example shows exactly how BLM law enforcement views
our relationship. While I was attending a drug task force meeting
in Cedar City, Utah, a BLM law enforcement officer told me point
blank that he really did not care about any authority that I had
as the Garfield County Sheriff. He told me that he did not feel like
he had to coordinate anything through my office. His statement left
me speechless. This attitude of lack of respect, which I find reaches
through many levels of BLM law enforcement, is what I believe is
the cause of the problem.

Another example of attitude happened during a search and res-
cue operation. We received a call that a party was overdue, and a
search and rescue team needed to be sent. In these kinds of life-
and-death emergencies, time is of the essence, and we need as
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much help as we can get to locate the vehicle to give us a starting
point for the search.

I asked one of the dispatchers to call the BLM law enforcement
officer that is located in the middle of our county to help in the
search. The frustrated dispatcher told me, “Sheriff, it is a waste of
time. If he will answer the phone or we do get in touch with him,
all he is going to tell us he is off duty or he is out of hours.”

My last example involves a complaint I received from a BLM
field manager located in Escalante, Utah. On the night before the
elk hunt was open, a BLM law enforcement officer posted “Road
Closed” signs on a road that was actually open to the public. The
BLM field manager received complaints about the illegal road clo-
sures, and he went to the area and started to remove the “Road
Closed” signs.

The BLM law enforcement officer confronted the field manager
and threatened to arrest him. He even stepped back and placed his
hand on his service weapon. The field manager told me that he felt
like his life was in danger.

These examples are not isolated incidents. They happen all the
time, and not only in Garfield County. I have included in my writ-
ten statement letters from the Western States Sheriffs Association,
Utah Sheriffs, and Nevada State Sheriffs to be included in the offi-
cial record.

Years ago we had similar problems with the Forest Service law
enforcement, but we were able to resolve them. Dave Ferrell, the
Director of Law Enforcement for the Forest Service based here in
Washington, took the time to come to Garfield County personally
and meet with me. Our discussion resulted in both a change in at-
titude and personnel, and the problems have resolved themselves.

I am confident that we could do the same with the BLM if we
had the chance. Until then, BLM law enforcement will continue to
cause problems for the Sheriff’s Office, first responders, residents,
visitors, and the local economy.

Again, I appreciate the opportunity to testify before you today,
and I will be happy to answer any questions.

[The prepared statement of Sheriff Perkins follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF SHERIFF JAMES D. PERKINS JR., GARFIELD COUNTY, UTAH

Thank you Chairman Bishop, Ranking Member Grijalva, and members of the sub-
committee for this opportunity to testify in this oversight hearing. My name is
James D. Perkins, Jr., Sheriff of Garfield County, Utah. I have worked in law en-
forcement for more than 27 years and have significant experience in working with
many different Federal law enforcement agencies. I would like to focus my testi-
mony today on what I see as a system-wide failure by the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment (BLM) law enforcement to accomplish its mission.

If we had the time, I could take all afternoon giving the subcommittee example
after example of problems that I have experienced with BLM law enforcement and
its lack of coordination with local law enforcement. I've included several examples
in this testimony that will give the subcommittee an idea of some of the difficulties
that BLM law enforcement has created for Garfield County—examples that affect
not only the Sheriff’s Office, but also our first responders, residents, and visitors.

NEED AND HISTORY OF LOCAL AND FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT COORDINATION IN
GARFIELD COUNTY

Before I begin, I would like to give you some background on Garfield County to
explain why coordinating law enforcement activities with Federal agencies is so crit-
ical. Garfield County is more than 85 times the size of the District of Columbia. In-
cluding me, the Sheriff’'s Office employs only six full-time deputies across the county
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to cover more than 3.3 million acres. Our law enforcement activities on public lands
create a significant strain on our manpower and resources as we routinely are re-
quired to conduct emergency search and rescue operations and narcotic interdic-
tions. We are often required to enlist the help of local volunteers, state police, and
multi-county task force personnel.

Our law enforcement mission is made significantly more difficult because of the
composition of the land ownership in our county and the number of people from
home and around the world that come to see the beautiful landscape. About 93 per-
cent of the area within Garfield County is managed by Federal agencies. We are
home to three national parks, the Glen Canyon National Recreational Area, Dixie
National Forest, and the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument. Combined,
these areas receive more than 1.5 million visitors each year. With this number of
peoplle and overlapping jurisdictions, coordinating with Federal agencies is not op-
tional.

