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| oppose proposal 81.

I have never been to Kalgin Island and am not aware of the specific situation there, but in general | would prefer that Fish and Game stay
focused on managing natural resources rather than get distracted by taking on a public safety mission. If you choose to go there, please
resort to regulations only after advocacy and education have failed. Hunting is an activity that inherently involves risk. Managing those
risks is a matter of personal responsibility.

Submitted By

Aaron Busche-Vold
Submitted On

2/13/2019 10:09:39 PM
Affiliation

none

| oppose proposal 91. Discharge of firearm in a reckless manner is already classified as a felony offense under AS
11.61.195. This is a serious issue, but it can and should be handled by personal responsibility, education and
enforcement of existing laws not by burdening hunters with extra regulations. Also, many popular centerfire rifle
cartridges are capable or traveling 2 miles or more. An arbitrary 1/4 or 1/2 mile limitation is not a cure all solution.
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This comment is to SUPPORT proposal 55 written by Robert Stone.

I would like the board of game to truly consider this regulation and all that it entails. | am a commercial pilot and also a sheep hunter.

This year as this proposal states | had to fly in less than ideal conditions as August 10th approached. | tried to make use of the last few
weekends in July but the heavy winds/turbulence of sheep country kept me out. | was constrained to push past my personal minimums
knowing that once midnight August 10th came | would no longer be safe to fly in the mountains for fear of breaking this law.

This law of not flying and looking for sheep is vague and not enforceable. It puts unneeded stressors on pilots and in the back of their mind
they are always wondering if someone is watching? Am | not allowed to fly over there because there may be sheep? Why can I fly and
scout for caribou, bear, moose or goats all while having a sheep harvest ticket in my pocket? If | see a band of rams from a distance while
flying looking for caribou then Iland and shoot a legal ram a week later in that drainage is that illegal? There are so many unknowns to this
law it should be rescinded.

The biggest problem | have with this issue is the mental fatigue it puts on a pilot trying to sheep hunt. Here is a prime example of a
foreseeable problem. I do all my preseason scouting in mid to late July. | find a drainage with 3 big mature rams that look legal. I've
pioneered a runway in my super cub and landed here multiple times and deem it adequate to operate out of for a sheep hunt.

August 8th rolls around and | have 10 days off work. We have a big low pressure sitting on top of us and it's forecasted to blow 60+knots.
Nobody in their right mind is flying. Finally the weather breaks on Aug 10th and 'm a few days behind schedule and | fly to my sheep area.
Before Iland at my strip I find it wise to do a high circle to not spook the 3 big rams, but to see if any other bright colored tents or airplanes
are in this area.

Just by flying over my area at a high altitude to look for other hunters to stay away from, have | now violated a law?

What about if | go into my sheep camp during the middle of the season and my strip | have been using during scouting has become
flooded? That happens all the time and I've personally had rivers rise on me overnight and take away an airstrip in hours.

So now I need to find a new place to land. When you hunt and pioneer new landing places that no plane has likely ever landed it takes time
and EXTREME amounts of concentration. When | am landing places where | have never had the ability to walk and inspect from the
ground, all of my information will come from my observations while sitting in the cockpit.

Sometimes I will do 15-20 passes over an area before finally commuting to a full stop landing. This consists of high passes, low passes,
passes parallel to the strip to time it for length, circles above the strip to determine wind speed and direction and also multiple passes
where | will drag my tires along the strip to gauge how rough itis. This is a long, time consuming process that should not be rushed to be
executed effectively. When pilots have stress factors that rush them, that is when pilot errors occur more frequently and accidents are more
likely to take place.
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Having to worry if someone is sitting on a nearby ridge with a video camera while you are doing these maneuvers is not right. What if there
are a few sheep nearby while 'm doing all of my off airport evaluation and they misconstrue the situation for what it actually is? To a person
who is ignorant to the off airport flying practice this MAY look like | was circling looking for sheep, when | am just trying to safely find a place
to land, set up a camp, and enjoy a good sheep hunt.

The Federal Aviation Administration should be the one who regulates flying, not the board of game. This law is not easily enforced, but
leads with fear in law abiding hunters.

The following is the Alaskan State Troopers comments on this proposal.

“The Alaska Wildlife Troopers are the primary enforcement agency for this regulation. Since this regulation was enacted, the Alaska
Wildlife Troopers have received reports of aircraft and sheep hunters violating this regulation across the state. Investigation of this crime
takes considerable time and effort for Wildlife Troopers to look into these types of violations. To date, there has been no successful
prosecution of a hunter for a violation of this regulation. This proposal seeks to remove the restrictionin GMU’s 7 and 14 only. For
enforceability, if the board chooses to consider removal for GMU 7 and 14, consideration should be given to removing this requirement
statewide.”

There have been reports of pilots breaking this law but NOT ONE successful prosecution. As they state, these types of investigations take
significants amount of time and money. To be searching for a needle in a haystack that cannot be enforced is pointless. The skills and
resources our conservation officers have should be put to better use and actually used towards prosecution of the real criminals, not
resident pilots trying to hunt sheep.

Thank you.
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This comment is to SUPPORT proposal 99 written by Robert Cassell.

Alaska is by far the most prestigious and magestic place I've ever had the privilege to hunt. A few years ago, | decided | would make a
commitment and move here, primarily to continably be able to hunt all that Alaska has to offer as a resident. By doing so | knew | would
have an extreme advantage to draw hunting permits because states give extreme priority to their residents.

Soon after moving here | realized that Alaska does things different on draw allocation than most all other western states | apply to for
hunting permits. Most states limit the number of non resident tags to a limited number up to and not to exceed 10% of permits. Why does
Alaska vary so greatly from the norm? | would assume the profit of a non resident bear hunter. This is a must-be guided species and the
price tag on a Kodiak brown bear guided hunt is extremely expensive.

