Oct 23, 2008

Alaska Department of Fish and Game Boards Support Section
P.0O. Box 115526
Juneau, AK 99811-5526

Dear Boards Support Section,

I am writing to urge the Board of Game to adopt a more balanced
approach to wildlife management in Alaska.

I oppose Proposals 1, 2, 12, 13, 31, 45 and 50. Specifically, I ask
that you opprose:

* Expanding wolf hunting to allow the sheooting or trapping of wolves

during the months of May, June or August when young pups are in the den
or when pelts are are of little worth to the trapper.

* Expanding wolf hunting as a tool to increase deer, moose or mountain
goat populations without strong scientific data indicating that wolves
are a leading cause for low populations of big game species. Never cry
wolf unless you can prove it!

* Allowing wolf dens to be disturbed or destroyed under the premise

that it is a traditional harvest methed. Unit 19 has an aerial predator
control program and a very liberal season and bag limit for wolves.
There is no scilentific justification to expand predator control to the
use of "denning" wolves.

If, as oflen noted by the Board of Game, current aygressive predator

control programs are effective and sufficient, expansicn of any kind is
unnecessary. In addition, there is no supporting data that

"denning has ever been a traditional harvest methed.

I oppose 49, 51, 52, 53, 54 and 55.

Specifically, I urge you to oppose:

* Allowing koth black and brown bear cubs and/or female sows with cubs
to be shot or snared.

* Allowing bears to be harvested in a den (“"denning™}.

* Allowing bear hides, skulls, or claws to be sold for profit.

* Permitting the same-day aerial shooting of bears.

These measures are all extreme and unnecessary.

Shooting female bears with cubs or the cubks themselves is strongly
opposed by the public and is not warranted. Unit 2Z0F already has an
aggressive predator control program and sufficiently liheralized bear
harvest regulations.

Selling of bear hides commercializes the resource and does not increase

bear harvest goals as noted in Unit 16's attempt to increase black bear
harvest by allowing the sale of bear parts. And the lack of effective

enforcement regulations and insufficient number of enforcement officers
will only encourage poaching in other areas of the state.

Snaring of bears is strongly opposed by the public, is inhumane, and
allows for escessive lethal snaring of dogs and non-targeted big game
animals such as moose, caribou, or sheep.

Likewise, killing any bear in its den, including female sows with
newborn cubs, is strongly opposed by the public and is not warranted.
No scientific data supports the need for "denning" of bears

in any of the Game Management Units in Alaska and there is nc reliable
data to confirm denning has ever been a traditional method of harvest.
Furthermore, the proposed use of artificial lights certainly could not
be construed as a traditional hunting tool.

In conclusion, I strongly believe that predator management decisions
should be scientifically based and supported by our
nationally-recognized scientific organizations thalt have repeatedly

called on the Board of Game to do a better job when developing Alaska's
predator control programs.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Ms. Donna Bell /4
2350 0ld lawson Creek Rd C O M m E N T#
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Oct 23, 2008

Alaska Department of Fish and Game Boards Support Section
P.0. Box 115526
Juneau, AK 99811-5526

Dear Boards Support Section,

Attention: Board of Game

Re: upcoming Board of Game Fall 2008, Southeast Proposals.

I am deeply concerned and have been for a long time that the Board of
Gamne DOES NOT represent the majority of Alaskans when it comes to
wildlife conservation and management. It's time for a more balanced
wildlife management in Alaska.

As a long time Alaskan and an avid hiker and photographer, my comments
concerning the BOG's aggressive predator control programs are as
follows:

I urge you to oppose BOG's Proposals 1, 2, 12. 13, 31 and specifically,
49 which would allows hoth black and brown bear cubs and/or mother
bears to be shot or snared during denning. And I oppose bear parts
being sold for profit and same day aerial killing. These measures are
extreme and inhumane. And, for what purpose?

I oppose Proposal 54 which among other detrimental outcomes would lead
to incidental kills of other wildlife.

1 oppose Proposal 13 designed to extend season (only July closed) for
taking wolves leading to weolf pups being orphaned and dying from
starvation.

I strongly urdge you to oppose Proposals 50, 55 re: wolf derming and 51
and 52 re: bear denning. These four proposals allow for the unethical
and outlawed practice of killing infant wolves and bears in their den.
When pups are in the den the adult fur is useless. The majority of
Alaskans would be horrified by such an arcaic, barbaric, sinister
undertaking. It's unethical and inhumane. Certainly it is not a
Native Alaskan traditional practice. Alaska predator management
control decisions should be based on sound scientific research
supported by nallionally recognized conservation organizations. And,
the whole process should be transparent and accountable to the public.
Sincerely,

Penelope Wells

P.O. Box 240454

Anchorage, AK 98524-0454

Thank yvou for considering my comments.
Ms. Penelope Wells

PO Box 240454
Anichorage, AK 99524-0454
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Oct 24, 2008

Alaska Department of Fish and Game Boards Support Section
P.0O. Box 113526
Juneau, AK 99811-5526

Dear Boards Support Section,
I am writing to urge the Board of Game to adopt a more balanced

approach to wildlife management in Alaska. Like several other people I
know - the poor and misleading way the last proposition was worded led
to erroneous messages from the public and an unfair advantage at the
polls. Many, many Alaskans are tired and against Predator control in
this State. why don't we just sent all the roadkilled and RR killed
moose to the Bush for those who have selflishly depleted the hunting
cooridors and feed their freezer burned game to the dogs each seascn.

I lived in McGrath and evervybody was to get their moose from a boat and
hence the over hunting. Plus - sveryone with some environmental sense

(I am a professional Forester) can see the bears are taking most all of
the calves - so get off the wolf hunting and start managing the
highways in a balanced conservative, resourceful way. I think the
whole state F&G is an unwilling envirommental partner with other

professional wildlife managers and is turning Alaska into a testesteron
driven game for the big boys. Be real - play fair and listen to the
people and the tourists who have to pay an arm & a leg at the

grocery stores. We have a right to view predators and support their
rightful "denning" in this thelr great State - as well!

I oppose Proposals 1, 2, 12, 13, 31, 45 and 50. Specifically, I ask
that you oppose:

* Expanding wolf hunting to allow the shooting or trapping of wolves

during the months of May, June or August when young pups are in the den
or when pelts are are of little worth to the trapper.

* Expanding wolf hunting as a tool to increase deer, moose or mountain
goat populations without strong scientific data indicating that wolves
are a leading cause for low populations of big game species. Never cry
wolf unless you can prove it!

* Allowing wolf dens to be disturbed or destroyed under the premise

that it is a traditional harvest method. Unit 19 has an aerial predator
control program and a very liberal sesason and bag limit for wolves.
There is no scientific justification to expand predator contrel te the
use of "denning" wolves.

1f, as often noted by the Board of Game, current aggressive predator

control programs are effective and sufficient, expansion of any kind is
unnecessary. In addition, there is no supporting data that

"denning"” has ever been a traditional harvest method.

I oppose 49, L1, 52, 53, 54 and 55.

Specifically, T urge you to oppose:

* Allowing both black and brown bear cubs and/or female sows with cubs
to be shot or snared.

* Allowing bears to be harvested in a den {“denning").

* Allowing bear hides, skulls, or claws to be so0ld for profit.

* Permitting the same-day aerial shooting of bears.

These measures are all extreme and unnecessary.

Shooting female hears with cubs or the cubs themselves is strongly
opposed by the public and is not warranted. Unit 20E already has an
aggressive predator control program and sufficiently liberalized bear
harvest requlations. :

Selling of bear hides commercialires the resource and does not increase

bear harvest goals as noted in Unit 16's attempt to increase black bear
harvest by allowing the sale of bear parts. And the lack of effective

enforcement regulations and insufficient number of enforcement officers

will only encourage poaching in cother areas of the state. COIV] w]iiNTr,;'
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Snaring of bears is strongly opposed by the public, iz inhumane, and
allows for excessive lethal snaring of dogs and non-targeted big game
animals such as moose, caribou, or sheep.

Likewise, killing any bear in its den, including female sows with
newborn cubs, is strongly opposed by the public and is not warranted.
No scientific data supports the need for "denning™ of bears

in any of the Game Management Units in Alaska and there is no reliable
data to confirm denning has ever been a traditional method of harvest.
Furthermore, the proposed use of artificial lights certainly could not
be construed as a traditional hunting tool.

In conclusion, I strongly believe that predatoer management decisions
should be scientifically based and supported by our
nationally-recognized scientific organizations that have repeatedly

called on the Board of Game to do a better job when developing Alaska's
predator control programs.

Thank you for considering my comments.
Mrs. Judith Reese
PO Box 1171

38160 Sandiin Dr
Sterling, AK 99672-8506
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oct 23, 2008

Alaska Department of Fish and Game Boards Support Section
P.O. Box 115526
Juneau, AK 59811-5526

Dear Boards Support Section,

I am writing to urge the Board of Game tc adopt a better approach to
wildlife management in Alaska.

I oppose Proposals 1, 2, 12, 13, 31, 45, 4%, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, and
55. T support Proposals 46 and 22.

Basically I disapprove of denning of wolves and bears, and the snaring
of bears near trails fregquented by humans and dogs. The wolf season
should not be opened during the summer, when there pelts are not worth
sewing. I am against expanding wolf hunting to manage ungulate
populations. And, I am also against aerial predator hunting.

Thank vou for your consideration.

Thank you for considering my comments.
Ms. Beverly Minn

500 Linceln St Unit BS
Sitka, AK 99835-7655
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Aleska Wildlife Alliance
P.0.Box 202022
Anchorage, AK 99520
To: Board of Game
RE: Positions on SE AK Regulation Proposals

October 21, 2008
Dear Chairman Judkins and Board of Game Members,

Alaska Wildlife Alliance, { AWA }, is an Alaskan based non-profit organization
which has advocated for and protected Alaskan wildiife since its founding in 1978. We
believe that wildlife is a valued natural resource and that it should be managed using
current scientific findings. We also believe that Alasgka’s wildlife should be managed for
all user groups.

Following are our positions on the 56 regulation proposals that were submitted for
the SE AK Board of Game meeting. We appreciate your time and attention to our
assessments of these proposals.

Sincerely,
Alaska Wildlife Alliance and AWA Board of
Directors

@ah‘vé@wm/, AWA

Proposal #1: OPPOSE- This proposal wonld lengthen the wolf trapping season in Unit
1A by ten days, so as to provide an earlier opening date. Cumently the wolf trapping
season opens Nov. 10 and ends April 30. There is no bag limit on trapping of wolves,
although there is a bag limit of 5 wolves for hunting wolves in Unit 1A. We do not know
what the department’s position will be on this proposal. This proposal and Proposal #2
are both interrelated. Proposal #2 deals with the hunting seasons for wolf in Unit 1A

The goal of both proposals appears to be to increase the trapping and hunting of woives
80 a8 to reduce their numbers. The qurent managemernt objective for the annual taking of
wolves is 20, and the proponent wants to increase that objective, and the take to 30 per
year. Not biological justification is offered for either proposal.

Proposal #2; OPPOSE- The hunting season for wolves in Unit 1A is currently Aug. 1-
April 30, and the bag limit 5. This proposal wonld remove the bag limit entirely. As
discussed in regard to proposal #1, there is not justification for this proposal,

Proposal #3: SUPPORT- This proposal to conserve the deer population on the
Cleveland Peningnla is important and AWA supports it.

Proposal #4: OPPOSE- This proposal would increase the bag limit for mountain goats

from one to two in Unit 1A. The proponent’s goal i3 to make it more cost effective to fly

into high mountain lakes. The proponent states: “ With a two goat bag limit maybe a few

more people would go. “ This isn’t a reason that is based on the heaith of wildlife

populations, which should be the management objective. COMMENT# :5
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Proposal 5. OPPOSE- This proposal would relax regulations that were set into place by
the ADF&G to carefully regulate black bear baiting on Prince of Wales Island. The
department and many local residents have concerns re the apparent decreasing population
of black bear on the island.

Proposal 6; SUPPORT- This proposal would climinate the fall sport hunt of black bears
in Unit 2. The proponent is Karen Petersen, and she states that she travels on a weekly
basis all over POW, and that she sees far fewer bears than in the past due to over hunting
by out of state sport hunters. Her proposal would not eliminate subsistence hunters in the
fall, or the general hunt in the spring.

Proposal 7: SUPPORT- This proposal {like proposal 6} is by two individuals — Glen
and Kay Keller- who are concerned about over hunting on POW. They would close the
fall bear hunting season only on the north end of POW. They report secing as many as
ten orphaned cubs a year and believe the bear population has dropped dramatically.

Proposal 8: SUPPORT BUT WITH ADDITIONAL RESTRICTIONS- This proposal is
by the department. It would shorten the marten season for residents to 15 days in Dec.-
close the non-resident trapping season , and create a Kuiu Island Management Area that
is closed to the use of motorized land vehicles for trapping marten. Kuin Island is a large
island lying roughly between Petersburg and Sitka. Itis in Unit 3. The Department’s
biologists repost that there are two types of endemic marten in Alaska, namely Mates
Americana and Martes caurina, and that these two types are as different as brown bears
versus polar bears. The biologists report that Martes caurina inbabit only 2 islands in the
archipelago, Admiralty and Kuiu, and that there is very substantial evidence that Martes
caurind is on the verge of extinction on Kuiu. The department’s exact terminology is as
follows: “ Allowing the harvest to continue under present regulations despite such low
population levels could result in an unsustainable Martes caurina population from Kuju
Island. The Dept’s comments also indicate that it is the dept’s opinion that closing the
marten season entirely “ may eventually be a necessary step...” The Dept. should not
gamble on the continued survival of this species in SE AK. Kuiu should be closed to all
marten trapping, entirely, with no subsistence or resident trapping season, until such time
as the threat to the survival of this species is removed. That is what our constitution and
statutes require. Conservation not extinction.

Proposal 9: NO POSITION- This proposal, by an individual, would modify in Unit 3 the
season for elk so 23 to provide for an alternative bow and rifle season for elk on Etolin
Island. It appears to be an allocation issue between different user groups.

Proposal 10: OPPOSE- This is 8 proposal by the Dept. concerning antler restrictions for
moose in Units 1B, 1C, and 3. In essence, the Dept. is making the proposal because the
Dept. iz concerned that the current rules overly restricting the taking of large bull moose.
Currently spike fork bulls, and large bulls with 50 inch spreads or 3 brow tines on one
side, can be taken. The proposal would loosen the restriction to allow the taking of large
bulls with two brow tines on each side. Common sense dictates the conclusion that
focusing of hunters on very large moose creates an artificial selection criteria, altering the

COMMENT# 5
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gene pool. While the current regulation is bad, biology suggests that the proposal will
make things worse, These complex restrictions allowing a trophy, and should be
replaced with permit systems allowing the individual hunter lucky enough to win a
permit, greater latitude in choosing his/her moose.

Proposal 11: OPPOSE- This proposal is essentially the same as proposal #10, but by an
individual. It should not pass for the same reasons expressed in regard to Proposal #10.

Proposal 12: OPPOSE- This proposal would extend the wolf hunting season by 1
month, until May 31, in Unit 3. SE Alaska wolves are pupping during this time and it
would be inhumane to kill adults when pups are reliant on them for survival. In addition
the mortality of pups would add to the overall mortality of wolves in Unit 3 which may
be detrimental to a healthy predator/prey popularion.

Proposal 13: OPPOSE- The statement that “‘over population of wolves in Unit 3 is
limiting moose, deer, and black bear populations’ is anecdotal. To lengthen the wolf
hunting season to June 30 is not scientifically based; therefore making this proposal
unadvisable,

Proposal 14: NO POSITION- This proposal would clarify the boundaries of the Blind
Slough Closed Area in Unit 3. It is by the Dept. and is made for clarification purposes.

Proposal 15: OPPOSE- This proposition to extend beaver trapping by 3 weeks in Unit
1C is not warranted as there are no bag limits on beaver during the season and an
extended season could de detrimental to the population.

Proposal 16: Oppose- This proposal would extend the beaver hunting/trapping season
by 4.5 months, Sept.1-June 30, in Unit 1D. This extension is extreme, particularly
because there are not bag limits on beaver during the season. This extension is likely to
be detrimental to the population.

Proposal 17: OPPOSE- This proposition would allow ‘bounties’ on beaver in Unit 1D.
Bounties are historically difficult to regulate and when instituted have had dire
consequences in eliminating/decreasing various species populations. Another reason to
oppose this proposition 18 to ask the question: “Who will pay for such beaver bounties?’.

Proposal 18: OPPOSE- This proposal , by Barry Brokken, would lengthen the trapping
season for mink and weasel in Unit 1C. The only purpose is “ increased profit”, No
biological justification is provided, and its impact on these species is unknown, The
current season is Dec. 1+ Feb, 15, ie. two and a half months. The proponent would have
the season open on Nov. 10, which would be a substantial expansion of the season. There
is no bag limit. Two and a half months should be sufficient for profit making by trappers
of mink and weasel in Unit 1C.

Proposal 19: OPPOSE- This proposal by, Barry Brokken, would extend the season for
trapping fand otter in Unit 1C. The purpose is “ increased profit” according to the

GOMMENT#__S___
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proponent. The current season is Dec. 1- Feb. 15. There is no bag limit. The proposal
would have the season open earlier, on Nov. 10. Two and 2 half months should be enugh
for profit making by this individual,

Proposal 20: OPPOSE- This proposal by Barry Brokken would extend the season for
trapping marten in Unit IC. the purpose is “increased profit”. The current season is
Dec.1 —Feb. 15. There is not bag limit. In light of the near extinction of Martes caurina
on Kuiu Ysland in Unit 3, the Dept. should reject proposals to increase marten trapping
throughout SE AK, and instead consider restricting marten trapping until biologists have
a better understanding of the viability of these populations throughout SE AK,

Proposal 21: OPPOSE- This proposition would create a public safety issue i.e. it would
allow for traps to be set close to trails that are currently closed to trapping.

Proposal 22: SUPPORT- This proposal would institute safety measures on heavily used
recreational trails, currently open to trapping, in Unit 1C. Public safety must come first in
heavily used recreational areas.

Proposal 23: SUPPORT- This proposal would ensure that cream-colored black bears
would be protected from hunting under enforceable regulations in Unit 1D. These bears
are an important wildlife resource to protect as they provide appreciation/enjoyment for
All user groups.

Proposal 24: OPPOSE- This proposal would extend the spring brown bear hunting
season by 2 weeks in Unit 1C. Bears are vulnerable to hunters in the spring as they

frequent intertidal/coastal areas where they can be easily seen and shot. This season
extension is not congruent with brown bear conservation.

Proposal 25: SUPPORT-

Proposal 26: OPPOOSE- The plain language of this proposal suggests that a new goat
area would be opened up in SE for purposes of an archery hunt. The language says that
there will be a “ loss of potential hunting area for bow hunters “. However, it also says
that there is no existing goat hunt with bows in this area right now. Therefore, while it
may not be a gain for bow hunters, it is not a loss. If there is no open season there now,
there is likely a reason for this. Biologists likely recommended that there be no open
season. Is there a biological reason that there is no open season there at the present time?
The Board of Game should examine why there is no open season and look at the history
of it and determine whether or not ther could even be a season there- can the population
sustain the harvest?

Proposal 27: NO POSITION- The AWA takes no position on this proposal due to a lack
of information in this written proposal.

Proposal 28: SUPPORT-

COMMENT# Ii
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Proposal 29: SUPPORT-

Proposal 30: OPPOSE- The Board of Game has the legal authority to establish a Tier IT
program on siate lands. The author of this proposal wants to change the hunting regime
from a Tier II system where you have to consider subsistence eligibility and criterig, to
open the area up to anyone. Unless biological reasons have changed, Mr. Werner
provides no biological justification for the proposal. His propossl is not based on
anything scientific. There is no biological justification to change the hunt.

Proposal 31: OPPOSE- Extending the wolf hunting/trapping season in Unit 1D by 2
weeks, until May 15, because of the belief that the current wolf population could be
detrimental and could decimate the moose herd- is anecdotel. There must be
scientifically based data to support such a proposal. In addition, extending the season
into May will cause more wolf pup mortality as a result of killing adult wolves who they
rely upon for their gurvival.

Proposal 32: OPPOSE- This proposal concerns incidental catches where the wolf and
wolverine seasons open up earlier than the lynx season. There is no biclogical
justification identified for making this change. There has been a past, statewide effort to
look at the lynx seasons and more conservatively manage lynx because of their status.
ADF&G went to a more conservative season. Mr Newlun is recommending going in the
opposite direction. The concern is with the lows in the snowshoe hare cycle and the
potentiality that lynx hunting needs 1o be closed where the cycle of hares is low,

Proposal 33: OPPOSE- Tags were instituted in 2002. There was a good reason for tags
because there had been a history of problems with traps set illegally. Without a tag, it is
impossible to prove who illegally set a trap. The Board went to trap tag requirements in
certain areas of the State. While some trappers have opposed it, they have mainly
opposed it because they are concerned that they will be caught doing something they
should not be doing and for which they can be proven culpable. They have not enjoyed
this vulnerability. They have on worries or concerns if they comply with the law,

Proposal 34: SUPPORT-

Proposal 35. OPPOSE- The AWA opposes this for reasons cited in its opposition to
Proposal No.33

Proposal 36; SUPPORT-

Proposal 37: NO POSITION- The AWA sees some benefit to this proposal. Requiring
registration for black bear hunts provides more scrutiny, vigilance, and data. Persons
would be required to come into a department office and register for the hunt. Thjis can,
however, create a heavy workload for fish and game personnel. The AWA does not
aciively oppose or support this proposal.

Proposal 38: SUPPORT-

COMMENT#_ 5
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Proposal 39: SUPPORT-

Proposal 40: SUPPORT- This proposel limits bear baiting to registered archers only, of
which there are far less than rifle hunters in the state. This is congruent with black bear
conservation.

Proposal 41: SUPPORT- This proposal would enable the Dept. to implement important
and necessary permit conditions to regulate hunting activity associated with bear baiting.

Proposal 42: OPPOSE- This proposal would allow anyone to call their position in the
field into the Dept. without any way for the Dept. to check the legality of the caller.

Proposal 43: NO POSITION

Proposal 44: OPPOSE- This proposal is not conducive to the conservation of the moose
herd in the Stikine River hunting area.

Proposal 45: OPPOSE- This proposal to extend the wolf hunting season by 1 month in
Units 1 and 2, until May 31, is unwarranted and would be inhumane to pups born in the
spring who are reliant on adults for their survival.

Proposal 46: SUPPORT- This proposal that would decrease the wolf hunting season by
2 months in Units 1, 3, 4, and 5 is warranted, The season would revert back to Sept.1-
March 31 versus the current season which is Aug.1- April 30. Wolves killed in Sept. and
April have less quality/value hides due to rubbing and being un-prime fur therefore
continuing a lengthened season is not beneficial to trappers desiring maximum hide
values, In addition pups who are orphaned in sumnmer and carly fall will continue to
starve and die inhumanely unless the season is shortened. In addition it is in late April
when female wolves are pregnant and near full term. It is inhumane to kill them and not
sound conservation for a species with big game and furbearer values.

Proposal 47: NO POSITION

Proposal 48. SUPPORT

Proposal 49: OPPOSE- This proposal would allow the snaring of bears, killing of cubs,
and the killing of females with cubs. This allowance would legalize current illegal

hunting methods and is not acceptable for that reason.

Proposal 50: OPPOSE- This proposal would allow “denning’ which is an illegal hunting
practice and therefore should remain so.

COMMENT# 5
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Proposal 51: OPPOSE- This proposal would allow denning and the killing of any black
bear regardless of age or gender. This is currently an illegal hunting practice and shouid
therefore remain so.

Proposal 52: OPPOSE- This proposal would allow an illegal hunting practice to become
legal. This proposal should not become an exception to hunting practices.

Proposal 53: OPPOSE- We oppose this proposal for the same reasons that we opposed
proposal #51, in addition we oppose it because it promotes artificial light i.e. *
jacklighting’,

Proposal 54: OPPOSE- We believe that this is an all out war on both brown and black
bears and therefore do not support a proposal that ignores hunting ethics and bear
conservation practices.

Proposal 55: OPPOSE- We oppose this proposal as it would allow wolf and bear
‘denning’ which essentially promotes the indiscriminate killing of both species.

Proposal 56: OPPOSE- This proposal would create special privileges in hunting not
extended to other disabled hunters. Hunting is not intended as an award for military duty.

COMMENT# 6
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United States Department of the Interior CEVED

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 7
1011 E. Tudor Rd. EIPZ I ST
Anchorage, Alaska 99503-6199 '

IN REPLY REFER TQ:

0CT 16
OSM/8105/BOG/CA 16 2008

Mr. Cliff Judkins, Chair
Alaska Board of Game

P.O. Box 115526

Juneau, Alaska 99811-5526

Dear Chairman Judkins:

The Alaska Board of Game is scheduled to meet November 7-1 1, 2008, to deliberate proposals
concerning changes to regulations governing hunting and trapping of wildlife for the Southeast
Region. We have reviewed the 56 proposals the Board will be considering at this meeting.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Office of Subsistence Management, working with other
Federal agencies, has developed preliminary recommendations on those proposals that have
potential impacts on both Federal subsistence users and wildlife resources. Our comments are
enclosed.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on these important regulatory matters and look forward
to working with your Board and the Alaska Department of Fish and Game on these issues, Please
contact Chuck Ardizzone, Wildlife Liaison, at 907-786-3871, with any questions you may have
concerning this material.

Sincerely,

Peter . Probasco,
Assistant Regional Director

Enclosure

cc! Denby Lloyd, ADF&G
Mike Fleagle, Chair, FSB
Kristy Tibbles, Board Support Section
‘Tina Cunning, ADF&G
Nancy V. Hendrickson, ADF&G

Interagency Staff Committee
Chuck Ardizzone, OSM COMMENT
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RECOMMENDATIONS

ALASKA BOARD OF GAME PROPOSALS
Southeast Alaska Region
November 7-11, 2008

Juneau, Alaska

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Office of Subsistence Management (OSM)
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Proposal 5—5 AAC 92.044. Permit for hunting black bear with the use of bait or
scent lures, and 92.052. Discretionary permit hunt conditions and procedures. Create
a special provision for Unit 2 providing the opportunity to obtain bear bait permits by
mail from ADF&G, and make voluntary the requirement to provide exact location of bait
sites.

Current Federal Regulation:

Black bear—General provisions

No person may establish a black bear bait station unless they first register their site with
ADF&G.

Black bear—Special provisions

Unit 2 Bait may be used to hunt black bear. Apr. 15~June 15

Is a similar issue being addressed by the Federal Subsistence Board? No

Impact to Federal subsistence users/wildlife Federally qualified subsistence users are
required to register their bait site with ADF&G. Federal regulations are not clear on how
that registering should occur. Allowing the issuance of permits via the mail scems to be a
reasonable accommodation.

Federal Position /Recommended Action: The OSM recommendation is neutral on the
proposal.

Rationale: The purposes of the State regulations are to minimize conflicts with other
people and to reduce the amount of trash left at sites. These are also requirements of
Federal regulations (though not identified above). The State believes there is a need to
have exact locations of baiting stations in order to enforce the regulations; this same
Federal need is implied by Federal regulations. The State plans to add clarity to the bear
baiting regulations with action on their proposal #41. Federal regulations require the
hunter to *“register” but do not specifically require a permit. The portion of this proposal
providing flexibility to issue permits by mail would be beneficial to the Federally
qualified subsistence user.
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Proposal 8—5 AAC 84.270(6). Furbearer trapping. For Kuiu Island in Unit 3, shorten
the marten trapping season for residents, close the nonresident marten trapping season,
and create a Kuiu Island Management Area that is closed to the use of motorized land
vehicles for trapping marten.

Current Federal Regulation:

Marten
Units 1,2, 3,and 4 No limit. Dec. 1-Feb. 15
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Is a similar issue being addressed by the Federal Subsistence Board? No

Impact to Federal subsistence users/wildlife: Restricting access may detrimentally
affect subsistence users trapping under State regulations by making it more difficult to
run iraplines in this area. This will not affect Federally qualified subsistence users
trapping under Federal regulations. Shortening the trapping season for residents trapping
under State regulation and closing the area to nonresident trapping may make a few more
marten available to Federally qualified subsistence users. However most use of the area
is already by Federally qualified users,

Federal Position /Recommended Action: The OSM recommendation is neutral on the
proposal.

Rationale: Adoption of this proposal does not directly affect Federally qualified
subsistence users trapping under Federal regulations, although the result could be slightly
more marten available for Federally qualified subsistence users. There is currently a very
low level of trapping. It is not clear whether there is a conservation concern; the Federal
program would need to evaluate any proposals submitted to the Federal Subsistence
Board to align with State regulations, should this proposal be adopted by the Board of
Game.

e
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Proposal 15—5 AAC 84.270. Furbearer trapping. Lengthen the beaver trapping season
in Unit 1C from Dec. 1-May 15 to Nov. 10-May 15.

Current Federal Regulation:

Beaver—Trapping
Unit IC No limit Dec. 1-May 15

Is a similar issue being addressed by the Federal Subsistence Board? No

Impact to Federal subsistence users/wildlife: If the beaver trapping season is extended
as proposed, Federally qualified subsistence users trapping under State regulations would
have additional opportunity to harvest beaver for both fur and food. No adverse impacts
to the resource are anticipated as a result of adoption of the proposed regulatory change.

Federal Position /Recommended Action: The OSM recommendation is to support the
proposal.

Rationale: There are no conservation concerns for the beaver population in Unit 1.
Because there is currently minimal take of beaver in Unit 1 this proposal would not
adversely affect the population. The beaver season opens by November 10, or earlier,
under State regulations in all units except in units 1-4. Tn addition, the fur of this species
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Is a similar issue being addressed by the Federal Subsistence Board? No

Impact to Federal subsistence users/wildlife: Restricting access may detrimentally
affect subsistence users trapping under State regulations by making it more difficult to
run traplines in this area. This will not affect Federally qualified subsistence users
trapping under Federal regulations. Shortening the trapping season for residents trapping
under State regulation and closing the area to nonresident trapping may make a few more
marten available to Federally qualified subsistence users. However most use of the area
is already by Federally qualified users.

Federal Position /Recommended Action: The OSM recommendation is neutral on the
proposal.

Rationale: Adoption of this proposal does not directly affect Federally qualified
subsistence users trapping under Federal regulations, although the result could be slightly
more matten available for Federally qualified subsistence users. There is currently a very
low level of trapping. It is not clear whether there is a conservation concern; the Federal
program would need to evaluate any proposals submitted to the Federal Subsistence
Board to align with State regulations, should this proposal be adopted by the Board of
Game.
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Proposal 15—5 AAC 84.270. Furbearer trapping. Lengthen the beaver trapping season
in Unit 1C from Dec. 1-May 15 to Nov. 10-May 15.

Current Federal Regulation:

Beaver—Trapping
Unit 1C  No Linut Dec. 1-May 15

Is a similar issue being addressed by the Federal Subsistence Board? No

Impact to Federal subsistence users/wildlife: If the beaver trapping season is extended
as proposed, Federally qualified subsistence users trapping under State regulations would
have additional opportunity to harvest beaver for both fur and food. No adverse impacts
to the resource are anficipated as a result of adoption of the proposed regulatory change.

Federal Position /Recommended Action: The OSM recommendation is to support the
proposal.

Rationale: There are no conservation concerns for the beaver population in Unit I.
Because there is currently minimal take of beaver in Unit 1 this proposal would not
adversely affect the population. The beaver season opens by November 10, or earlier,
under State regulations in all units except in units 1-4. In addition, the fur of this species
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is prime by this date. Note: if the Board adopts this change, the Federal Subsistence
Board would need to take parallel action in order for this changed season to be applicable
to Federally qualified subsistence users trapping under Federal regulation.
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Proposal 16—5 AAC 84.270. Furbearer trapping, and 85.060 hunting seasons and
bag limits for beaver. Modify the hunting and trapping seasons for beaver in Unit 1D so
that both seasons run from Sept. 1 to June 30, with a trapping license required.

Current Federal Regulation:

Beaver—Trapping
Unit 1D No limit Dec. I-May 15

Is a similar issuc being addressed by the Federal Subsistence Board? No

Impact to Federal subsistence users/wildlife: If the beaver trapping season is extended
as proposed, Federally qualified subsistence users trapping under State regulations would
have additional opportunity to harvest beaver for both fur and food. No adverse impacts
to the resource are anticipated as a result of adoption of the proposed regulatory change.

Federal Position /Recommended Action: The OSM recommendation is to support the
proposal.

Rationale: There are no conservation concerns for the beaver population in Unit 1.
Because there is currently minimal take of beaver in Unit 1, this proposal would not
adversely effect the population. The beaver season opens by November 10, or earlier,
under State regulations in all units except in units 1-4. In addition, the fur of this species
is prime by this date. Note: if the Board adopts this change, the Federal Subsistence
Board would need to take parallel action in order for this changed season to be applicable
to Federally qualified subsistence users trapping under Federal regulation.
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Proposal 18—35 AAC 84.270. Furbearer trapping. Lengthen the trapping season for
mink and weasel in Unit 1C from Dec. [-Feb. 15 to Nov, 10-Feb. 15.

Current Federal Regulation:

Mink and weasel
Unit 1C No limit. Dec. 1-Feb. 15

COMMENT# 6



Is a similar issue being addressed by the Federal Subsistence Board? No

Impact to Federal subsistence users/wildlife: The proposal would provide Federal
subsistence users trapping under State regulations additional opportunity to harvest mink
and weasel. No adverse impacts to the resource are anticipated as a result of adoption of
the proposed regulatory change.

Federal Position /Recommended Action: The OSM recommendation is to support the
proposal.

Rationale: There are no conservation concerns for the mink and weasel populations in
Unit 1. Because there is currently minimal take of mink and weasel in Unit 1 this
proposal would not adversely affect the populations. Currently, mink and weasel trapping
is allowed under both State and Federal regulations from either Nov. 1 or Nov. 10
throughout Alaska except for in Units 1-4, where mink and weasel trapping begins on
Dec. In addition, the fur of this species is prime by this date. Note: if the Board adopts
this change, the Federal Subsistence Board would need to take parallel action in order for
this changed season to be applicable to Federally qualified subsistence users trapping
under Federal regulation.

D i e e Y P U

Proposal 19—5 AAC 84.270. Furbearer trapping. Lengthen the river otter season in
Unit 1C from Dec. 1-Feb. 15 to Nov. 10-Feb. 15.

Current Federal Regulation:
River ofter
Unit 1C No limit. Dec. 1-Feb. 15

Is a similar issue being addressed by the Federal Subsistence Board? No

Impact to Federal subsistence users/wildlife: The proposal would provide Federal
subsistence users trapping under State regulations additional opportunity to harvest river
otter, No adverse impacts to the resource are anticipated as a result of adoption of the
proposed regulatory change.

Federal Position /Recommended Action: The OSM recommendation is to support the
proposal.

Rationale: There are no conservation concerns for the river otter population in Unit 1.
Because there is currently minimal take of river otter in Unit 1, this proposal would not
adversely affect the population. Currently, river otter trapping is allowed under both State
and Fedcral regulations from either Nov. 1 or Nov. 10 throughout Alaska except for in
Units 1-4, where the river otter trapping season begins on Dec. 1. In addition, the fur of
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this species is prime by this date. Note: if the Board adopts this change, the Federal
Subsistence Board would need to take parallel action in order for this changed season to
be applicable to Federally qualified subsistence users trapping under Federal regulation.
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Proposal 20—5 AAC 84.270. Furbearer trapping. Lengthen the marten season in Unit
1C from Dec. 1-Feb. 15 to Nov. 10-Feb. 15.

Current Federal Regulation:

Marten
Unit 1C No limit, Dec. 1-Feb. 15

Is a similar issue being addressed by the Federal Subsistence Board? No

Impact to Federal subsistence users/wildlife: The proposal would provide Federal
subsistence users trapping under State regulations additional opportunity to harvest
marten. No adverse impacts to the resource are anticipated as a result of adoption of the
proposed regulatory change.

Federal Position /Recommended Action: The OSM recommendation is to support the
proposal.

Rationale: There are no conservation concerns for the marten population in Unit 1.
Because there is currently minimal take of marten in Unit 1, this proposal would not
adversely affect the population. Currently, marten trapping is allowed under both State
and Federal regulations from either Nov. I or Nov. 10 throughout Alaska except for in
Units 1-4, where the marten trapping season begins on Dec. 1. In addition, the fur of this
species is prime by this date. Note: if the Board adopts this change, the Federal
Subsistence Board would need to take parallel action in order for this changed season to
be applicable to Federally qualified subsistence users trapping under Federal regulation.
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Proposal 42—5 AAC 92.044. Permit for hunting black bear with the use of bait or
scent lures, and 92.052. Discretionary permit hunt conditions and procedures. In
Units 1-5, after you have registered your bear bait location in person with ADF&G and
wish 1o relocate the bait, you can call in, rather than report in person the new GPS
coordinates to the local office of ADF&G during normal business hours.

Current Federal Regulations:
Black bear—General provisions

No person may establish a black bear bait station unless they first register their site with
ADF&G.
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Black bear—Special provisions
Units 1A, 1B, 1D, 2,3,and 5  Bait may be used to hunt black bear.  Apr. 15-June 15

Is a similar issue being addressed by the Federal Subsistence Board? No

Impact to Federal subsistence users/wildlife: Federally qualified subsistence users are
required to register their bait site with ADF&G. Federal regulations are not clear on how
that registering should occur. Allowing contact via telephone seems to be a reasonable
accommodation.

Federal Position /Recommended Action: The OSM recommendation is neutral on the
proposal.

Rationale: Registering a site should be as simple as possible for Federally qualified
subsistence users, while meeting the managers’ need to know the exact location of the
bait site for enforcement and public safety purposes. (Also see comments on proeposal
#5.) Registering by phone is appropriate. However, this proposal also refers to the need
to register in person with ADF&G. That should not be necessary for the Federally
qualified subsistence user. For example, if a Federally qualified subsistence user lived at
the north end of Prince of Wales Island off the road system, they should not be required
to travel by boat, plane and/or long vehicle drive to the ADF&G office in Craig in order
to register. That would impose great expense and as much as a two day trip.

8
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Theresa Tavel
L47F Irwin Street ~ Juneau, AK 17502
(707) 443-3572 ~ tatavel@acsalaska.net

Attn: BOG COMMENTS SR
Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Boards Support Section

P. 0. Box 115526

Juneau, AK 99811-5526

Fax: 907-465-6094

October 20, 2008
Proposal 22: 5 AAC 92.550, Areas Closed to Trapping
Dear Board of Game,

Thank you for your consideration at this meeting of restrictions on trapping on recreational
trails in Juneau proposed by the State Parks Advisory Board.

I am a personal friend of someone whose dog was caught in a wolf trap on Juneau’s Boy
Scout Camp frail several years ago. Fortunately this dog did not die from the injuries or an
inability to quickly respond to the situation. There have been other dogs in Juneau who have
not been as lucky. I also am a dog owner who frequents this trail and many other Juneau arca
trails.