Accordingly, we have a long record of working hand-in-hand with Federal agencies
like the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), the Drug Enforcement Administra-
tion (DEA), Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE), the Forest Service, and
the National Park Service. I am proud of the many successful joint operations and
investigations that we have done. I have battled the Mexican Cartel as they moved
their illegal marijuana growing operations into my county. I have worked with the
FBI on a kidnapping case where I arrested the suspect in my jurisdiction. I have
worked alongside DEA and FBI agents on an attempted assassination case where
one of our local Adult Probation and Parole Officers was the target. While exercising
a search warrant on this investigation, one of the suspects was shot. Because of the
coordinated efforts of all the agencies involved, including Federal agencies, no law
enforcement officers were injured during this operation.

As these examples show, I absolutely recognize the critical role that Federal law
enforcement agencies play in my county. While we do not agree on everything, we
are able to work together because our relationships are based on mutual respect.
I respect the role of each of these agencies to enforce Federal law within their juris-
dictions, and they respect my role as sheriff and the chief state law enforcement offi-
cer of the county.

Notably absent from these examples is any joint work with law enforcement from
the BLM. It’s because there is none. And that is what I want to focus on today, be-
cause I see this lack of coordination—rather, their refusal to coordinate—as a sys-
tem-wide failure that needs to urgently be addressed.

LACK OF COORDINATION AND INAPPROPRIATE BEHAVIORS OF BLM LAW ENFORCEMENT

BLM’s attitude toward coordinating with local law enforcement is summed up
best by a conversation I had with a BLM law enforcement officer while we were at-
tending a drug task force meeting in Cedar City, Utah. He told me point blank that
he really didn’t care about any authority that I thought I had as the Garfield
County Sheriff, and that he did not feel like he had to coordinate anything through
my office. This statement left me speechless at the time, and, in my experience, it
is representative of the lack of respect that BLM law enforcement has for local law
enforcement. This lack of respect and choice to ignore the Garfield County Sheriff’s
Office makes my job significantly more difficult because the BLM is the largest land
manager in Garfield County.

This refusal to coordinate, coupled with a lack of any meaningful oversight, has
created a perfect environment where the abuse of Federal law enforcement powers
can occur. We have had complaints of BLM law enforcement stopping people under
the pretext of enforcing state law, and they have refused to provide me with docu-
mentation of their authority or jurisdiction to do so. They have detained people com-
pletely outside of BLM’s jurisdiction on land managed by the Forest Service,
illegally closed roads, and interfered with county emergency medical technicians,
wasting time and resources. Local residents and visitors who feel they have been
wronged by BLM law enforcement have little recourse but to come talk to me. The
following examples are from a cross-section of these complaints, and I can assure
that they are not isolated incidents. They happen all the time, and not only in
Garfield County. I would note that the first is from a complaint that I received, not
from a visitor or resident, but rather from a local BLM field manager.

I received a complaint from a BLM field manager located in Escalante, Utah. On
the night before the mule deer hunt was to open, a BLM Law Enforcement Officer
posted road closed signs on roads that were actually open to the public The BLM
field manager received complaints about the illegal road closures so he went to the
area to investigate and remove the signs. The BLM law enforcement officer con-
fronted the field manager as he was removing the signs and threatened to arrest
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him. The BLM Law Enforcement Officer stepped back and placed his hand on his
duty weapon. The BLM Field Manager stated that he felt like his life was in danger.

e Several visitors to Garfield County told me that they would never return be-
cause of the way they were treated by BLM law enforcement. These tourists
were visiting the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and wanted
to see a rock formation that was off the road. They parked their motorcycles
off the roadway, within the county right-of-way, which is perfectly legal.
When they returned, they were met by a BLM law enforcement officer, who
threatened them with a citation and the impoundment of their bikes for not
leaving them in the roadway.

¢ I have received complaints from citizens that live in Escalante, Utah. They
reported that while they were on Forest Service property, a BLM law enforce-
ment officer pulled them over for no apparent reason. The officer questioned
them about what they were doing and they felt like they were being bullied.
I contacted the District Forest Service Ranger in charge of the area and asked
him if he had requested that the BLM law enforcement patrol on Forest
Service property. He advised me that he had not and that he was also upset
because he had received other complaints of similar activity. I contacted the
BLM sergeant in law enforcement that is responsible for this area. This ser-
geant made excuses for the BLM law enforcement officer’s actions and stated
that they would get back to me. The sergeant eventually got back with me
and advised me that the alleged allegations had taken place prior to her at-
taining the rank of sergeant, therefore they would not investigate. This didn’t
make any sense to me but that was the answer they provided.