I'm all for non resident hunting opportunity and think everyone should be allowed to hunt in Alaska. However, when highly coveted permits
are to be drawn, residents should be allotted at LEAST 90% of the permits. This tag allocation would fall in line with most other western
states but most importantly Article 8 of the Alaskan Constitution.

With non residents being allocated 40% of the permits, the state of Alaska allowance is over four times higher than what most states
allocate to a non resident. As a resident who lives here, works here, pays taxes here and manages long hard winters here, this is
astronomical. | truly do hope the Board of Game will prioritize the residents of this state and seek to limit the number of non residents by
accepting and passing this proposal into regulation.

Thank you.
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Alaska Chapter of Backcountry Hunters & Anglers
“The sportsmen’s voice for our wi d pub ic ands, waters and vi d ife”

email: alaska@backcountryhunters.org web: backcountryhunters.com
March 14-19, 2019
Alaska Board of Game

Comments on Proposal #128

Board of Game Members,

The Alaska Chapter of Backcountry Hunters and Anglers appreciates the opportunity to comment on Proposal 128 regarding the
amendment to modify the Clearwater Creek Controlled Use Area (CCCUA). Part of our mission statement is to promote ethical and
informed land use. It has become apparent that motorized users have been accessing portions of the nonmotorized Clearwater Creek
Controlled Use Area and the Tangle Lakes Archeological District (TLAD) via the new trail between the Sevenmile Lake Trail and the
Maclaren Summit Trail in order to hunt. This is a violation of motorized restrictions. The Alaska Chapter of BHA opposes any modification
to the Clearwater Creek CUA that would allow motorized access within the CUA boundary. A better solution would be to increase
awareness of the current regulations through signage, education, and literature in the Fish and Game regulations.

BHA'’s mission is to defend backcountry opportunities to hunt, fish and explore in primitive settings. As developments occur in Alaska and
escalating improvements are made to mechanized conveyances, quality primitive opportunities will continue to diminish. The high country
around MacLaren Summit is just part of the area included in the Clearwater Creek Controlled Use Area that would qualify as primitive
settings. The hunting opportunities in Unit 13 for moose and caribou are notoriously crowded along the road and trail system. The
CCCUA was established in 1971 to ease the pressure on the animals, and it has allowed nonmotorized users to access quality habitat.
Since the animals tend to concentrate here to avoid motorized pressure, this part of Unit 13 is known for good caribou hunting. Over the
last decade, hunter activity in this area has increased as more hunters have a reasonable chance at success without the competition,
noise, impact, and crowds that come with motorized access.

The CCCUA contains only 50 miles of usable trail area reserved for non-motorized users versus the nearly 2,000 miles of motorized trails
throughout the rest of Unit 13. Allowing motorized use along the nine miles of the Maclaren Summit Trail will not solve crowding issues
throughout Unit 13, but will completely change the opportunity that exists for nonmotorized hunters. According to ADF&G, in 2016 and
2017 caribou harvest in this area made up nearly 13% of the total harvest. While nonmotorized hunters can use motorized areas, the
harvest statistics for nonmotorized users in motorized areas verses within the CCCUA are much less.

There are places where motorized access makes sense and is necessary. The CCCUA is a rare part of Unit 13 where caribou and
moose can be pursued by walking in from the road without motorized competition. Not all hunters have or want motorized access into the
backcountry. Changing the boundaries will greatly affect our hunting opportunities. Two years ago, | drew the DC485 permit. llooked
specifically at the nonmotorized parts of the unit. As a result, | had a quality experience with my brother that he and | won’t forget. Our cost
of successfully harvesting our caribou was just boot leather and a pack raft.

Thank you for your consideration,

Steve Shannon

Chair, Alaska Chapter of Backcountry Hunters and Anglers
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Alaska Trappers Association
PO Box 82177
Fairbanks, AK 99708

Franng

Alaska Department of Fish & Game 2/19/19 o
Boards Support Section

PO B 115526

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Chairman and Members of the Board

On behalf of the nearly 1000 members of the Alaska trapper’s Association, and of Alaska trappers in general, we
wish to share our opinions on several proposals which you will be considering during your upcoming meeting to
discuss regulations for the south-central region of the state.

We SUPPORT Proposal #88. The north bank of the Kenai River is a logical boundary for the Skilak Loop Wildlife
Management Area.

We OPPOSE Proposal #89. While it would be good to have beaver in the South Fork of the Anchor River, there is
no need to create a miniature management area. Beaver populations are very dynamic and mobile and their
management in larger land units is generally effective.

We OPPOSE Proposal #91. Existing law should be adequate to address this situation. Ifit is not, new regulation
would probably have little effect. Regulation of the discharge of any weapon on this geographic scale would set a
bad precedent, and would be difficult to administer, especially on public land.

We OPPOSE Proposal #109. This issue is more complicated than would be indicated by this proposal. Any
regulation requiring a snare break away mechanism should be formulated and based on empirical information, and
should probably not be implemented on an area described by a “road system”. We suggest that, before the
concept is considered, it be studied to the extent that it can be done right in the first place in order to be feasible
and effective. Education would likely be an important part of its formulation. ATA stands ready to participate in
such an educational effort.

We SUPPORT Proposal #124. It would increase the beaver trapping opportunity in an area that could support such
an increase. It would also be a move toward standardization of the beaver season in Unit 14C with that in adjacent
units. ' ’ ' '

We SUPPORT Proposal #129. It offers an appropriate clarification of existing regulation. We don’t believe that the
hunting and transportation restrictions on the Dalton Highway Corridor Management Unit were, or should have
been, intended to apply to trapping.

We appreciate the opportunity to participate in the regulatory process.

Sincerely,

%MSE%NQ«

Randall L. Zarnke, president
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Alaska Wildlife Alliance supports proposal 74.