I very much appreciate your consideration of the issue, and I would ask each of you to vote in
support of modifying the areas closed to trapping in Unit 1C to include the recreational trails
listed in the proposal (Amalga, Auke Nu, Eagle Glacier, Point Bridget, and Salmon Creck
trail).

Hiking with family and friends is an ever increasing popular activity in Juneau. Public use of
these trails is growing. I believe adding these trails would be an important benefit to the
community, and would not have a significant adverse impact on trappers. Although it may be
an inconvenience to move trapping to other (rails, continued trapping on these public access
trails will inevitably Iead to further trapping of personal pets, resulting in injury or death for
these animals.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Theresa Tavel
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October 20, 2008 MR
BOaRD:

Atin: BOG Comments

Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Boards Support Section

PO Box 11526

Junean, Alaska 99811-5526

FAX: 907-465-6094

Dear Board of Game:

I am a 60-year old, 14-year resident of Haines. I am an occasional hunter and regular fisherperson and
forager who makes my living from photography and publishing, as well as part-time home health care within
the Haines community. I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the proposals before you this antumn.
The following are my specific comments on specific proposals.

Proposal #16. Unit 1D. Beaver season will be open to both hunting and trapping from Sept. 1 to June 30.

This proposal is not well documented. The benefits of beaver activity are ignored. Beavers in the Chilkat
Valley provide increased rearing habitat for coho in both the Chilkoot and Chilkat watersheds, as well as
provide for increased willow growth and improved moose habitat. An all out slaughter of beavers in the
Chilkat Valley is not warranted. Fish and Game should reject this proposal. I would suggest that if there are
specific problems in specific areas that these areas be named and the problem better documented. Alternative
proposals should be considered, if real problems can be documented, that are site specific and are based on
actual site-specific information.

Proposal #17. Establish a bounty for taking beaver in Unit 1D.

Fish and Game should reject this proposal. The benefits provided by beaver are ignored. And site specific
problems, if any, are neither named nor documented.

Proposal #23. Protection of light phase of black bear.

I support this propesal for the reasons presented.

Proposal #25. No bear hunting in the section described.

I strongly support this proposal made by Al Gilliam. This area in the Chilkat Valley above the Porcupine
Bridge attracts bears with the chum salmon run in late summer and fall. The highway overlook is a popular

destination for families, tourists, and photographers. It is easily visible from the highway overlook provided
for families, tourists, and photographers. No bear hunting should be allowed in this area.
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Proposal #30. Eliminate the point system for moose hunts. Open the season to all hunters. Allow only one
moose every two years per hunter.

1 support this proposal because otherwise the same 25 to 30 people are harvesting all the moose every year.
In a population of over 2000, there should be a more fair and equitable distribution of this resource.

Proposal #31. Lengthen the hunting and trapping seasons for wolf in Unit 1D.

I strongly oppose this proposal. There is no evidence of either an overabundance of wolf in the Chilkat
Valley or that the moose population in the Chilkat Valley is not doing well because of the presence of
wolves. In fact, the contrary is true. The moose population in the valley is thriving. Evidence: a successful
hunt of 30 moose this year. And the wolf population is in balance as it should be. In fact, as a wildlife
photographer who has lived and photographed wildlife extensively in the Chilkat Valley for 14 years, I have
yet to have had even one encounter with a wolf in the Chilkat Valley. The length of the hunting and trapping
season for wolf in Unit 1D should not be lengthened. The people who live here treasure the presence of the
wolves that we do have. To kill more wolves to benefit moose hunters, of which there are only 25-30 each
year, is disproportional to the majority of the population of the area of over 2000 who value the presence of
wolves in our valley.

Proposal #45. Extend wolf hunting season from April 30 to May 31 in Units 1 and 2.

Strongly oppose this proposal. That spring bear hunters would enjoy harvesting a wolf is not a valid reason
to disrupt the family rearing activities of wolves at this time of year critical to wolf pup rearing.

Proposal #46. Shorten the length of wolf hunting season to the dates recommended.

I strongly support this proposal for the reasons presented by Defenders of Wildlife, the Alaska Wildlife
Alliance, the Alaska Center for the Environment, and the Tongass Conservation Society. Sept. 1 to March 31
is plenty of time to hunt wolves. August and April are important times for wolves and their families to not be
disturbed by hunters.

Proposal #50. Make it legal to disturb and destroy wolf dens as a predator control method.

The Board should reject this proposal. Predator control in general benefits only a few people and then only
for the short-term. In the long run, both predator and prey benefit from allowing natural fluctuations. Dens
should not be disturbed or destroyed. Ungulate populations will benefit more from habitat protection and
better management of human hunters.

Thanks again for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

éﬁimyl\/l/e’nke, Haines
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BOG Comments, Ry
ADF&QG, Boards Support Section, |

P.O. Box 115526, Juneau, AK, 99811-5526 SiAr b ( 005
Fax: 907-465-6094 Ocf, 2/, 200

Dear Board of Game Members:

I am a longtime hunter and Alaska resident for 29 years, writing regarding the
following upcoming proposals:

(Regarding Beaver)

Proposal 16: OPPOSE- This proposal would extend the beaver hunting/trapping
season by 4.5 months, Sept.1- June 30, in Unit 1D, the Chilkat Valley. This
extension is extreme, particularly because there are no bag limits on beaver. This
proposal is likely to be detrimental to the population and runs more risk of
accidental entrapmeat of dogs, ete.

Proposal 17: OPPOSE- This proposal would allow for bounties on beaver in Unit
1D, the target area being the Chilkat Valley. Bounties are historically difficult to
regulate and when instituted have had dire consequences in ¢liminating and/or
seriously decreasing various species populations. Another reason to oppose this
proposal is related to cost; we don’t need to be paying for these bounties.

(Regarding Bear)

Proposal 23: SUPPORT- This proposal would ensure that cream-colored black
bears would be protected from hunting under enforceable regulations in Unit 1D,
Haines, Klukwan, Skagway areas. These bears are a unique and valuable wildlife
resource to protect as they provide a special opportunity for appreciation &
enjoyment for everyone.

Proposal 24: OPPOSE- This proposal would extend the spring brown bear
hunting season by 2 weeks in Unit 1C, the mainland from Cape Fanshaw north to
the Katzehin River. Bear are especially vulnerable to hunters in the spring as they
frequent intertidal/coastal areas where they can easily be seen and shot. This
season extension overlaps with tourism viewing and conflicts with brown bear
conservation principles.

Page 1 of 2
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(Regarding Wolf)

Proposal 31: OPPOSE- Extending the wolf hunting/trapping season in Unit 1D,
Haines, Klukwan, Skagway area, by 2 weeks until May 15, because of the belief
that the current wolf population could be detrimental to and could decimate the
moose herd is anecdotal. There must be scientifically based data to support such a
proposal. In addition, extending the season into May will cause more wolf pup
mortality as a result of killing adult wolves that pups rely upon for their survival.
Plus, the coats are not as nice then and will not bring as good a price.

Proposal 45: OPPOSE- This proposal to extend the wolf hunting season by 1
month, to May 31- the season currently runs from Aug.1- April 30, in Units | and
2, i.e. Juneau, Douglas Island, the mainland north and south of Juneau, Haines,
Klukwan, Skagway, and Prince of Wales Island, is unwarranted and would be
inhumnane to pups born in the spring as they are reliant on adults for their survival.
Plus, the coats are not as nice then and will not bring as good a price

Proposal 46: SUPPORT- This proposal would decrease the wolf hunting season
by 2 menths in Units 1, 3, 4, and 5- essentially all of SE AK except for Prince of
Wales Island. The season would revert back to Sept.1-March 31 versus the current
season which is Aug.1- April 30. Wolves killed in Sept. and April have less
quality/value hides due to rubbing and being un-prime fur; therefore a lengthened
season is not beneficial to trappers desiring maximum hide values. In addition
pups who are orphaned in summer and early fall will continue to starve and die
inhumanely unless the season is shortened. Another reason is that female wolves
are pregnant and near full term in late April. It is inhumane to kill them and not
sound conservation for a species with big game and furbearer values.

Thanks for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

Jeff Slos

740 5 St

Juneau, AK 99801
Issloss(auci.net
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QOctober 21, 2008

To: Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Atin: Board of Game Comments RECE:
Boards Support Section O e e
PO Box 115526 RS P4 DU err g

Juneau, AK 99811-5526
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From: Mitch Falk
PO Box 210775
Auke Bay, AK 99821
007-790-4789

RE: B.O.G. Proposal #28

“PROPOSAL 28 — 5 AAC 85.045(a)(1). Hunting seasons and bag limits for
Moose. Replace the "any bull” hunt at Gustavus with an antler restriction hunt. Bulls with
spike-fork or 50-inch antlers or antlers with 3 or more brow tines on one side would be
legal ”

I have been moose hunting in Gustavus since the early 90°s. My first bull shot there
was on Oct 12 and we hauled it out with an 8 wheeled Argo. I believe my bull that year was
1 of 9 or 10 taken that year and the season lasted 30 days. Over the next couple of years the
moose population continued to increase and we continued to enjoy a good “Hunting
Experience”. We would plan our hunt around the good tides as that made access better, set up
a wall tent and had a great hunting trip. We continued to be successful harvesting bull moose
because we learned how and where to hunt in the area. Rapidly the total number of bulls
harvested increased going from a handful to 50 or more in just a few vears.

The moose hunting restrictions started in the mid 90’s. Due to increased pressure and
a few hunters using poor judgment ADF&G outlawed the use of “Off Road Vehicles® for
use during moose hunting. This action seemed to have the desired effect, slowing the harvest
and protecting the environment from the tracks and rutting that occurs with excessive use of
ORV’S. We adapied and developed methods of retrieving our moose without the use of
ORYV’S. The quality of the “Hunting Experience” continued to be high and we recroited
young hunters into our camp and taught them the value of the “ Hunting Experience”. In the
mid to late 90's the bull harvest jumped to over 50 animals and ADF&G using sound
management practices chase to close the season early. This early closure did not adversely
affect most of the * traditional “ hunters as the season had already run 3 wks. ( A few years
are a pretty short period of time to establish a tradition). The combination of the large hatvest
and the attention of the early closure announcement generated even greater hunter numbers
and “ THE RACE WAS ON”. The Gustavus moose hunt turned into a big derby with the
goal to “kill” your bull as fast as possible on opening day because the hunt was going to be
closed early. People were coming into the ADF&G office to get a registration tag that had no
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idea where Gustavus was or even how to pronounce it. The overall “ Hunting Experience”
was reduced greatly. The 2™ to last year I hunted in Gustavus the bull [ shot had a 7mm Mag
bullet in the shoulder that penetrated about an inch. Talking with ballistics experts back in
Juneau they figured the shot was taken at over 700yds! The last year I hunted in Gustavus [
took my youngest son, wanting to expose him to hunting and hopefully have a good

“ Hunting Experience”. Boy was | wrong. Opening morning there were so many bullets
flying through the brush around us I felt we were in a combat zone and 1 feared for the safety
of my son. For the first time since taking my 1% bull in Gustavus I left without harvesting a
bull and I vowed not to go back until the situation had been cleaned up. The “Hunting
Experience” had been reduced to ZERO! The most recent slaughter occurred this fall, the
season closed after 6 hrs only because the biologist could not close it afier 20 MINUTES!

Recommendaiions:

1. Adopt a permit drawing hunt. I know this will make some people unhappy but
this is net a private hunt on private land. These are public animals on public
land. A permit drawing hunt is the easiesl to manage from a biologists stand
point, the season would last more than an hour and all hunters would have the
same chances of drawing. The overall affect would return this hunt to a great
“Hunting Experience”.

2. My plan B would be to adopt the ADF&G proposal of a Spike/Fork;
507except do away with the 50” and impose a 3 Brow Tine rule. The problem
with the 50” option is there are a lot of 48” bulls in Gustavus and the result
would be dead bulls rotting on the ground because they were an inch or two
under the legal size. This plan also does very little to decrease the number of
hunters in the field and would probably increase the number of illegal bulls
taken as hunters wonld feel the competition from other humters and be more
inclined to shoot a marginal bull. The overall affect is a “Hunting Experience”
not much better than the current sitvation.

Sincerely,

Mitch Falk

COMMENT#_ | )

zd 06:¥68..06 epeuAl ' YouW EQO:0L 8O LZ YO



P.O. Box 22493
Qi Juneau, AK 99802
- (907) 321-8300
o 0 A
Attn: BOG COMMENTS
Alaska Department of Fish and Game sOAS LT
Boards Support Section
P. 0. Box 115526
Juneau, AK 99811-5526
Fax: 907-465-6094

October 15, 2008
Proposal 22: 5 AAC 92.550, Areas Closed to Trapping
Dear Board of Game,

Thank you for your consideration of restrictions on trapping on recreational trails in Juncau
al this meeting proposed by the State Parks Advisory Board.

This 1s a very personal issue for me, as several years ago my dog was caught in wolf traps
on a Juneau trail (Boy Scout Camp trail). This resulted in significant injury to my dog and
personal cost to me, even though she had been close at my side before being drawn away
by the smell of the baited trap. The vet told us that she would have died if we had not been
able to obtain wire cutters at a house on the main road, and if she had been in the trap for
another hour (if we were farther down the trail and/or couldn’t run two miles).

I appreciate your consideration of the issue, and I would ask each of you to vote in support
of modifying the areas closed to trapping in Unit 1C to include the recreational trails listed
in the proposal (Amalga, Auke Nu, Eagle Glacier, Point Bridget, and Salmon Creek trail).

I believe adding these trails would be of significant benefit to the community, and would
not have a significant adverse impact on trappers. The public use of these trails hag
steadily increased over the past several years. Although it may be an inconvenience to
move trapping to other trails, continued trapping on these public access trails will
inevitably lead to further trapping of personal pets, resulting in injury or death for these
animals.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter. I would be happy to testify or answer any
questions regarding this letter.

Sincerely

T2 s

Susan D. Hargis

commenTs }J
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Eastern Interioxr Alaska Subsistence
Regional Advisory Council

c/o Office of Subsistence Management
101 12th Avenue, Room 110
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701
Phone: 1-(907)-456-0277 or 1-800-267-3997 e

Fax: 1-(907)-456-0208 RECEIVEL
E-mail: Vince Mathews@fws.gov SO
SRR

October 20, 2008

Alaska Board of Game

Alaska Department of Fish and Game
P.0O.Box 115526

Juneau, Alaska 99811-5526

Dear Board of Game:

The Eastern Intcrior Alaska Subsistence Regional Advisory Council during its public meeting on
October 14, 2008 reviewed statewide and Interior region bear and a veteran’s hunt proposals that

- are before the Alaska Board of Game at your November 7 — 11, 2008 meeting in Juneau. Below

c0

are the recommendations passed by the Regional Council. The Regiounal Couneil appreciated the
assistance of Roy Nowlin when they reviewed the proposals.

PROPOSAL 49 — 5 AAC 92.085. Unlawful methods of taking big game; exceptions, and
92.260. Taking cub bears and female bears with cubs prohibited. Modify the methods for
taking black bear in Unit 25D as follows.
5AAC 92.260. Taking cub bears and female bears with cubs prohibited except in Unit
25D for female black bears.
5AAC 92.085. Unlawful methods of taking game; exceptions. The following methods
and means of taking big game are prohibited in addition to the prohibitions in 92.080:
(6) with the use of a trap or snare; except to snare black bears in Unit 25D. Snares
need to be checked every 48 hours.
(9) from a boat in Units 1-5 and Unit 25D (to take black bears) ; however...

COUNCIL ACTION:

The Council vnanimonsly supported this proposal because it will make legal a traditional
method of hiarvesting bears. Passage of this proposal will also reduce the large number of
black and brown bears in the Yukon Flats area which have kept the area’s moose population
numbers low. Honoring these traditional methods will allow them to continuc legally and
assist with the predator control problem.

PROPOSAL 52 — 5 AAC 92.085. Unlawful methods of taking big game, exceptions, and
92.269. Taking cub bears and female bears with cubs prohibited. Allow tlie taking ol black
bear from dens in Units 21 and 24 as follows:

Allow the taking of any black bear from dens, September 25 to May 1 in Units 21B, 21C,

21D, and 24.
COUNCIL ACTION:
COMMENT# |
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The Council unanimously supported this proposal because the practice of taking black bears
from dens is a long term traditional method of harvesting bears by Athabascans in the
Interior. Passagc of this proposal would address the challenge of identifying the sex of a bear
in a den.

PROPOSAL 53 — 5 AAC 92.085. Unlawful methods of taking big game, exceptions, and
92.260. Taking cub bears and female bears with cubs prohibited. Allow the taking of black
bear from dens in Units 21 and 24 as follows:
Allow the taking of any black bear from dens from September 25 to May 1 using
artificial light in Units 21B, 21C, 21D, and 24.

COUNCIL ACTION:

The Council unanimously supported this proposal because it will assist with the continuation
of a traditional practice and address a real safety concern with this traditional hunting
practice. The hunter’s safety and the welfare of the bear are at stake. The Council
acknowledges that taking bears from dens is a recognized traditional method of taking bears
by Native hunters in these units.

PROPOSAL 54 — 5 AAC. 92.125. Predation control arcas implementation plans. Modify

the predation control plan for Unit 20E to provide the following:
Under a bear control permit, allow the following: 1.} taking of all sex-age classes of both
brown and black bears; 2.) the use of bear snares for taking bears; 3.) taking of bears
same-day-airbome; 4.) sale of tanned and untanned hides and skulls from beats taken in
the control program. Establish a working group to develop recommendations on methods,
means, and protocol for carrying out the bear control program. This working group
should include members of local advisory committees, public sportsman’s organizations
including the Alaska Outdoor Council, and the Department of Fish and Game research
and management staff.

COUNCIL ACTION:

The Council unanimously supported this proposal beeause cunxent restrictions on allowable
methods to take bears prevent the elevated take of bears necessary for an cffective predator
control within designated intensive management aveas. Without passage of this proposal, the
high rate of bear predation on moose and caribou populations will contitue thereby reducing
the opportunity for local subsistence users to meet their subsistence needs. Umt 20E terrain
is rough and difficult to access. Passape of this proposal hopefully will address the necessary
predator control needed in this unit and will allow snaring, a lost art, to return to an area that
has a long history of snaring bears.

PROPOSAL 55 -— 5 AAC 92.090. Unlawful methods of taking fur animals; 92.095.
Unlawful methods of taking furbearers, exceptions; 92.080. Unlawful methods of taking
game, exceptions; 92.085. Unlawful methods of taking big game, exceptions; and 98.XXX.
Areas of jurisdiction for taking predators in intensive management arcas. Amend the
regulations for methods, seasons, and bag limits for taking predatots in intensive management
areas as follows:

1. Establish 2 new section under 5 AAC 98 0XXX as follows: For the purposes of

implementing AS 16.05.255(¢), removing den disturbance prohibitions for the taking of

wolves in areas with positive intensive management findings requires approval by a

2
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majority of the active Advisory Comimittees with jurisdiction located in, or the majority
of whose members reside in the affected unit or subunit. For the purpose of this section
an "active advisory committee" is a committee that holds a meeting and acts on the
proposal. '
2. In areas with a positive intensive management finding within 5 AAC 92.108 where
habitat is not a limiting factor and moose or caribou populations ave either not achieving
or maintaining population or harvest objectives; or thie population's harvestable surplus is
not maintaining amounts necessary for subsistence:

a. Delete, or creats exception for, restrictions to disturbing or destroying dens for

wolves.

b. Extend wolf season closure date to May 31,

c. From April 1 through May 31 increase bag liwit to 10 per day.

d. Delete, or create exemption for, prohibition of taking a sow with cubs.

COUNCIL ACTION:

The Council unanimously supported this proposal because they recognized that the denning
of wolves was a traditional practice that provided a utilized rcsource while also reducing the
competition for ungulate populations (moose and caribou) to meet subsistence needs.

PROPOSAL 56 — 5 AAC 92.XXX. Special hunts for disabled veterans. Create a new
regulation for specialty hunts as follows:
Establish special hunts for each big game species on all ruilitary and some national and
state lands. Penmit fees can be charged to cover any administrative or other costs.

COUNCIL ACTION:

The Couincil unanimously supported this proposal in respect of 100 percent rated disabled
veterans®, who are not wheel chaix bound, but who deserve additional opportumity to bunt in
Alaska.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide Council recommendations on proposals important to
subsistence users of the Interior and statewide. If you have any questions, please give me a call
(1-907-883-2833) or our Vice-chair Virgil Umphenour (1-907-456-3885) or our Regional
Coordinator, Vince Mathews (contact information in letterhead).

Sincerely,

b S

Sue Entsminger, Chair

cc;-Eastern Interior Regional Council members
Peter J. Probasco, Assistant Regional Director Subsistence
Chuck Ardizzone, Board of Gamc Liaison, Office of Subsistence Management
Roy Nowlin, Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Rita St. Louis, Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Jack Reakoff, Chair, Western Interior Regional Advisory Council

3
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o P.0. Box 32875
R Juneau, AK 99803
(907) 500-9067

Attn: BOG COMMENTS

Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Boards Support Section

P. O. Box 115526

Juneau, AK 99811-5526

Fax: 907-465-6094

October 18, 2008
Proposal 22: 5 AAC 92.550, Areas Closed to Trapping
Dear Board of Game,

Thank you for your service on this board and for consideration of restrictions on trapping
on recreational trails in Juneau at this meeting proposed by the State Parks Advisory
Board.

I am very concerned about the current procedures in our trapping regulations, Traps are in
close proximately to widely used hiking trails and lack appropriate warning signs to
prevent innocent people, children and pets from being harmed on trails that are used by
people for multiple activities. Please help us protect all uses of these public trails.

I appreciate your consideration of the issue, and T would ask each of you to vote in support
of modifying the areas closed to trapping in Unit 1C to include the recreational trails listed
in the proposal (Amalga, Auke Nu, Eagle Glacier, Point Bridget, and Salmon Creek trail}.

I believe adding these trails would be of significant benefit to the community, and would
not have a significant adverse impact on trappers. The public use of these trails has
steadily increased over the past several years. Although it may be an inconvenience to
move trapping to other trails, continued trapping on these public access trails will
inevitably lead to further trapping of personal pets, resulting in injury or death for these
animals.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter. I would be happy to testify or answer any

questions regarding this letter.

Lauren Champagne

Smcerely,
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PUBLIC COMMENTS TO BOARD PROPOSALS FALL 2008

PROPOSAL #30—S5 AAC 85.045 Hunting seasons and bhag limits for Moose. Modify the eligibility and bag
limit for the subsistence moose hunt in Unit 1D as follows.

Elintinate the current point system for the TV 059 lunt, and open the hunt to any Haines resident applicant, but
limit them to one moose every two years per family. Its equal to half a beef each.

I SUPPORT THIS PROPOSAL AS AMENDED: RE cen
[ _'/Ei
» Do not change the bag limit '

SR 2

s I agree with: Modify the eligibility for the subsistence moose hunt in Unit 1D, oo
BOAR,

Do not eliminate the current point system, but modify the current point system to include:

¢ Putmore emphasis on the points for question 15 so people who grew up in Haines and subsisied and depended
on this herd for 20+ years can get a household permit for the hmnter in the family.

*  Possibly put less emphasis on points for question 16.

* Possibly add another question with regards to actual time spent living in Alaska during the previous year.

13.) What is the maximum number of years any one living MEMBER OF YOUR HOUSEHOLD, including
yourself, has hunted or eaten meat from the Tier Il population you are applying for in Question 137 Change as
follows: Allow one point for every year claimed instead of one point for every 5 years claimed. BEXAMPLE 3
attached on next page for point results,

16.) Within this Tier Il hunt area, how many days did you, the applicant, spend hunting and fishing during
the past year? (Do not include time spent commercial fishing or guiding.) This question allows people, whether
honest or dishonest, to obtain up to 25 points, the second largest amount of points an applicant can receive, which
can make the difference for a seasonal Alaskan resident gelting a permit over applicants who have eaten nieat from
this subsistence herd for 20-30 years who reside permanently in Alaska year-round, in or out of the Haines Valley;
an applicant can easily be deceitfil on this question with no way for F&G to verify. If this question is to remain as
is, an adjustment should be made to the points awarded to Question 15 with a possibility of an additional question
worth 25 points. Sec EXAMPLE 4 & 5 attached on next page to see point results,

Another possibility is the addition of a question that asks: How many FULL MONTHS did the applicant
reside in the State of Alaska during the year prior to application. This question could be worth 25 points with 2,083
points for every full month of residency. This, along with a change of points awarded for Question 15, would help
distribute the permits to those whose year-round residences are in Alaska, including the newcomers to the valley,
and also for those who have traditionally eaten and hunted this subsistence species for most of their lives. See EX-
AMPLE 5 attached on next page for point results,

WHAT WILL HAPPEN IF NOTHING 1S DONE? People who have grown up in the Chilkat Valley, eating this
resource all their lives, will continue to be denied permits if another person in the household is the applicant and is
receiving only one point for every 5 years that the household member has eaten or hunted from this resource. It is
also possible for year round Alaskan residents to be denied permits while a seasonal resident will win a permit
based on Question 16 and how it is answered.

WILL THE QUALITY OF THE RESOURCE HARVESTED OR PRODUCTS PRODUCED BE IMPROVED?
No

WHO IS LIKELY TO BENEFIT? Those who have a history with this resource, having been born and raised in
Haines, or lived in Haines for many years in the past and having eaten this resource for the years that they lived in
Haines will benefit from a change. In addition, if a question were adopted regarding how many full months did the
applicant reside in-state the previous year, a year-round resident would be awarded more points than the seasonal
resident who winters in another state in the Lower 48.

COMMENT#




WHO IS LIKELY TO SUFFER? Seasonal residents who have homes out of state, who leave the state to live in the
Lower 48 during the winter months, and who live here only long enough to qualify for residency and the benefits
that follow.

OTHER SOLUTIONS CONSIDERED? Please see amendment possibilities above and possible solutions on next
page.

PROPOSED BY: Craig & Cheryl Loomis

LEXAMPLE 1.) (This applicant received a permit.) Hunter “A” lives in Haines for just long enough to qualify for

residency by staying in the Tier II area for 183 days per year, then he moves back to the Lower 48 for the remain-
der of the year. Hunter “A” puts down on his application that he hunts and/or fishes 70 days or more in the Tier I
area (question 16). He is awarded 25 points for the question. He answers that he buys most of his food and gas in

the community of Haines as he stays in Haines for the “majority” of the year even if it is 6 months and 1 day.

He puts that he or one member of his household has eaten meat from the Tier IT population {question 15} for 10
years {even though he hasn’t been a legal resident for the full 10 vears), the length of time that he has been season-
ally coming fo Haines. He gefs 2 points for that question. (Even though Hunter “A” has never hunted in this par-
ticular hunt, his friends have invited him over for moose steak dinner or given him a package of moose meat at
least once every year from this population, therefore he puts down 10 years on his application. )

Hunter “A” leaves the state every winfer to another home in the Lower 48, only staying in Alaska long enough to
consider it a “majority” of the year. Between those 2 questions Hunicer “A* geis 27 points.
Additional points: Question 14: 10 years, 10 points

Question 17: Haines, 7.5 points

Question 18: Haines, 8.4 ponts

TOTAL POINTS: 52.90 Hunter “A” outscores Hunter “B” who lives in Alaska year round
and has a family member who has subsisted on this Tier 1 resource for 30 years. Hunter “B” did not get a
permit.

EXAMPLE 2.) (This applicant was denied a permit.} Hunter “B* was born and raised in Sitka, He married his wife
10 years ago. She was born (when they still delivered babies in Haines) and raised in Haines. They reside perma-
nently year-round in Sitka. They de not leave the state to live in another home. She and her birth family have goi-
ien 2 moose every year since she was born except for one year, plus the several years the hunt was closed. Her
family in Haines still shares their annual harvest with her family. Hunter “B” puts that he hunts and fishes in the
Haines Tier Il area for 7 days. Ie is awarded 10 points. He lists the maximum number of years any one living
member of his household has hunted or eaten meat from the Tier 1T area as 30. He gets 6 points. The wife does not
apply for a permit as she opts for her husband to be in the field hunting while she works and cares for the children
who are also in school. Between the 2 questions Hunter “B* gets 16 points.
Additional points: Question 14, 10 vears, 10 points

Question 17: Sitka, 4.8 points

Question 18: Sitka, 5.7 points

TOTAL POINTS: 36.50 Hunter “A” outscores Hunter “B” who lives in Alaska year-round
and has a family member who has subsisted on this Tier Il resource for 30 years. This applicant did not get a per-
mit.

The person who resides in Alaska year-round, whose household member has a history in the Tier II hunt, cannot
get a permit. But the seasonal retiree who has a summer home in Haines can get a permit because he stays just long
enough to earn the maximum points on questions 17 & 18, and is awarded 25 points for fishing whether or not he
is being truthful.

The BOG must have a good reason to have the hunting and fishing question on the application, however, if it could
be given less importance or deleted completely, it seems it would be more equitable for all applicants in the Unit
1D hunt. Is there an important association with how many days one has fished to get a hunting permit in Unit 1D?
Many people reereational fish in Haines as opposed to subsistence fishing and it would take almost the entire sum-
mer to fulfill 70 days. The BOG might also consider including one more clarifying question in addition to, or in

COMMENT#
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place of Question 16. How many FULL MONTHS of the previous year did you reside in the State of Alaska? Any-
thing less than a full month might not be counted, and absence due to school and military might be excluded. This
could be worth a possible 25 points with 2,083 poiuts awarded per full month. ‘Fhis question would reward those
living within the State of Alaska for the most time, specifically year-round residents versus seasonal residents
when used in conjunction with one point for every year listed on Question 15.

POSSIBLE SOLUTIONS:

o  EXAMPLE 3.) Award one point for every year noted in Question 15. In the current Tier II application if eve-
rything was left as is with the exception of adding one point for every year given in Question 15, points in the
above examples would be:

Hunter “A” = 60.90

Hunter “B” = 60,50 (This applicant will have a better chance of getting & permit, based on tradi-
tional use of one household member, especially if other applicants do not enter 70 days of fish-
ing/hunting activities.)

*  EXAMPLE 4.} If Question 16 regarding hunting and fishing days were deleted, and Question 15 was
awarded one point for every year listed:

Hunter “A” = 3590
Hunter “B” = 50.50

o  EXAMPLE 5.) Award a maximum of 25 points with 2.083 points for each full month during the previous year
that the applicant acinally lived in the state of Alaska, in addition to changing the points for Question 15,
Leave Question 16 as is with no changes:

Hunter “A” =73.40
Hunter “B” = §5.50

" Svbmied. by’ Cxe.‘% !? Cheny)
P Box 33
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PETER P. PAQUET

51 Ragle Bluff Drive

HC 60 Box 2619

Haines. Ak 99827

Phone (907} 767-5795 L
paquetpp@aptalaska.net -

October 7, 2008

TO:

BOG Comments:
ADFG Board Support:

P.OBox 115526
Juneau , Ak 99811-5526

TO: BOG Comments:
ADFG Board Support:
To Whom It May Concern:

1"d like to respond to the beaver proposals in the Upper Lynn Canal as reported in the 9/25/08 edition of
the Chilkat Valley News.

Extending the beaver season is not the answer. For one thing, furs are not worth anything after March. You
will not get any trappers willing to trap beavers with the price so low. I think the answer is to open the
season earlier, like Nov 1, the water is still open and a lot easier to maneuver.

I’ve been trapping for 40 years and there’s no way I'm going to dig through 2 feet of snow and then ¢hop
two feet of ice to trap a beaver for less than 30 dollars. I have not trapped beaver for the last 3 years for that
reason.

1 for one would be out every day in Nov trapping beaver not only for the fur but would also use the
carcasses’ for bait for other fur bearing animals,

Hunting beaver and putting out a reward only encourages every nut in the Chilkat Valley with a rifle to
shoot beaver, steal from other traps and also collect a reward.

Alternative request/ proposal/ Suggestion

To: BOG: and ADFG Board Support:

Provide a list of reported /verified problem beaver behavior complaints to trappers in the local area.
Provide a list and have available a list of registered licensed irappers for the land owner in their area.

Mediate and advise land owner expectations and trappers expectations and responsibilities.

Sincerely,
Peter P. Paquet

Signature ﬂ )
‘ | “L//E‘/ V’/;A‘,.j\
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ALASKA TRAPPERS ASSOCIATION, INC

P.O. BOX 82177 S
FAIRBANKS, AK 99708 LR
October 8, 2008 oy
ATTN: BOG COMMENTS . 0 AV
Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Boards Support Section
P.O. Box 115526
Juneau, AK 99811-5526

Dear Mr. Chairman and Board Members:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and to provide input and comment on proposals
you will be considering at the November 2008 Board Meeting in Juneau. As you know,
the Alaska Trappers Association is a statewide organization of more than 1,000 members
from all across Alaska.

Proposal 1. Lengthen the Wolf trapping season in Unit 1A. We SUPPORT this

" proposal.

The November 1 start date was the traditional opening. There appears to be no biological
reason for the shorter season. Any additional harvest should be advantageous to local
deer populations.

Proposal 2. Raise management (harvest) objective for wolves in Unit 1A. We
SUPPORT this proposal. The slight boost in harvest objective in this subunit should
have little effect on this healthy population of wolves. Harvest appears to have
consistently exceeded the harvest objective with no apparent deleterious consequences.
The population 1s thriving.

Proposal 8. Reduction of marten season on Kuiu Island. No position taken by ATA.

Proposal 15. Extend beaver trapping season in Unit 1C. We SUPPORT this proposal.
We favor this expansion of trapping opportunity that obviously will have no biological
repercussions.

Proposal 16. Open hunting/trapping of beaver in Unit 1D. 'We SUPPORT this
proposal. This 1s enhanced opportunity to harvest beaver and reduce beaver blockages to
anadromous fish streams.

Proposal 17. Establish a bounty on beaver in Unit 1D. We OPPOSE this proposal. We
oppose government administered incentive programs and again urge the Board to
consider passing Proposal 16 to address the stated problem.

: commeNT |7



Proposal 18. Lengthen trapping season for mink and weasel (ermine) in Unit 1C. We
SUPPORT this proposal. This appears to be an opportunity to allow increased trapping
opportunity without any significant deleterious affect on the mustelid resources.

Proposal 19. Lengthen the otter trapping season in Unit 1C. We SUPPORT this
proposal. This proposal offers increased opportunity to take otter before they become
“singed” in the spring.

Proposal 20. Open marten season a month earlier in Unit 1C. No position taken.

Proposal 21. Modify trapping restrictions for Unit 1C. We SUPPORT this proposal,
Passing this proposal would allow pole sets for marten in arcas adjacent to multiple use
(sic) trails now listed as closed. This seems a fair compromise that should keep
reasonable pet owners satisfied and still allow trappers to catch marten in these arcas.

Proposal 22. Adds 5 new closures to trapping in Unit 1C. We QPPOSE this proposal.
The non-consumptive users keep coming back to the table for ever more and more
extensive closures. They seem to feel that it is always the trapper who is expected to give
up “opportunity” and economic considerations as more and more ground is closed to
trapping. In the spirit of fairness and compromise, perhaps it would now be time to
(seasonally) prohibit free-roaming pets and allow trappers to continue to ply their trade.

Proposal 31. Lengthen seasons on wolves in Unit 11). We SUPPORT this proposal.
This appears to be a reasonable opportunity to enhance wolf harvest BEFORE an .
ungulate population begins to drop due to predation and more dire steps would have to be
taken.

Proposal 32. Lengthen Iynx season in GMU 5. We OPPOSE this proposal.
Lengthening lynx season by a full 2 % months to accommodate accidental take seems
drastic, especially at a time of year when lynx skins are not prime and including the
breeding season. We would prefer the Board instead consider allowing 1 or 2 lynx, per
trapper, to be taken incidentally in wolf/fwolverine sets.

Proposal 33. Eliminate GMU 5 from trap identification requirement. We SUPPORT
this proposal and encourage the Board to EXPAND THE SCOPE TO ALL
SOUTHEAST GMUs. Trap ID tags are a bad idea in the first place and doubly
ridiculous over 95% of SE Alaska’s rural areas. See also Proposal 35.

Proposal 34. Shorten wolverine season in GMU 1-5 to end February 15. We strongly
OPPOSE this proposal. We do not feel that the data are available to show that this
drastic step is necessary. The Department argues that “harvesting ANY female
wolverine” in spring COULD have major negative ramifications on FUTURE
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recruitment. While technically this may be true, it is also technically true in the case of
ANY species, at ANY time. Wolverine harvest in Southeast Alaska is not high in spring-
time. But to arbitrarily close the season in the entire region TN CASE there might be a
problem is not fair to trappers. In the future, if there appears to be over-harvest in
specific areas, that problem can be dealt with surgically rather than arbitrarily shutting
trappers down 2 %2 months early based on what “might” occur.

Proposal 35. Eliminate trap marking restrictions in GMU 1-5. We SUPPORT this
proposal. We do not find evidence of any advantage (either biological or enforcement-
related) to this regulation. In other areas of the State where this was tried, it was soon
found to be a waste of time and an unnecessary expense and bother to the trapper.
Hopefully the Board will do the right thing and remove the requirement here as well.

Proposal 46. Reduce wolf hunting season in Units 1, 3, 4, and 5. We OPPOSE this
proposal. Southeast Alaska remains an arca where wolf harvest by hunting and trapping
has been fairly effective at keeping wolf numbers at reasonable levels. We would hate to
see this equilibrium disturbed and State-sponsored predator control be required. This
would suggest that current seasons/bag limits either be left in place, or expanded, rather
than reduced.

Proposal 49. Modify methods of taking black bear in Unit 25D. We SUPPORT this
proposal. We support adding a provision to allow the taking of black bears with snares.
This is an effective, humane method of harvesting bears. Properly administered, it could
go a long way toward helping moose populations to rebuild.

Proposal 50. Allow wolf denning in GMU 19. We SUPPORT this proposal. We
support this traditional Native method of predator control in areas where it has been
requested by local users.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on these proposals.

Sincerely,

FeddlS =zl

Randall L. Zarnke, President
Alaska Trappers Association

comments §f



October 9, 2008

Gregg Parsley v
(Naukati Bay, Alaska)

Craig, Alaska 99921

(907) 965-5964

Attn: BOG Comments

Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Boards Support Section

PO Box 115526

Juneau, Alaska 99811-5526

Re: Proposal 36 and Proposal 42

Dear Board of Game,
I have been an Alaska Charter Operator and Transporter since 1984. 1 began in Homer and now
reside in Naukati Bay (Unit 2) where [ only provide lodging for hunters and fisherman.

Proposal 36 Over the past two years [ have blathered, repeatedly, about proposing a Total
Elimination of the fall black bear hunt on Prince of Wales Island. The decline of the bear population is the
number one concern. This decline has been brought on by an explosion in Non-Resident hunters and the
ease of fall black bear hunting in the salmon creeks. Further, we have an explosion in transporters and
guides that illegally hunt and shoot from skiffs and are only concerned with sending their guests home
with “A Bear”. For this reason far too many sows are being shot.