Garfield County Emergency Medical Service Director, Tammy Barton, re-

ported to me that on three different occasions, a BLM law enforcement officer

showed up on the scene of medical and search and rescue emergencies. The

BLM officer refused to check in or sign the sign in sheet at the Incident

Command, as is normal protocol. He took it upon himself to walk through the

scene where an airplane accident was located within a State of Utah right

of way. On another occasion, it was required to carry a patient out of a re-
mote area to a landing zone where a medical helicopter could land to pick up
this patient. The Incident Commander knew that carrying out the patient
would take several hours. The BLM officer demanded that a helicopter be
called immediately. Not only did the BLM officer again refuse to check in

with the Incident Command, but he also took it upon himself to dispatch a

helicopter to the scene after being told by the Incident Commander to wait

until the patient could be carried out and was closer to the landing zone area.

The medical helicopter arrived at the landing zone and sat there idling for

approximately 4 hours. This resulted in the pilot having to return back to his

station, get fuel, switch out pilots, and then return to the scene. This not only
wasted time and money but further endangered the patient.

I received reports from local ranchers that BLM law enforcement officers were
seizing their empty protein supplement tubs as soon as the cattle had
emptied them. The BLM law enforcement officer would take possession of the
tubs and threaten the local ranchers with littering citations. I contacted the
BLM’s Special Agent in Charge and expressed my concern over the officer
confiscating the tubs. I explained that the ranchers used these tubs for many
different purposes after they were empty and certain types of tubs were re-
turnable for a rebate when purchasing more of the protein. I told him that
it was improper for the officer to remove these tubs and that the ranchers
were not abandoning them. The Special Agent in Charge uncaringly laughed
it off.

e It was reported to my office that additional roads had been illegally closed
in the Spencer Flat area on the Grand Staircase-Escalante National
Monument. I proceeded to this area and found a large pile of limbs, logs, and
rocks blocking access to this road. I received a report that a BLM law enforce-
ment officer was seen with limbs and logs in the back of his vehicle in the
area. The Monument’s manager was contacted and he advised me that this
road had been illegally closed. I questioned the local BLM law enforcement
officer that was implicated and he denied any involvement. However, to date
there have been no other road closures of this nature.

These examples trouble me a great deal, especially where tourism is affected.
Tourism is the lifeblood of Garfield County’s economy. While we have received many
similar reports from visitors, I have to wonder how many others have simply chosen
to leave the county and not return.
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Another area where a lack of coordination is very evident is in search and rescue
operations on the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument. In recent history,
we have had a number of fatalities for a lot of different reasons. I honestly cannot
remember the number of people I have witnessed whose lives were nearly ended
and then saved by Garfield County Sheriff's Office, Garfield County Search and
Rescue, and use of the Utah Department of Public Safety (DPS) helicopter.

But these efforts are costly both in manpower and financial resources. From April
13, 2013 to March 11, 2014, I have spent a total of 469.75 hours of search and res-
cue time rescuing individuals. This does not count any training time for search and
rescue—this is actual time spent on searches. From July 2, 2013 to April 29, 2014,
I have 38.6 hours of use on the DPS helicopter. The helicopter’s rate is $1,700 an
hour, which means the cost during that period for the helicopter is $65,620.

Yet I have not received a single minute of help or assistance from any BLM
officer, nor have I received one penny of assistance for search and rescue reimburse-
ments from the BLM. Although search and rescue is primarily the sheriff’s responsi-
bility, the BLM does have an obligation to assist when requested. I think that it
is time that the Bureau of Land Management stepped up and helped with these re-
sponsibilities. They also need to help with manpower and financially for the individ-
uals that visit the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and other BLM
grounds.

Although my dispatchers have attempted to contact BLM law enforcement for as-
sistance in search and rescue operations, there always seems to be an excuse for
why they can’t help. It has risen to the point where my dispatchers have become
completely frustrated with BLM law enforcement. Recently, we received a call that
a party was overdue and a search and rescue team needed to be sent. In these kinds
of life and death emergencies, time is often of the essence, and we needed as much
help as we could get to locate the vehicle to give us a starting point for the search.
I asked one of my dispatchers to call the BLM law enforcement officer that is lo-
cated in the middle of our county to help with the search. The frustrated dispatcher
told me, “Sheriff, it’s a waste of time! If he will answer his phone or we do get in
touch with him, all he is going to tell us is that he is out of hours or he is off duty.”