We feel that this proposal would add an outstanding hunting opportunity on the Kenai Peninsula for local hunters. Too often the hunting on
the Kenai Peninsula is overcrowded and is statistically very unlikely to be successful. Therefore peninsula hunters frequently have to travel
long distances, often at great expense and effort to find some place where they can get a quality hunting experience. Providing a draw
season for local hunters would be of tremendous value to those who live on the Kenai Peninsula.

We feel this is biologically sound in that the moose population is currently above the objectives yet the harvest numbers are below
objectives. This would obviously solve both of those problems.

We are worried that if the moose population continues to exceed the carrying capacity, habitat damage could cause long-term detriment to
the moose population. This very sound proposal for reducing the moose overpopulation and increasing harvest makes very good sense.


mailto:schmitt.edward@gmail.com

PC005

Submitted By 2ofa

Ed Schmitt
Submitted On

2/4/2019 5:20:11 PM
Affiliation
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44140 Oehler Rd
Soldotna, Alaska 99669

The Alaska Wildlife Association supports proposal 75.

We are in favor of carefully controlled, soundly managed draw hunts that would increase hunting opportunity and address the problem of
the overpopulation of moose in area 15 C. This proposal would provide local hunters with a quality hunt that meets management objectives


mailto:schmitt.edward@gmail.com

Submitted By PC005
Ed Schmitt 3of4
Submitted On
2/4/2019 5:16:44 PM
Affiliation
Alaska Wildlife Alliance

Phone
7193518393
Email
schmitt.edward@gmail.com
Address
44140 Oehler Rd
Soldotna, Alaska 99669

The Alaska Wildlife Alliance would like to express its support for proposal number 89.

Homer locals have stated that there appears to be almost complete extirpation of beavers in the upper Anchor River drainage. It would
make sense therefore to limit further trapping of these animals until their population can rebound. Robbing an ecosystem of its natural
diversity is almost universally detrimental to all species in the ecosystem. Beavers play an important role in the health and vitality of the
Upper Anchor River ecosystem.

Beaver dams and the associated ponds can provide nurseries for salmon and trout. An early indication of this was seen following the
1818 agreement between the British government of Canada and the government of America allowing Americans access to the Columbia
watershed. The Hudson's Bay Company, in a fit of pique, instructed its trappers to extirpate the fur-bearing animals in the area. The beaver
was the first to be made locally extinct. Salmon runs fell precipitously in the following years, even though none of the factors associated with
the decline of salmon runs were extant at that time.

There are several reasons why beaver dams increase salmon runs. They produce ponds that are deep enough for juvenile salmon to hide
from predatory wading birds. They trap nutrients in their ecology and notably the huge nutrient pulse represented by the migration of the
adult salmon upstream. These nutrients help feed the juveniles after the yolk sac has been digested. The dams provide calm water which
means that the young salmon can use energy for growth rather than for fighting currents; larger smolts with a food reserve have a better
rate of survival when they reach the sea. Finally, beaver dams keep the water clear which favors all salmonids.

We also note that beavers occur in the lower Anchor River system and on many of the other small rivers on the Kenai Peninsula that have
sustainable salmon runs.

We believe that good scientific management of wildlife consists of restricting or ending a season when numbers of that species becomes
too low. This seems to be the case with the upper Anchor River beavers.
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Alaska Wildlife Alliance is opposed to proposal 92.

There is certainly not an overabundance of Tundra Swans in the Kenai Peninsula. In fact, it would be very rare to see one at all. Their
migratory patterns take them much more Inland than their Coastal relatives, the Trumpeter Swans.

Tundra and Trumpeter Swan Ranges
Red is breeding range
Gray is migration route
Blue is wintering range

Source: Audubon Field Guide

Tundra Swan Trumpeter Swan

It is very difficult to tell the difference between a Trumpeter Swan and a Tundra Swan with a casual observation. In fact, many birders
express difficulty telling the two species apart.

It makes no sense to open a season on a species of bird that is rarely on the Kenai Peninsula. it would be even worse to open a season
that would almost guarantee that the wrong species of swans were taken by people hunting. The most likely result of this proposal being
passed would be that an inordinate number of protected Trumpeter Swans would be taken.
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The Alaskan Bowhunters Association
Board of Game Comments
Southcentral March 2019

ADF&G Boards Support Section
ATTN: Board of Game Comments
Fax 907-465-6094

The Alaskan Bowhunters Association is a non profit membership
organization representing both resident and non-resident hunters who
choose to accept the challenge of using conventional archery gear to
hunt for Alaskan Game. We wish to comment on a number of the
proposals to be considered at the Southcentral Region Board of Game
meetings to be held in Anchorage, March 15-19, 2019.

Proposal 54 - Support with Caution. This proposal requests allowing

use of crosshbows in certain specific areas of the Southcentral region where the
current law allows hunting with shotguns, muzzleloaders, bow and arrows. The
ABA does not object to allowing crossbows in these special areas. However we wish
to make it very clear that this does NOT allow use of crossbows in special areas that
are designated for archery gear only (example Eklutna Lake) and does NOT allow
use of crossbows in specially designated archery only hunts (example Dall sheep
hunt 140 in October in Unit 14C).

Proposal 75 - Support. This proposal would establish an archery /

muzzleloader drawing hunt for a moose (except cows with calf). It does not specify
dates. The ABA generally supports any new archery hunts when they are helpful in
achieving harvest objectives and increasing hunter opportunity and participation. It
seems apparent from reading proposals 74 through 78 that there is a higher than
desired bull to cow ratio in Subunit 15C and there is a need to harvest more bulls
than is being provided by the Spike/fork/50”/4 brow tines. Allowing archery or
muzzleloader harvest of nearly any moose should help to reduce the abnormally
high bull cow ratio and provide additional opportunity for hunters with minimal
risk of overharvesting the resource.