Moving the fall black bear opening date to “At Least” September 15th is a great idea.

Proposal 42 “Bologna™, 1 love bear baiting. Making the hunter come into the office to get a
Bait Permit or change a location is the only way to control the privilege of bear baiting. As most of you
know, bear baiting takes serious advanced planning and at this time a hunter can register two locations. A
couple of Non-Resident hunters can register four locations between the two of them. When Bear Baiting,
it may take several days for a bear to hit a site, it takes patients! To allow folks to pick up the phone and
change locations like changing a shirt is bound to cause problems, especially for enforcement. Having
abandoned bait stations all over the woods with remaining sent would not be a good idea.

How about changing the current regulation to read “A hunter can only register two (2) black bear

bait stations a year” PERIOD! If a hunter did their home work why on earth would they need more?

Thank you for reviewing my comments.

Best Regard

Gregg Pars—'-é’y
Naukati Bay, Alaska
www.naukatibay.com
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Calvin H. Casipit B
8699 Duran St. SRR fii
Juneau, AK, 99801

S o e

October 3, 2008

Alaska Board of Game

ATTN: Board of Game Comments
Boards Support Section

PO Box 115526

Juneau, AK. 99811-5526

Dear Board of Game Members:

I am writing to you to express my comments on two proposals that will be before you at
your November meeting and a specific concern with a past action taken by the Board of
Game (BOG) regarding the Gustavus forelands moose population.

First, I have a specific major concern with an action taken by the BOG in 2006, that |
only have recently become aware. The BOG changed the subsistence determination for
Gustavus moose from “No Determination” to a “Negative Determination” for this
population. 1made repeated attempts to get staff reports regarding this issue from the
Board Support Section, I am still waiting. It appears that the BOG made this hasty
decision based on no staff work, no public comment from the communitics most affected
by this decision, no public notice, and at a place and time distant from the communities
most affected. The action violated the public trust and violates the principles of an open
democratic government that we Americans and Alaskans hold so dear. The BOG should
immediately rescind its decision from 2006 and undertake a proper analysis of this issue
in full public light and encourage the communities most dependant on the Gustavus
moose population to express its concerns and comments.

Proposal 27 —T fully support this proposal. ADF&G managers have overseen the killing
of 171 cow moose on the Gustavus forelands since 2002, and 15 more are planned to be
killed in December 2008. The fall bull moose harvest objective has dropped from 40 in
2002 to 15 in 2008, in response to the reduced recruitment of young bull moose. Tt is any
wonder that the population has crashed in light of this ill-advised harvest of cow moose?
If those 171 cows had not been killed, they potentially could have produced 85 young
bulls, thereby eliminating the need to reduce the bull quota to 15 and having only a one
day hunt this fall. [171 x .20 (pregnancy rate) x .5 (XX:Xy) x 5 (years) = 85.5] 85 bulls
this year would have gone a long way to satisfy subsistence needs this year, and the hunt
this year could have lasted more just one day.

Proposal 28 — I vehemently opposed to this proposal. The Gustavus moose population is
a subsistence population, the community of Gustavus and many individuals depend on
moose for food as my family does. We have caten from this population and derive the
majority of our red meat needs from the Gustavus moose since 1997. My hunting party
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has always harvested a moose form this population since 1997 and we don’t waste a bite
of the moose we have harvested. This fall’s hunt was the first year we did not get a
moose. Asking subsistence hunters to glass moose and {ry to determine if they have 50
inch spread or 3 brow tines is a burdensome restriction on subsistence users. It will make
law breakers out of subsistence users who need moose to feed their families and the
greater community. It is a very bad idea. The ADFG managers put themselves in this
position of managing one day hunts by the ill-advised cow hunts (see above), they should
not get a “free pass” to simplify their jobs by approval of this proposal. They screwed up
the management of this herd of moose. They should not get to place the burden of their
mistakes on the backs of subsistence users. :

A better alternative would be to make this a Tier IT hunt, if ADFG managers want to slow

down the hunt. But we all know how many of the BOG members feel about subsistence
and Tier 11, don’t we?

(it lasz

Calvin H. Casipit
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September 18, 2008

BOG Comments

Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Boards Support Section

P.O. Box 115526

Juneau, AK 99811-5526

RE: Board of Game Proposals for November’s South East Alaska BOG meeting.
Dear Kristy,

Please find enclosed my comments on a couple of the proposals for the fail BOG meeting. Thanks
for your help, you have been great.

Should you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

S

Ken Vorisek

427 Crestmont Dr.
Fairbanks, AK 99709

Ph# 907-479-3075

Fax# 907-479-5605

Cell 967-322-1413

Email <timberwfl@gci.net>
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BOARD OF GAME COMMENTS
South East Region, 2008

PROPOSAL #5---—--SUPPORT

5 AAC 92.044 (Exhibit #1) is the regulation established by the Board of Game (BOG) that sets
the conditions for bear baiting. The Department’s Ketchikan office is imposing additional bear
baiting restrictions (Exhibit #2) in Unit 2 that are NOT conditions of 92.044. The Board of Game
has not given the Department the authority to impose these additional restrictions, nor, have those
restrictions gone through the regulatory process.

The new restrictions being placed on baiting in Unit 2 require a hunter to provide GPS
coordinates or a spot on a USGS map before a bear baiting permit is issued. This requirement
necessitates all first time Unit 2 bear baiters and anyone wishing to establish a new bait site to
travel to the hunting area, obtain a bait location, travel back to Ketchikan or Craig for a permit,
then travel back to the hunting area before baiting. If they wish to change bait sites then they
must start the process over. A needless, burdensome and costly requirement.

Further, the Department’s new restrictions require a hunter to apply in person in Ketchikan or
Craig for a bear baiting permit. Unit #2 is a very remote Unit consisting not only of Prince of
Wales Island but also many surrounding islands. The difficulty of traveling between hunting areas
and Ketchikan or Craig is monumental. Some hunters do not travel through Ketchikan or Craig
to reach Unit 2. There is no biological reason to support such an action. There was a case this
spring (2008) where hunters made the trip into Craig during business hours for their permits only
to find the office closed due to a sick Department employee.

At the Spring 2004 Board of Game meeting the Department submitted proposal #18 (Exhibit #3)
asking to: Add global positioning systems (GPS) to the list of allowable discretionary permit
conditions (92.052). The Board of Game denied the GPS requirement for Permit Hunts. The
BOG sited concerns about having mandatory “operative” GPS’s in remote areas and there battery
limitations. Now the Department has imposed in Unit 2 mandatory GPS coordinates or a “Spot
on a USGS map” before a bear baiting permit will be issued. It is my view that the Department
was told NO once to mandatory GPS coordinates, now by adding the language, “or a spot on a
map”, the Department is simply adding a loophole to the BOG directive.

The Board of Game has a long history of supporting bear baiting. 2003-142-BOG (Exhibit # 4) is
a resolution passed by the BOG that states black bear baiting is not in any way a biological issue;
and “Banning or restricting baiting would result in the removal of a valuable wild life resource
management tool”. Further, 2004-151-BOG (Exhibit #5) passed by the BOG states the benefits
to baiting and sets a desired 1000 bear statewide baiting harvest.

ety JO



While the Department may publically say it supports bear baiting in South East it’s actions
demonstrate a desire to reduce or stop it. According to numbers we received from the
Department, in 2006, 86 people were issued baiting permits for Unit #2. In 2007 after some
additional restrictions were placed on Unit 2 there were 71 people issued permits. In 2008 after
the bulk of the restrictions were put in place the number of people baiting dropped to 51, a 59%
reduction. It is clear that the Department’s actions are not supportive of 2003-142-BOG and
2004-151-BOG. The Department’s additional baiting conditions are negatively impacting use.

We approached the Department in July/08 with an invitation to co-sponsor a BOG Proposal that
might resolve concerns while being mutually agreeable to the Department and hunters. We
received the following response from the Department of Law (Exhibit #6). Not only was the
Department unwilling to try and resolve the concerns, they stated; “To the contrary, there appears
to be a serious question as to whether baiting in the Unit is appropriate at all,”. The
Department’s effort is not to resolve problems in a way that maintains use, support BOG
resolutions, or provide for bear baiting, but rather, there actions show a dislike for baiting and an
attempt to restrict it to little or no use.

The Department states enforcement and trespass/cleanup issues as cause to stop bear baiting.
These are enforcement issues and not biological issues. To stop or restrict use is always the easy
way out when a problem arises, if every time there was a game violation we were restricted, there
would be no more hunting. The answer is proper enforcement and not further restrictions on the
innocent. After 18 years of baiting Unit 2 by our hunting party we have not incurred any baiting
problems.

Unfortunately the Department has adopted an anti-bear baiting agenda in South East. Rather than
support baiting as a viable method of hunting black bears and to be consistent with the BOG
resolutions, the Department is working to stop or reduce baiting by implementing restrictive
conditions that are very difficult and costly for the hunter to meet. Approving this proposal will
simply and effectively allow for reasonable bear baiting conditions while protecting the hunter
from unreasonable and burdensome restrictions.

Please support Proposal #5.

PROPOSAL #41-——OPPOSITION

This proposal is NOT a “housekeeping proposal” as stated by the Department. Rather, it is an
attempt by the Department to gain the authority to implement some 23 additional requirements to
bear baiting in Southeast Alaska.

Currently 5 AAC 92.044 (Exhibit # 1) is the regulation implemented by the Board of Game that
sets the conditions for baiting black bears. No other conditions apply. 5 AAC 92.052 (Exhibit #

7) are discretionary conditions that may be applied to “Permit Hunts”, “Permit Hunts” are
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defined as “a hunt for which a permit is issued on a drawing or registration hunt bases”. There
are 4 types of hunts, General Season, Drawing, Registration, and Tier 11. A Bear Baiting Permit
is NOT a type of hunt, it is a permit that allows you to bait black bears. Black bear hunting in
Unit 2 is a General Season Hunt, (Not a Registration or Permit hunt). By regulation, 92.052 does
not apply to General Season Hunts or Bear Baiting Permits. The Department knows it does not
apply ot it would not have submitted this proposal, it is attempting to gain new and far reaching
authority under the pretext of “housekeeping”.

It is clear that the Department is seriously considering ending bear baiting in Unit 2 (Exhibit #6).
By being able to implement the very restrictive nature of the conditions in 92.052 the Department
will have the tools to accomplish that end. 92.052 was intended to give the Department tools to
manage a very limited game resource, a resource that requires either a registration or drawing
hunt. 92.052 is a Statewide regulation that was not intended to by applied to bear baiting.

92.052 is a Statewide regulation, not a local South East regulation. To date, the regulation has
been applied uniformly throughout the state. If this proposal is approved it will aliow a
Statewide regulation to be applied to a limited area, Units 1-5. This is certainly contrary to the
intent of a Statewide regulation and is sure to cause confusion, administrative problems and
unequal application of the regulation.

Keep the impact of passing such a proposal as #41 in prospective. We often think of the
“Department” as being a large, cohesive organization that would use good discretionary
judgement before implementing any one of the very restrictive conditions of 92.052. However,
once the “Department” gains this authority individual biologist, that may have a personal agenda
or views contrary to BOG directives, will be able to freely impose unreasonable restrictions. This
has been the case with Unit 2 bear baiting.

Please keep Statewide regulations from being piecemealed throughout the state and prevent
unreasonable restrictions from being placed on bear baiting, Fail Proposal #41.

Ken Vorisek

427 Crestmont Dr.
Fairbanks, AK 99709

Ph# 907-479-3075

Fax# 907-479-5605

Cell 907-322-1413

Email <timberwfi@gci.net>
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PROPOSAL 5 - 5 AAC 92.044, Permit for hunting black bear with the use of bait or scent
lures and 92.052. Discretionary permit hunt conditions and procedures. Modify the black bear
baiting permit conditions in Unit 2 as follows:

Add language to 5 AAC 92.044 (a) as follows:

a)} A person may not establish a black bear bait station to hunt black bear with the use of bait or
scent lures without first obtaining a permit from the department under this section. In addition
to designated department offices permits shall be available by mail.

Add condition number L1 to 5 AAC 92.044 as follows:

(11) Providing exact bait locations, including GPS coordinates or map markings is
voluntary.

ISSUE: For the 2008 hunting season the Department of Fish and Game has imposed conditions
for bear baiting in Unit 2 that require a bear baiter to provide, in person to the Ketchikan or Craig
office exact GPS coordinates or an exact point on a map of bait locations before a baiting permit
will be issued.

Anyone wishing to bait bear in Unit 2 for the first time or without a prior bait location, or anyone
wishing to change bait locations, will have to travel to the hunting area and obtain GPS
coordinates or an exact bait locations, then travel to Ketchikan or Craig, apply for a bait permmt
during department office hours, and then travel back to the bait location before a bait can be
‘established. Please understand, Unit 2 is a large, hard to access Unit with many remote islands.
Much of the Unit is accessible only by boat or airplane, not all Unit 2 bear baiters bait Prince of
Wales Island or have vehicles there, or travel through Ketchikan or Craig to reach Unit 2.

5 AAC 92.044 is the regulation establishing bear baiting conditions by the Board of Game. The
conditions being imposed in Unit 2 are NOT conditions in 5 AAC 92.044. The Department is
imposing baiting conditions that have not gone through the regulatory process.

WHAT WILL HAPPEN IF NOTHING IS DONE? Unit 2 baiters will continue to incur the
unreasonable expense and time of multiple trips between the hunting area and Ketchikan and
Craig. This could cost upwards of $2,000 and two to three travel days.

Due to these new conditions bear baiting and baiting permits have dropped to a fraction of
historic averages, thus reducing hunting opportunities in Unit 2. Hunters wishing to bait in
Southeast Alaska will move to neighboring units, such as Unit 3, thus shifting baiting pressure to
other Units.

5 AAC 92.044 will not be applied consistently throughout Alaska. The department will continue
to subjectively add baiting conditions that are not in 5 AAC 92.044 without Board of Game
action or due public process. Any person will be able to find a baiters exact bait location through
the Public Information Act. This will likely cause infringement and harassment issues.
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WILL THE QUALITY OF THE RESOURCE HARVESTED OR PRODUCTS
PRODUCED BE IMPROVED? Yes, it allows for an effective management tool which will
benefit bear management. '

WHO IS LIKELY TO BENEFIT? All bear baiters, state and private concerns who benefit
from revenues generated bear baiting.

WHO IS LIKELY TO SUFFER? People who wish to reduce bear baiting.
OTHER SOLUTIONS CONSIDERED? [ tried to resolve the issue with the department without
success. [ also considered litigation, but at the Department of Law’s recommendation, [ will

attempt to resolve the issue at the Board of Game level.

PROPOSED BY: Ken and Anna Vorisek (HQ-09G-002)
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PROPOSAL 41 -5 AAC 92.052 Discretionary permit hunt conditions and procedures,
Modify the current language to provide clarification regarding the intended authority of this
section relative to issuing bear baiting permits in Unit 1-5.

5 AAC 92.052. Discretionary permit hunt conditions and procedures. The department may
apply any or all of the following additional conditions to a permit hunt, when necessary for

- inanagement of the species hunted. In Units 1-5 permit conditions from this section also
apply to 5 AAC 92.044.

ISSUE: The department has regularly attached conditions to black bear baiting permits issued in
Units 1-5. These conditions are necessary to control the use of these permits. A recent change in
the requirements for permits issued in Unit 2 has caused some hunters to question whether the
conditions of the permit are intended to include the discretionary permits hunt conditions in

5AAC 92.052. This proposal is intended to clarify the authority that the Board intended relative
to issuing black bear baiting permits in Unit [-5. Thisis a housekeeping proposal.

WHAT WILL HAPPEN IF NOTHING IS DONE? Confusion will continue for those who
question the intent of the current authority, which could result in litigation and/or an emergency
Board meeting to resolve the issue.

WILL THE QUALITY OF THE RESOURCE HARVESTED OR PRODUCTS PRODUCED
BE IMPROVED? Yes. This proposal will allow the department to attach important and
necessary permit conditions to black bear baiting permits to assure successful management of
this type of hunting opportunity. :

WHO IS LIKELY TO BENEFIT? Managers and hunters who recognize the importance of
having specific condition apply to ensure that permits are obtained and used in a manner that is
necessary to regulate the hunting activities associated with bear baiting.

WHO IS LIKELY TO SUFFER? Those who disagree with the need for applying specific
conditions associated with bear baiting.

UTHER SOLUTIUNS CONSIDERED?Y

PROPOSED BY: Alaska Department of Fish and Game (HQ-09G-019)

**.’r*************************************************-k**************‘k***'k***‘k***
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# 5 AAC 92.044. Permit for hunting black bear with the use of bait or scent lures.

¢ (a) A person may not establish a black bear bait station to hunt black bear with the use of bait or
scent lures without first obtaining a permit from the department under this section.

(b) A permit issued under this section is subject to the following provisions:

(1) a person may establish a black bear bait station only if that persons obtains a permit under this
section;

(2) in Units 6(D), 7, 14(A), 14(B), 15, 16(A), and 20(B), a person must complete a bear hunter clinic
given by the department before that person may obtain a permit from the department under this section,

(3) a person must be at least 16 years of age to be issued a permit;

(4) a person may not have more than two bait stations established with bait present at any one time;

(5) a person may not use bait or scent lures within

(A) one-quarter mile of a publicly maintained road, trail, or the Alaska Railroad;

(B) one mile of a house or other permanent dwelling; or

(C) one mile of a developed campground or developed recreational facility,

(6) a person may not give or receive remuneration for the use of a bait station, including barter or
exchange of goods; however, this paragraph does not apply to a licensed guide-outfitter who personally

accompanies a client at the bait station site;

(7) a person using bait or scent lures shall clearly identify the site with a sign reading "black bear bait
station" that also displays the person's hunting license number, and the permit number;

(8) only biodegradable materials may be used as bait; if fish or game is used as bait, only the head,
bones, viscera, or skin of legally harvested fish and game may be used, except that in Units 7 and 15,
fish or fish parts may not be used as bait;

(9) in arcas where the bag limit is greater than one bear, the department my limit the number of bears
taken over bait as condition of the permit;

(10) a permittee must remove bait, litter, and equipment from the bait station site when hunting is
completed.

a7 History: Eff. 7/1/2004, Register 170; am 12/30/2004, Register 172; am 7/1/2005, Register 174

AS 16.05.330 Emn__l-

http://www legis.state ak us/cgi-bin/folioisa.dll/aac/query={group+!275+aac+9212E044127... 9/18/2008

@ Authority: AS 16.05.255
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Attention
Southeast Alaska Bear Bait Hunters

[f you plan to register for a bear bait permit during the 2008 season in Game Management
Unit 2 please be aware there will be some changes to the registration permit conditions.
[n an effort to obtain more accurate black bear bait registration information bait site
permits will not be faxed or mailed prior to the 2008 spring hunting season. Hunters
wanting to establish bear bait sites in Unit 2 will be required to visit one of the Fish and
Game offices to obtain a bait permit.

Starting in April 2008 these permits will be available from either the Ketchikan, or the
Craig Fish and Game offices. Other Alaska Fish and Game offices will not issue permits
for Unit 2. Consistent with the past several years in Unit 2 we will require a specific
location be provided at the time of application. This will include either GPS coordinates
in NAD27 Datum, or a dot on a USGS map before the bait permit will be issued. Similar
to other areas in the state, this location must be specific enough to enable someone to find
the bait site while on the ground. Hunters should plan their trips accordingly to insure
they are able to visit one of the Fish and Game offices after they select a bait location.

We will also require that the black bear bait station permit be mailed to our office to the

address below within 30 days after the close of the season. That form is the actual

numbered permit you posted at the trailhead, or near the registered bait site and includes

hunting license numbers of all hunters who have hunted at your site. If this document is
.! not received after the spring hunting season, similar to all other registration permits, you
' , will not be allowed to register for a permit the following year. :

Thank you in advance for your cooperation and participation in this important black bear
management effort. If you have any questions please feel free to call the Ketchikan
ADF&G office (907 225-2473).

Sincerely,

o __//>{
2 At
{ Boyd Porter

Wildlife Management Biologist
Alaska Depaniment of Fish and Game
Division of Wildlife Conservation
2030 Sea Level Drive Suite 211
Ketchikan, Alaska 99901
(907) 225-2475
OR:
Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Westwind Plaza, Suite 302
Craig, AK 99921
(907) 826-2562

EXHIBIT 2
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PROPOSAL 18- 5 AAC. 92.052. Discretionary permit hunt conditions and procedures,
Add a new discretionary permit requirement that would require hunters to take an operative GPS
unit into the field for specific permit hunts.

. SAAC. 92.052. Discretionary permit hunt conditions and procedures.

(x) a permittee shall carry an operative Global Positioning System (GPS) unit while in the
field.

ISSUE: Global Positioning System (GPS) units are becoming more commonly used while in the
field for hunting purposes. In some instances, the department could gather important
information from hunters if exact harvest focations were known. In other situations, many hunt
boundaries and closed areas are referenced by straight lines between specific points. If this
proposal passes it would allow the hunt manager to require hunters in specific permit hunts to
carry a GPS unit.

WHAT WILL HAPPEN IF NOTHING IS DONE? Like all discretionary hunt conditions this
is only a tool that the department can use if the hunt manager feels it is necessary. If this proposal
does not pass the department will not have this tool to utilize.

WILL THE QUALITY OF THE RESOURCE HARVESTED OR PRODUCTS
PRODUCED BE IMPROVED? N/A

WHO IS LIKELY TO BENEFIT? Hunters in the field where hunt boundaries are not easily
identified. ’

WHO IS LIKELY TO SUFFER? People that do not use a GPS while hunting.
OTHER SOLUTIONS CONSIDERED? N/A

PROPOSED BY: Alaska Department of Fish and Game (HQ-048-G-091)

*****************************************************************:’l*t***ﬁ******

PROPOSAL NO. 18 . ACTION: Carried as amended
DESCRIPTION: Add global positioning systems (GPS) to list of allowable discretionary
permit conditions.

AMENDMENTS: The permit hunt area authorized by the board may be subdivided into
smaller permit hunt areas. The language requiring an operative GPS unit was removed.
DISCUSSION: The board discussed GPS use for some spedcific pemit hunts and
expressed concemn with the term “operative” should a battery wear out or a person move
out of working satellite range, as can occur in remote parts of Alaska.

EXHIBIT 3
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Alaéka Board of Game
2003-142-BOG

A Resolution of the Alaska Board of Game Concerning a
Statewide Bear Baiting Ballot [nitiative

WHEREAS, A ballot initiative that would prohibit bear baiting has been offered,
and

WHEREAS, Black bear baiting as a method of take is not in any way a biclogical
issue; and

WHEREAS, The Alaska Board of Game has adopied regulations to reduce
conflicts with other users, including a prohibition near irails, certain waterways,
residences and other facilities, as well as a requirement that bait sfation sites be
cleaned up at the end of the hunting season; and

WHEREAS, According to Alaska Department of Fish and Game, there is no
evidence or data o suggest that there is a corelation between hear baiting and
occurrence of food-conditioned bears near human habitation: and

WHEREAS, Alaska Department of Fish and Game reports that areas in Alaska
where black bear baiting is most commonly practiced are among those with the
lowest incidence of bear nuisance complaints; and

WHEREAS, Banning or resiricting baiting would result in the removal of a
valuahle wildlife resource management tool;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Alaska Board for Game, at their
regular meeting in Anchorage, November 4, 2003 urges the defeat of the ballot
initiative,

AND FURTHER LET IT BE RESOLVED THAT the Alaska Board of Game
reiterates ifs continued opposition fo the use of ballot initiatives for managing
wildlife and wildlife use allocations.

Vote: 7/ 0

Naovamber 4, 2003
Anchorage, Alaska

“Mike F!e% agle, Chair " 4_
Alaska Board of Game Em"
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Findings of the Alaska Board of Game
2004-151-BOG

Finding regarding Bear Baiting Allocation
March 10, 2004

The Alaska Board of Game hereby finds that the board is tasked with and responsible for
the allocation of the wildlife resources of the State of Alaska,

Black bears have proved to be a popular species for hunting and viewing via a number of
methods, including baiting, across the State,

Population and harvest objectives for species important for human use, particulacly for
food, may be attainzable without drastic bear control measures if a considerable number of
bears are taken by bear baiters,

Approximately 650 black bears are currently harvested over bait in Alaska each year,

The harvest of black bears using bait has important economic benefits to the state
including business for guide/outfitters and transporters, tagidermy, tanning, sale of
handicraft items, sale of equipment for both archery and firearm hunters and more directly,
from the sale of licenses and tags by the state,

The Boards of Fishories and Game routinely allocate fish and game resources to user
groups which are based upon the method of take.

The Alaska Board of Game has aflocated at least 1,000 bears to bear baiters, for harvest in
eighteen (18) Game Management Unifs across the state where regulations have been
developed specifically to allow for such harvest.

Vote: 700
March 10, 2004
Fairbanks, Alaska

Alaska Board of Game

EXHIBIT 5~
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STATE OF ALASKA /oo

DEPARTMEL [I OF LA 4 1031 WEST 4™ AVENUE, SUITE 200
ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99501-5903

7 PHONE: 907)269-5100

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ro. et

1t
[

July 30, 2008 i ]m]'f E Ih’\

Mr. Zane D. Wilson HEE R
Cook Schumann & Groseclose, Inc. Li AUG 1 2008 '
714 4™ Ave., Suite 200 P
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701-4470 Cpee

Re: bear baiting issue
Your file no, 125%,09

Dear Mr. Wilson;

Since receiving your June 23 letter inviting the Department of Fish and Game to
co-sponsor a proposal regarding bear baiting in Unit 2, T have discussed the topic with
several responsible staff at the Department. To date, I have detected no interest in co-
sponsoring such a proposal. To the contrary, there appears to be a serious question as to
whether baiting in the Unit is appropriate at all, given the many enforcement and
trespass/cleanup issues associated with the practice in that Unit. I cannot say what
position the Department or Board would take on these concerns, but I thought you and
your clients cught to know that these are important concerns, as you and they decide how
to craft the proposal.

Sincerely,

TALIS J. COLBERG
ATTORNEY GENERAL

By:%W‘_

Kevin M. Saxby
Senior Assistant Attorney General
Alaska Bar No. 8611136
cc. Doug Larsen
Kristy Tibbles
Dale Rabe
Boyd Porter

EXHIBIT ¢
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@ 5 AAC 92.052. Discretionary permit hunt conditions and procedures

@ The department may apply any or all of the following additional conditions to a permit hunt, when
necessary for management of the species hunted:

(1) a permittee shall register at a designated station before entering, and upon leaving, the field; except
as authorized under AS 16.05.405 , a person may not hold more than one permit for the same species in
a hunt area at one time;

(2) a permittee shall demonstrate

(A) the ability to identify the species hunted;

(B) the ability to identify the permit hunt area,

(C) a knowledge of weapon safety and use;

(3) a permittee shall attend an orientation course;

(4) a permittee shall carry an operative radio while in the field,

(5) a permittee who takes an animal under a permit shall deliver specified biological specimens to a
check station or to the nearest department office within a time set by the department; the trophy value of
an animal taken under a subsistence permit may be nullified by the department,

(6) a permittee must be accompanied by a department representative,

(7) only a specified number of permittees may hunt during the same time period, and a permittee may
hunt only in a specified subdivision within the permit hunt area;

(8) a permittee may not use specified mechanized vehicles for hunting big game or for transporting meat
from the hunting area;

(9) a permittee who cancels his or her plan to hunt shall notify the department at an office, and within a
time limit, specified by the department;

(10) a permittee may use only weapons and ammunition specified by the department;

(11) before receiving a permit, the permittee shall acknowledge in writing that he or she has read,
understands, and will abide by, the conditions specified for the hunt;

(12) a permittee may hunt only during specified time periods; EXI'IIBIT 7
(13) a permit applicant must be at least 10 years old;

(14) a permittee shall submit, on a form supplied by the department, information requested by the
department about the hunt; the permittee shall submit this form to the department within the time limit

http://www.legis.state. ak us/cgi-bin/folioisa.dll/aac/query=[group+1275+aac+t92!2E052127 .. 9/18/2008
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set by the department;

(15) the permit applicant must hold a valid Alaska hunting license; however, this does not apply to a
resident under the age of 16; an applicant's hunting license number must be entered on the permit
application; a resident under the age of 16 shall enter his or her age instead of a license number;

(16) a hunter participating in a permit hunt that allows only the use of a bow and arrow must have
completed a department-approved bowhunter education course;

(17) a permittee may take only an animal of a sex specified by the department;

(18) a person with physical disabilities, as defined in AS 16.05.940 , with a special permit to hunt with a
motorized vehicle, must be accompanied by another hunter who has a valid hunting license and is
capable of assisting the permittee in retrieving game taken by the permittee;

(19) a person may be limited to one big game registration permit at a time in Units 1, 17, 20(E), 22, and
23;

(20) the number of registration permits that may be issued per household for a specified big game hunt
may be limited,

(21) the permit hunt area authorized by the Board of Game may be subdivided into smaller permit hunt
areas;

{22) a permittee may transfer the permittee's Unit 13 subsistence permit to a resident member of the
permitiee's family, within the second degree of kinship; a person may not receive remuneration for the
transfer of a permit under this paragraph;,

(23) except as otherwise provided, if a drawing pernut hunt is undersubscﬁbéd, surplus permits may be
made available at the division of wildlife conservation office responsible for management of the
applicable hunt. Surplus permits are not subject to the limitations in 5 AAC 92.050(2) and (4)(F).

o History: Eff. 7/5/85, Register 95; am 8/20/89, Register 111; am 7/1/92, Register 122; am
6/28/96, Register 138; am 7/1/2000, Register 154; am 7/1/2002, Register 162; am 7/1/2004, Register
170; am 7/1/2005, Register 174; am 7/1/2006, Register 178; am 7/1/2007, Register 182; am
7/1/2008, Register 186

% Authority: AS 16.05.255

AS 16.05.330

http.//www legis.state ak.us/cgi-bin/folioisa.dll/aac/query=[group+1275+aact+9212E052127... 9/18/2008
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BOG Comments L i
ADF&G Board Support Section A
P.O. Box 115526 .
Juneau, AK 99811-5526

Voices for Douglas Island Wildlife
P.0O. Box 33578
Juneau, AK 99803

October 14, 2008
Dear Chairman Judkins and Board of Game Members,

Voices for Douglas Island Wildlife, { VFDIW?} is a local organization based in the
Juneau/Douglas area in SE Alaska. VFDIW was founded in April, 2002 with the sole
purpose of advocating for local/regional wildlife. As a result of our mission we have
actively participated in all of the SE cycle Board of Game meetings since November,
2002. Due to our interest in the management of wildlife in the northern SE panhandle we
are pleased to submit our positions and comments concerning the following regulation
proposals. We thank you for your time and attention to our input.

Sincerely,

V\/\ﬂ.’t/(—'{_/

Jenny Pursell, Co-Founder

Proposal 15: OPPOSE- This proposal that would extend beaver trapping by 3 weeks in
Unit 1C, is not warranted as there are no bag limits on beaver during the current season
and an extended season could be detrimental to the population.

Proposal 16: OPPOSE- This proposal would extend the beaver hunting/trapping season
by 4.5 months, Sept. — June 30, in Unit 1D, targeted area is the Chilkat Valley. This
extension is extreme, particularly because there are no bag limits for beaver harvest. Asa
result this proposal could negatively impact the beaver population.

Proposal 17: OPPOSE- This proposal would allow “ bounties * on beaver in Unit 1D,
target area is the Chilkat Valley. Bounties are historically difficult to regulate and when
instituted have had dire consequences in eliminating and/or seriously decreasing various
species populations. Another reason to oppose this proposal is related to cost; who will
pay for these bounties?

Proposal 23: SUPPORT- This proposal would ensure that cream-colored black bears
would be protected from hunting under enforceable regulations in Unit 1D. These bears
are a valuable wildlife resource to protect as they provide appreciation/enjoyment for
ALL user groups.
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Proposal 24: OPPOSE- This proposal would extend the spring brown bear hunting
season by 2 weeks in Unit 1C. Bears are vulnerable to hunters in the spring as they

frequent intertidal/coastal areas where they can easily be seen and shot. This season
extension is not congruent with brown bear conservation.

Proposal 31; OPPOSE- Extending the wolf hunting/trapping season in Unit 1D by 2
weeks until May 15 because of the ‘belief® that the current wolf population could be
detrimental to and could decimate the moose herd is anecdotal. There must be
scientifically based data to support such a proposal. In addition, extending the season
into May will cause more wolf pup mortality as a result of killing adult wolves that pups
rely upon for their survival.

Proposal 45; OPPOSE- This proposal to extend the wolf hunting season by 1 month, to
May 31 in Units 1 and 2, is unwarranted and would be inhumane to pups born in the
spring as they are reliant on adults for their survival.

Proposal 46: SUPPORT- This proposal would decrease the wolf hunting season by 2
months in Units 1, 3, 4, and 5. The season would revert back to Sept.1- March 31
versus the current season, August 1- April 30. Wolves killed in August and April have
less quality/value hides due to rubbing and being un-prime fur; therefore, a lengthened
season is not beneficial to trappers desiring maximum hide values. In addition pups who
are orphaned in summer and early fall will continue to starve and die inhumanely unless
the season is shortened. Another reason is that female wolves are pregnant and near full
term in late April. It is inhumane to kill them and not sound conservation for a species
with big game and furbearer values.
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Governor Sarah Palin
PO Box 110001
Junean, AK, 99811

Denby Lloyd
Commissioner — ADFEG
PO Box 115526
Junean, AK, 998] |

Alaska Board of Game
Boards Support Section
PO Box 115526
Juneau, AK. 99811
July 12, 2008

We, the undersigned people, and residents of the commumnity of Gustavus, Alaska, request
your help in addressing our community’s subsistence harvest of moose and recent actions
Alaska Department of Fish and Game (ADFG) and the Alaska Board of Game has taken
fo continue the killing of cow moose and restricting our community’s ability fo harves(
moose for subsistence purposes.

ADFG is again planning to conduct a draw cow moose hunt on the Gustavus Forelands
for December 2008. We as a community are vehemently opposed to such a notion, We
have expressed our opposition to any additional cow moose killing in public meetings

_ with the local ADFG manager and to our local Advisory Committee. The draw cow
moose permit hunts over the past 5 years has removed over 150 individual cow moose
from: the local population. We feel that this reduction is adequate (o reduce the severe
overbrowsing of winter habitat that led to the cow hunts in the first place. In addition, the
past two winters have reduced the population even more. Also the increasing wolf
population in the area is impacting the population even more now and into the future. (In
fact over the 4™ of July weekend recently past, a pack of wolves exhibiting little fear of
humans showed up in our neighborhoods, and at least one young bull moose fell prey to
this pack that weekend.) We request the immediate cancellation of all future cow moose
hunts until the moose population recovers to its pre-winter 2006 population level.

We also have become aware of an action taken by the Alaska Board of Game in March
2006 to designate the moose population at Gustavus as a non-subsistence population.

This was done without our knowledge, and without necessary input from our

Community. Tt appears that this decision was made without a proposal that requested that
action, and based on faulty assumption of individuai Board of Game members, and
.inadequate ADFG staifl reports. The action by the Board of Game in March 2006 to
make the moose population on the Gustavusg forelands a non-subsistence population was
arbitrary and capricious, and violated democratic principles by not soliciting input from
the Community of Gustavus on its subsistence use of the moose population and done
without a specific public proposal that requested such an action.

COMMENT#_olegh



In conclusion, the undersigned residents of Gustavus, respectfully requesl that all future
cow moose hunts on the Gustavus forelands be cancelled untit the population recovers 1o
it’s pre-winter 2006 levels, and the decision by the Alaska Board of Game to make the
Gustavus moose population a non-subsistence population be immediately rescinded until

 the Alaska Board of Game solicits and receives Community input and receives adequate
ADFG staft work.

Printed Name Signature Address
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:CSP FAX ND. :15@758623558 Oet. 23 2668 ©5:32PM Pi

ATTN: BOG COMMENTS
Alaska Department of Flsh and Game R
Boards Support Section
P.O. Box 115526 BOAky,
Juneau, AK 998311-5526

Fax: 907-465-6094

{ am in total support of Proposals 15, 18, 19 and 20.

e  Starting the trapping s¢ason on November 10" would be a great thing because it would
allow better access to trap linas and more people will be able to participate in this
activity. December 1% ag a start makes trapping more difficult because of weather. The
weather issue in Southeast Alaska is a major factor pecause of the ocean and limited
access to surrounding public lands.

o  This will allow younger kids to get involved in the sport of trapping because they wont
be discouraged by the worse weather later in the year,

e It will allow trappers to catch prime fur and receive maximum profits for their hard
worlk.

»  Otter pelts start to lose value later in the season because the hair on their pelt singes.

These reasons make it clean for me as to why this reguiation should be changed. It just
makes better sense to make southeast Alaska’s trapping seasons match what they
majority of the rest of the state has.

B
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FROM :CSP

FAX NO. :119d75B625EB Oct. 23 2863 85:33PM

f am In support of Proposal 21 but feel that a couple things in the initial proposal
should be changed.

It shouldn’t be limited to traps that are less than 6 % Inches in diameter. It should be
for all traps.

The trap should be placed 4 faet off the hard ground because that is something that
isn’t going to change due to snow fall. Traps placed 4ft. or more above the ground are

out of the way of dogs and other pets.

A trap set 50 yards from trails is far enough to where it is out of plain sight of all user
groups.

If this regulation is changed it will open more public property to all user groups. It will
malke It easier for younger people to be involved in the sport of trapping.

If these rules are allowed to stay the same or gat tougher trapping will become

nonexistent for future generations because every year there are more and more
proposals for the BOG to make trappers set gear a % mile from trails, roads, etc.

I am adamantly agalnst Proposal 22 because It’s a direct attack against one user group
(trapper) from another.

This proposal was created because of irresponsible dog walking and lack of knowledge.

Trappers in the funeau area already have the most stringent rules statewide.

COMMENT# 23
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FROM :CS5P FAX NO. :198758625538 Oct. 23 2008 85:33PM P4

Dog walkers fail to follow the rules over and over and aren’t punished. The trapper Is
continually punished for the dog walkers’ mistakes.

e  There shouldn’t be a % mile corridor on these trails because it basically eliminates
trapping.

e If Proposal 21 is approved; it will correct the issues at hand here in this proposal, Both
user groups will be able to coexist on public property which is what | would like to be
able to see.

e The dog that was caught last year at Eagle River trail wasn’t on a leash and that would
have made this issue nonexistent.

e The State of Alaska Dept. of Fish and Game needs to have signage at all trail heads to
provide all user groups with the proper information needed before they venture down
the trails.

e There needs to be enforcement of the Leash Law from the City, State or Federal
Government, | have seen numerous times that dog owners walk their dogs without a
leash and just let their dog wander dangerously near the wolf at the Mendenhall
Glacier, near highly used highways, ete.