RESOLVING THE PROBLEM

I mentioned in the beginning that my office has excellent working relationships
with other Federal law enforcement agencies. This has not always been the case,
but we have always been able to work through these issues so we can do our jobs
effectively. For example, several years ago we had incidents, similar to those I've
discussed above, happening with the Forest Service Law Enforcement from our
area. Dave Ferrell, Director of Law Enforcement for the Forest Service, took the
time to fly from Washington, DC to personally meet with me in Garfield County.
Our discussions resulted in both a change of attitude and personnel, and the prob-
lems have resolved themselves. In fact, I am in the process of deputizing two Forest
Service law enforcement officers, in addition to the three Bryce Canyon National
Park Rangers I have deputized since I became sheriff in 2007.

I am confident that if we had the opportunity to engage with the BLM construc-
tively, in a spirit of working together, we could resolve the problems. We are open
to any opportunity to work toward resolution with the BLM, and would appreciate
any help the subcommittee could provide in our efforts. Oversight hearings like this
give us a voice that is often overlooked, and the evidence that has been submitted
to the subcommittee without doubt provides sufficient justification for a change in
the status quo.

Again, Mr. Chairman, I would like to thank the subcommittee for this opportunity
to testify before you, and would be happy to answer any questions.

Mr. LAMALFA. Thank you, Sheriff. We appreciate it.

Now we will move to Commissioner Pollock from Garfield
County, Utah as well.

Five minutes, please.

STATEMENT OF LELAND POLLOCK, COMMISSIONER,
GARFIELD COUNTY, UTAH

Mr. Porrock. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Ranking Member
Grijalva. My name is Leland Pollock. I am a Garfield County
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Commissioner. I chair the Utah State Association of Counties’
Public Land Committee. I sit on a national Public Land Committee
for the National Association of Counties.

And if you will indulge me for a moment, we have some teenage
TARS members. If I could just have them stand. Thank you. They
are with us coincidentally.

What I am going to get into today, very seldom do we come back
here and offer solutions. But I do have one solution to this problem.
Contracting when it comes to BLM law enforcement is critical.
That is where relationships are forged. And relationships in the
West, believe me, are everything. In rural areas, good relationships
can be the difference between life or death, really literally.

Now, a couple of years ago—and by the way, these are not par-
tisan issues, a good friend of mine, State Director Juan Palma of
the BLM—he has nothing to do with the law enforcement side; he
is the State Director—he was working with me to establish a con-
tract.

This contract would have allowed our sheriff to deputize BLM
employees, let the BLM law enforcement officers use all our re-
sources, use our dispatch, and basically protect his safety as well
as the safety of the county. These cooperative agreements pay the
counties, the rural counties, to offer law enforcement, and they are
a huge savings to the agency, no matter what agency it is.

A prime example of how well this works is in Kane County, on
the popular Grand Staircase National Monument. You all have
heard of that. We share that monument with Kane County. They
had an agreement similar to the one that the State Director and
myself had worked out, and it was working beautifully. You can
talk to the locals on the ground from either side, the BLM, the
local sheriff, anybody you want to talk to, and this is the way to
do it. OK?

Unfortunately, I do not share that same relationship with the
State Director of Law Enforcement. It is not because I do not want
to. It is because it is impossible. Unfortunately, as well, this State
Director of Law Enforcement canceled all of the contracts in the en-
tire State of Utah.

Now, you have for the record a letter from our Lieutenant
Governor stating how imperative it is for the state to get those con-
tracts reestablished, and we are not just talking about fiscally. We
are talking about safety for the entire law enforcement system.
Now, going forward, also, if you look at my statement, you are
going to find a NACO Sheriffs Resolution, which means every coun-
ty in the United States supports contracts with the local sheriff.

Every county in the United States—this was passed on through
my committee and through NACO, the National Association of
Counties—every county in the United States also supports him as
the chief law enforcement officer. He has been told many times by
the BLM law enforcement side that he is not the chief law enforce-
ment officer of the county. This is a paradox that needs to be fixed,
and you all have the power to fix that.