Proposal 80 - Support. This proposal would establish an archery only

hunt permit area for moose in the Hope/ Palmer Creek Valley. This would be
appropriate if there are significant safety concerns based on large numbers of
firearms hunters in what is apparently a moderately developed and road accessible
area.
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Proposal 84 - Support. This proposal requests an archery hunt for sheep
in unit 15 which is in advance of the regular firearms season. This would NOT be a
drawing hunt but would provide opportunity to hunt with a low chance of success
for those hunters wishing to challenge themselves by hunting Dall sheep with
archery gear. The Alaskan Bowhunters Association has made multiple prior
requests for a similar type of archery season prior to the regular firearms season.
The person making this proposal did not specify dates but we would suggest August
1-9 as dates for an archery sheep season. There would be no drawing requirement.
[tcould be a registration hunt to enable ADF&G to measure and monitor
participation but anyone with a harvest ticket could participate. Over 30 years of
data from Archery only hunts in Unit 14C and Eklutna has shown that there is a very
low bowhunter success rate on mature full curl rams. So over harvest should not be
a concern. This would provide increased opportunity with no risk to the resource
and anyone who wished to accept the challenge could participate. In the past the
ABA has made similar proposals for an early archery season for sheep in any area
open to harvest ticket sheep hunting We have been routinely denied this extra
opportunity on the ground of being a “special interest group”. We believe that
archery hunting is a limited means of take and therefore allows more participation
with less impact on the resource. This would be an excellent chance for the Board of
Game to institute this hunt in a small area with fairly good access on a test basis to
see how it would work.

Proposal 110 - Support. This proposal would simply shift the Non-

resident archery only goat hunt in the remainder of 14C from a drawing to a
registration hunt. This would be expected to increase opportunity for non-resident
archery hunters to hunt goats. Non-resident hunters would still be required to
either have a guide or hunt with a second degree next of kin. The change would only
affect the August 16-31 Archery hunt. This is an example of a hunt that should
continue to be limited to only conventional archery gear. The nonresident any
weapon goat hunt would still be a drawing hunt.

Thank you for your consideration of the Alaskan Bowhunters
Association comments regarding these few proposals.

ohnDF rost
Legislative vice president of The Alaskan Bowhunters Association




Submitted By ﬁ’01937
Barbara Pape ©
Submitted On
3/1/2019 10:13:13 AM
Affiliation

I am a long-time Girdwood property owner. | hear that proposal 121 will allow for a bear hunting/bear-baiting season located close to
populated and popular trail areas of the Girdwood valley. It is unclear to me from the map how close these areas proposed to be open -
are to public use areas. | am against bear baiting. Girdwood has a trash and bear attractant issue - that is not being resolved and at
critical capacity. Adding bear baiting may create more bear-human interaction potential and safety issues to those that access the woods
around the Girdwood valley. Please keep the regulation to allow hunting, but without use of bear bait (ref unit 14C
remainder)http:/mwww.adfg.alaska.gov/static/hunting/maps/gmumaps/pdfs/14c.pdf



Submitted By ﬁ’C]E’?S
Barbara Parker °
Submitted On
2/28/2019 12:39:53 PM
Affiliation

Phone
907-863-2684
Email
Dippercreek@hotmail.com
Address
18832 Darby Rd
Eagle River, Alaska 99577

Proposal 128 should not be corrected to open Maclaren Summit trail to motorized use. As a hiker and avid human powered recreation
advocate, | see the need to keep this trail for non-motorized use in all seasons. Too any foot trails have been ruined by motorized use and
attendant noise.
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Submitted By 1 o 1

Ben Lee
Submitted On

2/27/2019 9:53:21 PM
Affiliation

Phone
9072293940
Email
bneleewy10@gmail.com
Address
5432 East Northern Lights
Anchorage , Alaska 99508

Proposal 98 - | strongly support the change to have bear season in Kodiak open on October 10. This will allow hunters more access as
many lakes start to freeze by October 25.

Proposal 108 - | also support this proposal, as allowing 4 stroke motors on the Ayakulik river would benefit all users and the environment.

Thank you
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Submitted B PC010
Birch \?llenis 1of2
Submitted On
2/27/2019 11:14:25 AM
Affiliation

Phone
9073179591
Email
byuknis@aol.com
Address
5035 N Flying Circus Circle
Wasilla, Alaska 99654

To the Alaska Board of Game,

Thank you for reading these comments. 1do currently serve on the Matanuska Valley AC but am here writing my personel comments
today.

Prop 55 This proposal and its predecessors have been beat to death. The original was Board generated, which | am not a fan of. We
had a sheep working group that came to nothing but the obvious that there are many different groups that can't come to a consensus on
this issue. Ido not think it is fair to pick on one species and one user group. Either do this for all species and all forms of transportation or
do it for none. Therefore |fully Support this proposal.

Prop 56 If an area is under intensive management then the moose or caribou population is depressed. If the moose or caribou population
is depressed then residents should have first chance at these species. |fully Support this proposal.

Prop 84 1know that harvest would be minimal. I do forsee a lot of archers out there making this a very crowded hunt. Archers can still
apply for the limited number of drawing tags availbale for this area.l am not a fan of weapons specific hunts unless there are mitigating
cicumstances (Pipeline, population etc) |am Opposed to this proposal.

Prop 99 Why does Kodiak get such special treatment? | know a lot of time was spent in the past on the Brown bear management
strategies for this unit. 1know there are Federal concessions. Alot of this could be solved | feel with a State concession program, but that
is another argument for another day. ADF&G Ifeel can manage this hunt and keep the trophy status with the allocation change. A 60/40
resident/nonresident splitis unnacceptable. Why should an Alaska resident have to move out of State, change residency to be able to get
a decent chance at one of these bears? Why can't an Alaska resident purchase one of the guided tags and go with a gude? If a guide
offers a quality service at a quality price a resident would choose to go with a guide for one of these rare resident tags. And actually the
nonresident permit percentage is higher than 40%. The nonresidents currently get some of the resdient tags for the 2nd degree of
kindred. Ifully Support this proposal.