I am totally against Proposal 35 hecause | feel It lacks the proper science behind it.

¢ This information that has been gathered is only gathered in two different geographical
locations: Berners Bay & a bay down near Petershurg, Alaska. That isn’t enough data to
statistically say that trapping the 10-20 wolverines in SE Alaska is going to harm the
sustainability.

s | have done some searching for wolverine studies in SE Alaska and there aren’t many. |
think that it is premature to limit the trapping and shorten the season without a clean

scientific rasolution. o
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In the proposal it is mentioned that limiting wolverine traps to areas that are accessible
by boat only is ridiculous because that creates safety issues, and limits the areas of
trapping to a lot of locations whare there aren’t wolverine.

Until there is further information on wolverine habitats in SE Alaska ) think the seasons,
and bag limits should be laft alone.

I would be In favor of a compromise in making wolverine season end March 15™ or
March 31 because that would allow for both ADFEG to have a sustainable resource
and allow trappers to trap wolverine later in the year

From: Jacob Miller
P.O. Box 21708
Juneau, AK 99801
207-780-6061

RECEIVED TIME OCT. 23, 4:30PM
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23 October 2008

Board of Game Comments {fax 465-6094) i
ADF&G Boards Support Section

P.0O. Box 115526

Juneau, AKK 99811

T i

| am writing in reference to the following proposals:

PROP 8 1 support Proposal 8 to shorten the marten season on Kuiu Island for residents and close
the season to nonresidents. ADF&G has clearly demonstrated that marten populations on the island are
in trouble, and it is in the interests of all Alaskans who use and appreciate our animal resourcas to
support efforts to restore populations to sustainable levels.

PROP 34 | support Proposal 34 to shorten the wolverine trapping season. ADF&G has provided
clear evidence that this management measure will aid in the recovery of the wolverine population and
therefore contribute to sustainable future use.

PROP 50 ) oppose Proposal 50 and | oppose amending regulations to permit denning in Unit
19. It appears that no alternative solutions have been considered; second, | do not see any evidence
{scientific or otherwise) in the proposal that denning will solve the perceived problem. Finally, the
proposed solution is inhumane. As someone who relies upon moose, deer, and elk thraughout the
year, | do not oppose game management. But | do oppose management by inhumane means and |
do oppose making management decisions without adequate evidence. Please consider these points
in your vote,

PROP 55 1 oppose this proposal to remove den disturbance restrictions and to extend the
wolf season. Denning is an inhumane management practice. Anecdotal accounts of denning as a
"traditional” practice are insufficient justification for this form of predator control. Finally, the
assertions in the text of the proposal that any opposition to the proposal represents bigotry and
outside interests is offensive and mistaken. As an Alaskan who consumes game and supports
subsistence hunting, } oppose this proposal as inhumane.

PROP 56 | support this proposal to facilitate hunting by disabled veterans.

Sincerely,

Erica Hill
Juneau, AK (907) 523-5682

RECEIVED TIME OCT. 23, 4:50PM GQMMENT#_?_‘;{'___
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& 7@ The Alaskan Bowhunters Association, Inc.
L - 3060 N. Lazy Eight Ct., Suite 2, PMB 144
A Woasilla, Alaska 99654
S 907-376-2717 Fax 907-373-8942
K www.akkbowhunters.com
A .aba@slaskalife.net
N =
BOWHUNTERS
ATTN: BOG COMMENTS October 23,2008

Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Boards Support Section

PO BOX 115526

Juneau, Alaska 92811-5526

FAX 907-465-6094

Dear Board of Game Members,

The following comments have been developed by the Board of Directors of the Alaskan Bowhunter's
Association. We appreciate the opportunity to comment on seme of the proposals.

At your Fall 2008 meeting in Juneau you will be considering twalve proposals relating to black bear
hunting in units 1-5. This 1s 20% of the total current proposals for southeastern Alaska. These proposals
have heen advanced by a variety of concerned individuals as well as ADF&G and APHA. The number of

. proposals suggests there is concern for the resource, |

Proposal #38-ADOPT it is clear from comments made in the ADF&G proposal #38 that they
beliave they have inadequate data to properly manage black bear in SE Alaska, They also belleve that
requiring harvest tickets would improve their data collection. We helieve that this Is true and would
support harvest tickets for black bear hunters in units 1-5. Eventually this may be appropriate as a
Statewide regulation as it would give better data for biack bear hunting success and hunting pressure
Statewide. However that is outside of the scope of this meeting. An Important consideration however
is that the harvest tickets must be readily available statewide just like other harvest tickets are. If this s
not done then the requirement to find a harvest ticket may limit participation in the hunt,

Proposali##39-DO NOT ADOPT_ This is substantially similar to #38 but it has confusing language
because it implies that harvest tickets would only be required of non-resident bear hunters. In addition
it requires that not only the harvest ticket but also the associated report card be in possession of the
hunter. This is an unreasonable requirement.

Proposal#37-DO NOT ADOPT we believe that simply requiring harvest tickets {accomplished
with Proposal #38 above) will provide sufficient data.

Dedicated To Fostering And Perpetuating Fair Chase Hlunting With The Bow & Arrow

RECEIVED TIME 0CT.23.  4:52PM COMMENT# 35
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Page 2 Alaskan Bowhunter’'s 10-23-08

Proposal#36-Consider Carefully If ADF&G can clearly show with good data from sealing forms
such as declining sge and skull size of harvested bear AND that non-residents make up a substantial
portion of the black bear taken in the first two weeks of September should you consider passing this at
this time. With passing #38 above you will have better data to work with if necessary to reduce any
hunting seasons for black bear. Additicnal nen hunting estimates of bear population should aiso be
considered prior to restricting seasons, Examples would be DNA analysis of hair samples and trap
recapture studies. Keep in mind that hunters pay for these studies through license revenues, Pittman
Robertson funds and charitable organization contributions. Restricting hunting unnecessarily in the long
run hampers good studies.

Proposals#6&7 DO NOT ADOPT These are anecdotal anti-hunting proposals. Only if there is
good data provided by ADF&G that there is a marked reduction of the bear population should seasons
be closed.

Proposal#5-ADDPT_ There has been an attempt by individual managers in ADF&G to apply
discretionary conditions for PERMIT HUNTS to hunting black bear in a general hunt by the method of
baiting. This has resulted In making it more difficult, time consuming and expensive for hunters to hunt
black bear by baiting in certain areas of St Alaska. Hunters have a desire for secrecy of specific hunting
locations, especially good ones. We are concerned that other hunters will hunt our areas. We are
concernad that anti-hunters will harass us while hunting. We are concerned that enforcement
personnel who do not believe in bear baiting will harass us. We are concerned that regulations will be
enforced to a ridiculous extent to discourage the practice of hunting bear over bait. For example the
requirement to clean up all trash and equipment at a bait site is very reasonable. However the
requirement that this include “all soil contaminated by the bait” is not reasonable. It could take bringing
in a backhoa and loader to remove every speck of dirt which might have some sugar on it from a jelly
donut. What if a bear eats your bait and then defecates twenty feet away contaminating that soil. How
much soil has to be removed; how far does it have to be taken and where can it be put?

Proposal##42-Not Necessary if #5 above is adopted

Proposal #41-DO NOT ADOPT This proposal has been put in by ADF&G in response to
reasonable complaints that they were incorrectly applying Discretionary Permit Hunt Conditions to bear
baiting in a General Hunt. This Is Not a Housekeeping Proposal as stated in their discussionl It is an
attempt 1o over-ride the autherity of the Board of Game so that they may apply restrictions on a legal
method of hunting with which they do not agree. Within the last two years the department has reduced
the number of bear baiter by simply applying more rostrictive, expensive conditions to the hunt. Please
do not allow them to do this. Bear baiting permits are covered in 5AAC 92.044 and have many excellent
permit conditions (developed by the Board of Game). The Discretionary Permit Hunt Conditions in
5AALC 92.052 should not be applied indiscriminately by local regional managers. Please carefully
consider the excellent presentation by Mr. Ken Voriselk in his personal comments to the Board of Game
regarding proposals #5 and #41.

RECEIVED TIME OCT. 73, 4:57°M COE’W‘Q’TENT#ﬂ
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We believe that the specific language “important and necessary permit conditions........ 1o assure
successful management of this type of hunting opportunity” and “in a manner that is necessary to
regulate hunting activities associated with bear baiting” is bureaucratic speak for how can we most
effectively limit and restrict hunting activities associated with bear baiting.

Bear baiting has been approved by voters (57% opposed the initiative to ban baiting in 2004}; Certified
by the Board of Game as a method of take not in any way & biologic issue and an allocation of at least
1,000 bears to bear baiters has been provided by the Board of Game. Beeause of this strong Board of
Game policy and public support for the practice we should make it relatively easy for a person with the
proper credentials and training to obtain a baiting permit. Certainly with the computer links that the
ADF&G enjoys a person should be able to obtain a permit in person in any ADF&G office for any other
area of the state. Better yet a properly qualified hunter should be able to get a permit over the internat
or by mail,

The Board of Game may decide that additional conditions should be applied to bear baiting permits.
Examples might be a report at the end of the baiting season stating how many bait locations were
established, how many were actively used by bear, how many bear were seen, how many were shot at,
how many were wounded, how many were killed, how many different hunters actually hunted from the
bait location and a reasonably accurate location of the bait station. If such a report is helpful in
managing black bear hunting it should be a condition imposed by the Board of Game after due
daliberation and should be applied statewide as part of SAAC 92.044. [t should not be left up to the
discretion of local game managers who may be trying to restrict or limit bear baiting.

Proposalit26 Adopt if reasonable. The Alaska Bowhunters Association does not have the
specific biologic data available to ascertain if there i5 a harvestable surplus of goats in this area.
However if the area is currently closed to all goat hunting and there is a harvestable surplus of mature
goats and if an archery hunt could be allowed without restricting rifle hunters opportunity then the
Alaska Bowhunters Association would be in favor of allowing such a hunt on a permit basis. We believe
in the wisdom and knowledge of the ocal advisory committee and doubt that they would have
purposed this hunt if it was not feasible.

Thank You for your ¢consideration of our comments.

Sincerely,

W ANE N

Johpr'D, Frost (Legislative VP of the Alaskan Bowhunter's Association)

RECEIVED TIME OCT.23. 4:52PM '
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PO Box 627
Skagway, AK 9984
(507) 612-0707
October 23, Z008

Kristy Tibbles SIS
Alaska Dept. of Fish & Game B
Board of Game Comments
Po Box 115526

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Ms. Tibbles:

I am writing this letter in support of the attached proposal from John Warder of
Skagway, to write a new regulation that will protect any *Spirit Bear’. 1 was at the
FRG meeting in Skagway, after the unfortunate incident this summer when a local
resident killed a bear that was supposedly 'Protected’. I think most people in
Skagway were confident in the belief that Alaska Fish & Game ragulations were
adeguate to protect this unique member of the local population. We were extremely
disheartened to learn that someone knowingly broke the law and killed this
animal. To heap insult upon injury, we [earn that this person was immune from
prosecution because FAG would not enforce a regulation that it wrote, and the hide
was even returned to the hunter.

I am a hunter. I believe it is everyone's right to feed themselves and their
families, and T am not necessarily against hunting for sport. [ also believe that a
person has a right to defend himself, his property, and his family. I do not think it
is too much to ask to protect such an unusual bear, with the hopes that it has the
chance to breed and strengthen the gene pool. Who knows, in 20 years maybe there
will be enough of them around to support a harvest.

Steps should be taken to make sure something like this doesn't happen again. [
think that this proposal is very reasonable, and the language seems llke it is a much
more enforceable than the previous regulation proved to be. I respactfully ask that
the Alaska Department of Fish and Game consider this proposal, and write a
regulation that will help us protect the things that are important to our community.
Thank you for your time,

cerely,
// e

James McCiendon

Sin

C :‘7 = § r
RECEIVED TIME OCT.23. 10:21PM OMMENT# ¢
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From: "Gary Hanson" <mabelg@aptalaska.net>
To: <kristy.tibbles@ataska.gov>
Ce: <Jwarder@aptalaska.net>; <madam@aptalaska.net>

Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2008 9:57 AM
Subject:  protection for light-phase black bear in Skagway area

Dear Board Director Tibbles,

You are familiar, no doubt, with the recent attempt by the Municipality of Skagway to enact an ordinance to protect the
lacal light phase "epirit bear”. You also are aware that after this hear was shot, the ordinance was deemed o bs
"unenforceable”. We support the regulation proposal form as submitted by Skagway resident John Warder, We urge you
and the board to establish rules and guidelines, 2o that in the future, communitieg will be able to enact enforceable
ordinances to protect selected animals.

Thank you,

Gary Hanson

Nola Cole

Mile 1 Dyea road

Skagway Ak

10/23/2008
RECEIVED TIME OCT. 23, 4:14P¥ CmﬂmENT#ﬂ-—
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.Attn: Kristy Tibbles Fax:907-465-6094

0 The Department of Fish and Game Board: O

I'm writing to you in regards to the “spirit bear” that was shotin ?k)a’é%'ay this passed
summer. I'm sure you all have heard the story and I might not shed any more light on it, but
I would like to comment for the record about the event.

The bear was very light if not white, at times, to look at. Sure, after it is shot and dead and laid
out in front of you, you will likely see more color variations. But make no mistake, this bear
was light colored and a treat if not a privilege to observe. I personally observed and
photographed this animal for three years. I would also like to steer away from the use of the
word “phased”. A “phased” colored bear is a bear that changes color over a period of time.
Unless you track a bear from year to year, it is difficult to know whether an animal is
“phased” or permanently colored. In the case of this bear, it was born white/light and
remained that way till it was shot dead, three years later. Since it never changed color it is not
known whether or not it was a phase or not. That is why we need to stay away from the
description of “phased”. A bear is light, creamy, black, cinnamon, brown or not. It is either
one color or it is ancther. One is never sure whether or not a bear is about to change color or
not.

In any case, Fish and Game took it upon the request of the Municipality of Skagway to protect
this bear. It was neither protected in life nor death. Fish and Game was scared of the potential
law suite it might face and so decided to let the whole thing pass. Well, it has passed, but there
are many people out there that are still upset at the lack of action DFG took prior to the
shooting and the lack of enforcement after.

I feel that it is irﬂportant for the DFG to draft a regulation that is clear in language and
enforceable.

I know that this bear was rare for its color and no other reason, but that is enough. There are
many bears around that can be shot for sport and subsistence. There is no reason we have to
include unusually beautiful animals in that category. The hunter has a right to hunt bears, but
the non hunter has a right to view wildlife. In this situation, both goals can be achieved
through enforceable regulation.

We now have another chance at redeeming ourselves. There is another white cub that is in
the Skagway area. A yearling thatis most likely from the same parents. This is rare indeed to
have two light colored bears in the Skagway area in such a short time frame. The question is,
what is DFG going to do to ensure that everyone can enjoy this bear for the years ahead, not
just a trophy hunter. [urge you to be the stewards of wildlife we expected you to be when
you came into existence. The taking of any life must be seriously considered in this age of

dwindling wildlife and habitat.
Thank you,

Sincerely,

Michael Yee

Box 75
Skagway, Alaska 99840

RECEIVED TIME OCT. 23,  6:28PM COMMENT# &3
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Angela Kartes L
3705 Arctic #1781 .
Anchorage, AK 99503 POUARD

October 24, 2008

Dear Kristy Tibbles,

As a former resident and current frequent visitor of Skagway, | am writing in
regards of the proposal to protect any future "Spirit Bears" in the Skagway area.

John's proposal requests that the Board direct the Department’s biologists to
work with the legal regulatory staff to develop language that is enforceable in a
court of law 1o the effect of "A lighi-phase black bear that has cream coloration
{or lighter) over more than 30% of its body may not be taken irregardless of any
other coloration.”

| believe the above wording will prevent future episodes where a hunter and a
community clash due to inadequate "wording". This was a very sad, unfortunate,
and avoidable loss of a beloved creature not to mention the mental anguish
inposed upon the one who shot the bear. if future regulations are crystan clear
this type of occurance will not repeat itself again and the peace and kindness of
Skagway and it's residence (including the rare, beloved animals) will be restored.
No one is asking for a ban on hunting, just a legal, enforceable protection of such
a beloved and rare Spirit Bear---leaving something special to be cherished by all
who live in and visit Skagway. [t is truely unfortunate this event even occured.
Please help in any way in your power o prevent it from happening again.

Thank you for your time and consideration of any future Skagway "Spirit Bears™ -
a light-phased black bear with cream coloration (or lighter) over more than 30%
of its body (just to be sure you know what I'm refering to),

b Kot

Angela Kartes

COMMENT# 35}

RECEIVED TIME OCT. 23, 5:15PM
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Date: 10-23-0F%

From: "aliceauburn” <aliceauburn@aol.com> REe
Fo: <kristy.tibbles@alaska.gov> T
Cc: "Jan Wrentmore" <madam@aptalaska.net> i
Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2008 &:55 PM R
Aftach;  fishandgame.jpg . o
Subject: SPIRIT BEAR BOAR
Dear Kristy,

T have just been informed that our dead line for comments about our beloved Spirit Bear
is this Friday. T am writing as a concerned citizen and friend of the Spirit Bear. T was very
shocked that the Fish and Game nor the Biologist would enforce the agreed protection order
for this endangered species. I agree with John Warder and Jan Wrentmore that this bear
needs to be protected and any white phased bear who are this colors of various winter
whites, creamy whites, even the blondish white phased over 1/3 of its body regardiess of
other calors should be protected and this order should be enforced. If it is not enforced
this rare species of Kermode/spirt/ghost bear can be annihalated from our planet. British
Coloumbia does have a rigid restriction in some of their areas where the bear was first
reported as an endangered species. British Columbia is relatively close to Skagway and we
have been honored in the fact that somehow this bear has found its way over the glaciers
between our borders and mated with two of our black female bears. This particular spirit
bear which was shot by Thor Hendricksen , even though he knew it was supposedly
protected, was loved by the people of Skagway and it made friends and brought joy to many
of our hearts just to see it. Not even two years old it was shot for its pelt which in my
opinion was murder, But that being said, if the Rangers and Officials will not discipline the
killing of these rar= and endangered bears, they will surely be all killed of f. This killing not
only will kill the bears but also kills our spirits and hope for a better world which these
particular bears spur in our unconscious. They have a way of delighting the soul and bringing
a new hope for tomarrow. Please please do samething to help protect these great creatures
that bring integrity of joy of creatures both great and small. They are an embodiment of
something rare and special on this planet. We need To take care of them and to punish those
who harin them. There will be no way o save these creafures if we set the example that
kifling them is not punishible. Please make an order of protection which can be enforced fo
prevent any further killings which hurt us all. T was heart broken as many of my friends in
Skagway have been, This bears passing brought disheartening to our humanity and grief for
our kindship to this rare creature which we were se proud of having in our midst. We had all
adapted him who set eyes on him except for the few killers whe have reminded us of our
lack of appreciation for creatures unlike ourselves and endangered on our planet, Please help
us, Please make hurting or killing them punishable so we can protect them.

Sincerely,

Alice V Sorrell

10/23/2008

COMMENTE 30
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From: *Scolt Logan” <sslogan@aptalaska.net>
To: <ksisty tibbles@alaska.gov>
Ce: "John Warder" <jwarder@aptalaska.net>; “Jan Wrentmore" <madam@aptalaska.net>

Sent: Wednesday, Octobar 22, 2008 7:26 PM
Subject:  Spirit bear protection

Kristy,

I would like to go on record as being 100% in support of Skagway resident John Warder's suggestion that we
only allow the hunting of black or only very dark brown phase black bears. This is in an effort to protect the
light phase black bear kniown as a Spirit Bear. Past efforts have grossly failed and was proven so by the
harvest of the Spirit Bear in Skagway. A bear which was to have been protected but was lost due to legal loop
holes provided by a poorly written, vague and toial un-enforceable regulation. Let's try to get it right this time.
Thanks for your efforts,

Mr. Logan

Scott Logan

Box 686

Skagway, Ak 99840
cell 807-812-0111
sslogan@aptalaska,net

10/23/2008
RECEIVED TIME OCT. 73, 4:14PM COMMENT# ﬂ
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L Date: jo-23-08
From: "Nofa L" <borealight@yahoo.com>

To: <lristy tibbles@alaska.gov>

Sent; Thursday, October 23, 2008 11:54 AM

Subject: bear protection regulation

It was with great sadness that we learned this spring that Skagway's white-phase Spirit Bear had been shot and the
regulation that the Board of Game had writlen at the community’s request proved to be unenforceable.

1 support John Warder's proposal requesting that the Board direct the Department's biclogists werk with the legal
regulatory staff o develop language that is enforceable in a court of law to the effect of "A light-phase black bear that has
cream coloration {or lighter) over more than 30% of its body may not be {aken iregardiess of ahy other coloration.”

Nola L.amken
PO Box 624
Skagway, AK 99840

907-983-3806

10/23/2008

RECEIVED TIME OCT.73.  4: 14PN COMMENT# 3&
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Brennon Eagle

PO Box 576

Wrangell, AK 99929 REce
Board of Game, ADF&G o ity
Boards Support Section. e
PO Box 115526 HBOAR .

Juneau, AK. 99929

RE: Comments on Proposal 10 and 11 for J*all Meeting

Chairman Judkins:

I am the author of Proposal 11 which would change the legal antler configuration for the
RM 038 moose hunt. The department has submitted Proposal 10 for this meeting which
has the same intent as miine but is worded better and 1 am fully in support of their
proposal ag they submitted this.

The main reason to change the regulation and fo allow the harvest of bulls with 2 brow
tines on each side is that this will bring the legal antler requirements for this hunt in line
with the management theory that is used in the rest of the state where an antler restriction
is used. This needs to be done because we have a different moose in Southeast than the
rest of the State has. This theory as T understand it allows the harvest of some yearlings
and then by the time the moose reach 5 to 6 years of age all of the bulls should have an
antler configuration that makes them legal for harvest on the large side. Once bulls reach
this age they are suaplus to the population from a breeding perspective as prime mid-age
bulls cay fulfill the hreeding requirements.

Changing the antler configuration as the department has proposed would allow us access
to these older bulls. The data from the any bull tags from the past 4 years shows that
most of the bulls with the 2 brow tine configuration fall into the category of an older bull
and should are in excess of the amount of bulls needed for good breeding. With the
current antler configuration it is felt by many of the hunters that many of the older bulls
vever attain the correct 3 brow tine configuration so we have bulls dying of old age that
have never been legal for harvest with the current regulation.

Changing this regulation will work as the population naturally fluctuates because as the
numbers go down the prime breeding bulls will still be protected and as the population
goes up the older bulls will increase and will be legal for harvest. With the adoption of
this proposal I am in favor of removing the any bull drawing hunt that we conduct
currently. This is very much in keeping with the wishes of Wrangell as they have been
copsistently stated over the yoars that we want access for everyone to this hunt.

Thank you for your consideration of this proposal.

Breonon Eagle B ZK/_/

RECEIVED TIME OCT. 26, 7:48AM COW@'?ENT#‘.}L
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Alaska Dept. of Fish and Game RECEN s
Boards Support Section Py 8 ann
P.0. Box 115526 - 44
Juneau, AK 99811-5526 BOARDS

FAX: 907-465-6094

PROPOSAL 46 Opposition

When the Board of Game lengthened wolf season in Units 1,3-5, the intent was to
increase hunter access to a huntable wolf population, thereby, increasing annual wolf
harvests, and doing so, in, a politically correct and fiscally responsible way. As sponsors
of Prop. 46 point out, when population management of wolves is left to the government,
it can become costly, ($824,000.00 1975-1983) and somewhat unsavory, (aerial hunting
by helicopter).

Being a Juneau sportsman for over 30 years, and knowing many Juneau hunters, 1
believe most of us deem any adult wolf to be the ultimate S.E. big game trophy, prime or
un-prime, rubbed or un-rubbed. Period! Very few of us will ever get a chance at
harvesting this highly elusive critter. Every extra day, spring or fall, we have available to
hunt, may bring us the less than once in a lifetime chance at this most valued game
animal.

As for boosting wolf numbers around Glacier Bay, Misty Fjords and Wrangell- St. Elias
Parks, they have been closed for years to the taking of wolves, need we do more?

Wolves should be continued to be managed as big game, fur bearers, and predators. They
are, all three. The lengthening of the season in 2004 is an effective means of attempting
to regulate the wolf population in S.E., whether you call it “de facto wolf control”, or not.

Sincerely,

Pete Nelson

PO Box 211271

Auke Bay, Alaska 99821

COMMENT# 55 -



Michael W. Tobin

PO Box 33578

Juneau, AK 99803

October 23, 2008
BOG Comments I
ADF&G Board Support Section L e

L RN
Juneau, AK

The following are my comments on some of the proposals for the November 2008
meeting:

Proposal 15 Oppose. An extended season on beaver could be detrimental to the

population. There are currently no bag limits on the Dec. 1si-May 15th season.

Proposal 16 Oppose. Lengthening the beaver hunting/trapping season by 4 12

monihs would likely be detrimental to the population.

Proposal 17 Oppose. Bounties are a bad idea, a step backward in game management.

Who pays?

Proposal 24 Oppose. The current season for brown bears in unit 1C offers plenty of
opportunity for spring bear hunting. Extending the season can put this slowly
regenerating species at risk

Proposal 31 Oppose. Extending wolf hunting season by two weeks (to May 15th) in
unit 1D needlessly risks killing nursing females, and thereby that years litter.

Proposal 45 Oppose. Same argument as Proposal 31 above. Involves units 1 and 2.

Proposal 46 Support. This proposal would take wolf hunting season back to where it
was until one of the last few board cycles. In August and April wolf hide quality
is poor. Also hunting wolves in April means shooting some pregnant females,
and in August means killing adult wolves on whom pups are still dependent.

Thank you,
Michael W. Tobin

Mo 0 P
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(Blses) 11:96am  /o/sd/op ( BLACK BEAR Seasor D
Atin: Alaska Board of Game Fax# 907-465-6094 (PROPOSAL # 36 COMMENTS)

As an Alaskan Master Guide with18 years in the SE. AK. Region, in regards and
response to proposal 36 , reducing Black Bear season by 14 days in the fall from Sept.
1% to Sept 15™, I provide the following. The closure is premature and not justifiable at
this stage and will be a hardship for my long established rural Alaskan business, and
those businesses and Alaskan residents that support my business.

The Brown Bear season opens each fall on September 15™. So the closing of the first two
weeks of September Black Bear season, eliminates my opportunity to hunt fall Black
Bear as a single species, as we now do and have done always. This will affect same any
Brown Bear Guide operatos in SE. AK.

The overharvesting of Black Bears, and or the concern of is not the resulf of the guided
hunter activity. It is a direct result of the non-resident transported do your own hunt
group. By eliminating the first two weeks of the season, you will create and be imposing
a more than significant burden and hardship on the guided hunt industry. One by guides
having to refund clients for deposits already received for future hunts, and two total loss
of Guided Black Bear hunts for the fall or Sept. Season. While it does not put any burden
on the transporter or do it yourself type of hunter.

In following if this takes affect and we lose the first two weeks of our Black Bear season
I and other Priority use guides would be losing a portion of my- our- US. Forest Service
priority use allocation for non-use, which would then most likely be re-allocated to most
likely a transporter type of business who have been responsible for the significant hunter
increases.

There isn’t any real scientific reason or justification at this time to shorten the existing
season dates. The existing Black Bear population in SE. Ak. is still above the 10 year
average. The ADF&G does not have an established harvest directive for GMU 2.

Not having a good record analysis (There Isn’t Any) of hunter effort, we don’t know
things such as amount of hunter effort, harvest and success rates, or knowledge that
hunting is or if it is how it is affecting the Black Bear populations.

It is very imporiant that we all work together to help gather the information needed. 1
recommend a registration hunt, or a fairly extensive hunt report type of hunt to allow this
information to be taken and define the hunt impact. The harvest /hunt report needs to
contain a penalty for non-reporting, such as lose hunting license or privliges in AK. for
the next 2 yrs ete.

The wounding issue needs more attention, and should be worded in a very distinguished
manner on the report. Wounding loss = bag limit for the year. I believe that in the non-
atting requirementisgunided sector wounding loss is fairly hi, and they don’t adhere to the

wounding loss law.
A number of them end up harvesting 2 or 3 bears in this fashion.

COMMENT
RECEIVED TIME OCT. 24, 11:.51AM #mﬁw
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The Black Bear harvest has declined each of the last 3 years, the contributing factors are,
#1. The US. Forest Service has capped the number of guide businesses allowed on FS.
Lands.

#2. With several new regulations in affect for the transporter industry in conjunction
with a excellent effort by Alaska State Troopers, the FS. And Dept. of Comm. To enforce
these regulations has weeded out a number of illegal commercial operators. This has
resulted in a noticeable reduction of transporters who were operating outside the law.

#3. The weather the last few years has naturally declined hunter numbers, along with low
fish numbers, displacing bears from normal hunting areas. Also in affect is the poor
economy and hi gas price’s, all leading to less hunters.

#4. With all logging on the decline, and the new growth or canopy crowding the clear
cuts, so visibility is lost also relates to less harvest and will continue to do so.

#5. With better requirements and accountability on Black Bear Baiting, there is less
illegal activity at bait stations, and has reduced take. Proposal 411s a good one and 1
support it, to keep very good accountability of bait stations.

Since I get our use permits from the Forest Service, I have heard discussion from them in
regards to funding ADF&G for gathering better data on Black Bear Hunting. We need
to assure this happens and have the two agencies working together.

I would like to support proposal #47, it is a good proposal and one that has despirately
been needed in SE. AK. for the 20 years I have been hete, please consider passage of this
proposal.

Bruce Parker

Parker Guide service

P.O.Box 6290

Sitka, AK. 99835

PH# 907-747-6026

e-mail akguide(@ptialaska net
www.alaskaboathunts.com

RECEIVED TIME OCT. 24. 11:51AM
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1 thought this might be useful to you to see before the conference call today. 1 averaged the
black bear harvest data for GMU 1] through 3 over 3-year averages since ADF&G usually is
concerned with average data rather than individual years. Then, I looked at trends over the

recent past.

For GMU1, taken as a whole, 1987 through 1997 long term historic harvest was something like
200 bears. Harvest peaked in the years 1997-2003 in the range of 300 bears. The past 5 or 6
years the numbers are lower, averaging around 230 bears but the recent trend is increasing at
10-20 bears a year.

For GMU 3, 1987 through 1997 harvest level was roughly 200 bears. Harvest in this area also
peaked in the 1997 — 2002 years to around 300 bears but has since declined to the 220 range
and is fairly steady.

GMU 2 harvest was level in the early years, around 220 bears, until 1995 and then steadily
increased through 2005, reaching a peak that year of 486. It has come down the past couple of

years significantly. D oo’ ~(F & O) — /34

Here are the 3-year averages in graph form ....
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LAW OFFICE OF KNEELAND TAYLOR, P.C. Admitted in Alaska

425 G Sfreet, Suite 610
Anchorage, AK 99501
907-276-621%9 telephone
807-279-1136 FAX

emall: <kneelandt@alaska.com>

October 24, 2008 N

Alaska Department of Fish and Game <o
P. O.Box 115526 T
Tuneau, AK 99811-5526
FAX 907-465-6094

Attention: Board of Game

Re:  Fall Meeting, 2008
Proposals 8 and 34

Dear Board Members:

Here are miy conuments:

PROPOSAL No. 8: SUPPORT BUT WITH ADDITIONAL RESTRICTIONS.

This proposal by the Department should be not only approved but protections for
marten on Kuiu Island should be strengthened. In particular, all marten trapping on Kuiu
Island should be halted until such time as the continued viability of a substantial
population. of Martes caurina can be confidently assured.

The information provided in the BOB proposal book is alarming. The
Department’s biologists report that Martes caurina inhabit only two islands in the
achipelago (Admiralty and Kuiu), and that there is very substantial evidence that Martes
caurina is on the verge of extinction on Kiui Island. The Department’s comments also
indicate that it is the Department’s opinion that closing the marten season entirely “may
eventually be a necessary step...”.

The Alaska constitution and the statutes that govern the rule-making authority of
the BOG make it absolutely clear that species should not be made extinct because of over
harvesting by trappers. In other words, the continued trapping of marten on Kuiu Island
should not be permitted. Period.

RECEIVED TIME OCT. 24. 12:59PM - . COMMENT# 39




If continued trapping is authorized, I presume that the next step would be litigation
under the endangered species act. Hopefully, the ADF&G will act proactively. That
means aggressive steps to assure the continuation of substantial populations of Martes
caurina on Kuiu Island. Those recomuuended by the Department are insufficient since
they allow continued trapping of Marten.

PROPOSAL 34: SUPPORT BUT WITH ADDITIONAL RESTRICTIONS.

Proposal 34 would reduce the trapping season for wolverine so as to end it in Units
1-5 on February 15. This is a good idea, but there should be additional restrictions, in
particular, there should be a bag limit of one wolverine per trappet per season.

Department biologists report in the BOG proposal book that the current regulations
have (and will continue) to allow the trapping of wolverines to the extent that wolverine
numbers may be reduced to unsustainable populations in those portions ot Southeast
Alaska that are relatively isolated from sources of dispensers. This situation is alarming
and calls for aggressive measures to preserve sustainable populations of wolverine in all
of Southeast Alaska.

Our constitution and the applicable statutes require the preservation of sustainable
populations of our wildlife. It is gross negligence if the Board fajls to take appropriate

regulatory action to save this species throughout all of Southeast.

Very truly yours,

o

Kneeland Taylor

RECEIVED TIME OCT. 24. 12:592M _ COMMENT# 3?
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; Muskeg Excursions K
PO Box 9513 Ketchikan, Ak oo
; 99901

. Comments on Proposal 36 Submitted by ADF&G ..., the one that would reduce the. {all
: black bear season by 14 days from Sepl. 1 current to Sept. 15 proposed.

D

4 1 OPPOSE this Proposal ...

i 1. The proposed reduction in black bear season dates is not justifiable at this time ad"d

. creates & hardship for my long establigshed hunting Guide business on Prince of Wales .
i ‘Island and those rural businesscs and several Alaska resident employees who help nie to

support my business.

- 2. Closing of the Sept. 1-15 portion of the black bear hunting season would be
J dcvaqtatmg to Muskeg Excursions. Historically I have booked from 1 to 4 hunts duﬁng
thls first of September time frame.

3 The concern of overharvest of black bear in GMU 2 has not been a result of the gludcd
* hunter activity bul more a result of the transported and do it yourse!f type of non—redeent
; hunt. [Towever, by eliminating the first fifteen days of the season you will be imposing a
o s:gmf' cant hardship on the guided hunt industry and not any real burden on the

- transporter or do it your self type of hunter.

_ 4 ADF&G docs not have an established harvest directive for GMU 2. There is not solld
o populatmn data.

‘ i 5. There is no good record analysis of bunter effort. We do not know the amount of |

v

actually affecting or how it is affecting the black bear populations.
» 6 It is very important that we work together to help gather better science and harve5t

:“_'f ‘.1 information therefore I' support a registration hunt or an enhanced harvest réport type of
' hunt to betler define the hunting impact.

Y
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- It is documented (by ADF&G) that the harvest of Black Bears has declined in GMU #2 In :
thc last 3 years.

- As onc who knows allot about the GMU 2 Black Bears ( I have been a resident of thas

i area since 1979, started fresh water fi shmg guiding in the early 1980's, operated a thk

: Bear fleshing and expediting service in the mid 1980’s and became a licensed huntirig
gulde in 1988) I have opinions on why the harvest of Black Bear has declined. '

'.3 ENFORCEMENT: Fish and Wildlife Troopers have made significant headway . -
. 1regarding {leagle activity and holding hunters accountable. Many Transporters (lega’! and '
'gxlleaglc) have curtailed their activity due to the increased enforcement and recent changcs'
.‘ in Transporter Law. Equals less Bears killed.

'BAIT SITE REGISTRATION: The new requirement to register the bait site in pers()n in
. “Ketchikan has made a some impact on the non-resident hunter and the illeagle actmty
:assouated with Baiting. Equals Jess Bears killed.

_ “LIMITING THE GUIDE/QUTFITTERS by the USFS: In 2007 the USFS has al!ocas"_‘cd

.. '1the number of guide/outifiters that can conduct hunts on their lands and has dlso limited '

... Jus to 4 specific number of hunts that we can conduct. No more guide/oufitters have been =7,
' iallowed to guide that did not show a historical record of guiding prior to 2007. No -

¥

A j“addltlonal Bear to existing permits, Equals less Bears killed,

_ HABI TAT LOSS: The vast logging that has occurred on POW in past years has sloWed
dramatlcally Those clearcuts are becoming over grown with brush and reprod and
i VISlbllny is beecoming dilficult, Equals less Bears killed.

. LATE WINTER WEATHER: For the last two springs we have had deep snow bIoclgiing
rroads into late May. Possible late emergence from the dens. Equals less Bears kil!ed.'

) There arc scveral factors on the horizon that 1 think will continue to reduce the Blde
. Bcar kill in GMU 2.

: REGI.STRATION HUNT: I think a Registration hunt wil] be intimidating to some n(in-
. tesident hunters causing them to cancel their GMU 2 hunting plans. Equals less Beau‘s
- ﬁhued
ECONOMY With the current poor economy and rising prices in everything from alghne
‘itickets, ferry fare, fucl and groceries 1 believe non-resident hunters will not be huntmg
ifBIack Bear in GMU 2 at past levels. Equals less Bears killed,

: ENI-ORCEMNT Continued enforcement in the Transporter arcna and Bear Bcutmg wﬂl
thave a coatinuing effect. Equals less Bears killed.

PAGE 2
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‘Comments on Proposal 4 submitted by B. Warmuth . ... Modifying bag limit for Mt Goat
“in Unit 1A. !

. I am OPPOSED to this Proposal.

* 1 bave hunted and Guided Mt Goats in GMU 1A since the carly 1990's. Even 1h0ugh

_-'- therc is not a population problem with Mt Goat in that area I belicve that the nursery
- groups would take the brunt of reinstating the 2 Goat limit we have had in the past. Mt
+Goat Is not the meal hunt by Ketchikan residents it used to be with the price of air lr#wel

' tbe way it is now.

: .Comments on Proposal 5 submitted by K. & A. Vorisek .... Black Bear Bait permit:
s changes for GMU 2. .

’I am OPPOSED 1o this Proposal.
I agree with ADF&G with the requirements that have been in place for the fast two | -
1seasons. I know that the new requirements have slowed down some the illeagle auuv;ty

- takmg, place at baits. Those rules also hold baiters more accountable for their actions,

\ ‘Comments on Proposal 37 submitted by J. Rosenbruch .... Establishing a Registraﬁoi_n
 hunt for Black Bcear, )
‘I SUPPORT this Proposal.