Now, we sometimes in the West and in Utah—some of you folks
back here may think that we are anti-government, and that is just
not the case. We are reaching out today as well as we will back
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in Utah to try to forge relationships, to try to work through these
issues.

What I am recommending here today is that we start with con-
tracts. These contracts work all across the West, and they are vital
to what we do on the ground. And they are a much greater help,
believe me. And a good man, Juan Palma, State Director of BLM
in Utah, knew that when he tried to forge and enter into an agree-
ment with Garfield County.

But also, I want to bring one point up really quick. I am running
out of time. It is kind of unnerving to me that the state director
can work on an agreement with a local county commissioner, and
the law enforcement side has the authority to override that. That
is troubling.

Anyway, thank you for your time. And Congressman Stewart, I
know you went through a lot to be here today, and you are very
much appreciated in the great State of Utah, believe me.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Pollock follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF LELAND F. POLLOCK, GARFIELD COUNTY, UTAH
COMMISSIONER

Chairman Bishop, Ranking Member Grijalva and members of the committee: my
name is Leland Pollock, and I am a County Commissioner from Garfield County,
Utah. I also serve as a member of the National Association of Counties Public Lands
Committee and have been designated by my fellow commissioners in Utah as the
Chairman of the Utah Association of Counties Public Land Steering Committee.

Garfield County is a scenic rural area roughly the size of Connecticut. Ninety-
three percent of the land base is under Federal ownership, and I believe we are the
only U.S. county that contains portions of three National Parks (Bryce Canyon,
Capitol Reef and Canyonlands). We are also home to significant portions of the Glen
Canyon National Recreation Area, the Dixie National Forest, the Grand Staircase-
Escalante National Monument, two BLM field offices, and a small segment of the
Fish Lake National Forest.

I grew up cherishing the lands in Garfield County as the son of a Park Service
employee. An ex-marine, my father worked for Bryce Canyon National Park. My fa-
ther’s employment was outside strict law enforcement responsibilities, but because
of his military experience, he was often called upon to assist NPS officers—
especially in the most volatile situations. I observed with my own eyes proper meth-
ods for protecting and serving the people of the United States.

I am here today to testify on two issues regarding BLM law enforcement activities
that have moved away from a public service philosophy: (1) polarization of BLM law
enforcement personnel/bullying; and (2) cancellation of cooperative law enforcement
agreements between BLM and local governments.

As a preface to my remarks I want to inform you that Garfield County has a coop-
erative and productive relationship with National Park Service and U.S. Forest
Service law enforcement personnel. Things are not always perfect, but we work with
them within the confines of the law and with honest consideration for the public.
I also want to let you know we enjoy a very positive and productive relationship
with Juan Palma, Utah’s State BLM Director. We meet and talk on the phone fre-
quently; and he has been attentive to our requests and has responded expeditiously
and appropriately within his authority. Unfortunately, we cannot make the same
statement regarding BLM law enforcement personnel. Discussing BLM law enforce-
ment operations is my purpose today.

This is not our first attempt to resolve issues of bullying, intimidation and the
lack of integrity exhibited by BLM law enforcement agents. We have tried locally,
and earlier this spring Utah’s Lieutenant Governor convened an executive level
meeting to discuss law enforcement on Federal lands in Utah. The meeting was at-
tended by the Lieutenant Governor Spencer Cox, Utah’s Attorney General Sean
Reyes, the Regional Forester, the Regional Chief of Law Enforcement for the Forest
Service, Utah’s State BLM Director, BLM’s Chief of Law Enforcement, and numer-
ous Federal, state and local leaders. The meeting was open, cooperative and produc-
tive, except for the participation of the BLM’s Chief of Law Enforcement. The
Lieutenant Governor of Utah caught BLM’s Chief of Law Enforcement in a lie and
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exposed in his deception. His arrogant behavior lacked integrity and was illustrative
of his department’s unacceptable culture.

Our concerns/complaints are not just a matter of hurt feelings. The policies of
BLM'’s Chief of Law Enforcement have cost Garfield County real dollars. Last year
Garfield County and the Utah State BLM Director worked out a cooperative agree-
ment providing Garfield County Sheriff's office a contract for law enforcement on
BLM land. The BLM was to reimburse the county a set amount that would have
resulted in significant savings to the Federal Government. The County—with BLM
concurrence—hired law enforcement staff, acquired vehicles and equipment, pro-
vided training and proceeded with implementation of the agreement. Contrary to
the State BLM Director’s orders and without concurrence, BLM’s Chief of Law
Enforcement canceled the agreement leaving Garfield County with a significant
budget shortfall and staff operating in an area without an agreement. We are befud-
dled how one individual can override a State Director and negatively impact an en-
tire county with impunity.