Proposal 100 A nonresident is a nonresident. There should not be a separate pool for second degree of kindred. The Department of
Fish and Game does not need to be spending precious resourses managing and running separate draws for second degree of kindred in
any unit or hunt. Kodaik should not get special treatment for this. 1adamantly Oppose this proposal.

Prop 101 While Iam not thrilled about this proposal | feel it is a step in the right direction. More opportunity for residents. | Support this
proposal.

Prop 104 On the surface llike this proposal. Yet if permits are returned before the season, ADF&G will end up issuing less permits in
total. 1do not like basing the one every four year rule on opportunity and not harvest. Things happen. | had a Kodiak Brown bear tag for
last Spring. |was unable to use it because life got in the way and other opportunities came up. So for me to be penalized because 1am
unable to go on a hunt in my mind is unfair. Plus again ADF&G does not need to spend precious resources managing a separate list. |
Oppose this proposal.

Prop 106 One of the reasons to keep things special on Kodiak has always been the facts that nonresident Guided hunters harvest bigger
boars and less sows. These nonresdients are guided by professional hunters. Most resident hunters are not professional hunters. Most
do not have the sufficient time to try and harvest a bigger boar. A trophy bear is what someone is happy with. Everyone's idea of a trophy
can be different. |do feel that more information can always be helpful and the penalties are no too severe in this proposal. | Support this
proposal.

Prop 114 The BOG can't rescind the shared bag limit as proposed in this proposal as stated in the proposal book. Besides that | do not
feel adding more permits to this already depleted area is warranted. There is opportunity through the regular draw. |am Opposed to this
proposal

Prop 115 Again a nonresident is a nonresident. We do not need to be adding any special draws for second degree of kindred. We do
not need to be adding more permits to this area. |could supportitif these three tags were taken from the nonresident pool, but | do not
feel that is a step in the right direction. A hunting license is either resident or nonresident. There is not a separate license category and
therfefore | do not feel there should be a separate drawing category. 1am Opposed to this proposal.
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Prop 130 A nonresident is a nonresident. Currently this would only affect Kodiak Brown bear. Again there is not a separate license
category for a second degree of kindred. The second degree of kindred is a special provision that makes Alaska unique. To be

share Alaska with a close relative on their hunt of one of these three species is what hunting is about. These are the memories that last a
lifetime. Alaska's must be guided laws force nonresidents to be guided and pay heavily for those three species. Itis a wonderful
opportunity to have a second degree of kindred to go on these special hunts with if you are so lucky. | Support this proposal.

146 AF&G's population objective is too low. |was bornin 1971 in Anchorage. | have hunted or been on a mosse hunt just about every
year that it was allowed in this unit. My father started guiding in this area in the late 1960's. | have seen the ups and downs of the moose
population in this unit. If ADF&G feels that they want to follow thru with these hunts (Antlerless and a Tier Il any moose) then to allow for
greater success they should allow the permits to start at the normal August 20th and continue through to the end of the Tier Il season on
March 31st for both. (August 20th-March 31st)

Thank you for your precious time.

Birch Yuknis



Submitted By
Blake Schaugaard
Submitted On
2/17/2019 1:58:27 PM
Affiliation
Phone
907-240-9471
Email
Blakencfa@yahoo.com
Address

5501 N Windsong Cir
Palmer, Alaska 99645

I support proposal number 99 by Bob Cassell
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Submitted By ﬁ’C?F
Brian Ohlen °
Submitted On
3/1/2019 4:05:48 PM
Affiliation

Board of Game Members,

I am writing to voice strong opposition to any amendment that would allow motorized access within the Clearwater Creek CUA (Proposal
128). Area 13 is known to offer ample opportunities for motorized hunters along the Denali Highway. The CCCUA provides areas where
animals aren't pressured by motorized travelers and provides a different type of hunting experience. If motorized access was allowed
within CCCUA, | would likely give up caribou hunting in that area. Furthermore, since area 13 offers the most reliable chance of a tag close
to Anchorage, | would probably no longer hunt caribou at all.

Last year | had 2 friends that were interested in trying out hunting for the first time. They both applied for the Tier 1 permit. They are both
avid outdoorsman but had little to no experience hunting. They voiced interest in a backcountry style hunt and wanted to get away from
crouds. Together, we decided to go into the Clearwater Creek CUA. We had an amazing experience and were successful. It was one
most memorable experiencecs of my life. The biggest factor in our seccess and enjoyment was being able to get away from the motorized
crouds. Both of these new hunters are now planning trips back into the CCCUA this year. If motorized access is allowed, | am sure these
two new hunters will not go hunting again.

Please don't allow motorized access within this special area.



Submitted By fC$]3
Brian Okonek °
Submitted On
2/25/2019 12:05:39 PM
Affiliation
none

Dear Board of Game,

I am writing in support of Proposal 128, 5 AAC 92.540 (3)(c)(i), Controlled Use Arreas. The Maclaren Summit Trail off the Denali Highway
should remain in the Clearwater Creek Controlled Use Area. Itis important that there are non motorized areas accessible from a road for
people to hunt in that either do not have an ATV or desire to hunt on foot, with horses or by paddle boats. |object to the "correction” to this
proposal.