‘ _!In the current Black Bear issues that face us In SE I do believe we need as much so]x'd
idata that we can get. A Registration hunt generates much needed information with 160% :
ucomphance required by law,

i

: ‘As for funding this .... I have heard the USFS advocate funding support for ADI‘&G for

better data galhumb on Black Bear for the current ongoing USFS carrying capac1ty
. mlysjg Tt would he (‘innr' tn gea the twn g 'H‘u’-‘ﬂr\u:t. ‘.‘J(}fkl"lg fm-mt}\cr onthis  _ e

' 1 want to thank you all for all your time and effort in these very important maters.

M/IMMJ / OM/LL)

: “Johnnie Laird .... Registered Guide # 861

PAGE
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MARYANN ROSENBRUCH, Alaskn Guide & Ousfitter
JIMMIE L. ROSENBRUCH, Alnskn Guide & Owfittea

ALISHA L. ROSENBRUCH, Alssks A. Guide
PomnmsGwmmammmnmcmnﬁmnnéﬁﬁg;

T N L Ee TTm_m msemss sAA o sl e rvnw —

October 24, 2008
Aleska Department of wish & game  UiAR -

Boards Support Section “

ROG November 7-~11, 2008 Meetilng 907 -465-6094

Please include the following response to proposals for RBoard review:

broposal 13 Wwolf geasons (Submlitted by Jimmle & Maryann Rosenbruch) change
Propégal to geason pugust 1 - May 3 {(Not June 30).

Proposal 41 1Black Rear Raiting (Submitted by ADF&G) Provide requested authority

to manage Rlack Bear balting. Request the Roard reconsider the 1ssue of Rlack Rear
Raiting in aMy 1-3. Rlack Rear are a valuable, highly sought after high trophy
quality and hunting experience inithe rain forests of gouth wast Alaska. There is
no over-agbungismce® or predation 1ssues with ungulate by Black Bear in Southeast plask
Ralting Black Bear in S¥ plaska creates a high probabllity of unacoounted wounding
loss, les. reslistance to leave the iatand" to search for an animal not diapatched in
gight for concern of dieturbing the bmit arem by moving about, Hunters are usually
alone on a balt stand with detreased accountabllity of adhering to the wounding loss
regulation. Raltling is considered by the majority of the general public and other
hunters as non "Fair chase" and unethical.

nroposal 37, 38, %9 nRegistration hunt, Harvest mickets, Hunt peports for Rlack Rear
il by Jimmie Ca. Rosenbruch ADFRG, APHA) Tnsufficlent informatlon
for scientific bagsed management plan. Harvest ticket must include hunt report with
¢ltation for non-compliance, Hunt Report must contain all information now required
on (MY 4 Rrown Rear Reglstration hunt report plus type of service provider (ie,
gulded or transported). Current nrown RBear hunt report requests "number of bears
woundedr9? How can there bhe a tnumber of bears wounded" with current wounding
regulation? 7T have requested ADF&G change this each year for meny years to requeast
pid you wound and not recover a bear? participation with the U.35. Forest service
in developing hunter report information would also assist in the development of
proapectus and permanent commerclal allocation of the resource USFS,
Tn the past the USFS has indicated a willingness to participate in the funding of
the information gathering process. (personal and public discussionz with Petersburg
niatrict Ranger and other ysrs officials).
(Please notecattached SE Rlack Rear Harvest Chart 1987-2007).

proposal 36 mlack Rear (¢lose September 1«14 gMI 1-5 (Submitted by ADF&Q)

ADF&G Black near ygarvest data 1987-2007 indicates a decrease since 2005 including
preliminary 2008 data. Thls indicates reduced hunter effort,

Ancther signd flcant factor, particularly in aMy @ and 3 is the extensive clearcut
portions of both units. Foreast canopy closure has been and will continue at an
accellerated rate as conilfers shade out undergrowth in approximately 8 to 10 years.
This contributes very significantly in reduced sightings of Black Bear. Black Bear
also become very nocturnal with hunting pressure, and other human activity contri-
buting to fewer bears Been,

he ngps hae imposed a moritorium on an W commspci
gommggcfal operators for many vears witg ?fxeg numggfglo?pﬁ£§€3f3 and has limited

COM
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Several major illegal tranaporter ang gulding without a ligense operators
have been convicted, with a noticeables reduction of activity,

Proposed ADF&G solution to elose fall Black Rear in @MU 1-5 until september 15
8liminates traditional historic and priority use commercislly allocated by the
USFS 1n GMU 1~5 by Brown Bear guides that begin hunting Brown Rpear opening gsept.
15th, FReallocates all the Rlack Bear resource to other users. Dhis meane &
permanent loss of approximately 40% of the total Black Bear USFS permlitted prior.
ity hunt allocation to guide/Out fitters due to non-use during the September 1-14

proposed ADFR@G closure,

This penalizes and may put out of business legitimate operators outside of the
problem area, o

B

A significantﬂgf annual income and refund of depogits for 2009 and 2010 hunts
booked for geptember 1-14 may force some long term operators out of business,
rLosa of employment, air charter Service, and purchase of supplies and fuel

impacts local businesgesn,
Thank you very much for the opportunity to comment,

g1 cderely,

Jimplie G+ RoOsenbruch

RECEIVED TIME OCT. 24, 2:18PM
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Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Boards Support Section
P.O. Box 115326
Juneau, Alaska 99811-5526
(907) 465-6094 Fax
October 24, 2008
Please include the following response for Board review:

Proposal 36 Black bear close September 1-14 GMU 1-5

I've not seen evidence to support such a drastic change to what I depend on to support
niy family! Please consider the limited time the resource is available for a successful hunt!
Fish is their natural food to attract the bears and the later the more likely there will be no
fish and inclement weather as well as less Tikely our clientel are willing to come. Has there
been consideration on how much more Spring pressure this would create? Our season and
Forest Service allowcation is limited and seems to be being pinched into a time frame that
could finish the “little guy”! Timing is everything! Fuel prices, bussiness closing and our
economy may take the toll on harvest levels your looking for all and in itself! Is there any
consideration of the two bear harvest for residents possibly before culting our already
limited fall season?i

Thank you for your consideration and for the opportunity to comment!

Jimmie "Bud” Rosenbruch o
Master Guide/Outfitter C O MIEN T ﬂL
8144 Pinewood Drive Juneau, Alaska 99801 i —

Ph: (907) /50-4687 » Fax: (907) 790-4600 « Emall: akhunter@ptialaska.net « website: www.southeastalaskanadventures.com
RECEIVED TIME OCT. 24. 4:47PM
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Proposal 16 and 17:
Opposition BOan
Observations madc by those who spend time in the region are an important and
contributing source of information toward wildlife conservation. Such information can
raise flags or catalyze further investigation but nltimately management decisions should
be based on documented scientific information which considers multiple variables and is
collected over time.

The issue listed for Proposal 16 and 17 is “over population of beaver in the Chilkat
Valley,” but this has not besn established or studied in any measurable way. The true
impact of beaver-modified habitat on salmon (in spawning or rearing phases) in the
Chilkal Valley is currently unknown beyond impressions. The amount and diversity of.
opinions on this issue indicate that more information is necded before management is
applied. Sohdifying whether there /s an issue and what the exact nature of the problem is
would serve a better foundation for action.

In addition, whether or not a problem exists, the proposed solution of eliminating morc
beaver (through a bounty, cxtended seasons or expanded means) is futile. Tt is
understood that as a species, removing beavers triggers larger litters in survivors
and causes others to resettle in available habitat, making killing more beavers at the
rate proposed most probably ineffective toward contralling the overall population,
“Reducing the number of beaver,” would not happen and therefore would nof
preserve critical salmon spawning strcams as the proposals suggest,

Furthenmore, the positive contribution of beavers to ecosystems, especially riparian
zones, is extremely well documented. Beaver ponds are critical for slowing storm-water
runoff, trapping sediments, and maintaining summer base flows among other ecological
benefits. Studies also indicate that beaver ponds provide advantageous conditions for
rearing salmon, where they find more food, refuge from floods and predators. The cost
of eliminating these advantages to salmon and many other species in the Chilkat Valley
should be carefully considered.

Finally, alternative solutions do exist and need to be explored, Periodic dam destruction
in critical arcas could be considered during phases of spawning or installing marketed
devices for maintaining passages through dams such as Beaver Deceivers.

The true pature of the problem has yet to be established, the proposed solution would
most likely not be effective, advantages of beaver for salmon may currently be
underestiated, and other solutions have not been explorcd. For these reasons Proposals
16 and 17 would be a poor reaction to the situation.

Andrea Nelson

PO Box 1681
Haines, AK 99827

RECEIVED TIME OCT. 24.  2:16PM GOW}MENT#_H&_
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Alaska DHice
331 West gth Avenue, #302 | Anchorage, AK 99501 | tel 9a7.276.9453 | fax 9o7.276.9454
wow.defenders.oxg

DEFENDERS OF WILDLIFE’S COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSALS
TO BE CONSIDERED AT THE FEBRUARY 29 - MARCH 10, 2008
BOARD OF GAME MEETING IN FAIRBANKS, ALASKA

October 24, 2008 Via Facsimile: 907-465-6094

Mz, CLiff Judkins, Chajeman, Boasd of Game

Ms. Kxisty Tibbles, Executive Director, Board of Game
Alaska Department of Fish and Game

P.G. Box 115526

Juneau, A 99811-5526

Dear Mr. Judkins and Ms. Tibbles:

Defenders of Wildlite (“Defeaders™) appreciate the opportunity to submit these written comments on
praposals that will be considered at the November 2008 meeting in Junean, Alagka,

Established in 1947, Defenders is a non-profit membership based organization dedicated to the
protection of all native wild animals and plants in their natumal communitics. Defenders focus on the
accelemting rate of species extinction and associated loss of biological diversity and habitar 2ketation
and destrction. Defenders also advocates for new approaches to wildlife conservation that will help
prevent species from becoming endangered. We have field offices around the country, including in
Alagka where we work on issucs affecting wolves, black beats, brown bears, wolverines, Cook Inlet
heluga whales, sea otters, polar bears and impacts from climate change. Our Alaska programs seek 10
increase recoguition of the importance of, and need for the protection of, entire ecosystems and

interconnected habitats while protecting predators that serve as indicator species for ecosystem health,

Defenders represent more than 5,800 members, activists and subscoibers in Alaska and more than one
million nationwide.

Also, gee the attached appendix with 122 Alaska residents that supported the comiments on these
proposals.

Our comments follow.

RECH

Nvﬁnnalﬂeadquuﬁen; ,*_3‘ () ,f.\ ﬁ\' !:‘ \\‘
130 s Strocy, MW,

Washingron, D.C, 20036-4604

el 202.69t.9400 | fan 202.602.033%

RECEIVED TIME OCT. 24, 2:27PM

p.13

COMMENT# H 3



"

>t 24 2008 1:13PM HP LASERJET FAXA 7 r.1l

i

PROFOSAL 1- 5 AAC 84.270. Purbearer trapping. Lengthen the wolf tapping season for Unit 1A.
Defenders Position and Comment:

Qppose: There are six proposals that propose lengthening the wolf hunting and/or trapping scasons in
vatious GMUs in southeast Alaska. We strongly oppose all six proposals and recommend that none be
approved by the Board. '

In November 2002 the Game Board reviewed woif hunting regulations in sontheast Alaska and found
that scasons were generally too long and iberal. Certain units had openings in August when wolf pups
are still very young and totally dependent on adults. Pups cannot survive if adults are shot in Augsst,
Similady, wolf hunting seasons extended into late spring when females are pregnant and hides are not
prite. Shooting wolves at this time wastes a valuable resource—wolves are big gaoie animals and
considered trophies by many hunters. Excessively long seasons result in unsound conservation and
management practices for one of Alaska’s premier big game species.

The Board acted in 2002 to set hunting sessan dates of September 1to March 31 in Units 1, 3, 4, and 5.
Subsequently, after appointment of a new Board in 2003, wolf huntiag seasons were lengthened in 2004,
Seasons were set to open on August 1% and close on April 30th. This was justified by a desire on the
Boacd's part to increase the wolf harvest as a form of de facto wolf control. In recent yeats, wolves
across Alaska have been viewed by the Board mainly as predators that compete with humans for
ungulates. As a result, the Board liberalized wolf hunting and trapping seasons across Alaska in an
attempt 1o provide more ungulates for buaters. In some cases this was done with no regard for the big
game or furbearer status of'wolves and the value they have to tmppers who sell hides or hunters who
have a rare opportunity fo harvest a premier trophy species.

The Game Board has not issued findings documenting excessive wolf predation on Sitka black-tailed
deer, moose or mountain goats in any GMU of southeast Alaska. Nor has the Board found that these

" ungulates require wolf control programs to increase deer, moose or goat numbers. Neveriheless, the

Board lengthened wolf huating seasons in 2004 with the belief that moze wolves would be taken thereby
mcreasing ungulate harvests, : '

We are aware of no data indicating that excessively long wolf huating seasons have any impact on decr,
moose or goaf aumbets in southeast Alaska or result in higher human harvests of these species. We
recommend that the Board sequest an analysis of the wolf hide sealing data to determine, unit by unit,
what percentage of the wolf harvest by hunters oceuts in August and April and whether the number of
wolves taken by hunters during these two months is likely to impact deet, moose or goat populations in
any unit. We are confident that the results will confirm our contention that there is no henefit to
ungulate populations in southeast Alaska by maintaining open hunting seasons on wolves in August and
April, and that hunters aze not taking more ungulates asa result of the few wolves taken during these
two months. '

Proposals 1, 2, 12, 13, 31 and 45 all recommend extending the hunting and/or trapping seasons in these

units by varying amounts of time. One proposal (13) recommends a hunting season extending to June
30" and reopening on August 1%

COMME NT#_L‘L
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Five of the six proposals mention wolf predation on ungulates as a justification fmi-sl lcngt}mnmt% seagz:lsr
This reflects the widely held belief among hunters that whenever wolves ?{ld ungu tes;j occut Eget A
wolves compete with humans and must be reduced and kept at low de_nsmes. Inthea senc:’eh_(:) '
designated wolf control programs, de facto control aducw;d by excessively long seasons ;.nb. [ cra 1 ag
limits is typically endorsed by hunting intercsts, These beliefs ate not supported by sound biclogica

evidence obtained by rescarch siudies of wolves in Alaska and other ateas of Notth America.

We concede that wolf predation on ungukates in ceetain areas at ceetnin fimes may be excessive 20d may
require management actions, But in this case we have Scen no data indicating that wolf predation on

uagylates i any Unit of southeast Alasla, tequizes a-wolf reduction program, or that de facto control by
excessively long hunting seasons benefits ungulates or results in higher harvests of ungulates by huaters.

ot these reasons, we strongly urge the Board to reject these proposals. Rather than lengthening wolf
hunting seasons, we fucther recommend that the Boaed seriously consider shortening wolf hunting
seasons in Units 1, 3, 4 and 5 as outlined in Proposal 46. This would returs wolf management to a more
sound wildlife management and conservation basis, Tt would recognize the considerable values that
wolves have as big game and trophy animals. 1t would make hunters appear more humane by
preventing harvests of very young or unbom pups. It would avoid wastage by prehibiting harvests at
times when hides arc not prme. And it would reflect recognition by the Board that de facto wolf control
programs ate often voneressary and do not provide increased ungulate harvests for hunters.

PROPOSAL 2 -~ 5 AAC 84.270. Furbearer trapping and 5 AAC 85056, Hunting seasons and bag
limits for wolf. Raise the management objectives for wolves in Unit 1A,

Decfenders Position and Comment:
Oppose: See comment for Proposal #1.

PROPOSAL 5 — 5 AAC 92,044, Permit for hunting black bear with the use of bait or scent hares
and 92.052. Discretionary permit hunt conditions and procedures, Modify the black bear baiting
permit conditions in Unit 2. :

Defendess Position angd Comment:

Oppose: Defenders does not support issuing bear baifing permits by nnail or removing the requirement
to provide GPS coordinates in pegson. Providing GPS coordinates for bait stzHons js essential for
efforcement of the bear baiting regulations by state troopers, including complying with beit use
restrictions, temoval of the bait station, and avoiding private property. Providing GPS coordinates and
obtaining permits in person is also essential to kv enforcement 1o verify the person’s identification and
for possible prosecution of violations. Withaut personal verification of who is applying and designating
bait stations locations, enforcement of viclations would be fopossible.

¢l

COMiy
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PROPOSAL 6 — 5 AAC 85.015, Hunting seasons and bag limits for biack bear, Close the black
bear fall hunting season in Unit 2,

Defenders Position and Comument:

Neutral: Defenders advocates the board recogaize the high harvest rates by out of state sport and
trophy huating for black beacs in the Southeast. The ADF&G has noted that the harvest rates have
increased to the point that sustainable yield and the overall health of the black bear population is at tisk,
The Board of Game needs to address these facts and develop a comprehensive harvest goal that will
protect black bear populations from overharvest by slowing ot stopping the increased hatvest levels,
especially by out of state hunters. 'The Board of Game needs reliable and current bear population
estimates for each GMIJ in Southeast Alaska before allowing the harvest levels of black bears to
increase. In addition, the Board of Game needs to adopt harvest ticket reporting requirements for both
successful and unsuccessful hunting effort in each GMU in Southeast Alaska to assist the ADE&G in
managing black bear populations in these GMU’s.

FROPOSAL 7~ 5 AAC 85.015. Hunting seasons and bag limits for black bear. Close the black
bear fall hunting season in a portion of Unit 2.

Defenders Position and Comment:
Neutral: See comments for Proposal #6.

PFROPOSAL B — 5 AAC 84.270(6). Furbearer trapping, For Kuiu Island in Unit 3, shotten the
marten trapping season for residents, close the nonresident marten tapping season and create a Kuin
Island Management Area that is closed to the use of motorized land vehicles for trapping marten.

Defenders Position and Camment:

Suppost; The martin population is a sk due to expanding logging operations and increased human
access due fo road development. The associated influx of workers for these expanding industries and
the cutrent high price for marten pelis could easily result in higher harvest levels for martins on Kuiu
Island, harvest levels that that are unsustainable and that threaten the long teem survival of the martin
population, especially when no harvest Emits are established. Closing non resident trapping scasons is
onc way to attempt to reduce harvest but we acknowledge. additional measures may be needed to
address the needs for sustaining the martin population. The Board of Game needs to closely monitor
the harvest numbers and the population estimates. ’

PROPOSAL 12 - 5 AAC 85,056, Hunting scasons and bag limits for wolf. Extend the bhuoting
season for waolves in Unit 3.

Defenders Positdon and Comment:

Oppose: See comment for Proposal #1.

| COMMERN LI |
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PROPOSAL 13 — 5 AAC 85.056. Hunting seasons and bag limits for wolf. Extend the hunting
season for wolves in Unit 3,

Defenders Position and Comment;
Oppose: Sce comment for Proposal #1.

PROPOSAL 23 — 5 AAC 85.015. Hunting seasons and bag limite for black bear. Modify the
regulation restricting the taking of white-phase black bear in Unit 1D.

Defenders Position and Comment:

Support: Light phase black bears are an important cultural and regional asset, Both citizens and the
tourism industry have siong ties to this small popultion of black bears. Protecting them addresses the
needs of other user groups and industries and does not limit the harvest to the gencral hunt due to the
low number of light phase black bears.

PROPOSAL 24— 5 AAC 85.02). Hunting seasons and bag limits for brown hear and 92,132, Bag
limjt for brown bears. Modify the season and bag kmit for brown bear in Units 1C and 4.

Defenders Position and Comment:

Oppose: Defender does not support changing the harvest date for brown beass 1o end on June 15" nor
liberalizing the barvest to one bear every year from one bear every four years. Brown Bear huntiog in
this unit is managed ae a txophy hunt. Increasing the brown hear harvest to every yeat would be
detrimental to managing for maximum trophy status. The ADF&G nar the Board of Game has
provided any data or issued any findings to indicate that the brown bear papulation in unit 1C is
excessively high or causing big game species populations to be Emited, There is no scieatific justification
for the claims this proposal makes. In addition, user group conflicts increase significantly in June when
Tecreational uses and tourism use increases. We do not support changing the scason end date to Junc 35
due to increased user group conflicts.

PROPOSAL 31 - 5 AAC 84.270. Furbearer trapping and 5 AAC 85.056. Hunting scasons and
bag limits for wolf. Lengthen the hunting and trapping seasons for wolf in Unit 1D.

Defenders Position and Comment:
Oppose: Se¢c comment for Proposal #1.

FROPOSAL 34 — 5 AAC 84.270(14). Furbeaser trapping. Shorten the wolvesine trapping season in
Units 1-5 to end on February 15. :

Defenders Position and Comment:
Sepport: Due to the low reproductive rates for wolverine careful consideration of the species
reproductive needs are paramount. Central to this consideration is the need to address critical habitat

requitements and specific times of the year which are essential for female wolverines, especially when no
bag limits are established. Pregnant females and those with pups are vulnerabie after February 15.

RECEIVED TIME OCT.24. 2.2 - CQMMENT#;L&__
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Traditional hatvest is very low from Februaey 15 to April 30 indicating passing this proposal would have
minimal effect on the trapping community.

PROPOSAL 36 ~ 5 AAC 85.015(1). Huxnting seasons and bag limits for black bear. Amend this
regulation in Units 1A, 1B, 1C, 2 and 3: to delay the start of the fali black bear hunting se2son to
September 15 for nonresidents. .

Defendets Position and Comment:

Support: At issue is the lack of reliable black bear population estimates coupled with a rapid increase in
harvest of black bear in the last decade, especially by out of state sport and trophy hunters. Defenders
strongly support any atterpt to stop the increase in black bear harvests in Southeast Alaska, While this
proposal is an attempt to address disproportional and increasing out of state hunting pressure, up to
70% of the harvest in some units, its is a very limited attempt. While we support this proposal
Defenders strongly encoumges the Board of Game to adopt additional measures, including closing the
seasont on May 31, to not allow increased harvest levels of black beass. We also advocate for establishing
harvest limits with season closures ouce they are met, It is impenntive that the Board of Game manage
the black bear popuhtion conservatively in the absence of current and accurate population estimates.

PROPOSAL 39 - 5 AAC 92.010. Harvest tickets and reports. Require harvest tickets for hunting
black bear in Units 1-3.

Defenders Position and Comment:

‘Support: Defenders strongly supports any proposal that provides the ADF&G with additional tools to
etfectively manage the blick bear harvest. We alsc advocate for estab lishing registered hunts with .
harvest limits and season closures once the harvest is met. It is imperative that the Board of Game
manage the black bear population conservatively in the absence of current and accurate population
estimates, especially when the haryest is increasing significantly each year.

PROPOSAL 41 -5 AAC 92.052 Discretionary permit hunt conditions and procedures. Modify
the cusrent linguage to provide clarification regarding the intended authonty of this section relative to
issuing bear baiting permits in Unit 1-5,

Defeaders Position and Comment:

Support: Defenders strongly supports any proposal that provides the ADF&G additional tools to
effectively manage the black bear harvest. This proposal is essential for reducing user group conflicts
between bait stations use and other user groups.

PROPOSAL, 42 — 5 AAC 92.044. Permit for hunting black bear with the use of bait or scent
lures, and 92.052. Discretionary permit hunt conditions and procedures. Modify the black bear
baiting permit requirements for Units 1-5.

Defenders Position and Comment:

Oppose: Providing GPS coordinates for bait stations is essential for enforcement of the bear baiting
regulations by state troopers, including complying with bait use restrictions, removal of the bait station,

COMMENT# 2’( %
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and avoiding private property. Providing GPS coordinates and obtaining permits in person is also
esseatial t0 law enforcement to verify the person’s identification and for possible prosecution of
violations. Without personal verification of who is applying and designating bait stations locations,
enforcement of violgtions would be impossible.

PROFOSAL 45 — 5 AAC 85.056. Huntng seasons and bag limits for wolf. Extend the wolf
hanting season dates for Units 1 and 2. ‘

Defenders Position and Comment:
Oppaose: See comment for Proposal #1.

PROPOSAL 46 - 5 AAC 85.056. Hunting seasons and bag limits for wolf. Modify the wolf
huating season dates for Units 1,3, 4,and 5 .

Defenders Position and Comment:

Support.

PROPOSAL 49— 5 AAC 92.085. Unlawful methods of taking big game; exceptions, and 92,260,
Taking cub bears and female bears with cuba prohibited. Modify the methods for taking black bear

1in Unit 25D,
ﬁefcndcrs Position and Comment:

Oppose; Liberalizing the hatvest of black beats in Unit 25D to include the use of snares and harvesting
sows with cubs or the cubs themselves is not warranted. The Board of Game has not issued any findings
that black bear populations are responsible: for low big game populations. In the absence of hiclogical
data to support the suggestion that black bear populations ase excessively high or the reagon big game
populations may be low, such drastic measures are not justificd. In addition, snaring black bears is
strongly opposed by the public and affords excessive bycatch, including moose which is counter
productive to the goals of increasing the moose population.

PROPOSAL 50— 5 AAC 92.08). Enlawful methods of taking game; exceptions, and
92.125. Predator control areas implementation plans. Amend the regulations to allow wolf denning.

Defenders Position and Comment:

Oppose: Defenders does not support distusbing or destroying wolf dens as a traditional harvest
method. Tnit 19 has an aerial predator control prograam and a very Iiberal season and bag limit forwolf,
There is no scientific justification to expand predator control o the use of “denning” wolfs. Current
aggressive predator control programs are sufficient as noted by the Board of Game. In addition, there is
no supportiag data that “denning”” has ever been a traditional harvest method.

- S WEMT 4
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PROPOSAL 51 — 5AAC 92.260. T'aking cub bears and female bears with cubs prohibited, and
92.125. Predation comixol areas implementation plans Modify the methods for taking bears in Unit
19 intensive management areas.

Defenders Position and Comment:

Oppose: Killing of ary bear, including female sows with new born cubs is strongly opposed by the
public 2nd is not warranted. No scientific data supports the need to expand predator control programs
to targeting any bears, including Brown bears. This is an unwarmnted and extreme proposal, especially
in the absence of current scientific data confirming brown and black bears are responsible for low big
game populations in any given GMU.

PROPOSAL 52 & 53 — 5 AAC 92.085. Unlawful methods of wtaking big game, exceptions, and
92.260. Taking cub bears and female bears with cubs prohibited. Allow the taking of black beas
from dens in Units 21 and 24.

Defenders Pogition and Comment:

Oppose: Killing of any beat, including female sows with new born cubs is strongly opposed by the
public and is not warranted. No scientific data supports the need for “denning” of bears in any of the
Game Management Units in Alaska. There is no seliable data to confirm denning has cver been a
traditional method of harvest. Use of artificial lights certainly could not be construed s & traditional
hunting tool, Harvesting bears in this manner jeopardizes sustained yield and risks overharvest of a
vaiuable resource. Spotlighting or using astificial light to search for prey has long been widely prohibited
for reasons of hunter: ethics, fair chase, avoiding excessive harvest, and law enforcement issues.

The practice of denning has been outlawed for many ycais. Destraying the young in 2 den is widely
condemned as an unethical. - }

PROPOSAL 54 — 5 AAC. 92.125. Predaton control areas implementation. plans. Modify the
predation control plan for Unit 20H.

Defenders Position and Comment:

Oppose: For reasons stated in other proposals, we oppose the taking of beat cubs and mothers with
cubs, and we oppose the use of traps and snares to harvest bears. We have strong objections to same
day airbome huniting of predators for numerous reasons, incloding fiir chase issucs, horassment
putential, 20d concern that this is management that is not conservative for species (like grizzly bears)
that are slow to reproduce.

Shooting female bears with cubs or the cubs themiselves is strongly opposed by the public and is not
warranted, Unit 20E already has ao aggressive predator control program and liberalized bear harvest
egulations that are sufficient.

Selling of bear hides commercializes the resource and does not increase bear hasvest goals as noted in
Unit 16's atfempt to increase hlack bear harvest by allowing the selling of bear parts. Lack of effective
enforcement regulations and low numbers of officers encourage poaching in other areas of the state for

the purpose of selling bear parts for profit.
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Furthermore, we believe that the Alaska Qutdoor Council is neither broadly nor faitly representative of
hunters or conservationists in Alaska; to specifically name this group and leave out others suggests the
disproportionate influence that this group has on wildlife regulatory policy decision-makers in the State,

PROPOSAL 55 — 5 AAC 92.090. Unlawful methods of taking fur animals; 92.095. Unlawful
methods of taking furbearers, exceptions; 92.080. Unlawful methods of taking game,
exceptions; 92,085. Unlawful methods of taking big game, exceptions; and 98, XXX. Arcas of
jurisdiction for taking predators in intensive management areas. Amend the regulations for
methods, seasons, and bag limits for taking predators in intensive management areas.

Defenders Position and Comment:

Oppose: Defenders does not support giving regional advisory councils regulatory authorization status.
We do not feel this is appropsiate nor the intention of the legislature for the establishment of advisory
councils. No scientific data supports the need for “denning” of wolves in any of the Game Maunagement
Units in Alaska. There is no reliable data to confirm denning has ever been a traditional method of
harvest. Without any supporting data or historical record this proposal in not warranted,

Thaak you for giving our comments your thoughtful consideration.

Sicerely, (A)
Wade Willis
Alaska Representative
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I am writing to urge the Board of Game to adopt a more balanced approach to wildlife
management in Alaska. ' '

I oppose Proposals 1, 2, 12, 13, 31, 45 and 50. Specifically, I ask that you oppose:

* Expanding wolf hﬁnting to allow the shooting or trapping of wolves during the months
of May, June or August when young pups are in the den or when pelts are are of little
worth to the trapper.

* Expanding wolf hunting as a tool to increase deer, moose or mountain goat populations
without strong scientific data indicating that wolves are a Ieading cause for low
populations of big game species. Never cry wolf unless you can prove it!

* Allowing wolf dens to be distu.r’bed or destroyed under the premise that i is &
traditional harvest method. Unit 19 has an aerial predator control program and a very
liberal secason and bag limit for wolves. There is no scientific justification to expand
predator control to the use of "denning" wolves.

I, as often noted by the Board of Game, current aggressive predator control programs are
effective and sufficient, expansion of any kind is unnecessary. In addition, there is no
supporting data that "denning" has ever been a traditional harvest method.

I oppose 49, 51, 52, 53, 54 and 55.
Specifically, I urge you to oppose:

* Allowing both black aﬁd brown hear cubs and/or female sows with cubs to be shot or
snared.

* Allowing bears to be harvested in'a den ("denning").

* Allowing bear hides, skulls, or claws to be sold for profit.

* Permitting the same-day aerial shooting of bears.

These measures are all extreme and unnecessary.

Shooting female bears with cubs or the cubs themselves is strongly opposed by the public
and is not warranted. Unit 20E alrcady has an aggressive predator control program and
sufficiently liberalized bear harvest regulations.

Selling of bear hides commercializes the resource and does not increase bear harvest
goals as noted in Unit 16's attempt to increase black bear harvest by allowing the sale of

bear parts. And the lack of effective enforcement regulations and insufficient number of
enforcement officers will only encourage poaching in other areas of the state.

COMMENT# ﬂ y
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Snaring of bears is strongly opposed by the public, is inhumane, and allows for excessive
lethal snaring of dogs and non-targeted big game animals such as moose, caribou, or
sheep. . |

|

Likewise, killing any bear in its den, including female sows with newborm cubs, is ,
strongly opposed by the public and is nof warranted, No scientific data supports the need
for "denning" of bears in any of the Game Management Units in Alaska and there is no
rehiable data to confirm denning has ever been a traditional method of harvest.
Furthermore, the proposed use of artificial lights certainly could not be construed as a

fraditional hunting tool.

In conclusion, I strongly believe that preflator management decisions should be
scientifically based and supported by ouy nationally-recognized scientific organizations .
that have repeatedly called on the Board of Game to do a better job when developing

Alaska's predator control programs.

COMVIEN T#ﬂém-
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Last Name First Name
1. Waffen Edward
2. Greenwalt Arthur
3. Cooke Jilt
4. Salway Malcalm
5. Wells Penelope
6. LaPerriere Zach
7. Smith Kim
8. Minn Bevarly
- 9. mepeck hugh
10Q. Baltensperger Andy
11. Gutrman Mark
12. Berge Anna
13, Stout Sandra
14. Arend Skylar
15. Bashleben Rob
16. Bassatt Linda
17. Bean River
18. Bell Donna
19. Best Heather
20. Beits Christine
21, Biesiot Gerard
22, Bissland Stephanie
23. Blakemore Bud
24. Boisvert Jennifer
25, Bowman Alix
26. Boyd - Zoanne
27. Bragg Dawn
© 28. Brown Tina
29, Busch Rebecca
30. Bush Jassica
31. Butler Linda
32. Haywood Britteny
33. Davis Cynthia
34. Davis Dennis
35. Dean Jeff
36. Decker Stephanie
37. East iCathy
38. Efbradsr Toery
39, Farrell Darrie
40. Ferre' Corinnae
41, Fikstad Cheradan
42 Giloley Dorathy
43. Hanneman Jaanette
44. Hardsland Myra
45. Harrison Carolyn
485, Herd Vicki
47. Herman Laura
48. Holzwailer Deirdre
49, Horace Vanessa
50. Jacoh Jill
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Address

PO Box 874256

1620 Washington Dr Apt 79
15711 Southpark Loop
4701 Pavalof St

PO Box 240454

2212 Sawmill Cresk Rd

PO Box 3235

500 Lincoln St Unit B2
8200 Basher Dr

PQ Box 2139

PO Box 1082

PO Box 750119

2943 Simpson Ave
16300 Sandpiper Dr
8378 N Wasilla Fishhook Rd
2940 Mallard LLn

1305 N 8mith Rd

2350 Old Lawsan Creek Rd
PO Box 80661

3090 N Baid Eagle Dr
PO Box 82291

4034 Reka Dr Apt 2
3202 Latouche St Apt AD4
5115 E 98th Ave

1121 China Berry Cir
1207 Molly Rd

PO Box 838

19400 Beardsley Way
PO Box 240482 -
1302 Garden St

8060 King David Dr
9083 Fireweed Ln

HC 30 Box 5281C
65355 Corabin Rd
40374 Waterman Rd
4620 Southpark Biuff Dr
1610 Silver Pines Rd
PO Box 520163

3501 Halibut Point Rd
1862 Three Sisters Way
8492 Jennie Ln Apt B4
1316 Peger Rd

3325 N Bald Eagle Dr

14671 E Outer Springer Loop Rd

PQ Box 877178
2443 Schutzen St
1845 Parkside Dr
PO Box 22012
PO Box 71482
PO Box 1721
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City
Wasilla
Fairbanks

-Anchorage

Anchorage
Ancharaege
Sitka
Homer
Sitka
Anchorage

Soldotna
Talkeetna
Fairbanks
Junsau
Anchorage
Wasilla

-Anchorage

Palmer
Douglas
Fairbanks
Wasilla
Fairbanks
Ancharage
Anchorage
Anchorage
Anchorage
Fairbanks
Sterling
Junsau
Douglas

Anchorage

Anchorage
Juneau
Wasilla
Anchor Point
Homaer
Anchorage
Kenai

Big Lake
Sitka
Kodiak
Fairbanks
Fairbanks
Wasilla
Palmer
Wasilla
North Pole
Anchorage
Juneau

-Fairbanks

Ward Cove

State

AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK

AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK

AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK

AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK

AK
AK
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51. Johnson
52, Johnson
53. Kaden
54. Kantor
55 Kaufman
58. Klaich
57. Knol

58. Lillard

59. Lopez
80. Lyons
61, Martin
62. McConkey
63. McDonald

64. McNamarg

85. Miller
66. Mjos
&67. Moe
68. Mooney

69. Moonwhisper

70, Morgan
71. Morse
72. Mortensen
73. Natekar
74, Nelson
75. Neumann
76. Newman
77. Oliver
78. Humble
79. Pinsley
80. Polk
81. Quante
82. Raffery
_ B3. Ray

84. Ringer
85. Schroeder
86. Simon
87. Simon
88. Sims

89. Smallwood

20. Smith
91. Suhich
92. Thumma
93. Toon

94. Pearson
95, Vest

96, Vincent
97. Voinea
98. Voves
99. Wallin
100. Wallers
101, Wendt'
102, Whitfield

Brenda
Susan

Hayden & Bannie

Linda
Kathleen
James
Steven
Ashley
Jo
Max
James
Kimberly
Victoria
Linda
John
Brita
Wendy
Shannon
Olga
Amy
Andrew
Shannon
Ankit
Pamela
Elizabeth
Connie A.
Pauletie
Luz
Sharon
Joffray
Donna
Teresa
Gretchen
Ramona
Todd
Alex
Cindy
Liza
Debra
Veranica
Sarah
Katherine
Martha
Amber
Paul
Laurel
Raluca
Deborah
Milton
lene
Kathleen
Seth
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5875 Glacier Hwy Spc 26
5010 N Douglas Hwy Lot 5
PO Box 138

7080 Fairweather Park Loop
3449 Grissom Cir

320 Wedgewood Dr Apt G10
PO Box 752

4231 Laure} St

7666 Griffith St

8007 Magnolia Ct

6700 Macbeth Dr

2610 E 42nd Ave Apt 1
€526 Rogers Pass Rd
2024A Jack St

944 W 11th Ave Apt B
1725 E 24th Ave

1308 W 31st Ave

1336 W 23rd Ave Apt 212
PO Box 80373

326 4th St Apt 1004

PO Box 201

12401 Lake St Apt 4

PO Box60811 Dubai, U.a.e
PO Box 240518

42410 Old Sterling Hwy
PO Box 56

1255 N Williwaw Way
8201 Sky Mountain Cir
9029 Rosedale 5t

PO Box 298213

PO Box 1085

PO Box 1555

116 Ird Ave

2702 Roger St

3260 W Grand Bay Dr

- 9873 Lone Wolf Dr

9873 Lone Wolf Dr
4100 Lake Otis Plwy

4001 Woronzof Dr
3748 Glacier Hwy
PO Box 81026
6734A Marguerite St

2810 W Northern Lights Bivd Apt 13

3248 Latouche St Apt J7
PO Box 260

1 Calea Doftanei Street
13231 Mountain PI
19515 Highland Ridge Dr
5950 N Bunny Dr

PO Box 766

7150 Mantagne Cir

24, 2:22MM

Juneau
Juneau
Gustavus
Anchorage
Anchorage
Fairbanks
Anchor Point
Anchorage
Anchorage
Juneau
Anchorage
Anchorage
Kelchikan
Fairbanks
Anchorage
Anchorage
Anchorage
Anchorage
Anchorage
Juneau
Coardova
Eagle River
Dubaij
Dougias
Anchor Peint
Pelican
VWasilia
Anchorage
Juneau
Wasilla

“Willow

Soldotna
Fairbanks
Juneau
Wasiila
Juneau
Juneau
Anchorage
Fairbanks
Anchorage
Junsay
Venetie
Juneau
Anchorage
Anchorage
Talkeetna
Bucharest
Anchorage
Eagle River
Wasilla
Ward Cove
Anchorage

AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK

- AK

AK
AK
AK
AK
AK

AK
AK
AK

AK
AK
AK
Al
A
AK

AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK

AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
Al
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103. Worthington
104, Zanetti
105, Zink

108, belt

107. billups
108, castro
108. cole

110. thempson
111, Coffey
112. Reese
113. King

114. Cuadra
115. Moeller
116. Murphy
117. svans
118. Day

119, Schaaf
120, Friedrick’
121. Woyke
122, Printz

i:08PM

Nora
Marcia
Janel
Sherry
angela
sybille
debi
stephanie
Jennifer
Judith
Monica
Dorothy
Faith
Cheri
christine
Kathy
Jeanne
Katherine
Kirsten
Katharine
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PO Box 670778

Rua 21, Quadra 31, Lote 28
2862 Midnight Sun Ct
HC 60 Box 2851

2800 E Broadview Ave
PO Box 1848

16528 Kings Way Dr
4544 Reka Dr

1516 Kinnikinnick St
PO Box 1171

2880 Julie Ln

PO Box 33678

PO Box 3695

PO 'Box 6974

15865 Woodpecker Rd
21349 Baron Dr

6961 Rabbit Creeic Rd
872 Cardigan Cir
8095 E Gold Pan Dr
9206 E Gordy Dr
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Chugiak
Niteroi
Anchorage
Haines
Wasilla
Kenai
Anchorage
Anchorage
Anchorage
Sterling
North Pole
Juneau
Palmer
Katchikan
Talkeeina
Chugiak
Anchorage
Anchorapge
Palmer
Palmer
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AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK-
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
AK
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Robert Jahnke, Ward Cove Alaska it : November 2008
: SOARD -

I would like to start my Board commenis with a quote from Governor Palin’s speech given at
thie 41* annual meeting of the Alaska Federation of Natives, Oct. 25, 2007.
[In combination with active predator contro! programs, we are working hard to increase game
populations so that Alaskans can have the greatest opportunity to hunt and harvest to feed their
families. We will manage fish and game resources for abundance. ]

With that official mandate being said I would like to proceed with my personal comments on
some of this falls game proposals.