We need your help to correct these serious problems. Let me address the two
issues cited above:

POLARIZATION OF BLM LAW ENFORCEMENT PERSONNEL

Over the past decade or so we have observed and experienced an increasing hos-
tility from BLM’s officers. I am confident you are aware of recent, highly publicized
actions involving BLM agents. But you may not be aware that much of the frustra-
tion by everyday citizens has resulted from lack of professionalism by local BLM of-
ficers. Some equate BLM’s law enforcement operations to bullying and intimidation.

Submitted under separate cover is a list of actions that illustrate BLM’s heavy
handed authority. Three additional examples from only one BLM unit in Garfield
County illustrate the problem.

Example 1. BLM law enforcement officers have been known to block open public
roads asserted under Revised Statute 2477 and maintained by Garfield County with
focks, logs and debris. Such actions constitute a Class B Misdemeanor under Utah
aw.

Example 2. Immediately prior to a big game hunt authorized under Utah Law by
the Utah Division of Wildlife resources, a BLM agent placed road closed signs in
several county roads that accessed the hunting area. The BLM land manager heard
about the problem and took a field trip to investigate. The land manager reports
that during the investigation he was harassed and intimidated by the law enforce-
ment officer. At one point the officer put his hand on his gun in an effort to discour-
age the land manager from continuing. This was a direct threat to an individual
with management authority in the officer’s own agency.

Example 3. BLM requested the county’s help to install an underground waterline
to serve wildlife, livestock, recreation and other public interests. The county offered
to put the waterline in a county road to minimize any disturbance on Federal land.
A BLM back country ranger observed county equipment being transported to the
jobsite and followed county crews for more than 20 miles. When the county crews
stopped the BLM officer got out of his vehicle and walked behind crew members
harassing and interrogating them. Some crew members became so upset they re-
turned to their vehicle to cool down. This occurred on a project where the county
was donating thousands of dollars of equipment time and a road easement just to
help BLM.

The cumulative effect of BLM law enforcement is disheartening, especially when
I know we have good relationships with other agencies. Dispatchers have been
rebuffed so many times by BLM agents that the county only contacts them as a last
resort and with little hope for assistance.

CANCELLATION OF COOPERATIVE LAW ENFORCEMENT AGREEMENTS BETWEEN BLM AND
LOCAL GOVERNMENTS

As mentioned above, we have a positive and healthy relationship with many
Federal agencies and especially with Juan Palma, Utah BLM State Director. We
have worked with Mr. Palma to develop a cooperative law enforcement agreement
similar to those executed for neighboring counties; and he is supportive of moving
forward in accordance with Federal law. However the Chief of Law Enforcement for
BLM has unilaterally canceled contracts which has reduced coverage and increased
costs.

The Federal Land Policy Management Act (FLPMA) states that the Secretary of
the Interior shall contract with local law enforcement to the greatest extent possible
for law enforcement services on public lands. Typically, BLM has cooperated with
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local county sheriff departments to enforce state, local, local BLM laws on Federal
land. Yet lately, BLM has refused to enter into such contracts due to resistance
from BLM’s Chief of Law Enforcement.

Earlier this spring Utah’s Lieutenant Governor took steps to develop cooperative
agreements and contracts in accordance with Federal law. The BLM agent in charge
opposed such contracts but agreed to provide some additional information. However,
to date—4 months later, no communication has been received from him and no im-
provement has occurred in BLM’s heavy handed actions.

This testimony is not intended to only document complaints. We offer a simple
solution: comply with FLPMA by contracting with local law enforcement to the
greatest extent possible for law enforcement services on public lands. This may re-
quire direction to BLM’s Chief Law Enforcement Officer, but it is compliant with
Federal law and is supported by local BLM leadership. Such contracts will also cut
Federal administrative costs, provide better service and increase public safety at a
time when fiscal constraints demand more efficiency. This may require Congress
clarifying the authority of BLM State Directors.

We are hopeful that after careful consideration, the BLM will take appropriate
steps to better coordinate law enforcement with local governments in Utah and
BLM law enforcement will enter into contracts as directed by Federal law. Thank
you for the opportunity of speaking today.