Sincerely,

Brian Okonek
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Submitted By 1 o 1

Brooks Bradley Horan
Submitted On

3/1/2019 7:31:24 AM
Affiliation

I support proposal 128. Modifying the CUA is the wrong move. Clarifying the boundaries in the regs book, making sure signage is clear
and properly placed are important steps. However, changing the laws about motorized access is the wrong move. Allowing ATVs along
the nine miles of trail this would open up does nothing to alleviate crowding on the 1900+ miles of motorized trails in Unit 13, but would
drastically affect the walk in opportunities for non motorized hunters. Please keep the McLaren Summit trail non motorized



Submitted By ﬁ’C]E’]G
Carolyn Brodin °
Submitted On
3/1/2019 11:46:01 PM
Affiliation

I am writing in objection Board of Game Proposal 121, initiated by the Resident Hunters of Alaska. Due to the high potential for user
conflict, | especially object to the use of bear baiting in the Girdwood Watershed within 14C. The community of Girdwood hosts millions of
visitors annually. Those visitors and residents, and often their pets, recreate in the designated, undesignated, and primitive trail systems in
the valley. Many people recreate in the more remote areas of 14C remainder. To come across a bear bait station while enjoying the
wilderness is a horrible thing, for a bait station to be near a trail is dangerous.

| object to the statements of the representative from Resident Hunters of Alaska at public meetings in Girdwood. He stated that this
increase in bear baiting would reduce the bear population and therefore reduce our "bear problem". Girdwood does not have a bear
problem, it has a garbage problem which attracts a few bears. Girdwood is working on a solution.

I am also writing in objection to Board of Game proposal 116 initiated by the Resident Hunters of Alaska, to increase the limit of brown
bears killed from 1 every 4 years to 1 every year. The reason that the brown bear population is thought to be "healthy" in 14C remainder is
not justification for increasing the number of bears killed this drastically! In a short time the population will be "unhealthy". Brown bears are
a rare and special thing to see in this area by both residents and visitors. Please do not allow this un neccesary depletion of this animal.
We do not need more brown bears killed to reduce conflicts in Girdwood.

Thank you
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Submitted By 1 o 1

Christian Hicks
Submitted On

2/28/2019 5:12:54 PM
Affiliation

Iam an avid hunter on Kodiak and completely support proposel 109. | am concerned with wildlife that | hunt being caught in traps and
wasted unnecessarily. We have had bear and deer killed due to these traps without the mechanisms, resulting in fewer animals that might
otherwise be harvested by hunters. When | duck hunt, | do not want to worry about my dog being caught in a trap, which could result in harm
or death to my retriever. This seems like a no brainer to me, as it would not impact the targeted species by trappers. Thank you for your
consideration.



Submitted By '1301918
Christina Hendrickson o
Submitted On
3/1/2019 12:31:21 PM
Affiliation

Phone
9075754184
Email
christina.cope@gmail.com
Address
PO Box 978
Girdwood, Alaska 99587

I am writing in objection Board of Game Proposal 121, initiated by the Resident Hunters of Alaska. Due to the high potential for user
conflict, specifically, | object to the use of bear baiting in the Girdwood Watershed within 14C. The community of Girdwood hosts millions
of visitors annually. Those visitors and residents, and often their pets, recreate in the designated, undesignated, and primitive trail
systems in the valley.

In the remainder of 14C Resident Hunters of Alaska proposes baiting in the Girdwood Watershed April 15 — June 30 and allow brown
bear baiting from April 15 — May 31.

Alyeska Ski Resort’s last day of skiing is typically after 15 April. Many SouthCentral residents and visitors ski the Girdwood Watershed’s
back country slopes through June, depending on the weather and snow pack. Visitors arriving via scheduled tours visit and stay in the
Girdwood Watershed in early May when Seward welcomes the first series of cruise ships.

On 11 February 2019 at the Girdwood Land Use Committee meeting, Resident Hunters of Alaska representative, Brian Watkins, stated
that the “Hunting and baiting are not allowned within 1 mile o dwellings, cabins, not within and Y4 mile o [publicly unded] [sic]
trails/roads/railroad, which makes most o Section 14C Remainder challenging terrain or hunters to access.”

With challenging terrain and pack out requirements, | am concerned that potential hunters may utilize our trail system, which includes
publicly funded, private, and primitive social trails, to access easier terrain in the Girdwood watershed, which is accessible via vehicle and
parking lots at trail heads. Our community boasts unparalleled recreational opportunities for visitors and residents. This allure and
management of our trail systems is the economic engine of our community.

| ask that AD&F exclude the Girdwood Watershed from 14C to avoid potential user conflict within our established recreational community
that drives our dependent local economy.
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Submitted By ﬁ’C]E’]g
Christopher Gates ©
Submitted On
2/28/2019 10:44:58 PM
Affiliation

Phone
907-748-2292
Email
jrgates@akmedtech.com
Address
23612 Chandelle Dr.
Chugiak, Alaska 99567

Proposal 99. Support. Alaskans enjoy protections under the constitution that includes common use of our wild game resources. Alaskan
residents should have an overwhelming preference for hunting opportunity. This proposal addresses that correctly. Proposal 55. Support.
The Board unilaterally restricted an entire swath of resident DIY hunters instead of reducing non-resident participation in an overcrowded
hunting situation. This misguided decision has led to a regulation that is equal parts unenforceable for troopers and uncomfortable for
ethical pilots who are now exposed to false accusations. The first step for reducing over harvest or over crowding should be the thoughtful
reduction of non resident participation. Residents should be the last group asked to bear restrictions.
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Resources Commission

February 1, 2019

Doug Vincent-Lang, Commissioner

Ted Spraker, Alaska Board of Game, Chair
Members of the Alaska Board of Game
Alaska Department of Fish and Game

PO Box 115526

Juneau, Alaska 99811-5526

Dear Commissioner Vincent-Lang, Chairman Spraker, and Alaska Board of
Game members:

The Chugach Regional Resource Commission (CRRC) requests that prior to
deliberations on ADF&G’s Proposal 76 to establish an “any bull” drawing hunt in
Unit 15C, the Alaska Board of Game fulfill the requirement of the Alaska
subsistence law by making a customary and traditional use determination for the
area between TM549 and the Nonsubsistence Area boundary pursuant to AS
16.05.258(a) and 5 AAC 96.615(a)(1).