PROPOSAL #1 Robert Jahnke, This is my proposal, please pass,

Trapping is a management tool that on occasion needs to be honed, especially in times of
increased wolf predation in ereas such as Unit 1A where predator control is difficult. This s only
2 10 day add on that we had some years ago. The proposal should speak for itself. .

PROPOSAL #2 Robert Jahnke, This is my proposal, please pass.

The management objeciives for wolves in Unit 1A by the Dept. are too low and have been for
many years. Raising these opbjectives to af least 25 a year would indicate to many concerned
tesidents in Unit 1A that the Dept. is willing 1o move in a positive manner to address the wolf
predation problem in Unit A, This proposal would strengthen the foundation on which dealing
with the on going wolf problem in Unit 1A can be dealt with. It is time to deal with our wolf
problems in Unit 1A: I"m sorry to say our local office has ignored the obvious too long. The
Dept.’s own data tells the tzle. If we are going to turn this wolf predation problem around we
need to do it now. The bottom line is we need a tnission change in our local ADF&G office.

We need aggressive wolf control measurcs in Unit 1A. We all (Dept. included) need to
educate hunters that it is not a bad thing to kill a wolf, Especially at times of high wolf predation.

We need to extend seasons and bag limits for the taking of wolves at these times.

The abundance has been and is documented in Unit 1A. The time to act is now.

Many of us are willing to sit down with a reasonable member of ADF&G 1o pound out
solutions for this problem. :

Many of us consider that we are part of Governor Palin’s mandate and are willing to help if
we can find common ground to wosk on with the Dept.

. Do not alienate trappers and hunters with frivolous proposals. At fimes we are the Dept.’s
only available management fool. When utilized properly we are an important asset to the State of

Alaska.

PROPOSAL #3 ADF&G proposal, please oppose. :

Deer have been decimated on the Cleveland Peninsula. This is the direct result of wolf
predation for at loast the last 10 to 15 years. Subdividing Unit 1A’s bag limits by area for deer is
not the answer. Since Jan.’08 , 18 wolves that | know of were harvested from the lower West
Behm Canal area and north Gravina Island, the Cleveland makes up the north half of West
Behm. In the season of ‘03/°04, 19 wolves weére taken in tlis relatively small triangle, 14 of
which came from the Cleveland. These were the only wolves that T am aware of, My point here is
people are out there taking care of the problem. I'm glad to say we have young folks willing to
deal with the issue, folks that harvest wildlife to feed “THEIR” families, these fellows are footing
the bill that eventually everyone will benefit from. T believe the Cleveland will recover, but it will
take time, dividing hunters in Unit 1A on this issue is not the answer to the problem.

m,mhﬁiﬁﬂENT#_H_g;—-
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PROPOSAL #4 Brian Warmuth, please pass. Unit 1A bag limit on goats, change from 1 to 2
With low harvest nombers in Unit 1A extensive harvest is not an issue, '

PROPOSAL #33 and #35 Rick Newlun and Robert Jahnke, pleasé¢ pass. _

I oppose trap tags in Units 1-5. No where else in the State of Alaska, that I am aware of, has
this restriction. ATA informed me that the Fairbanks area tried trap tags for a while and then
dropped the restriction, I have trapped every year in Unit 1A for 37 years, I have had traps
literally destroyed by wolves, otters, wolverines, eic. Pans and triggers never to be scen again.’
What happens when a wolf’ has done this with a trap tag and “Protection” comes upon the scene?
There will be little doubt the wolf wys mine after 31 years on the same line. Also Ihave learned
that trap signy invite thieves when it comes to beach trappiig, so my trap line signs are usually a
considerable distance from my sets. Another question. This vear I had a mearten trap stolen with
my ID number attached. If it shows up in an unfavorable place, what do I do? I would like a rock
solid answer to this one. :

Also, if 2 man’s time is worth anything, the monetary cost of time and tags can sure be a
burden, especially with twp or thres hundred traps to deal with, and to deal with every year. This
burden of cost was a question not dealt with at the Nov, 06 meoting,

PROPOSAL #34 ADF&G proposal, please oppose. Shorten wolverine season Units 1-5

I was around when the season was lengthened to coincide with the wolf season. This was a
good thing.

When reading {other solutions considered] I felt very intimidated.

It seems odd to me that a recent (less than a year old) genetic research iy Unit 1B could be
responsible for eliminating 2 % months of the wolverine season in all of Units 1-5 when the
harvest data shows little activity in the latter part of the season. Those few wolverine the wolf
trapper collects, he should be able to keep.

PROPOSAL #38 ADF&G proposal, please oppose. SEE PROPOSAL #39
Black bear harvest tickets are an unwarranted burden oi resident black bear hunters,

PROPOSAL #39 Alaska Professional Hunters Assaciation, please pass.
Please pass as an alternative to Proposal #38.
Noxnresidents would probably be more agreeable and less burdened.

PROPOSAL #43 Gary Miller Barter Deer Meat ~ ABSOLUTELY NOT
PROPOSAL #45 Brian Warmuth, please pass. Hunting scasons for wolves in Units 182

'PROPOSAL #46 Defenders of Wildlife etc., please oppose.

Shorten the wolf hunting season in Units 1,3,4.5
In 2004 when the seasons were lengthened it was afier only two years of shorter seasons.

August 1" - April 30™ is quite proper, The Dept’s data proved this in 2004. Many of us in 1A
would like to see Proposal #45 pass,

PROPOSAL #47 Kyle Ferguson, please oppese. Extend waterfow] season to mid-January.

. CQMF\{TENT#Lg ‘
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To: Alaska Board of Game
PO Box 115526
Juneau, Alaska 99811-5526
C/0 Kristy Tibbles

From: Bob Carlson
PO Box 98
Skagway, Alaska 99840

Re: Spirit Bear Protection in the area of Skagway

I too would like the board to consider protection of spirit bears
in the Skagway area, Unit 1D. The community has asked in the
past for your help writing protectibn regulations for these bears
in our area. I would hope you take s seriously this time and give
thought to your actions. Consider language similar to that used by
John Warder that is: "A light-phase black bear that has
cream coloration (or lighter) over more than 30% of its body
may not be taken irregardless of any other coloration.”

I had the brief opportunity to listén in at the public meeting
given in Skagway late summer. While I appreciate your
attendance the effort given our réquest seemed lacking. You
changed the wording we used in out initial suggestion to the Boarc
such that it became unenforceablei and unrecognizable. The real
sticker was that you made this change with out consulting our
community. Please this time take our request seriously. Thanks in
advance for all your consideration.

Bob Carlson Z% m

S TMTAMENTH Hﬁ
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| am writing to urge the Board of Game to adopt a more scientific approéch to wildlife
management in southeastern Alaska.

| oppose Proposals 1, 2, 12, 13, 31, 45 and 50. Specifically, | ask that you oppose;

* Expanding wolf hunting to allow the shooting or trapping of wolves during the months of May,
June or August when young pups are in the den or when pelts are of little worth to the trapper. It
is a waste of the resource.

* Expanding wolf hunting as a tool to increase deer, moose or mountain goat populations without
strong scientific data {no datal) indicating that wolves are a leading cause for low populations of
big game species.

* Allowing wolf dens to be disturbed or destroyed under the premise that it is a traditional harvest
method. Unit 18 has an aerial predator controf program and a very liberal season and bag limit for
wolves. There is no scientific justification to expand predator control to the use of "denning”
wolves.

If, as often noted by the Board of Game, current aggressive predator control programs are
effective and sufficient, expansion of any kind is unnecessary. In addition, there is no supporting
data that "denning” has ever been considered a traditional harvest method.

| oppose 49, 51, 62, 53, 54 and 55.
Specifically, | urge you to oppose:

* Allowing both black and brown bear cubs and/or female sows with cubs to be shot or snared.
* Allowing bears to be harvested in g den ("denning").
* Permitting the same-day aerial shooting of bears.

My justifications for the appositions to the above proposals are:

Shooling female bears with cubs or the cubs themselves is strongly opposed by the public and is
not warranted. Unit 20E already has an aggressive predater control program and sufficiently
liberalized bear harvest regulations.

The Killing of any bear in its den, including female sows with newborn cubs, is strongly opposed
by the public and is not warranted. No scientific data supports the need for "denning” of bears in
any of the Game Management Units in Alaska and there is no reliable data to confirm denning
has ever been a traditional method of harvest. Furthermore, the proposed use of artificial lights is
certainly not considered a traditional hunting tool.

In conclusion, | strongly believe that predator managemeit decisions should be scientifically
based and supported by our nationally-recognized scientific organizations, and Alaska’s federal
partner agencies (The U.S. National Park Service, The U.S. Forest Sarvice, and the US Fish and
Wildlife Service) that have repealedly called on the Board of Game to do a professional job when
developing Alaska's predator control programs.

Sincerely,
E. Jozwiak

P.O. Box 968
Soldotna, AK 986

dated Gctober 23, 2008

COMMENT#__L!Q
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10780 Mendenhall Loop Rd.
Juneau, AK 99801
Qctober 24, 2008

VIA Fax to: 465-6094

ATTN: BOG COMMENTS

Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Boards Support Section

P.O. Box 115526

Juneau, AK 99811-5526

Dear Board of Game Members:

As a resident of Juneau, AK for over 17 years, [ awn a retired veterinarian whose spouse
holds both hunting and fishing licenses. Please carefully consider my comments on the
following proposals:

1. OPPOSED: PROPOSAL 21 — 5 AAC 92.095. Unlawful methods of taking
furbearers; exceptions. Tam totally opposed to allowing trapping within 50 yards of
trails in Unit 1C. Not only will this provision risk injury to dogs, but children and adult
hikers (myself included) frequentty wander off rails to enjoy, for example, skiing,
following animal tracks, and bird-watching and would be put at needless risk. 1am
umclear as to what motivates the individual who made this proposal to be so punitive of
“irresponsible dog owners™ that he believes injuring their pets in traps will somehow
make people more “responsible.” 1 am an active member of the Gastineau Humane
Saciety’s Board of Divectors, and [ know many thoughtful dog owners in Juneau who
work hard to educate other pet owners. Threatening to injure, maim, and kill pets is not a
constructive method to encourage more responsible behavior. This is a puwitive, mean-
spirited proposal that is in conflict with the multi-use purpose of our recreational trail
sysiem.

2. SUPPORT: PROPOSAL 22 - 5 AAC 92.550. Arcas closed to trapping. The
Juneau Area State Parks Advisory Board (of which 1 am a former 7 yr. member) has
summarized the issue of dogs being injured and killed in traps on local trails very well i
the Proposal Book. Please support this common-sense and humane proposal to ensure
the safety of our Jocal trails.

3. SUPPORT: PROPOSAL 23 — 5 AAC 85,015, Hunting seasous and bag linits for
black bear. My husband and 1 spent considerable time and money several years ago to have
the opportunity to view a Kermode bear on an island off the coast of British Columbia. We
felt very fortunate to have succeeded in seeing this rare colored black bear. T strongly support
efforts to protect all bear with unusual coloration so others can benefit from seeing these
unique animals and to protect the genetic pool that produces these rare colorations. Please
support this proposal to ensure that cream-colored black bears would be protected from
hunting under enforceable regulations in Unit 1D, Haines, Klulcwan, Skagway areas.

CQMMENT#};EL
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4. OPPOSE: PROPOSAL 24 - 5 AAC 85.020. Hunting seasons and bag limits for
brown bear and 92.132. Bag limit for brown bears. This proposal that would extend the
spring brown bear hunting season by 2 weelks in Unit 1C, the mainland from Cape
Fanshaw north to just south of the Katzahin River, runs counter to principles of brown
bear conservation that are well-known to the Board of Game. My husband and |
frequently view brown bears in the spring in the areas covered by this proposal. Asyou
all know well, this time of year the bears are in the intertidal areas and along the coasts
with their young and are easily bunted. To further extend the season on these vulnerable
animals seems contrary to fair chase ethics. Please do not do so.

5. SUPPORT: PROPOSAL 46 — 5 AAC 85.056. Hunting seasons and bag limits for
wolf. This rational proposal is well-outlined in the Proposal Book, and I encourage o
the Board to carefully consider the merits of it. Shortening the season by 2 months isa
humane approach that additionally helps ensure the pelts of those wolves that are taken
are of high quality. Please support this proposal,

1 am not opposed o hunting. Tam opposed to inhumane treatment of animals. The
Board of Game has the power, authority, and responsibility to ensure Alaska’s wild
animals are treated respectfully and humanely, whether they are hunted or simply
watched. Please support those proposals that regulate hunting in a more humane manner.

Sincerely,

3%%133\“(‘(\

Susan E. Schrader, D.V.M.

Schrader BOG Comments Page 2
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October 24, 2008

To the Board of Game: .
Below are my comments on the some of the proposals before you. Please enter them i to the
record,

Proposgl 15: [ oppose the extension of beaver frapping by 3 weeks in Unit 1C, which includes
Juneau, Douglas Island, and areas north and south dlong the mainland coast, It s not warranted
as thers are no bag limits on beaver during the current seoson and on extended season could be
detrimental to the population.

Proposai 14: [ oppose extending the beaver hunting/trapping season by 4.5 months, Sept. 1- June
30, In Unit 1D, targeted area is the Chilkat Valley . This extension is exireme. particularly because
there are no bag fimits for kiling beaver, This proposal is likely to be detrimenial to the population.

Proposal 17: | oppose this proposal, Bounties are historically difficult to regutate and when instituted
have had dire consequances in eliminating and/or seriously decreasing various species
populations. Another reason to oppose this proposal is related to cost; who will pay for these
bounties? :

-Proposal 23: | suppoit this propasal.These beors are a valuable wildlite resource to protect as they

provide appreciation/enjoyment for All user groups..

Proposcl 24: | oppose. Bears are vuinerable fo hunters in the spring as they frequent
intertidal/coustal areos where they can eastty be seen and shot, This is not congruent with brown
baar conservaiion.

Proposal 31: 1 oppose exfending the wolf hunting/trapping season in Unit 1D, Haines, Klukwan,
oreo, by 2 weeks until May 15, because of the belief ihat the current wolf population
could be defrimental to and could decimate the moose herd is anecdotal. There must be

scieniifically based dafa to support such a proposal, In addition, extending the season into May
will cause more walf pup mortality os a result of kiling adult wolves thal pups rely upon for their
survival. '

Proposal 45! | oppose this proposal to extend the wolf by 1 month. to May 31- the
season currently runs from Aug.1- April 30, in Units 1 and 2, i.e. Juneau, Douglas lsland, the
mainfand nerth and south of Juneau, Haines, Klukwan, Skogwuy, and Prince of Wales Island. It is
urwarranfed and would be inhumans o pups bom in the spring as they are reliant on adulis for
thelr survival, : '

Propesal 46: | support this proposal to decrease the wolf hunting season by 2 months in Units 1, 3 4,
and 5- essentidlly all of SE AK except for Prince of Walss Island .

Thank you for your good work an the Board.

Sincerely,

Jai Crapelia

PO Box 240

Gustavus, AK 99824
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To Whom It May Concern:
L am commenting on the hunting of black bear in Unit 2 and proposals 6, 7, and 36.

I'five on Prince of Wales Island and have since 1994, I am a Sealer for the State Of
Alaska for black bear and [urbearors, Tam preutly concerned by the decline of black bear
numbers and age class of (he bears on the Jsland, 1 know that habitat changes, aginp
second pgrowth, and bears sensitivity 1o hunling has changed the bemr’s habits with
increased hunting pressure, 1 know that when changes were put in place on Kuiu that
hunting Iressure on Prince of Walcs preatly increased, The bottom line is there are way
fewer hear of a very much younger age class, You might argue that the harvest records
for the past few years indicate a decline in harvest thus beginning a trend, That is not
true, the decline was driven by prolonged colder springs and access challenges duc to
snow and economic challenges with the high cost of fiuel, air travel, and the Iack of
exeess money,  Believe that something needs to be done now before we slip farther over
the hump croding our bear populations, age class, and sex ratjos,

[support proposal 36 with the following changes:

I Require a harvest report card, What ADF&G does not know is harvest effort. As

a scaler and owner of a local business 1 hear how there are way fewer bears and
: only smaller bear. 1 hear the stories...] get the complaints and hear frustrations.

2, Amend this repulation in Units 1A, 113, 1C, 2 and 3: to delay the start of the fall
black bear hunting scason to September 15 for nomresidents, This is when the
highest pereenlage of females are harvested. Closing the first 172 of September is
very important..if you do nothing else please consider this closure.

3. Place » barvest cap on the bear harvested in Unit 2 as you have for Unit 3 on
Kuiu,  ADP&G’s harvest data show that many roaded WAA’s are being over
harvosted. I suggest a cap of no more than 350 bears harvested anually. Though
harder 10 regulate, a cap could includen cut off when a certain number of femael
were taken,

"4, Make it mandatory that the meat of all black bear shot in June be salvaged. There
ix 1o reason Lo not salvage the meal of o boar in June....they are not eating fish.
T'his is the ethical thing to do.

I'am sure that some guides will scroam about such repulation chanpes, IHowever if
we do not make some bold changes here it will eventually result in the closure of
bear hunting beeause of the reduced numbers, age class, cte. T have lodge owners
and many residents n Thorno Bay who support the proposals I have made above.
I know that the changes I have proposed will affect my business but it is the ripht
thing for the black bear population and futurc hunting and bear viewing
apportunitics.

commenT#_R(
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Jim DBaichtal

IO.Box 19515

Thorne Bay, Alaska 99919
907-828-3339
baichtal@aplalaska.nct
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10/24/08 15:33 TAX 907 747 7916 ALASKA COASTAL doo2

Alaska Coastal Qutfitters

October 24, 2008

Alaska Department of Fish & Game
Boards Support Section

P.O.Box 115526

Juneau, AK 99835

Re: Comments BOG Fall 2008 Meeting
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposals for your fall 2008 meeting. Tama
licensed master guide from Sitka and several of these proposals have a significant impact on

my guiding business.

Proposal 36: Black Bear Season

Proposal 36 is the most important proposal to me as 2 hunting guide and T am strongly opposed
toit. Along with many other guides, I have been working for years to preserve the high quality
black bear hunting experience that Southeast Alaska is well known for. Proposal 36 will
effectively take away 100% of our fall guiding opportunity for black bears, something that
we’ve gone to great effort and expense to maintatn.

Concern with non-resident hunting pressure in Southeast Alaska is nothing new. Since the late
90’s, guides have been actively working with ADF&G, the Department of Public Safety, the
Forest Service, and the Big Game Commercial Services Board to get better control of the black
bear situation in Southeast Alaska. At times it has been frustrating at how slowly the wheels of
government have turned and I believe that we continue to have too much non-resident hunting
pressure in parts of Southeast Alaska but I'd like to point out some of the positive changes that
have occurred in the past few years. Although I strongly believe that ADF&G needs to develop
an effective black bear management strategy for this part of the state, I do not believe we are in
some kind of crisis mode that justifies taking away our fall guiding opportunities.

In GMUS3 where I operate, the majority of non-resident black bear hunters have traditionally
hired guides. Access in this GMU is more difficult, requiring boats, local knowledge of
weather and tides, and other skills that make a self~guided hunt difficult. In the past few years
we have also seen the beginning of so-called “transporting” for black bears in Southeast
Alaska, including GMU3. Increasing black bear hunting pressure from non-residents hiring
either guides or transporters has been a concern among GMU3 guides for at least the past 10
years. In response to this problem the U.S. Forest Service imposed a freeze on black bear
allocations to guides on Kuiu Island in 2000 and the BOG imposed a harvest cap on Kuiu at the
same time.

About this same time guides began working with enforcement agencies to curb a developing
problem with illegal guiding in Southeast Alaska for black bear hunters,. We have had a

505 First Street * Sitka, Alaska ¢ (907) 747-8759
RECEIVED TIME OCT. 24, 4:21PM COMMENT# 5!
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number of very significant “busts” in both GMU2 and GMU3 since then that have helped
reduce the illegal component of the black bear harvest.

Below is a graph of the black bear harvest in Southeast for the past 20 years for GMU’s 1A,
1C, 2 and 3. In GMU3 there has been a considerable decline in the black bear harvest since

2001/2002 which can be atiributed at least to some extent to the limitations placed on guides,
the ADF&G harvest cap, and enforcement actions.

GMU 1A, 1C, 2 & 3 Black Bear Harvest
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This 1s not to say that we do not continue to have a problem with over-hunting of black bears in
GMU3. For one, [ believe we have too much non-resident hunting pressure for black bears in
the unit. We definitely do not see as many trophy bears as we used to and the success rate of
our black bear hunters is way down from past years. The point T am trying to make, though, is
that we are not riding a run-away freight frain that requires drastic action like taking away our
fall black bear guiding season. Our efforts over the past several years have resulted in enough
stability in the situation that ADF&G should be able to proceed with development of an
effective management plan without worrying that we will have a biological disaster before they
are done.

Before discussing the situation in GMU2 I waot to comment that it’s important to look at these
GMU’s individually, not as a whole. Proposal 36 lumps all these GMUs together when it notes
harvest pumbers of 978 bears. These populations of bears are geographically isolated from
each other. Not many black bears from Kuiu Island are going to swim across Sumner Strait to
Prince of Wales or vice versa just because of changes in hunting pressure.

RECEIVED TIME OCT. %4. 4:21PM COMMENT# 55
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The black bear situation in GMU2, aka Prince of Wales Island, is somewhat different than in
GMUS3. Prince of Wales has an extensive road system making access much easier. Non-
resident hunters have a much easier time hunting on their own here. The data shows that the
majority of non-residents that hunt black bears in GMU?2 do not hire either a guide or a
transporter. For that reason it is not as effective to control hunting pressure on POW just by
controlling guides and transporters.

However, guiding and transporting pressure IS still a significant factor on POW and the gains
already mentioned for GMUS3 also apply to GMU2. Allocation caps have been imposed on
guides by the Forest Service and enforcement busts on POW have had a big impact.
Enforcement presence remains high on the island and there continues to be enforcement actions
taken there.

ADF&G has also begun to better control black bear baiting on POW. Baiting has become a
significant factor effecting black bear harvest on the island. Keeping a handle on the black bear
baiters ought to reduce the kill and wounding loss associated with do-it-yourself bow hunters
on POW.

Even though the black bear kill on POW is high, the data shows a significant reduction in
harvest since 2005. Enforcement actions and toughening up the baiting requirement are in part
responsible for this. As was the case for GMUS3, there is a definite need for a sound
management strategy for GMU2 black bears. The hunting pressure is too high and the bear kill
is probably too high. But also as was the case in GMU3, we are not heading for disaster over
the next couple of years because of an ever-increasing harvest. The harvest level instead is
decreasing, even on POW, and there is not a need to eliminate fall guiding opportunities while
a strategy is developed.

There is another factor that will be seriously influencing how many non-residents will be
traveling to Alaska to hunt over the next several years, and that is the national economy.
Hunting vacations are paid for with discretionary income and discretionary income for many
people is evaporating into thin air, particularly for the average black bear hunter who tends to
be of the blue-collar working class. Guides are already seeing cancellations for next year and
that trend is likely to continue for several years.

This is probably a good place to talk about the economics of guiding. Our business is -
comprised of brown bear hunts, black bear hunts, and summer sightseeing cruises, We MUST

.do all three in order to stay in business. Guiding is not such a lucrative business that we can

just pick and choose what we do. Costs of doing business, fuel, insurance, permit fees, etc. are
all high and coptinue to get higher each year. We MUST be busy in the field from mid-April
through late September in order to survive. Proposal #36 will eliminate one third of our black
bear guiding business. This will have a huge impact on our bottom line, particularly when
combined with the difficulty in bookings with the poor economy and the increasing costs of
doing business.

Another factor that most people would not be aware of has to do with our Forest Service
permitting system. The “priority use” allocations authorized by our special use permits is
calculated based on actual past use. If we are unable to conduct fall black bear hunts we will
loose that amount of priority use. Those hunts would be lost to us forever and can then be
reallocated to new users, potentially resulting in further over-crowding in the spring,

RECEIVED TIME OCT. 24, 4:21PM .t_zﬂﬁﬁﬂgm#_.‘iia_
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If ADF&G is adamant sbout reducing hunting pressure in the fall, perhaps a compromise idea
would be to allow guided hunters to continue to hunt beginning Sept 1, along with the resident
hunters, and all other non-resident hunters would begin on September 15. Since the immediate
concern really is about the non-resident harvest on POW, and since the guided non-resident
component is the smallest component of the black bear harvest on POW then this idea would
serve to reduce the hunting pressure without the negative economic impact on the guides, many
of whom in Southeast are residents or rural communities currently facing serious economic

difficulties.

1 am very much against proposal #36. It places an unfair economic burden on established
guides that have been working for years to stabilize the black bear situation in Southeast
Alaska. On the other hand, it potentially can advantage those that have been worsening the
problem. We have a need for a better management plan for black bears but there is not a need
for eliminating guiding opportunities while it is developed.

Proposals 37. 38, 39: Black Bear Registration

T am very much in favor of either a registration hunt for black bears in Southeast Alaska or else
a harvest ticket/hunt report system so long as the harvest ticket approach results in a complete
response rate from hunters. Inthe past, response rates on harvest ticket reports have been
incomplete. Response to registration hunt reports on the other hand, is generally very good
because of penalties associated with failing to report.

The information gathered from either method is critical to ADE &G’ s ability to formulate an
offective black bear management plan for Southeast Alaska. I believe therefore, that there must
be a serious penalty associated with failing to respond to either a registration hunt report or a
harvest ticket report requirement. At a minimum, failing to report should result in exclusion
from the next year’s black bear hunt and a monetary fine of at least $500.

Proposals 5. 41, 42: Black Bear Baiting

I belicve that black bear baiting in Southeast Alaska has the potential to greatly increase
wounding loss of black bears and therefore needs to be tightly controlled by ADF&G. Black
bear hunters that bait are generally bow hunters and bow hunting on the average results in more
wounded animals than any other form of bunting. Any system that requires these hunters fo be
more accountable is a good thing. I am in favor of Proposal 41 but against Proposals 4 and 42.

Proposal 24: Brown Bear Season

1 am against extending the brown bear season to June 15 and against liberalizing the bag limit
to one bear every year. Such regulations might make sense if we had a predator control issue in
Southeast Alaska but we do not. Instead, we have an already high harvest level that at times
hits the ADF&G guideline harvest caps.
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Proposals 12, 13, 46: Wolf Season

1 am in favor of Proposals 12 and 13, although I favor ending the season May 31 rather than
June 30. Extending the season to May 31 would increase hunting opportunities for wolves
without impacting the rearing of pups. There is an over abundance of wolves in Southeast
Alaska and currently the sport harvest is low. Iam opposed to Proposal 46 which would nearly
eliminate sport harvest of wolves.

Thank you again for the opportunity to provide comments.

Sincerely, /
e g S

Brad Dennison
Master Guide
Sitka, Alaska

MATERNTH o
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ments to the SE Board of Game for their meating to be held November 7" = 11%,

. @ 68 year old; an Alaskan for 40 years. Never in my wildest dreams did | think | would become an
advocate for beavers. But here | am writing the SE Board of Game to oppose proposals 15, 16, and 17
which extend the time beavers may be trapped. Proposal 17 includes a draconian proposal on bounties on
beaver.

Through the years | have had opportunities to learn about these fascinating animals and the rich
ecosystems they create, but nothing compares to my learning in recent months. | have joined a small cadre
of individuals who under an agreement with the Forest Service to help hold down flooding on the trails,
assist in beaver dam management and culvert clearing in the Dredge Lake area near the Mendenhall
Glacler in Juneau. The Forest Service has recently stated they will give further support by replacing
inadequate culverts; Trail Mix has agreed to assist with trail improvement. | am out in the field about @ hours
a week. The experience has deepened my respect for collaboratjve efforts in maintaining the area for
multiple use including dog walking, duck hunting, biking, photography, wildlife viewing, moraine study, and
fishing to name a few. Nearby schools regularly use the area to teach children about this unique
environment, including the critical role of the beaver.

lucky for me | work with knowledgeable and committed people. Ameng them are two environmental
scientists who patiently answer my questions as we carry out our beaver dam patrols. | won't attempt a
treatise enumerating the benefits of the ecosystem that is created by beavers, leaving that fo the experts,
but will share just one instance enumerated by Bob Anderson, renowned fisheries biologist, as we recently
worked together. | asked how the beaver dams helped with fish habitat. Me used the example of the Coho,
explaining that the Coho is a very aggressive fish, especially in protecting its territory. The larger Coho will
drive juveniles out of the fresh water areas where they were hatched before they are able to handie the salt
water. As a result many juvenile Coho die. The beaver ponds and smalier dams on slews and other
waterways create overflows and new habitat where juveniles can hide until they are large enough to handle
the salt water. In other words, beaver areas = enhancing the Coho population.

Linking science and policy shouid be the context for fish and game regulations. | would hope that as you
consider human requests/demands on the environment that

o multiple human interests will be considered,;

« the environmental impact will be considered.

In the case of proposals 15, 16, and 17, that impact means weighing the broader environmental risk by
depleting the beaver population below a healthy level. | strongly oppose these proposals. Human
intervention into the beaver ecosystem has wiped out the beaver population in areas of the lower 48 so that
now they must re-introduce beavers in order to overcome unforeseen consequences. Bounties are beyond
thinking about, always difficuit to regulate, costly, and at times with extreme resulis,

The story going around on the Haines proposals are that a few moose hunters there fear that the beavers
will attract more wolves that will then kill all the moose. | hope that is not a true story. But given the
proposals 31, 45, and 486 to extend wolf hunting/trapping, | wonder. Please put me on record as opposing
those proposals as well and encouraging a link between science and policy rather than the anecdotal stories

of a few individuals.
077 } 5o
Thank you for your time and consideration of my comments. ‘1 (9’{ Siﬂguﬂ

o7

So= G

ey, N
Patricia O'Brien ﬁ -I] f
PO Box 32618 Lo . y\
Juneau, Alaska 99803-2618 COMMENT# _ I~
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Lisa A. Mariotti -~
P.O.Box 22930~
Juneau, AK 99802 ..

- Oetolier 24; 2008

Denr Chmrman ]‘us and Board Membcrs: -

I oppﬁae Pmpbsal 1

The' ¥ gwen fm’fhxa Pmposal is to° allgn the wulf trappmg séagon with the pe:ak of the deer o
rut Séasoii:in Unit 1A to decrease perceived wolf prédativi ofi deer. - The information providedin
ks arigcdotal.. No deer population data is pmmdmd Likewise; no biological data i
prowd thia _liientlfiﬁs wolf predation sy the cauise-of any such deer population problems. ... =~ ..

her; dhie dte igeessary to show the Proposal’s livipact-oi wolf populations and prey/predater e
i 'been pm\qded Fmally, as. mdua’rcd mth . 'Alaska Department of Fish &(mme 8.

season’ and.pmwdmg for 1o bag lumt is dn ektrenic measure that Shtmld not be adopted mmeut -
substantml blﬂlogwal data to justify such action. - - . :

! stmngly suppert thw Propmal

First, thls Wnll pro’mle conzistency within Urnts 1A and lB ma,kmg the 2 bag hmit conmstant o
throughiout the C]eveland Peninsula. As the Praposal indicates, “the existing cIumped nature and *-

+ RECEIVED TINE, OCT. 24 4:28PM - - CQMWENT#T&;
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distributioh of deer crsates i Bltuatwn for ove:harvest" in certai areas Thls Prnposal, wh1 ch 18 i
based on iarvest mintbers-and piey population data; identifies the root cause of low: deer

numbers in.this avea drid correctly addresses the probleny by Iﬂ‘nitmg the harvest gf this: resource i
I applaud the ADF&G in its efforts to increase the viability of a sustamable deer populatxon in

this area. :

PROPOSAL 4 .—-'M'-"" ;“ ebasli

[ oppose Proposal 4

The only reason givits for inoteasiiig thi bag Hitis on ot in Uni T4 i thie biigh oo
into a goatlake to-hignt.. -Econeimic impact on-the hunter is not & factor to be canisidered in . :
amend:ng a managemenit objective. - Any siich change it be based o1 smentiﬁc data to- support :

the managemmt objecﬁve changc None hws been pmwded

) _sai is: demgned to ach: Gve two: thzngs.,. . atmg the nead fﬂl‘ .
people using baitingand scenting stations to go.in: -person:fo- glwlth pvrdma’tes for their.
baitirig station.. Se ‘ndding e addmonai condition; makmg e ement m pmwde e):act

bait locations, mcluﬂ ' g GPS coordmates or nap: mm'k;mgs volmxtaz;y R

The Pmpma]’s autba ndlcates that the reason for the Prupcsal (1) the high: cost uf travel

betweeir the local. dep ittents 1 reglbter a bait station,-(2) the mmnslstency between baltmg :
conditions in Unit 2 diother Uhits, and (3) providing GP‘? coordmates or sﬂe Ioca’rmns is likely -
to cauge mﬁmgex:ﬂen nd harassmcnt igsues. S : e ;

Flrst the hlgh of ck avel is not 2 factm‘ that the Board needs to {mslder m datermmmg how to -

Sf:cond any mconmiﬁeﬁuy that exists between baltmg statwn cendmuns 19 Umt 2 and other
Umts is ”bmng addlfes sz:.m a separate Pmposal Proposal 41 ‘e clarl '

s-tatioxi- 1ﬁc&tit¥n5.-t1_i:
Board’s tsagulahonj

to msm‘e ﬂiat bait and eentmg matmns are bemg established in: accorda.ﬁcef mth thc Boar d'
rcgulatmns Allomng voluntary and “by inail” oomphance i 110‘1 Wam anted

- comme NT#Sb
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I support Proposal 6

It appears from this’ Proposal as-well ag Pmposal ’7 that there {v & seious: dechne m the black bear
popu!ahon on Ptince-of Wales (POW) and thie cause is:increased hunting pressussé, Thé axithor ot

. this Proposal does ot propose eliminating all black beai hunimg The Proposal would SHIY atlow, i

' residents to subsistefice hunt in the fail.and still ullow: for-a gcmeral hunt in the spring.. Thig i 13 a
. *reasoniable Proposil fo address 4 problem that iy leading fo-a dramatic and adversé afféct.on -

- black bear populativiis.on POW. This Proposat-would bc a-pradent-first step in bnngmg back the s L
" . biack bear populatmn to & sustainable Ichl N

, .: a I eupport Pmposal 7 for the same reasois mchcated i Propesal 6.

R '-In add:tmn ‘this- Proposa]’s pro;mnent 1nchcazes the mcreased ﬁ'equency of seemg orph_ _
" - bedr gubs-as.a result of their mothers beiing harvisted. 'Fiis'is a sérious concerri that the 'Baard
- shiould:Tool-af very: olosely.” With low black bear’ nuinbérs alreddy occurring, thelossiof
. addifienal bear cuby from being orphaned and starvitg fo-death'is ‘adding more piessure b
<7 TeRGEIER; Thie Bonrd. needs to. respond to.dhis diaritatic decrease in the black biat’ popn]atian"' '

. I suppmt'Proposal 8

-‘-'_.-The ewﬂence c]ear] y ‘shows that the spectes af fnartet, M caurina endesmiic to Admlralty d-
. Kuifi Jelands; is in serious.decline with: populations reachmg an. unsustainable leviel-anid fii

e before 'reaches an unsustamablc level, lf 1t hns ot already declined to that pomt. o

- - -possilile extinction.- However, Proposal § does not go' fm' enough in addressmg the magmtude of S
T the pmb]e.m o : , .:~

L .:The an’d Twrust zot &md close thie marten frapping SeasoT i Kum Island until Sﬂl_h tm‘w as, hel RO

C T inared: ‘population is bo longer tectering on the brink of: extimction. This is a very senous

.- conservation matter'as fally set forth by ADF&G and 1fsé Board miust act 1mmed1ately anil fulﬁll S
. .itq cﬁmtimtmnﬂ! duties to maintain w1ldhfe ine sustamable nanner. . o

L 'Furthbr Decause M ‘cauring is an endemu. speclea found only on Admiralty and Kum Is]ands 1t 'I{
. may:get the criteria of a Distinct Population Segnient under the federal Endanggred: Specles '
- Act (ESA), J6US. C '§ 1532(16), and be- eltglble for. federal listing ns either a thresiened o

- endangered specien.  Any further decling in‘the populatmn miay warrant. petitioning to have, the
- specxes Tederally protécted: Toaveid federsl mtarventmn ‘the Board must act munedmtely to

| FECOVEL th& martenpopulation. -

L RECEIVED TIM’_E.'..O(:T. 2, 48PN CQMW* NT#
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I stmngly trge the Board to close all marten trappmg on Kuiu [s]and untll the. popul ation
rcbomds " .

p 'Q;fi
I oppose Pmpm.al 9_ ;

_oard to pmvnic for: altsrnate bow umi:rlﬂn seasons for elk: 011 Etohn Island
inUnit 3. It appears that the purpose of this Proposal iz 1o incrédse the nwmber of successful -
hunteis, with “suctess ratés being higher forrifle dnringhe peik of the rat” The Proposal also
indicates that rifte fimiters ure likely to-betiefit becauséthiéte are “more rifle huntérs than bow
hunters.” Thesss nents.raise several concerns: . Rirgt, the siiciess rate of hunters is not a
factot 1o be sonsidited in modifying bunting seasons; "Theé sustainability of the resouice s,
Further, vio aiialysiz igprovided to show tiie. innerense ii aiitnber of elk harvestéd and the resulton™
the elk pOpulatmn The statement that*succesy rates bein, higher forrifle during the pesk-of the :
at”, 1f trae, woil o.a-direct effect on the élk popi 160 Further, the factthat there are ;
more ifle hiunters fhan bow huniters would put incréased:pressize on'the resource without .
Justlﬂcatwn Thﬂ rid thust make its determination bﬁseﬂ on saund scientifie data and noneis -
provxded to- analyzes & affect on the resource a :

Prnposal 9 asks ﬁ;

gmup tb a réédilrce by

Fmally, I quesum emer the Board can lxrmt accﬁss of one:us

As the l’ropos
the meose harv

tes;. the emstmg antler resmeho 8 a-good _wb of c(mstrammg
ustainable levels giveii. the highile

le Proposal offels no ament:t& jue

moase popuiatmn 18, émg “comprommed” at t}ns nmc.«-'_'.' it
; .-bmiogxcal data that md;cates & dac;lme m the pupulatmn, thc Boa.rd

1 oppose Pmposai 11.