NACO Sheriff’s Resolution
2013

Issue: Local Law Enforcement on Public Lands

Proposed Policy: NACO urges all federal land management agencies to recognize
and respect sheriffs (or the chief local law enforcement officer) in public land coun-
ties as the primary and chief law enforcement officer of the entire county. Federal
agencies should execute cooperative agreements with counties to ensure fair and
prompt federal payment of compensation for additional local law enforcement activi-
ties desired of sheriffs, and federal agencies submit their agents for deputization
and accountability under local sheriff authority and control.

Background: Federal land counties are frequently impacted by lack of coordination
from federal law enforcement officers. Federal officials fail to recognize the County
Sheriff’s role as the chief law enforcement officer within his/her jurisdiction; and,
often, federal officers undermine local law enforcement efforts by usurping local au-
thority in violation of established law. Counties are also forced to expend limited
local funds to perform uncompensated law enforcement functions on federal land.
This resolution is needed to encourage federal agencies to: a) recognize the sheriff’s
role as the chief law enforcement officer; b) work cooperatively with local govern-
ment to coordinate law enforcement functions on federal land in accordance with
established law; and c) develop cooperative agreements to compensate local govern-
ment for services provided on federal land and to establish clear lines of authority.

Fiscal/Urban/Rural Impact: There will be limited fiscal impact for urban areas.
Rural areas, especially public land counties, can expect greater coordination with
federal law enforcement officials, reduced duplication of effort, and increased fund-
ing resulting from cooperative agreements and clearly defined roles. Citizens will
reap the benefits of more efficient responses to problems, reduced cost by elimi-
nating duplication, a streamlined approach to law enforcement issues, and greater
efficiency of all levels of government.

Mr. LAMALFA. Thank you, Commissioner Pollock.

At any moment, votes will be called on the House Floor for a se-
ries of votes, amendments, et cetera. So we will just work through
this as we can here.

Mr. Gerber, you are up next, Commissioner Gerber.
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STATEMENT OF GRANT A. GERBER, ESQ., COMMISSIONER,
ELKO COUNTY, NEVADA

Mr. GERBER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, members of the com-
mittee. I certainly appreciate the opportunity to come here today
and represent my constituents in Elko County and represent many
of the people in Nevada that are concerned. I believe this hearing
regarding threats, intimidation, and bullying by Federal land man-
agement agencies is very appropriate at this time.

I am a fourth generation Elko County resident. Our family set-
tled there in the mid-1800s, and I have been cowboying in that
county since the 1940s. I am 72 years old. I served in Vietnam. Our
family, besides having a ranch, we had a hunting camp for over 30
years.

But a major change has occurred in Elko County. The BLM and
Forest Service agents are operating so far different than they did
when I was a boy and as I grew up. At that time,, they were friend-
ly. They came to the ranch. We worked with them. But over the
years, that has changed.

They are predominately from outside the area and do not develop
connections with the locals, and many of them start off with a bel-
ligerent attitude, even a commanding presence. They are especially
offended if anyone opposes any Federal Government actions. And
the worst are the Federal law enforcement agents that arrogantly
announce that they are not governed by Nevada law but can en-
force it if they choose.

Now we have been informed, without notice or hearings, that the
BLM has determined that two more BLM law enforcement agents
are necessary to control the people in Elko County. It is unaccept-
able to us, to have additional people imposed on us without our
consent.

I am going to give you two quick examples of our problem. In the
fall of 2012, three minors on their day off went up to cut wood on
Spruce Mountain. They cut the wood, and after they came off the
mountain, they stopped to readjust their loads.

They looked back, and here was a pickup flying down the road
at them, and one of the minors said they were getting air as it
came. And this BLM agent jumped out. He had two guns on him.
He had a flak vest on him, dark glasses. He was belligerent. He
told them that he was giving them a ticket for cutting wood in a
wilderness study area.

They protested and said, “We’ve got permits here, and we were
not on a wilderness study area.” But because of the cost of driving
300 miles to Reno to contest it, and having to go down twice and
hire an attorney, it would have cost them thousands of dollars to
protest it.

So I heard about it and offered to represent them for free. And
we got a ways into it, and I looked at the maps, and the law en-
forcement agent from the BLM was on the wrong mountain. To get
to where he said the wilderness study area was, you had to go
down the valley and up on the mountain on the other side. He did
not know where he was. These people are, many of them, very un-
professional. They do not even know where they are.

We got that case dismissed,