It is our understanding that ADF&G submitted Proposal 76 to establish “any bull”
moose drawing hunts in Unit 15C in order to increase moose harvests and
increase the likelihood that moose harvest levels may better reach Intensive
Management harvest objectives for the Unit 15C moose population. Reportedly,
the February 2017 GSPE 15C moose population point estimate of 3,529 moose
exceeds the Intensive Management population objective of 2,500 _ 3,500 moose
(5 AAC 92.108). This proposal includes the moose hunt area located between the
existing TM549 hunt area and the boundary of the Anchorage Nonsubsistence
Area identified in figure below.

1840 Bragaw Street, Suite 150, Anchorage, Alaska 99508 e (907} 334-0113, Fax (207) 334-9005

www.crrcalaska.org

A Tribal Organization Focusing on Natural Resource Issies Affecting the Chugach Region of Alaska
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The TM549 Tier II moose hunt

Anchorage is associated with a harvest
Nonsubsistence quota of only 4 bull moose. All
Area 4 permits were issued to a

single community for the 2018
season. Tier II management
implies that there is insufficient
harvestable surplus of moose to
provide for all subsistence uses,
even though the Unit 15C
moose population exceeds the
Intensive Management
population objective.

L

|
| — ——

The Alaska Board of Game has not yet determined if the portion of the Unit 15C moose
population located between the TM549 hunt area and the boundary of the Anchorage Non-

Subsistence Area are positively associated with customary and traditional (C&T) subsistence
uses.

Prior to opening this area for drawing permit moose hunts, which would not provide reasonable
opportunity for subsistence uses, CRRC encourages the Alaska Board of Game to fulfill its
statutory obligation to determine whether this portion of the Unit 15C moose population is
associated with C&T uses.

Other Unit 15C moose proposals submitted this cycle by members of the public and the Homer
AC indicate the importance of moose hunting in Unit 15C for meat and subsistence, including
proposals 72 74. The TM549 moose hunt area boundary appears to not reflect an actual moose
population boundary and according to information provided us by the divisions of Wildlife
Conervation and Subsistence likely results from (1) an oversight by the Alaska Board of Game at
the Subsistence Consistency Review meetings held following the McDowell decision and the
loss of rural priority allocation of fish and wildlife by the State of Alaska and (2) changes in the
Anchorage Mat-Su Kenai Peninsula Nonsubsistence Area boundaries some decades ago.

CRRC recommends the Alaska Board of Game amended the existing C&T finding for moose in
Unit 15C (5 AAC 99.025(a)(8)) to include all portions of Unit 15C outside the Anchorage
Nonsubsistence Area and determine the amount of moose reasonably necessary for subsistence
uses (ANS) for this new, larger area.
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With the high numbers of moose in Unit 15C, CRRC hopes that the Board’s consideration of this
requested amendment may lead to greater numbers of TM549 permits being issued or perhaps
even a sufficient moose harvestable surplus to provide for Tier I moose hunting opportunities or
perhaps even more liberal unrestricted moose hunting opportunities throughout the subsistence
portion of Unit 15C.

Thank you for your consideration of this request on behalf.

Sincerely,

DhosK Shobut”

Patty Schwalenberg
Executive Director

Chugach Regional Resources Commission
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CHUGACH STATE PARK CITIZENS’ ADVISORY BOARD

18620 Seward Hwy, Anchorage, AK 99516 Phone: 907-345-5014 Fax: 907-345-6982

February 13, 2019

ADF&G Boards Support Section
Attn: Board of Game Comments
P.O. Box 115526

Juneau, Alaska 99811-5526

Subject: 2018/2019 Board of Game Proposals

I am writing on behalf of the Chugach State Park Citizens Advisory Board regarding regulatory
proposals that will affect Chugach State Park. Please consider these comments during the
upcoming Board of Game meeting.

The Chugach State Park Citizens Advisory Board assists park staff in an advisory role with park
management and development issues. As an advisory board, our decisions are guided by the
five primary purposes established in creating the park:

1) To protect and supply a satisfactory water supply for the use of the people;

2) To provide recreational opportunities for the people by providing areas for specified uses
and constructing the necessary facilities in those areas;

3) To protect areas of unique and exceptional scenic value;

4) To provide areas for the public display of local wildlife; and

5) To protect the existing wilderness characteristics of the easterly interior area.

The 15 member advisory board is comprised of park users representing various interests
ranging from backcountry skiers, hikers, hunters, bikers, horseback riding enthusiasts, as well
as, ATV and snowmachine users. At approximately 495,000 acres, Chugach State Park
comprises nearly half of the Alaska Game Management Unit (GMU) 14C. With over 1.3 million
visits to the park annually, we have an interest in Board of Game regulation changes that may
affect park resources and visitors.

We have carefully reviewed the 2018/2019 Board of Game regulatory proposals that will affect
the park’s wildlife and users. Our recommendations and proposed amendments are included
below. These proposals were discussed at length during our December 10", 2018 and January
14", 2019 meetings. The board voted and made the following findings at our February 11,
2019 meeting. Board members proposed amendments to proposals 118 and 119. These
amendments are included below for the Board of Game to review and consider. Ten members
of the board were present, with five members being excused.

PROPOSAL 112 REAUTHORIZE THE ANTLERLESS MOOSE SEASONS IN UNIT 14C
AS PROPOSED BY THE ALASKA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME.

Amendment(s) Discussed: None

Recommendation: Support. (10 Yes, 0 No)



Findings:

PROPOSAL 118
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This hunt has proven to be an effective tool at managing the moose
population within Unit 14C for a number of years. This proposal comes
directly from the state’s authority on wildlife management, the Alaska
Department of Fish and Game. Requiring annual renewal of this hunt
allows the Department of Fish and Game to closely regulate antlerless
moose harvest quotas to keep the moose population within a sustainable
number. Keeping the moose population at or near the goal of between
1,500-1,800 moose within the subunit helps to avoid over-browsing of
winter habitat and the resulting die-offs from starvation.