Thig Proposal rmses-'a' $éricus concern. Proposil 31 be Vs eks to cxtend ‘the huntmg and -
trapping seavon for- ‘wolf season based on aneedotal evidance that wolf predationis decxmatmg
moose lierds i Umt 3. Similarly, Proposal 45 below qeekb to cxtcnd the wolf hun’tmg season in Z_

e S‘ﬁ i\fé CNTH# st 5:%

CRECEIVED TIME.. OCT. 24 4:28PM.



Sent By: CAPITAL COPY LTD; 9074633055; Cct-24-08 4:47PM; Page 6/15

} 'ame reaqomng If this is true and theta JE a cencem ef dem‘easmg moese
populatmns fir these Units, then fio furthier: cxpane.wn of mobse hunting regulstiony shonldbe .
allowied: . The solitiosiis not iricreasing moose-harvests and dllowirig for thie1akeé:of more trophy g
animals; while simultaneously limiting the gene pool and increasing wolf hiirvests;  The. first step -
should be'to- it the take of moose until the popiilation rebouinds, Fmally, as'withProposal 10,

~there-is o scientific.data provided regardlng the Lffwt of the Pmposal ot overtﬂl moose.
pcpulauons in these Umts : : : N

1 oppose euch of these Pmposa‘ls

Each af these Pmpusals seeks 10 extend the lmnting season for wolvcs as felluw
: -Pmpasal 12 August I'to May 3% ~Umt 3
. Proposal- 131 August 1.to June 30 - Umt 3;

- Proposali45; August 1 o May 31~ Ujiits 1 and 2
Pmposal 31 August tto May 15 Umt 1D

_pupulatmns Furﬂwr, Stmﬂwasl; Alaska Wa:uhres are denmng and femalcs ane ne
Apnt with youny pups artving. during the month of May. This -extended pennd
' huntmg of females Wf)lves W1th pups bemg harvested and leamng tmally telian

I oppose Proposal 15

The! only reasori gwm fur fhe. Pmpbsal 13 'apeculatwe mcremed éccnomm epportumty for proﬂts ';-
in international markets. Extending the season. for this-pirpose is not varranted it 1 ght ofthie .
fact that-there is rio bag limit for: beavers during the carrernt-seasorn. - Further, therais1io-scientific:
justification to support extendirg ‘the season and no-data provided on the effect mf the Gvefeﬂl -
beaver population if thl& Proposal is adopted. :

- RECEIVED TIME: OCT. 24" 4:26PH. .-
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FZIﬂnd bﬁavar huﬂhn A tra" i seasonng_ltlD

I opposc Proposal I 7

As mdtcated -opoSal 15 extendmg the ’beaver hummg and trapping aeason is not

for these Proposals is spaculatl reased éconemic opportunity for

iitatkets. Mo scigntific; Jwﬁﬁcatmn”'spmmdwd for extending the trapping-
“species and the ifpact on the' g'gpécies” populationg are unknown '
org that tho Board must conmder aking any detcxmmatmn L

‘Pt thint thic Koli Telarid: populahon 1 narten is near extinet, the state™ - ;
xpansion.of trapping of éither marten species uritil population data-and: t.he
he wabﬂity of these. pbpulauons aw kxmwn and thoroughly evaluated, e

I stromgly. support Propossl 22.

o & ﬁmﬁﬂrr ﬁ .
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This: Proposal subm. tcd by the Juneau Stata Park;' A' _ _':..BDBId, wﬂ] pmwde & necemm'y
buffer Zone on heavﬂy-used recmatmnal traﬂs m i unemu an&'.prowde for increased public: safcty
ayery shcsrt penod of nme fog and '

skiers can- qmckly Iose the trail and. became dwonenteﬁ Havmg traps get. c]ose to heav;ly used
recreanona] ’traﬂs mwtes danger and m,jury to tha publac This Propmal will allaw all user

opportumt! es.

PROPOSAL 23 Modl' " 1o ragulation restrcting
1.

I strongly support’ Pmposal 23

The Dapaftment has a]ready attempted to pmtect cream olored black-bears kiown as. “Sp'int
Bears”. However; the Depattirient’s régulation proved siiienforcéable. Thesebeatzaren -
significant Alaska tesoutce, ‘providing viewing; phatograp vy.and educational opportunities: - :
Furtlicr, the Spivit Bear i« regarded as siored: by some Hative vommunities. Finally, the gene. -~ -
pool for these bears Sl eliminatid if they: ate not “protected dus to- mcfeased frnphy huntmg
pressurc I stmngly m’ge the anrd tn m:tpport thjs Pmposul

gggagAL 24 M&dxﬁ__he sﬁ i-'-,""rbmwnbagr i Unita e ggdz;' L

I oppose Propcbal 24

Thiis: Pmpagal iva ciue-twn pun 1! face Df bmwn bear conservahon ﬁrst ‘b}r extendmg the
browivbear Huntifig Setson dnd thsn: by mg,mﬁcﬂnﬂy tnréusitig the bag limit fom one boar svery .
four years to-one bear. every ycfir "'Nu dite is-provided on Row. many. ore bﬁars would be;
harvested and the resultant efféct on fhe'overall bear populaﬁon in-these Units: The Board st
have substantial €vidence, providing a seienititic basis to-justify such-a pizeabled mcrcasc inbear .

ha:rvcsnug to- sup«pbrt sucha Pmposal “No sm.h cwdanoe has besn pr0v1ded

PROPGS’I 55 Mt)dl AR

I support Proposal 25

Proposal 5 Faises 4 9erious. pubhc safcty ccmccm whem bcars are shot ﬁrom such a htghiy
accessible,. estabhshed recreatiorigl area immeédiately: adjaueﬂt 1o & highway. This'is an area” . |
frequented by thousands of peaple who: travel fror all over the world to see thio Lngest gathcnng
of bald eagle,s during the 1ate fall silver salmon ruti; 'H?ns cmncldes with the ia]l hunung season -
and -c¢an itnpair the: recremional ‘oppiortinitios: for-all ugergroups; Toaddition, the presence: of
wounded-bears in 4 growing, remdenual area will mé:wtably lead to mcrcascd and: trag:u, '
humati/bear conﬂicts : A

CRECEIVED TIME- OCT. 24. . 4:280M . o, i o o CO;\"E"?LP‘!T’}
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gmups wnh Access to a world
st'bear durmg {he fall hunt :

. -'_apt this Proposal whmh m[l prow ]
class. reSour;ce and Wil not diminish the ability of hunms i
Sincd’ there i§ ample arca. for thein to hunt. S

ﬁi SA .5;;;-'5- bl
I Oppnse PIOpoSa] 26

, entlal 1mpact ef estabhshmg
osakindicates that there is. current]y
Hon iy the' Bom‘d clivsie to 4:31035-
ition of why the aied & now: closcd N
ot I'hlS Pmposal shm:!ﬂ be el

Thie Propbsal does not provxde any h:ologlca"l data- g :
an archiery lint for ‘goutin Unit 1D, I do note that th
“no-open'season” on-goats in these particular areas and
off thifs ares. Withiout a biological justification; & det' Fin
and analysm of the ‘effect of this Proposal on the goat )

) --:h@wever,,
tion i msue between buﬂ TH00SE -

i would niote that n raticnale:is - PRI
oS in Guitavos as asserted ii the RPN

: ._that has heen occumng smce

1 suppart Proposal 29

The, purpese ﬂf ﬂus Pmposal is to clarify the ongmal of regﬁlatory languagé and umiude
language that wasnsdvertently omitted fiom the origimal-regilation, Further,dt1g Togical: ﬁ'ﬂm
an’ enforcement standpomt that the regulutmn :,hculd apply csnmstemly thmughout the RMO38.

hunt'; are&

PROP@SA, % 30 M“gl_lfy the eligibility and b.m l nmt fer 'uhm‘ te e Toose hunt i Unit 1D, .

.(‘.LJ:JH i ’f‘ Tﬂ L
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I oppose Proposal 36

,,,,,,

st:ﬁcauon pmwded for ehmmanng 2 Tier II snbmstenue eligibiiity DU
: p,‘ﬁhglblhty to*‘any Haines resident” The Board has fill: ,thomy ol !
&nt'the current: point systein and withotit: any evidenge. POV ed'to s

P
substannate ehmmation of thw program .the Board should not con31dm this Proposa]

The only justificat : wded for extendmg thie 1ynx trappmg ‘Sedson s for trap &% to have to
comiply with-the lew:{ie. not ﬂlegally taking lynx or. hzwmg to skin it and turn it inte: ADF&G). L
With the:privilege ofipe SSEIsiNg A trapping license comes the remprocal dhity-of complymg with :

' egulatidhs or r.(sk losing the privilege. L Coo

There 18 no scient

: muﬁoa’tmn prmrzded tor qupport lmgﬂlemng the ]ymc trappmg and nﬁ data : :'Z;" h . :
provided to atialyz . R S

' Proposal’a affect on lynx populanons

ate hias i ;.ﬁ:rmqnmng trappers to mark all snares and trapped thh'a pennanent' :
derto: thie party yesponsible for the ttap or siare, - With the: prmlegc of -
possesging: & {rapy) tige5 comies-the responsibility-to! Somply- with the law. Further, "~ L
removmg Umt 5 ﬁ‘ﬂ egulatwn that apphes to all othér Units in St;utheast A]aska would: leardf S

This Pmposal subzm i by the ADF&G is interided to- mamtam a «zustmna‘hle populanon of
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?ROPQSALﬁﬁmﬁfTT:;-.

RECEIVED TIME:-OCT. 24. - 4: 26PN



Sent By: CAPITAL COPY LTD; 9074633055; Dot-24-08  4:50PM; Page 11/15

1 oppose Pii:spds:ii 35

Pleass see iy commeuts to Propasal 33 fﬁ!‘ ‘the hams, oi" my oppomuon

mber 15 for non-. -

I supgioft Proposal 36

s-al and has- 1dem1ﬁed the reot cause L
"e resourca in these Umts The -

ADF &G tais' prov:ded substantxal data w
of the problern asTion-resident hamastmg o
Proposal which would delay the statt-of the &
tmlored soluuon 1o address this problem '

: _Proposal 37 wxll pmv:dc the Departmen --Wl ortigtion-and data onblack beas .-
- - populatiens and ‘dyfismics-that will gssist in tianagitig black bear' papulanom “ This data 1§ vigal
- in msunng that the Department has the mfo-'. o hegessiry to ptoperly managé this resource, -
il _d'uals ‘hunting in Umts 155, . T

' EKOPOSAL 39 quwm h-‘-':-- ., g

'byer, ﬂns Pmposal wouid only: upply_' -
girediiired to obtain. Hatvest tu,ket& )
cmprehemxve, coverq al] Umts and

- to Umts 1 3 and it appaars that oniy non—
‘The ADF&G’S Proposal set forthi. it Proposal
: appheﬂ; to-&l: persons; not jast non-resjdett ‘he at
- programieeds to beas complete-and’ uumprchcnsw_ ¥
38, m licﬂ of this Progosal. T

.possible Tberefore, I suppor‘t Pmpasal

P¥ "QP" ISAL 40 — Allewmgonlv smhm tQ onerata beg hmungstatxons

1 suppon Propﬁsal 40 as a positive ﬁmt steep m ehmmrmng the pmuttce of alIowmg hear bamng
and scentmg stations. .- Simply pit, allomng béam to be shéyt whxle eating human Suppflléd fmod -

RECEIVED TIME OCT. 24, 528PM. 5 ool ool oo

QJ@%;?W i_ f'( e



Sent By: CAPLTAL COPY LTD; 8074833055 ; . IOCT-24-OB 4:§0PM; . Page_ 12715

; .f faxr chiase and efhifcal huntmg; : TheBoardshouldconﬂdermbrely

ehmmatmg ﬂus pracnce

: \ GiRIng: u petb(m to N :
: ordmates Wll] lead to an eﬂﬂwreemenz'pmblem‘_whera anyone: cnuld cal]- T
thout having to-provide thie: Toeal ofﬁce thh evxdence of a valld bmtmg :
'-fythmrldemnty o et T

: 08 and: mtent bclnnd ﬂla EACR
fi '_1tmg burtering to caribou in Ur:its..zz-zﬁ shouild: be exammed by the - '
Beard before :-my detmnmanon s made. P _ L

st : e_sultmg in ﬁnes and
would hkely serve as a dﬁterrent ﬂnd stt)p thts.nllega] actmty

Please see my coit Gnts on Proposal 12 for the bas:s of my opposmon.':' L

-' :'.:"-':"46 :Mpd‘_fv wolf hgngmg senson £or Uiuts 1 3‘. il s,

I stmngly support Pmposal 46.

. "RECEIVED TIME: 0CT. 24, 4:28PM e T,



Sent By: CAPITAL COPY LTD; 8074633055; § Oct-24-08 4:51|f’M; ' Pageﬂ 13/15

cvert thié huntmg Season. for'wo ey to'nm, :ﬁ-mn Septmnber 1 6 Marah 31
ppropridte because it overlaps the tifi Whén wolves sre dénnisig: and
ighly vidnérable,  This. P:mposai sets for substmxtxa! itiformation - :
‘i fonger-acason 61 Wolf pup:irortakit ""5rates Adoption.of this regulanon
up tortality rates-diring this: Périod will not Jeopardtze the sustained yicld
st of the-papolation: Furtfiet; th: Pmposal would net inipéde-on-any user |

R e'evidence shows that the economic value uf wolf products during: i'.his penod ]S i
S essentmlly nml-exwtmt S :

i Saerfowd i Sonthonst Al

ailthe Bﬂard needs, to ctmsxder i decldmg ori this Prop(saal 1s the hmmng
'Bcws of watexfawl versus niugratory wate:fowl

.. Biiltets o harvest wxldhfe. “Additioily it appé j At tieré are readlly avallable,

o -sausfactory altema Vo ata comparable cost:thit Wwill fédues'the Toss of game dugto.-

- unnecess’ary wo‘un _g,.'mmmmg and cnpp]mg that occurs usmg 223 caliber full metal _]Ewkct
..'_-'bullats T o _ S R 2

” 'I'he cment regulat -_'pmwde far 1o closed season on black hear*s in this Umt Thm Propcs 'alif ,' g
ST ‘Wm'ﬂdj}iailéw-the‘fiié_ ‘of snaring black bear;. taking ‘them i river flats and taking’ of sows a.nd o
. cubs ¥ dena Thesa yracuces have been made illegal for :2 reason and should reméiih so. - R

'-.- thls tmle and that tf ‘sent state predator managemen'c Gonitrol program is effectwe For t‘kiese
' reasons, this Pmpoaali should fail. = - . :

- '::0 iy the meﬂmds for taklgg bears m Umt 19

o oppot,e P‘roposal 51

T . COMMENT «W)_
L IRECEIVED TINECA06T, 26 o 40080 ot ot i



Sent By: CAPITAL COPY LTD; 9074833055; § Oct-24-08 4:51PM; . Fage 14/‘!5

The Board has ot 'been prewded Wﬁh sufﬁment mfoxmatum :fo adopt thls Proposal In ﬁfsence,

this- Proposal - voild ameiid the; ethods of predator contml ifvan intensive management vt Tt -
ordér: to.proceed with “atngridiing tntensive manégement: preﬂator control regulanen ‘the Bnard R
raust comply w1th nther statutory and regulatory requ:rerncnts . : o

In acdor"d'ain-éé w1 Fan ntenmve management pr ) gram

must be made. “t_o restore-the abundéncé Gt'p'r'educ'tw rofidefit fied big game prey: papu]zitmns
as necessary o ac, Gl human consumphva usge: goals. 0F & bcmrd inan area where the boa.rd
has determiined: that . : S e .

1 - consumptt use 1& prafarred use, T T ‘
(2) . dcp]etmn ha*& bmmed and n may resul’t i a sxgmﬁcant redunhun in the nﬂowablc hllmﬂ.'ll

‘ _;harvestof i popu}atlon, T S
3 C

populatmn in: thxs 'f' &
and 116t some oths

Admtﬁls&ah;?e Pr g, Act that “a regulatmn adop' ed it ahd 01‘ ef’fectwe lmlbss
consistent twith thé; si‘atute and reasmably naccsmry 16 CatTY ol \‘:he purpose of thie statute: 'AS
44.62.030. . - , : : _ :

Fumlee; iiiéfﬁi:} a i
i adopted Fma!ly, thc use- of mow." IR
blems atd ‘coutd result in heeding or . i '

I oppoae Proposal 52” '

The Board Tias not beeﬂ prowded suﬂicxent data 10 analyze the: effect takmg S0WS and Giiby fmm
dens o the overal): morahty raté of the pepulation:” Fuither; the Buard has not, bes: ‘provided.. .
sufficient informatisfi1o determine the effect of thls Pmposal an future reproductnre rates and

the- resulfant pnpula&mn effects.

E J 53- How the fa "I'Z'n
light.” o '
I opposé Proposal 53 ’

S T COM \J‘EF‘
“RECEIVED TIME--OCT. 24, 4:28PM il st R D



Sent By: CAPITAL COPY LTD; 0074633055; Oct-24-08 4:52PWM; F’age. .15}'1”5

Proposal 53 would t,reate a serious- enforcement probl" i 'or'the Depamnent Thxs actmty has L

beeri made illegal:and no docursnted fiegativis 1mpactf-; hava heen prov:ded There is: nnt
‘;ubﬁtannal evi dcnce to support legahzmg this actmty

I appose Pmpogal 56

- Thiy Propﬂsal is. not necessary Regulatmn 5 AAC 92 10 :
.. special permits upon. meeting certam cnterm “Thie current regulatwn apphes to: all disablcd
.. people equally S .

CRECEIVED TIME™ OCT, 24, 42280 .~ onoe o i el ol ST Y



1yOU 5AY TOMATO FRxX NO. 19879832784 Oct. 24 2008 e4:31PM P1

Donna S. Snyder
P.O. Box 734 . ’
Skagway, AK 99840 =
(507)983-3222

donnabadonna@yvahoo.com

October 24, 2008

Fish and Game Board
Director: Krigty Tibbles
Fax: (207)465-6094

N
I am writing this letter in regards tqfﬂle absence of enforceable regulation this spring in
Skagway, when a “white-phased bl:flck bear” wag ghot with no consequences 10 the
hmter.
T would like to request that the Bom“d of Fish and Game work with whatever legal team is
necessary to develop language wn]hﬁn the Administrative Code number 85.015 to enswre
future protection of specifically nathed animals. This could be a white bear, spirit bear,
cream colored bear, albino bear wh te phased bear or even another species that may need
protection.
I believe the particular bear that w s shot this spring was special to the tourists that had
seen it and many people who live m Skagway and surrounding areas. As this type of
animal isn’t a common. occurrenceiand the gene that causes it to occur is rare, I feel that
some type of protection for it and cpther‘; like it is necessary in order to ensure that these
animals wilf be around for future ggnerations to enjoy.

Thank you,

RECEIVED TIME OCT. 24, 4;00;_PM ' ’ COMMENT#&
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1'0: Board of Game

TROM: Janice Wrentmore
SUBJ: John Warder proposal
DATE: Ocwober 23, 2008

This past summer, the Department’s regulation regarding Skagway’s white-phased Spint Bear proved to he
unenforceable, causing a great deal of consternation within our community. This lack of enforceability is
problematic not only for Skagway but also for the comumuty of Juneau that requested similar protection
for 2 bear in their area. Morcover, a poorly writlen regulation undermines the credibility of the department.
in all of its enforcement. attemplis. :

The conmmunity of Skagway formally requested protection for a “white-phas e” black bear descibed ag
“cream colored with brown ears”. At the meeting held in Skagway this summer on this issue, remarks by
Fish and Game stall appeared to indicate that there had been no conununication between area biologists,
legal staff and board members in the development of the language for this regulation, which merely stated
“white-colored” bears.

It is my hope that the Board will address both the language of this ordinance as well as the apparent lack of
communication between legal stff and game biologists. I urge the Board to give serious consideration to
John Warder’s proposal and create an ordinance that both the Department of Fish and Game and the
Department of Law can stand by in the fiture.

Thank you,

};LBQJWU

Janice Wrentmore
Box 271

Skagway, Alaska 99840
907-983-2413

NECEIVED TIME OCT. 24 4:01°M CQMMENT#mﬁ_ E}
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The Alaska Professional Hunters Association Inc.
Dedicated to the Conservation of Alaska’s Wildlife Resources
HC 60 Box 299C Copper Center, Alaska 99573
(907) 822-3755

October 24, 2008

Alaska Departinent of Fish and Game
Boards Support Section

PO Box 25526

Juneau, Alaska 99802-5526

Dear Alaska Board of Game,

Please receive the following comments on behalf of the Alaska Professional Hunters Association
Inc., “APIHIA” regarding certain proposals scheduled to be addressed duving the Fall 2008
Southeast Region meoting. We have summarized below the proposals by number, ‘which we
support , oppose, or support with amendment and have followed with our comments regarding
those proposals.

APHA held several long meetings with our members who operate in Southeast Alaska regarding
proposals (hat are before you at this meeting. [t is important for you to understand that the
members of APHA who are affected by these proposals have a substantial background of caring
about, living with and paying close attention to the wildlife in this region. We ask that you take
this into consideration when receiving their writtcn or oral testimonices, as well as the APHA.
testimony which is a summary of our many meetings regarding these proposals. We thank you
for your consideration in these regards and for dedicating yourselves, as we have, to the besl
interest of Alaska’s precious wildlife populations,

Proposals That APHA Supports:

3, 12,23, 37, 38, 39, 41, 45, 48 and 50.

Proposals That APHA Opposes:

4,5, 6,7, 24, 25, 36, 42, 46, 43, 49, 50, and 54

Proposals That APHA Supports with Amendments:
13 :

APHA Comments Pnge 1 of 6

Dedicated to the Conservation of Alaska's Wildlife Rexources 56 )
COMMENT# I
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Comments as Follows:

Proposal 3, SUPPORT:

We support this proposal as we feel that there is a biological concern for the deer population in
this region and one-half of the peninsula already has the two-buck limit. As proposed, this will
help in preventing overharvest, avoid confusion regarding harvest area and hopefully, help re-
establish better science and management objectives, :

Proposal 4, OPPOSE:

We appose this proposal for its conservation related concerns regarding potential of overharvest,
and natural mortality for 2 specics that has a slow reproductive cycle. Additional second animal
harvest opportunity would be most likely impact nanny and kid populations. We recommend
leaving at status quo. :

Proposal 5, OPPOSE:
We oppose this proposal because it takes away from what we feel are very important
accountability oversight of this {ype of hunting.

Proposal 6,0PPOSE:
There is no conservation or biological basis for this proposal.

Proposal 7, OPPOSE:
There is no conservation or biological basis for this proposal. Pleasc additionally see our
comments regarding proposal 36.

Proposal 12, SUPPORT:
We support this proposal based on it’s given merits.

Proposal 13, SUPPORT With AMMENMENT:
We support this proposal based on its given merit but recommend an amendment be made to
close the season on May 31%.

Proposal 23, SUPPORT:
We sirongly support this proposal based on ity conservation-based concerns. This rare resource
needs this protection.

Proposal 24, OPPOSE:

We appose this proposal lor its conservation related concerns regarding potential overharvest on
a specics that has a slow reproductive cycle, Additionally, {or several years we have been near
the SE Alaska Brown Rear Management Feam recommended harvest cap. We recommcend
leaving at status quo.

APHA Comments Page 2 of 6
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Proposal 25, OPPOSE:

We encourage the Boazd to look into this situation for any common ground that can be found.
Tnterpretive signing about how important hunting is to bear conservation may be appropriate as
well as other measures that may be found to turn the user groups together.

Proposal 36, STRONGLY OPPOSL:

We appose this proposal for a number of reasons. It is important that you listen to how this
proposal well adversely alfect many long time established professional guide service providers
who live and or operate in SF Alaska as well as the residents they employ and the local
busincsses that they work with. We feel that at this time there is no biclogical basis to reduce the
hunting opportunity. There are a number of reasoning’s for establishing this position and we will
try to present them here for your review. However, nothing brought forward here by APHA
or by the Department achieves what we believe we really need to provide for the quality of
conservation oversight and the hunting experience the wildlife and the publie deserve, and
that is a good management plan. We would encourage development of this needed goal,

It is also important that the Board and the Department understand that we do have a concern for
what may or may not be happening with the black bear population in SE but do not feel that at
this time we need to be considering a reduction in opportunity. We understand that the sow
harvest is greater during early September but there is undoubtedly going to be a period of time
when this harvest is higher no matter how tight you close the season dates. We feel that there a
numerous reasons to tnke a slower path to address the conservation concerns, Please see
the following puints that we have established ds a group who has more experience than any
other living with and caring about SE Alaska’s black bear population.

The proposed reduction in black bear season dates is not justifiable at this time and creates a
hardship long established rural Alaska businesses and those businesses and Alaska residents who
support them.

Closing of the Sept. 1-15 portion of the black bear hunting season eliminates opportunity (o hunt
full black bear as a single species hunt, The fall brown bear season opens oun Sept. 15™ and
service providers would have to add another boat and crew to their operations, which is not
economically feasible and adds more hunters into the field at the same time.

Currently there is a saturation of hunter effort. If the first 14 days of the black season is closed, it
will increase the numbers of hunters during the second half of the month and have minimal
actual harvest number impact.

The concern of overharvest of black bear has not been a result of the guided hunter activity but
mote a result of the transported and do it yourself type of non-resident hunt. However, by
eliminating the first fificon days of the season you will be imposing a significant hardship on the
goided hunt industry and not any restriction on the transporter or do it your sell type of hunter.

If this part of the black bear hunting season is closed, guided hunting service providers actually
may loose that portion of their Priovity Use US Liorest Service allocation for non-use which will
then be re-allocated to most likely, transporter type of businesses who have been responsible fot
the significant hunter increases.

APHA Comments Page 3 of 6
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Therc is no scicntific justification to shorten the existing season dates at this time. Existing black
bear harvest levels in GMU’s 1 and 3 are not below the past 10 year average, and the existing
harvest in GMTU 2 is siill much higher than it was ten years ago.

ADF&G does not have an established harvest directive for black bear management in these
regions..

There is no biological support to shorten the season as the existing black bear population.
{hroughout SE is still above the past ten year average.

There is no good record analysis of hunter effort. We do not know the amount of hunter effort,
the harvest success rates or the knowledge that hunting is actually affecting or how it is affecting
the black bear populaiions.

It is very important that we work together to help gather better science and harvest information.

We support a registration hunt or an enhunced harvest report type ol hunt to hetter define the
hunting impact.

The harvest roport data should contain a penalty for non-reporting such as if the hunier does not
file their harvest report they can-not secure a hunting ticense the following year or something
that helps make the reporting as good as possible.

Wounding constitutes harvest law should be worded in a very substantial manner on the harvest
report and or registration hunt data.

We strongly believe that in the unguided non-resident hunter effort in SE, a substantial amount
of wounding loss is oceurring and that the hunters are disregarding the wounding constitutes
harvest law.

There are 2 number of factors that are contributing to the decline in harvest
seen in the past three years as follows: '

The US Forest Service has capped the number of guide businesscs allowed on Forest Service
lands.

New rcgulations pertaining to the transporter industry accompanied with a more significant effort
by Alaska’s wildlife Troopers, The Lorest Service and Department of Commerce fo enforce
existing regnlasions has resulted in a number of convictions of illegal commercial operators.
These convictions and this enforcement effort has resulted in a noticeable reduction within the
transporter industry of those who were operating outside of the law,

Transporter license renewals fot operators who operate in this region have gone down as better
accountabilily and oversight has been established.

Past years weather effects (late springs) have naturally resulted in a reduction of harvest

Low fish returns has displaced numbers of bears from tradijtional hunting and viewing areas.

AFHA Comments Page 4 of 6
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As the North American cconomy has been more challenged during the past several years, there
has been a reduction in the number of hunters and will continue to be.

The forest canopy 15 changing and clear cuts are growing in within the black bear habitat. As this
occurs, the numbers of bears actinally seen a3 well as harvested naturally is reduced.

More accountability requirements in black bear baiting has resulted in substantially less illegal
activity at bait stations which has reduced overall harvest numbers.

We strongly suppost proposal nimber 41 submitted by ADF& requiring better oversight and
accountability of bait stations.

In previous mectings with the US Forest Service, we have heard them advocate funding support
for ADF&( for better data gathering on black bear hunting. It would be good fo sce the two
agencies working together on this.

Proposals 37, 38, and 39 SUPPORT:

We support a registration hunt or an enhanced harvest report type of bunt to better define the
hunting impact.

There is no good record analysis of hunter offort. We do not know the amount of hunter effort,
+he harvest success rates the knowledge that hunting is actually affecting or how it is affecting
the black hear populations.

Tt is very important that we work together to help gather better science and harvest information.

The harvest report data should contain a penalty for non-reporting such as if the bunter does not
file their harvest report they can-not securc a hunting license the following year or something
that helps make the reporting as good as possible.

Woundijng constitutes harvest law showld be worded ina very substantial manner on the harvest
report and or registration hunt data.

Proposal 41, SUPPORT:
We support this proposal for its given merit.

Proposal 42, OPPOSE:
Tor loss of accountability and oversight which ultimately affects conservation.

Proposal 43, OPPOSE:
This concern can be dealt with betwecn parties within existing transfer requircments.

Proposal 45, SUPPORT:
We support this proposal for its given merits.

Proposal 46, OPPOSE:

APHA Comments Pago 5 of ¢
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We have long supported “balance for the whole” management for Alaska’s wildlife and not
single species management when they can so significantly impact other important species.

Proposal 48, SUPPORT:
We support this proposal for its given merits.

Proposal 49 OPPOSE:

We currently oppose this proposal.
Proposal 50, SUPPORT:

We cwrrently support this proposal.

Praposal 54, OPPOSE:

As writtcn, we oppose this proposal. If'a work group is established we would want to become
part of it and be able to share our thoughis at that time,

End of APHA Comment’s

Submitted on behalf of the APHA.

Respegtfully,
Kﬂzﬁﬁﬁé%;%;ﬁ_
bext Fithian

Executive Drector

APHA Cominents Page 6 of 6 )
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As an Alaskan Registered Guide/Outfitter and year-round resident of Prince of Wales Islaod ('POW)
and Southeast Alaska, I would like to comment on how some of the Proposals you are deciding on

would negatively allect my small business.

Proposal 36 — We strdngly oppose this proposal as it will unfairly and dramatically impact small

businesses in the guiding industry.

This proposal is put before you by ADF&G mainly in response to GMU 2’s high black bear harvest in
20035. From 1987 1o 1997 the harvest was very steady from 200-220 bears per year. From 1997 it
started to increase significantly to its high of 486 in 2005 and has dropped to 393 in 2006, 360 iv. 2007

and this year has dropped again.

Some major changes have been made since 2005 that have resulted in this harvest reduction that I will

outline below:

ENFORCEMENT: - Fish and Wildlife Troopers have made significant headway regarding illegal
acttvity. Chris Palle, who was transporting bear hunters on the West side of POW and took an average
of 40+ hunters for many years, is no longer in operation. Many transporters have curtailed their activity
due to this bust alone and recently the bust of another petson in Craig who was illegally guiding this

year have made many people take notice, cease operations and/or clean up their act.

BAIT SITE REGISTRATION: Many nonresident bow and rifle hunters come to POW to hunt bears
since the IFA Ferry’s daily runs Keichikan make it so accessible. Many hotels and B&B’s on the island
cater to bear hunters and the hundreds of miles of logging roads and relative ease of travel 1o the lower
48 have made this a do-it-yourself hotspot. In years past, bait site registration could be done over the
phone. Recently ADF&G wanted more accountability and they changed the law so you have to register

in person. This increase in accountability has deterred many from illegal activity.

POOR ECONOMY AND COLD WEATHER: The past two years, the cost of fuel has skyrocketed as
has travel expenses and the cold late spring has surely deterred many hunters as well as bears resulting

in lower harvest.

LIMITING THE GUIDE/OUTFITTERS: In 2007 the Forest Service has limited the number of
guide/outfitters that can conduct bunts on their lands and has also limited us to a specific nuraber of
hunis that we can conduct. No more guide/outfitters have been allowed to guide that did not show a

COMMENT ﬁﬂ

historical record of guiding prior to 2007.
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VISIBILITY OBSCUREMENT: The vast logging that has occurred on POW in the past years has
slowed dramatically and every year those clearcuts grow and the increased canopy restricts the
visibility and makes hunting more difficult.

These miajor factors have all contributed significantly to the decrease in bear harvest on POW in recent
years and further drastic cutbacks of closing the season seem too dramatic.

Mysclf and fellow guide/outfitters foel that closure of the Sept. 1. — Sept. 15 fall bear hunting season
would severely impact our businesses and we would feel a significant loss of economic opportunity.

Some reasons this closure would be so sevete to our businesses are outlined below.

FISH RUNS END AROUND SEPT. 15: In Southeast Alaska, most of the fish in the creeks are pink
salmon and most of the fish are dying or are long dead by Sept. 15 so many of the big mature male
bears we guide/outfitters and our clients are targeting are gone by this time.

INCREASING WEATHER ISSUES: Many severe storms and gales move through Southeast Alaska
after Sept. 7 and the creeks flood out and flush many of the debilitated fish out to the ocean, which
prevents us from hunting up the creeks effectively.

BEARS HEAD TO THE BERRIES: Many black bears are heading to the ripe berry crops up the
mountain at this time and usually the first bears to Jeave the creeks are the big mature male bears we are

targeting.

BROWN BEAR GUIDES SEASON CONFLICTS: Many of the brown bear guide/outfitters have
conflicts with the season dates as the brown bear season opener is Sept. 15.

The last three years of reduced harvest should be enough of a decline to make the BOG not support
Proposal 36 as it seems 1o be 0o dramatic of a change that negatively affects so many guides/outfitters
that contribute significantly to their rural economy from bear hunting/guiding.

BETTER OPTIONS: Other less severe options would be to make this a registration hunt or and
enhanced harvest report type of hunt to better define hunting impact and gather better data.

Currently we have no good record analysis of bunter effort, harvest success rates and how all this
affects the black bear population. :

The harvest report data should jnclude a penalty for non-teporting so ADF&G gets quality data.

Wounding loss of unguided non-resident hunters is very substantial and we feel many of these hunters
are disregarding the “wounding constitutes harvest” law.

This “wounding constitutes harvest” law should be worded in a very substantial way on registration
hunts or harvest report data. ' : '

We need to work together to help ADF&G gather as much information and quality data to make
informed decisions on this matter..

COMMENT#i
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Another option would be to make this hunt a registration hunt or a hatvest ticket humt so the ADF&G
can getl more and better data on huntors in the ficld and hyater effort before making such a dramatic

ohange as shortening the season.

Proposal 47 — We are in favor of this proposal as it would align the season dates with those of Kodiak,
Southcentral, and the Alaskan Peninsula to allow sportsmen to hunt seaducks more effectively when
they are in full plumage and concentrated closer to the coastlines. This would positively impact my
business and contribute to the local economy by allowing us to guide waterfowl hunters until mid-

January.

Proposal 3 — We are in favor of supporting this proposal as the deer herd is down on the Cleveland
Peninsula.

Proposal 4 — We are not in favor of this proposal as the reproductive cycle of Mountain Goats is very
stow and the winterkill is severe that increasing the bag limit could severely impact their populations.

Proposal 5 ~ We are not in favor of this proposal because as ontlined earlier, by xegistering the bait
station in person, it is a very effective management tool and we are against black bear baiting in
general.

Proposal 6 — We are not in favor of this proposal as jt is too severe and there are better management
tools.

Proposal 7 — We are not in favor of this proposal as it is too severe and there are better management
tools.

Pmposal 12 — We are in favor of this proposal as there is no shortage of wolves in Unit 3 and it offers
the sportsman a great opportunity.

Proposal 24 — We are not in favor of this proposal.
Proposal 40 — We are in favor of this proposal even though we are against bear baiting in general.
Proposal 45 — We are in favor of this proposal.
Proposal 46 ~ We are not in favor of this proposal.
The following guide/outfitters are also in support of this letter.
Mark Galla  Alaska Peak & Sea’s Wrangell, AK 907-874-2454
Keegan McCarthy Ocean Point Alaskan Adventures Juneau, AK 907-723-3006
Mike Sofoulis Alaska Coastal Guiding Auke Bay, AK 907-790-4868
Sincerely,

Kurt Whitehead

. ' C TV TN Z
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FW: BOG PROPOSALS '

Subject: FW: BOG PROPOSALS

From: "Connie@akwildlife.org" <connie@akwildlife.org>
Date: Thu, 23 Oct 2008 16:38:39 -0800

To: ""Nancy Wallace™ <nancy@akwildlife.org>

———w~0Original Message—-———- RECEIVED

From: Pat Herben Imailto:patherben@gci.net]
Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2008 4:26 PM D
To: Alaska Wildlife Alliance CT 24 2008

Subject: BOG PROPOSALS :
ALASKA DEPARTMENT

Having been opposed to game management practices OF FISHAND GAME
developed to maximize sport hunting opportunities we want
to be on record as SUPPORTING Proposals 46 and Z22.

We OPPOSE Proposals 49, 54, 13, 1, 2, 12, 31, and 45.

