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Calls by some Congressional leaders to slash appropriations to FY 2008 
levels, if heeded, would be a devastating blow to the Refuge System. 
Cuts of this magnitude would reduce refuge operations and mainte-

nance funding by approximately $69 million, or nearly 14%, compared with FY 
2010. Unfortunately, a budget of that size means much less than it did a few years 
ago. Without additional funds, rising costs since 2008 will erode the System’s 

management capabilities, making the 
true cut to refuges much deeper. !e 
implications of this include:

 Eliminating several hundred 
sta! positions. While the Refuge 
System could cope with less severe 
budget cuts through attrition of the 
workforce alone, a rollback to FY 
2008 funding levels would require 
furloughs and reductions in force. 

 Scaling back wildlife and 
habitat management projects. !ese 
cuts would signi"cantly lower capac-
ity for refuges to monitor wildlife 
populations and habitats; restore 
wetlands, forest, grassland, and ma-
rine habitats; and actively manage 
habitats to support migratory wa-
terfowl and combat invasive species. 
!ey would also reduce the Refuge 

System’s recently initiated inventory and monitoring program—of clear impor-
tance in light of the 2010 Deepwater Horizon oil spill—to a skeletal operation. 

 Cutting many visitor service programs. !e Refuge System would be 
forced to close an estimated 54 visitor centers and halt plans to open 11 more 
currently under construction. !is would greatly limit the quality and quantity 
of visitor services, including hunting and "shing programs, environmental edu-
cation and interpretive programs, and volunteer and community partnership 
programs. Visitor safety would also be compromised as law enforcement posi-
tions are eliminated. 

 Slowing planning processes. !e Refuge System’s ability to complete 
planning documents, including Comprehensive Conservation Plans needed for 
e#ective and consistent refuge management, would decline substantially. !e 
result would be fewer planning documents completed on time and less public 
involvement, potentially leading to additional disputes and lawsuits that hamper 
operations.

 Growing the backlog. Returning to FY 2008 funding levels would se-
verely limit the Refuge System’s ability to carry out some of its most basic func-
tions, forcing the deferral of many essential projects and further exacerbating the 
growing operations and maintenance backlog.  

Tim Reynolds, Rigby, Idaho

Birds—observing, banding, and hunting them—are a 
central part of Tim Reynolds’s life, and the refuges of the 
Southeast Idaho National Wildlife Refuge Complex of-

fer him great opportunities to follow his passions. The refuges, 
particularly Camas in Hamer, Idaho, “provide an opportunity for 
me to escape, to be refreshed, to recharge my batteries,” says 
Reynolds, who calls Camas’s lakes, ponds, aging cottonwoods 
and marshlands “an oasis in the middle of a sagebrush desert.” 
Each year, refuge wetlands seasonally attract tens of thousands 
of snow geese, cranes, ducks, and migrating waterbirds. An ex-
tensive network of canals, ditches, and wells supplement the 
refuge’s natural water supply to assure that wetlands remain 
available for the birds during dry months.

However, federal funding pressures could end Camas’s active 
water management and dry up its healthy wetland habitats. “It 
costs $60-90,000 a year to operate all that plumbing,” says Reyn-
olds, “so Camas is considering managing the refuge purely as 
upland habitat.” What would that mean? The spectacular !ights 
of snow geese and cranes that now "ll the refuge’s skies would 
no longer delight birders like Reynolds, and it would almost cer-
tainly mark the end of waterfowl hunting at Camas. “The birds 
would have to go somewhere else, and so would the hunters” 
Reynolds says.

Birder, hunter and outdoor lover Tim Reynolds enjoying Camas National 
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