We are particularly repelled by se-cailed "denning” -
and OPPOSE Proposals 50, 55, 51, and 52,
"he killing of wolf pups and bear cubs in their dens is a OCT 2 ‘}2008

revolting practice and Alaskans should bes ashamed

to allow it to continue. BOARDS
ANCHORAGE

George Herben : Pat Herben

4143 E. 112th Ave 4143 E. 112th Ave

Ancheorage, BK 29516 Anchorage, AK 89516

P14
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Comments 10 BOG

Subjecé: Comments to BOG

From: Susan Sloss <jssloss@gcinet>
Date: Fri, 24 Oct 2008 10:28:08 -0800
To: info@akwildlife.org

Dear Board of Game Members:

1 am a longtime hunter and my wife & I have been Alaska residents for 29 years, and
we are writing regarding the following upcoming proposals:

SUPPORT
46

22

OPPOSK

49
54

13

50
35
51
52

1of2 RECEIVED TIME OCT. 27 8:50AM

We support this important proposal, which would shorten the season for
the taking of walves and reduce the bag limit. The current season is
excessive and allows the taking of wolves when pelts are not prime. Our
proposal would allow enhanced opportunity for the taking of wolves with
prime pelts. Additionally, this would prevent wolf pups from being
orphaned in summer and early fall, and thereby kept from starving and
dying inhumanely.

This excellent proposal was submitted by the Juneau State Park Advisory
Board and would close to trapping areas in close proximity to a few heavily
used trails, which would allow the vast majority of hikers and skiers to
wtilize these trails without fear of injury or death to their pets.

Would allow the snaring of bears and the taking of bears in their dens.
Snaring would obviously lead to other incidental kills of other wildlife and
is repugnant to most Alaskans.

This is one of a series of proposals designed to extend the season for
wolves. This proposal would mandate only one month of clo sed scason &€“
July. This would lead to the taking of wolves with poor pelts and doom
wolf pups to be orphaned and die from starvation. '

Similar and related proposals include 1, 2, 12, 31 and 45.
Would allow wolf denning.

Would allow bear denning.

A

16/24/2008 3:04 Pk
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Comments to BOG

20f2

These four proposals allow for the unethical and outlawed practice of
killing infant wolves and bears in their den. A recurring argument in favor
of this practice is that it is a traditional method of limiting wolf and bear
numbers. This argument appears to have little, if any, voracity. Research
indicates that Native Alaskans seldom, if ever, employ this method. Their
reverence and respect for the animals they kill, coupled with a spiritual
connection, stand in the way of such barbaric acts, Additionally, travel to
the remote denning sites during May and June would have been a major
obstacle to implementing this method. Public abhorrence is another factor
arguing against this long-ago outlawed practice.

Thanks for the opportunity to comment.
Sincerely,

Jeff and Susan Sloss

740 5 g1,
Junean, AK 99801

>
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comments on BOG proposals ’

Subject: comments on BOG proposals

From: Gerald Brookman <brookman(@alaska.net>

Date: Fri, 24 Oct 2008 13:23:06 -0800

To: Alaska Wildlife Alliance <info@akwildlife.org>, John Toppenberg <john@akwildlife.org>

From:

Gerald R. Broockman

715 Muir Avenue

Kenai, BAK 99611-88B1¢6

To:

Alaska Wildlife Alliance

Since the Board of Game doas not accept comments sent by e-mail, I request that
you print out my comments, below, and deliver them to the Board of Game for
consideration at their meetings in November. Thank you.

I support Proposal 46, which would help to prevent the taking of wolves when
thelr pelts are not prime, and would help to avoid orphaning wolf pups at an age
they would be unable to survive.

I support Proposal 22, which would help to aveoid the trapping of dogs
accompanying hikers and skiers along established recreational trails in the Juneau
area.

I oppose propesals 49 and 54. Snaring is not an acceptable method of taking
beara, and would undoubtedly lead to the taking of other non-targeted species.

I oppose proposals 13, 50, 55, 51, and 52. These proposals are all
unsportsmanlike and I find it difficult to believe that any self-respecting Alaskan
would wish to practice them.

Sincerely,
Gerald R. Brookman {(An Alaska Resident since 1937)

[)\
b
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Alaska Wildlife Alliance
P.O.Box 202022
Anchorage, AK 99520

To: Board of Game Hﬁﬁl\ﬁ

RE: Positions on SE AK Regulation Proposals
October 21,2008 OCT 24 2008

Dear Chairman Judkins and Board of Game Members, ANCHORASGE

Alaska Wildlife Alliance, { AWA }, is an Alaskan based non-profit organization
which has advocated for and protected Alaskan wildlife since its founding in 1978. We
believe that wildlife is a valued natural resource and that it should be managed using
current scientific findings. We also believe that Alaska’s wildlife should be managed for
all vser groups.

Following are our positions on the 56 regulation proposals that were submitted for
the SE AK Board of Game meeting. We appreciate your time and attention to our
assessments of these proposals. '

Sincerely,
Alaska Wildlife Alliance and AWA Board of Directors

Proposal #1: OPPOSE- This proposal would lengthen the wolf trapping season in Unit
1A by ten days, so as to provide an earlier opening date. Cutrently the wolf trapping
season opens Nov. 10 and ends April 30. There is no bag limit on trapping of wolves,
although there is a bag limit of 5 wolves for hunting wolves in Unit 1A. We do not know
what the department’s position will be on this proposal. This proposal and Proposal #2
are both interrelated. Proposal #2 deals with the hunting seasons for wolf i Unit 1 A.

The goal of both proposals appears 1o be to increase the irapping and hunting of wolves
s0 as to reduce their numbers. The cumrent management objective for the annual taking of
wolves is 20, and the proponent wants to increase that objective, and the take to 30 per
year. Not biological justification is offered for either proposal.

Proposal #2: OPPOSE- The hunting season for wolves in Unit 1A is currently Aug. 1~
April 30, and the bag limit 5. This proposal would remove the bag limit entirely. As
discussed in regard to proposal #1, there is not justification for this proposal.

Proposal #3: SUPPORT- This proposal to conserve the deer population on the
Cleveland Peninsula is important and AWA supports it.

Proposal #4: OPPOSE- This proposal would increase the bag limijt for mountain goats
from one to two in Unit 1A. The proponent’s goal is o make it more cost effective to fly
into high mountiain lakes. The proponent states: © With a two goat bag lmit maybe a few

q
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more people would go. “ This isn’t a reason that is based on the health of wildlife
populations, which should be the management objective.

Proposal 5: OPPOSE- This proposal would relax regulations that were set into place by
the ADF&G to carefully regulate black bear baiting on Prince of Wales Island. The
department and many local residents have concerns re the apparent decreasing population
of black bear on the island.

Proposal 6: SUPPORT- This proposal would eliminate the fall sport hunt of black bears
in Unit 2. The proponent is Karen Petersen, and she states that she travels on a weekly
basis all over POW, and that she sees far fewer bears than in the past due to over hunting
by out of state sport hunters, Her proposal would not eliminate subsistence hunters in the
fall, or the general hunt in the spring.

Proposal 7: SUPPORT- This proposal {like proposal 6} is by two individuals — Glen
and Kay Keller- who are concerned about over hunting on POW. They would close the
fall bear hunting season only on the north end of POW. They report seeing as many as
ten orphaned cubs a year and believe the bear population has dropped dramatically.

Praposal 8: SUPPORT BUT WITH ADDITIONAL RESTRICTIONS- This proposal is
by the department. It would shorten the marten season for residents to 15 days in Dec.-
close the non-resident trapping season , and create a Kuiu Island Management Area that
is closed to the use of motorized land vehicles for trapping marten. Kuiu Island is a large
island lying roughly between Petersburg and Sitka, Tt is in Unit 3. The Department’s
biologists report that there are two types of endemic marten in Alaska, namely Martes
Americana and Martes caurina, and that these two types are as different as brown bears
versus polar bears. The biologists report that Martes caurina inhabit only 2 islands in the
archipelago, Admiralty and Kuiu, and that there is very substantial evidence that Martes
caurina is on the verge of extinction on Kuin. The department’s exact terminology is as
follows: “ Allowing the harvest to continue under present regulations despite such low
population levels could result in an unsustainable Martes caurina population from Kuiu
Island. The Dept’s comments also indicate that it is the dept’s opinion that closing the
marten season entirely “ may eventually be a necessary step...” The Dept. should not
gamble on the continued survival of this species in SE AK., Kuiu should be closed to all
marten trapping, entirely, with no subsistence or resident trapping season, until such time
as the threat to the survival of this species is removed. That is what our constitution and
statutes require. Conservation not extinction.

Proposal 9: NO POSITION- This proposal, by an individual, would modify in Unit 3 the
season for elk so as to provide for an alternative bow and rifle season for elk on Etolin
Island. It appears to be an allocation issue between different user groups.

Proposal 10: OPPOSE- This is a proposal by the Dept. concerning antler restrictions for
moose in Units 1B, 1C, and 3. In essence, the Dept. is making the proposal because the
Dept. is concerned that the current rules overly restricting the taking of large bull moose,
Currently spike fork bulls, and large bulls with 50 inch spreads or 3 brow tines on one

1
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side, can be taken. The proposal would loosen the restriction to allow the taking of large
bulls with two brow tines on each side. Common sense dictates the conclusion that
focusing of hunters on very large moose creates an artificial selection criteria, altering the
gene pool. While the current regnlation is bad, biology suggests that the proposal will
make things worse. These complex restrictions allowing a trophy, and should be
replaced with permit systems allowing the individual hunter Jucky enough to win a
permit, greater latitude in choosing his/her moose.

Proposal 11: OPPOSE- This proposal is esscntially the same as proposal #10, but by an
individuval. It should not pass for the same reasons expressed in regard to Proposal #10.

Proposal 12: OPPOSE- This proposal would extend the wolf hunting season by 1
month, until May 31, in Unit 3. SE Alaska wolves are pupping during this time and it
would be inhumane to kill adults when pups are reliant on them for survival.. In addition
the mortality of pups would add to the overall mortality of wolves in Unit 3 which may
be detrimental to a healthy predatot/prey population.

Proposal 13: OPPOSE- The statement that ‘over population of wolves in Unit 3 is
limiting moose, deer, and black bear populations’ is anecdotal. To lengthen the wolf
hunting season to June 30 is not scientifically based; therefore making this proposal
unadvisable.

Proposal 14: NO POSITION- This proposal would clarify the boundaries of the Blind
Slough Closed Area in Unit 3. It is by the Dept. and is made for clarification purposes.

Proposal 15: OPPOSE- This proposition to extend beaver trapping by 3 weeks in Unit
1C is not warranted as there are no bag limits on beaver during the season and an
extended season could de detrimental to the population.

Proposal 16: Oppose- This proposal would extend the beaver hunting/trapping season
by 4.5 months, Sept.1-June 30, in Unit 1D. This extension is extreme, particularty
because there are not bag limits on beaver during the season. This extension is likely to
be detrimental to the population.

Proposal 17; QPPOSE- This proposition would allow ‘bounties’ on beaver in Unit 1.
Bounties are historically difficult to regulate and when instituted have had dire
consequences in eliminating/decreasing various species populations. Another reason to
oppose this proposition is to ask the question: ‘Who will pay for such beaver bounties?’.

Proposal 18: OPPOSE- This proposal , by Batry Brokken, would lengthen the trapping
season for mink and weasel in Unit 1C. The only purpose is “ increased profit”. No
biological justification is provided, and its impact on these species is unknown. The
current season is Dec. 1- Feb. 15, i.e. two and a half months. The proponent would have
the season open on Nov. 10, which would be a substantial expansion of the season. There
18 no bag limit. Two and a half months should be sufficient for profit making by trappers
of mink and weasel in Unit 1C.

RECEIVED TIME OCT. 27. B:5H7AM i )
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Proposal 19: OPPOSE- This proposal by, Barry Brokken, would extend the season for
trapping land otter in Unit 1C. The purpose is * increased profit” according to the
proponent. The current season is Dec. 1- Feb. 15. There is no bag limit. The proposal
would have the season open earlier, on Nov. 10. Two and a half months should be enugh
for profit making by this individual.

Proposal 20: OPPOSE- This proposal by Barry Brokken would extend the season for
trapping marten in Unit 1C. the purpose is “increased profit”. The current season is
Dec.1 —Feb. 15. There is not bag limit. In light of the near extinction of Martes caurina
on Kuiu Island in Unit 3, the Dept. should reject proposals to increase marten trapping
throughout SE AK, and instead consider restricting marten trapping until biologists have
a better understanding of the viability of these populations throughout SE AK.

Proposal 21: OPPOSE- This proposition would create a public safety issue i.e. it would
allow for traps to be set close to trails that are currently closed to trapping,

Proposal 22: SUPPORT- This proposal would institute safety measures on heavily used
recreational trails, currently open to trapping, in Unit 1C. Public safety must come first in
heavily used recreational areas.

Proposal 23: SUPPORT- This proposal would ensure that cream-colored black bears
would be protected from hunting under enforceable regulations in Unit 1D. These bears
are an important wildlife resource to protect as they provide appreciation/enjoyment for -
All user groups.

Proposal 24: OPPOSE- This proposal would extend the spring brown bear huating
season by 2 weeks in Unit 1C. Bears are vulnerable to hunters in the spring as they

frequent intertidal/coastal areas where they can be easily seen and shot. This season
extension is not congruent with brown bear conservation.

Proposal 25; SUPPORT-

Proposal 26: OPPOOSE~ The plain language of this proposal suggests that a new goat
arca would be opened up in SE for purposes of an archery hunt. The language says that
there will be a “ loss of potential hunting area for bow hunters “. However, it also says
that there is no existing goat hunt with bows in this area right now. Therefore, while it
may not be & gain for bow hunters, it is not a loss. If there is no open season there now,
there is likely a reason for this, Biologists likely recommended that there be no open
season. [s there a biological reason that there is no open scason there at the present time?
The Board of Game should examine why there is no open season and look at the history
of it and determine whether or not ther could even be a season there- can the population
sustain the harvest?

Proposal 27: NO POSITION- The AWA takes no position on this proposal due to a lack
of information in this written proposal.

CORAME i‘\!“‘i"#ﬂjézim__ﬂ ) @07
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Proposal 28: SUPPORT-
Proposal 29: SUPPORT-

Proposal 30: OPPOSE- The Board of Game has the legal authority to establish a Tier II
program on state Jands. The author of this proposal wants to change the hunting regime
from a Tier II system where you have to consider subsistence eligibility and criteria, to
open the area up to anyone. Unless biological reasons have changed, Mr. Werner
provides no biological justification for the proposal. His proposal is not based on |
anything scientific. There is no biological justification to change the hunt.

Proposal 31: OPPOSE- Extending the wolf hunting/trapping season in Unit 1D by 2
weeks, until May 15, because of the belief that the current wolf population could be
detrimental and could decimate the moose herd- is anecdotal. There must be
scientifically based data to support such a proposal. In addition, extending the season
into May will cause more wolf pup mortality as a result of killing adult wolves who they
rely upon for their survival.

Proposal 32: OPPOSE- This proposal concerns incidental catches where the wolf and
wolverine seasons open up earlier than the Iynx season. There is no biological
justification identified for making this change. There has been a past, statewide effort to
look at the lynx seasons and more conservatively manage lynx because of their status.
ADF&G went to a more conservative season. Mr Newlun is recomnmending going in the
opposiie direction. The concern is with the lows in the snowshoe hare cyele and the
potentiality that lynx hunting needs to be closed where the cycle of hares is low.

Proposal 33: OPPOSE- Tags were instituted in 2002. There was a good reason for tags
because there had been a history of problems with traps set illegally. Without a tag, it is
impossible 1o prove who illegally set a trap. The Board went to trap tag requirements in
certain areas of the State. While some trappers have opposed it, they have mainly
opposed it because they are concemned that they will be caught doing something they
should not be doing and for which they can be proven culpable. They have not enjoyed
this vulnerability. They have on worries or concerns if they comply with the law.

Proposal 34: SUPPORT-

Proposal 35: OPPOSE- The AWA opposes this for reasons cited in its opposition to
Proposal No.33 :

Proposal 36: SUPPORT-
Proposal 37: NO POSITION- The AWA sees some benefit to this proposal. Requiring

registration for black bear hunts provides more scrutiny, vigilance, and data. Persons
would be required to come into a department office and register for the hunt. Thiis can,

a1
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however, create a heavy workload for fish and game personnel. The AWA does not
actively oppose or support this proposal.

Proposal 38; SUPPORT-
Proposal 39: SUPPORT-

Proposal 40: SUPPORT- This proposal limits bear baiting to registered archers only, of
which there are far less than rifle hunters in the state, This is congruent with black bear

conservation.

Proposal 41: SUPPORT- This ptoposal would enable the Dept. to implement important
and necessary permit conditions to regulate hunting activity associated with bear baiting,

Proposal 42: OPPOSE- This propasal would allow anyone to call their position in the
field into the Dept. without any way for the Dept. to check the legality of the caller.

Proposal 43: NO POSITION

Proposal 44; OPPOSE- This proposal is not conducive to the conservation of the moose
herd in the Stikine River hunting area.

Proposal 45: OPPOSE- This proposal to extend the wolf hunting season by 1 month in
Units 1 and 2, until May 31, is unwarranted and would be inhumane to pups born in the
spring who are reliant on adults for their survival,

Proposal 46: SUPPORT- This proposal that would decrease the wolf hunting season by
2 months in Units 1, 3, 4, and 5 is warranted. The season would revert back to Sept.1-
March 31 versus the current season which is Aug.1- April 30, Wolves killed in Sept. and
April have less quality/value hides due to rubbing and being un-prime fur therefore
continuing a lengthened season is not beneficial to trappers desiring maximum hide
values. In addition pups who are orphaned in summer and early falf will continue to
starve and die inhumanely unless the season is shortened. In addition it is in late April
when female wolves are pregnant and near full term. It is inhumane to kill them and not
sound conservation for a species with big game and furbearer values.

Proposal 47: NO POSITION
Proposal 48: SUPPORT
Proposal 49: OPPOSE- This proposal would allow the snaring of bears, killing of cubs,

and the killing of females with cubs. This allowance would legalize current illegal
hunting methods and is not acceptable for that reason.

_ | ?"/
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Proposal 50: OPPOSE- This proposal would allow “denning” which is an illegal hunting
practice and therefore should remain so.

Proposal 51: OPPOSE- This proposal would allow denning and the killing of any black
bear regardless of age or gender. This is currently an illegal hunting practice and should
therefore remain so.

Proposal 52: OPPOSE- This proposal would allow an illegal hunting practice to become
legal. This proposal should not become an exception to hunting practices.

Proposal 53: OPPOSE- We oppose this proposal for the same reasons that we opposed
proposal #51, in addition we oppose it because it promotes artificial light i.e. ¢
Jacklighting’.

Proposal 54: OPPOSE- We believe that this is an all out war on both brown and black
bears and therefore do not support a proposal that ignores hunting ethics and bear
conservation practices.

Proposal 55: OPPOSE- We oppose this proposal as it would allow wolf and bear
‘denning’ which essentially promotes the indiscriminate killing of both species.

Proposal 56: OPPOSE- This proposal would create special privileges in hunting net
extended to other disabled hunters. Hunting is not intended as an award for military duty.

L)
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ATTN: BOG COMMENTS P EL R
AK Department of Fish and Game

Boards Support Section

PO Box 115526

Juneau, AK 99811-5526

To the Board of Game:
Alaska has been my home for thirty years. As a long time Alaskan, | am submitting the following comments:

PROPQOSAL 1: OPPOSE
[ oppose this proposal. There is no good reason to lengthen the wolf trapping season in Unit 1A.

PROPOSAL 2: OPPOSE
| oppose this proposal. This proposal and proposal 1 are an attempt to implement wolf control in Unit 1A
without the confroversy.

PROPOSAL 12: OPPOSE
| oppose this proposal. There is no good reason to extend the hunting season for wolves in Unit 3. There is
plenty of daylight and April is a good weather month so hunters already can have a safe, comfortable hunt.

PROPOSAL 13: OPPQOSE

| oppose this proposal. Allowing a hunting season that is eleven months long for wolves in Unit 3 makes no
sense. Fur quality in the summer months is not good, and wo!f pups will be orphaned and die. This proposal is
nothing more than an attempt at wolf control in Unit 3 without the controversy.

PROPOSAL 21: OPPOSE

| oppose this proposal. The recreational trails in Unit 1C in the Juneau area should have trapping restrictions
tightened not relaxed. This proposal will result in more dogs being injured or killed in traps, is a public safety
concern, and will only result in more animosity towards trapping.

PROPOSAL 22: SUPPORT
I support this proposal. This change is needed in the interest of public safety and to prevent more dogs from
being injured or killed in traps in Unit 1C along popular recreational trails in the Juneau area.

PROPOSAL 24: OPPOSE

| oppose this praposal. This proposal is nothing mare than brown bear control for Units 1C and 4. Recruitment
of brown bears is slow, and increasing the harvest from one brown bear every four years to one brown bear
every year will result in foo few bears.

PROPOSAL 31: OPPOSE

1 oppose this proposal. Lengthening the hunting and trapping seasons for wolf in Unit 1D because the wolf
papulation in the Chilkat “COULD have a detrimental effect on the moose herd” as the issue stated in the
submitted proposal is not sufficient reason,

PROPOSAL 46: SUPPORT

I support this proposal. The wolf hunting seasons for Units 1, 3, 4, and 5 should be shortened. Current
regulations mean wolves with fur that is not prime are killed, pregnant females are killed, and wolf pups are
orphaned and die, and the regulations instill a sensibility that waste of a wildlife resource is acceptable.

COMMENT# &g .



PROPOSAL 49; OPPOSE

I oppose this proposal. Permitting the snaring of black bears, Killing them when they are swimming in the river,
and killing them in their dens would be a giant step BACKWARDS for the Alaska Department of Fish and
Game.

PROPOSAL 50 OPPOSE
} oppose this proposal. Allowing wolf denning, the killing of female wolves and their pups in their dens, would
be a giant step BACKWARDS for ADF&G. Denning is a brutal and archaic practice.

PROPOSAL 51: OPPOSE

| oppose this proposal. Allowing bear denning, the killing of aduit bears and cubs in their dens, would be a huge
step BACKWARDS for ADF&G. Denning is a brutal and archaic practice. No closed season on black bears for
residents in Unit 19 is not acceptable management.

PROPOSAL 52: OPPQSE
| oppose this proposal. Allowing bear denning in Units 21B, 21C, 21D, and 24 would be a huge step
BACKWARDS for ADF&G. Denning is a brutal and archaic practice.

PROPOSAL 53: OPPOSE '
| oppose this proposal. Aliowing bear denning with the use of artificial lights in Units 21 B, 21C, 21D, and 24
would be a giant step BACKWARDS for ADF&G. Denning is an archaic and brutal practice.

PROPOSAL 54: OPPOSE

1 oppose this proposal for 20E. The proposal suggests allowing killing black and brown bears the same day
airborne, killing any age or sex black and brown bears, snaring black and brown bears, and then allowing the
sale of tanned or untanned skins and skulls from black and brown bears killed in 20E. Impiementing these
suggestions would not be management but an all out war on black and brown bears in 20E and a real black eye
for ADF&G and hunters.

PROPOSAL 55 OPPOSE

t oppose this proposal. Killing female wolves and their pups in their dens is an archaic and brutal praclice.
Allowing the killing of female black and brown bears with cubs is not acceptable management.

Thark you for due consideration of my comments.

Sincerely,

)b

Marilyn House
2411 Ingra Strest
Anchorage, AK 99508
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Brian Merritt
Box 401
Wrangell, AK 99929

Board of Game, ADFG

Boards Support Section e

PO Box 115526 e
Juneau, AK 99929 I,

RE: Comment_s on Proposal 10 and 11 for Fall Meeting ~~
Chairman Judkins:

I have lived in Wrangell and hunted moose in this area for the last- 20 years.. I'm a
member of the local fish and game adisory committee. | support proposals 10 and 11
which are basically the same. 10 was submitted by the department and 11 was by
another local, long time moose hunter like myself. These proposals are needed
because the SE, Alaska moose doesn't fit well into the spike, fork, 507, three brow tine
system currently used at this time.  For many years we as an advisory committee have
struggled with what to do in our area to “fix” the problem of many buills not ever
becoming legal because they don't grow antlers that are bigger than 50” or grow three
brow tines on one side at least. In an attempt to gather age data on two brow tine
bulls, we suggested the 5 any bull drawing permits which was implemented four years
ago. Information from age samples of bulls killed with two brow tines showed what a
lot of the hunters already knew, bulls with two brow tines on both sides are 5-6 years old
or older. The whole premise for the spike fork 50 regulations was to keep a certain
amount of bulls in the population to assure cow breeding and eventually these older
bulls could be harvested when they reached an age of 6+ years. This was not
happening in SE since the moose don’t normally grow three brow tines, (some moose
develop 3 brow tines in our area but it is a small number).

One good point with any antler restriction hunt is no matter what the population of
moose is, you will always leave a vital component of animals for breeding since you
aren't shooting every bull.

Assuming this proposal is approved, | think we need to scrap the any bull permits that
were previously offered by drawing. Obviously if we allow two brow tine bulls to be
harvested then more bulls will be shot since some are now legal whereas before they
werent,  Inthe last 5 years of moose hunting | have seen about 20 bulls. Out of
these 20, two had two brow tines on both sides. I'm guessing this proposal will allow
about 4-6 additional bulls to be harvested each year.

Since we are talking about moose in SE | would also like to add that the 50" part of the
proposal needs to be removed!ll [tis a very rare moose in our area that grows a rack
that measures 50" or wider. What has been happening for years in the Wrangell area
is guys see a large buli, shoot it and find out its only 44” or so, this bull is then left in the
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field to rot since the hunter doesn’t want to receive a fine for this mistake. Every year
including this one, bulls are found rotting in the field, due to some hunters wrong guess
at rack spread. No moose this year were taken in the Wrangell area with a spread of
50”. Since the hunter has to guess at antler spread, most of the time they are going to
be wrong. We need to manage the moose herd with antler configurations that can be
seen, which is not guessing if you study your animal. (If the bull has 2 brow tines on
each side you can see that with binoculars, guessing at 50" just leads to wasted
animails.) Hunters and guides in the northern part of Alaska have lots of large bulls to
look at and the 50" regulation works well, it is totally out of place for our small SE
moose.

Thank you for sitting on the board and considering my letter.

Brian Merritt .,

b T
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Proposal 16 — 5 AAC 84.270 Beavers: Oppose

Under most circumstances species like gockeye and coho salmon have no trouble negotiating
beaver dams. If the water levels are low they simply wait for the freshets that are so common in
our wel climate to sufficiently raise the water levels. Even on streams without beaver dams young
and adult coho typically migrate to and from streams during periods of high water.

Beaver dams and the wetlands they create arc known to enhance habitat for young salmon which
may require 1-4 years of growing before they migrate to sea as smolts. In the Pacific Northwest
beavers are being introduced in some arcas in hopes of improving the declining runs of coho
salmon.

Beaver dams and the wetlands they create are also known to enhance habitat for breeding
waterfowl, tiver otters, mink, several species of songbirds, invertebrates and amphibians.

This regulation may actually do more harm than good to the salmon populations and other
creatures that depend on the wetlands maintained by beavers.

Please listen carefully to the testimony given by professional fishery biologists.

Proposal 17 — 5 AAC 92.090 - bounty on beavers. Oppose

Under most circumstances species like sockeye and cohe salmon have no trouble negotiating
beaver dams. If the water levels are low they simply wait for the freshets that are 50 common in
our wel climate to sufficiéntly raise the water levels. Even on streams without beaver dams young
and adult coho and Dolly Varden typically migrate to and from streams during periods of high
water.

Beaver dams and the wetlands they create are known to enhance habitat for young salmon which
may require 1-4 years of growing before they migrate o sea as smolts. In the Pacific Northwest
beavers are being introduced in some areas in hopes of improving the declining runs of coho
salmon.

Beaver dams and the wetlands they create are also kpown to enhance habitat for breeding
waterfow], river otters, mink, several spceies of songbirds, invertebrates and amphibians.

Robert H. Armstrong (Fishery Biologist for 48 years in Southeast Alaska, also currently wriling
a book on local beavers)

5870 Thane Road

Juneau, AK 99501

586-6811

bob@discoverysoutheast org
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Comments on Proposals for GMU 1(B} and/or GMU 3.
E.L “Butch” Young

gy

Proposal 8. SAAC 8.270(6) Furbearer Trapping. Suppert.

Restrict Kuiu Island marten trapping. Marten are extremely vuinerable to trapping. An
intensive road system and deeply incised bays make much of Kuiu Island accessible to
boat and vehicle trappers without the “refuge” effect that other islands have in hard-to-
reach areas of southeast, Restrictions are necessary to continue to have a sustainabie
marten population on Kuiu to provide trapping in the future. ADF&G should continue to
monitor marten population levels on Kuiu Island and closely monitor frapping effort to
insure the proposal has the desired effect.

Proposal 10. SAAC 85.045 (a)(1) Hhuiting season and bag limits for moose. Support.
Antler restrictions have been used throughout the state to reduce harvest of bulls to insure
adequate numbers of bulls for breeding. Unit 1(B) and Unit 3 restrictions have
accomplished that goal. ADF&G data shows that an excess of mature bulls occurs in
these units. Bulls with 2 brow tines on each antler are mature and could be harvested. The
proposal would increase the number of legal bulls available for harvest and would
improve hunter success without detriment to the population. For consistency, and to
avoid hunter confusion, all antler-restricted areas in the panhandle should have the same
requirements,

Proposal 12. 5AAC 85.056. Hunting seasens and bag limits for wolves. Support as
amended. Amend proposal from August 1- [May 31] to August 1-June 30. Extend wolf
season to [June 30] in Unit [1{B)] and 3. T suggest amending this proposal to include Unit
1(B) and extending the closing date. Historic data on wolf and deer populations in GMU
3 indicate that bigh deer numbers in the 60°s were sharply curtailed by severe winters of
deep snow coupled with wolf predation. Deep snow renders deer vulnerable to wolf
predation in the beach fringe timber and on the beaches during winter. Because of the
number of alternate prey species in Units 1(B) and 3, wolf numbers do not decline
quickly when deer numbers drop. In addition to severe predation during winters with
decp snow such as we have recently experienced, high wolf numbers take a tremendous
toll on fawns as deer populations try to recover from a down cycle. Trapping has declined
as boat fuel prices have increased. Allowing for the additional harvest of wolves could
help reduce excessive wolf numbers and restore the deer/wolf balance. Petersburg
residents often sight wolves in and around the city, preying on pets as well as deer which
take refuge in yards. This is indicative of a high wolf population. Unit 1(B) is adjacent to
Unit 3 and wolves consistently cross from the maintand (1(B))to adjacent islands (Unit 3)
during low tide and should be included. I urge the Board to take action to avoid another
decade-long closure of deer seasons in Unit: 3.

34AC 85.056. Hunting seasons and bag limits for wolves.
Unit 1(B) and 3: Five wolves, August 1-[April 30] June 30.

RECEIVED TIME OCT. 27. 2:46PM COMMENT# 6‘ }
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Proposal 13. SAAC 85.056. Hunting seasons and bag limits for wolves. Support as
amended. Amend proposal to include Unit 1(B). As outlined above in Proposal 12,
burgeoning wolf populations are depressing deer numbers in Units 1(B) and 3. Unit 1 B)
should be included in the extended season to avoid a continuous supply of replacement
predators from this adjacent unit. Wolf numbers in these units stay high for many years
Jonger than deer populations afier severe winters because of the buffering effect of
numerous small mammals, songbirds, and waterfowl] that are resident throughout the year
in Southeast Alaska. These provide a food source for wolves and allow them to maintain
their numbers as deer decline.

54A4C 85.056. Hunting seasons and bag limits for wolves.
Unit 1(B}) and 3: Five wolves, August 1-[April 30] June 30.

Submitted by:
E.L. “Buich” Young

P.O. Box 2100
Petersburg, Alaska 99833
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! Proposal 42

Amend by author: Allen Barrette

S5AAC 92.044 Permit for hunting black bear with the use of bait or scent lures. To
not allow the department of F&G to add additional permit requirements that are not condition
stated in code. In units 1-5. Without going through the board process.

Issue:
L
It is very clear that the dept. has misused or have been misinterpreting SAAC 92.044 At

5AAC 92,052,

The dept. has made additional requirements by giving GPS coordinates or an pin on a
map for location of bear bait sites, and also turn in by mail the permit that was issued for the bear
bait within 30 days of the end of the season. Without going through the board process.

1) 5AAc 92.044 states very clearly “A person may not establish a black bear bait station to
hunt black bears with the use of bait or scent lures without first obtaining a permit from
the dept.” “Under this section”.

Under SAAC 92.004 there is no authority to make requirements of GPS, Location on a
map, of a bear bait sight or turn in a bear bait permit by mail. Also makes no specific dept.
location were permits are issued only statespermits are issued by the dept.

2)How the dept has justified their authority to ad these “additional” requirements (not listed in
SAAC 92.044) to black bear baits permits is via SAAC 92.052 discretionary permit hunt
conditions and procedures. Where it states “The dept. may apply any or all of the following
additional conditions to a “permit hunt” when necessary for management of the species
hunted”.

I will show you how this code is incorrectly used and misinterpreted.
A)in the 1* sentence the language “Permit Hunt” is used.

Permit hunt is defined as SAAC 92.990 (30) a hunt for which a permit is issued on a
drawing or registration hunt basis

Registration permit is defined as SAAC 92.990 (33)-
“Registration permit” means a hunting permit issued to a person who agrees to the
conditions specified for each hunt; permits are issued in the order applications are
received; and are issued beginning on a date announced by the department and continuing

(A) throughout the open season, or until the season is closed by emergency order
when a harvest quota is reached; or

(B) until a predetermined number of permits have been issued;

In fact there are approximately 158 registered permit hunts in Alaska only of which 2 are black
bear hunts. They are in 14C and only have weapon restrictions.

Point 1 being. If the department/BOG believed black bear baiting is a registered permit
hunt one would believe that it would be clearly noted in regulation like all other 158 hunts.

Also SAAC 92.049 clarifies that SAAC 92.044 is not to be construed with 5AAC 92.052
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it says -5 AAC 92.049. Permits permif procedures and permit conditions (a)A registration
Tier IT or drawing hunting permit required by this title will be issued under 5 AAC 92.050— 5
AAC 92.052- 5 AAC 92.061- 5 AAC 92.063, 5 AAC 92.067, and 5 AAC. 92.070.

(b) The department shall produce an annual Tier II permit supplement and drawing
permit supplement. For earch permit hunt the supplement must set out the permit application
procedures and permit conditions authorized under 5 AAC 92.050- 5 AAC 92.052- 5 AAC
92.061- 5 AAC 92.063, 5 AAC 92.067, and 5 AAC. 92.070.

Please notice no 5 AAC 92.044 underneath this section, but 5 AAC 92.052 is noted. So as
you can clearly see a registration permit hunt is different than obtaining a permit to hunt with
bait. This is a method and means which to hunt bears in a general season bear hunt.

Point 2. Note the language used in the 2 codes.

5 AAC 92.044(A)states a person may not establish a black bear bait station to hunt
black bears with the use of bait or scent lures with out first obtaining a permit from the
department under this section.

The word “obtain” is used and not “register” nor is the word “register” used at all in

the section,

5 AAC 92.052 (1) states a permittee shall “register”..... etc.
This again shows there is a difference between a registration permit hunt and a
permit used as a method and means. This should not be taken out of context or be
used in combination, § AAC 92.052 is to be use for discretionary permit hunts.
Which codified defines, for registration hunts drawing hunts and Tier 1 hunts all
of which are in 5 AAC 92.049, and again 5 AAC 92.044 is not listed.

5 AAC 92.044 should be the only regulation used for the dictation of use of bait for black
bears. Why else would it have an entire section and with its own code for the hunt?

Summary
In short I hope I showed you the board that 5 AAC.92.044 and 5 AAC.92.052 are t8%°

complete and separate regulations that have very different applications, one for discretionary
hunts and the other for black bear baiting.

I also hope that if the dept. tries to add to regulation 5 AAC 92.044 this meeting that the
board would differ them to the statewide mecting as this is a statewide issue and the public and
advisory committees can make proper comments as this will have a president setting authority.

If language written in the codified can always be interpreted and taken out of context how
can the general public know if he is in the right or wrong? One more Example I was told in 5
AAC 92.0522 (b), 7. Are 2 examples of which site specific locations of bear baits can be used.
The word area was interpreted as the example of why department could ask for a site specific
location but if' you read the section it plainly in context is stating about large units/zones etc. Not
a specific point geographically.

ANEN Bageotte
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Western Interior Alaska Subsistence

Regional Advisory Council
¢/o Office of Subsistence Management
101 12th Avenue, Room 110
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701
Phone: 1-(907)-456-0277 or 1-800-267-3997
Fax: 1-(907)-456-0208
E-mail: Yince Mathews@fws.gov

October 31, 2008

Alaska Board of Game

Alaska Department of Fish and Game
P.O. Box 115526

Juneau, Alaska 99811-5526

Dear Board of Game:

The Western Interior Alaska Subsistence Regional Advisory Council, during its public meeting
on Ociober 28, 2008 in McGrath, Alaska, reaffirmed its February 2008 recommendations along
with additional information from our recent meeting relating to traditional methods of harvesting
black bears in Interior Alaska. The Regional Council is resubmitting its recommendations for
your consideration during your November 7 — 11, 2008 meeting in Juneau, Alaska.

Note: This proposal was deferred from the March 2008, Interior Region meeting, It was
previously listed as proposal 78.
PROPOSAL 52 — 5 AAC 92.085. Unlawful methods of taking big game, exceptions, and
92.260. Taking cub bears and female bears with cubs prohibited. Allow the taking of black
bear from dens in Units 21 and 24 as follows:
Allow the taking of any black bear from dens, September 25 to May 1 in Units 21B,
21C, 21D, and 24.

COUNCIL ACTION:

The Regional Council supported this proposal. Passage of this proposal would allow a
customary and traditional use to be allowed. This long-term traditional practice occurs
throughout the Western Interior Region and the Regional Council highly supports it being
recognized and provided protection in regulation. The Regional Council requests a
positive customary and traditional use determination for this fong practiced tradition.

Note: This proposal was deferred from the March 2008, Interior Region meeting. It was
previously listed as proposal 79.

PROPOSAL 53 — 5 AAC 92.085. Unlawful methods of taking big game, exceptions, and
92.260. Taking cub bears and female bears with cubs prohibited. Allow the taking of black
bear from dens in Units 21 and 24 as follows:

1
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Allow the taking of any black bear from dens from September 25 to May 1 using artificial light
in Units 21B, 21C, 21D, and 24.
The Regional Council supported this proposal. Passage of this proposal would allow a
customary and traditional use to be allowed. This long-term traditional practice occurs
throughout the Western Interior Region and the Regional Council highly supports it being
recognized and provided protection in regulation. The Regional Council requests a
positive customary and traditional use determination for this long practiced tradition.

arf date afler mid-October.

The Regi

Thank you for the opportunity to share recommendations and comments on proposal important
to subsistence users of the Western Interior Region. If you have any questions, please contact
me at 1-907-678-2007 or our coordinator, Vince Mathews (contact information in the letterhead).

Sincerely,
Jack Reakoff
Chair

cc: Peter J. Probasco, Assistant Regional Director, Office of Subsistence Management
Chuck Ardizzone, Board of Game Liaison, Office of Subsistence Management
Western Interior Regional Council members
Affected villages of the Western Interior Region
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