OPEN A BLACK BEAR REGISTRATION HUNT IN EXISTING DM666
MCHUGH CREEK HUNT AREA. PROPOSAL IS FOR A WEEKDAY
HUNT WITH SEASON DATES OF SEPTEMBER 5 THROUGH MAY 31.
SHOTGUN OR MUZZLELOADER ONLY.

Amendment(s) Discussed: Open a black bear [REGISTRATION] draw hunt in existing

DM666 McHugh Creek hunt area. Proposal for a weekday hunt
with season dates September 5 through May 31. [SHOTGUN OR
MUZZLELOADER ONLY.]

Reason for Amendment(s): Amending this hunt to be via draw permit will allow ADF&G to

Recommendation:

Findings:

PROPOSAL 119

issue a finite number of permits for this hunt, rather than allowing
any qualified hunter to participate. Limiting the number of hunters
in this area will help reduce potential conflicts between user
groups and fellow hunters given the relatively small area the
McHugh Creek Valley encompasses. In addition, eliminating the
prohibition on the use of centerfire rifles was discussed. Limiting
this hunt to shotgun or muzzleloader only may result in a higher
wounding ratio of bears within an area that sees heavy
recreational use all year. Many states across the country have
eliminated “shotgun only” hunts because they have proven to only
provide the illusion of safety. Data compiled from various wildlife
management agencies nationwide show that the ratio of animals
wounded, as well as, accidents involving firearms is no greater or
less in a “shotgun only” area when compared to that of a centerfire
area.

Oppose. (3 Yes, 6 No, 1 Abstain)

Although black bear hunting is not currently be allowed in this area, there
are numerous opportunities for black bear hunting in other parts of the
park. Sufficient evidence to support claims that this hunt would help
reduce human/bear conflicts in the park could not be provided to the
board. The McHugh Creek and Turnagain Arm Trail see heavy use by
hikers during the fall months. The proposed hunt may increase the
potential for conflicts between user groups given the valley’s available
legal hunt area and regulatory constraints of the park.

OPEN A BLACK BEAR REGISTRATION HUNT IN EXISTING DM666
UPPER CAMPBELL CREEK HUNT AREA. PROPOSAL IS FOR A
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WEEKDAY HUNT WITH SEASON DATES OF SEPTEMBER 5
THROUGH MAY 31. SHOTGUN OR MUZZLELOADER ONLY.

Amendment(s) Discussed: Open a black bear [REGISTRATION] draw_hunt in existing

DM666 Upper Campbell Creek hunt area. Proposal is for a
weekday hunt with season dates of September 5 through May 31.
[SHOTGUN OR MUZZLELOADER ONLY.]

Reason for Amendment(s): Amending this hunt to be via draw permit will allow ADF&G to

Recommendation:

Findings:

PROPOSAL 120

issue a finite number of permits for this hunt, rather than allowing
any qualified hunter to participate. Limiting the number of
gualified hunters in this area will help reduce potential conflicts
between user groups and fellow hunters given the relatively small
area Upper Campbell Creek encompasses. In addition,
eliminating the prohibition on the use of centerfire rifles was
discussed. Limiting this hunt to shotgun or muzzleloader only may
result in a higher wounding ratio of bears within an area that sees
heavy recreational use during the fall months. Many states across
the country have eliminated “shotgun only” hunts because they
have proven to only provide the illusion of safety. Data compiled
from various wildlife management agencies nationwide show that
the ratio of animals wounded, as well as, accidents involving
firearms is no greater or less in a “shotgun only” area when
compared to that of a centerfire area.

Oppose. (2 Yes, 8 No)

The reasoning behind the board’s opposition to this proposal echoes
many of the concerns expressed for proposal 118. Sufficient evidence to
support claims that this hunt would help reduce human/bear conflicts in
the park could not be provided to the board. The numerous trails of the
Upper Campbell Creek area see heavy use by hikers, backpackers, and
bikers during the fall months. During the winter months, this area is home
to some of the best alpine skiing and fat tire biking in the state. The
proposed hunt may increase the potential for conflicts between users
groups given the area’s available legal hunt area and regulatory
constraints of the park.

OPEN A BLACK BEAR BAITING REGISTRATION HUNT FOR
SHOTGUN OR MUZZLELOADER ONLY WITHIN THE ANCHORAGE
MANAGEMENT AREA.

Amendment(s) Discussed: None

Recommendation:

Findings:

Oppose. (0 Yes, 10 No)

This proposal is likely to increase the number of human/bear conflicts due
to the high park use observed within the Anchorage Management Area.
Feeding wildlife within the park will encourage frequent patterned
visitation of black and brown bears to areas within close proximity of
residential neighborhoods. Bears will become accustomed to food
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sources outside of their normal food supply, and will begin to search for
human food scraps and garbage within the developed areas of the
Municipality of Anchorage. This proposal is also likely to increase the
number of “social trails” throughout the park. Hunters will be developing
their own “social trails” to frequent bait stations, only to be followed by
curious hikers who may not be aware where they are heading. The
practice of bear baiting has its merits and responsible methods, however,
the board does not find this proposal to be in the best interest of Chugach
State Park, its various user groups, or the peripheral residents of the
Anchorage Bowl who border the park.

We greatly appreciate the opportunity to review and submit comments on these proposals.
Please let me know if you have any questions regarding these recommendations. Thank you
for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Rosa H Meehan
Chair

cc: Dave Battle, ADF&G
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Dear Board of Game,

1 support Proposal 128, and oppose the "‘correction.” |1 find ADF&G"s very
detailed description of the proposal extremely persuasive and hereby adopt
those arguments as my own. Allowing motorized hunting on the Maclaren Summit
Trail would negatively affect populations of both caribou and moose, and
would substantially degrade a rare and presently high-quality hunting
experience for not only non-motorized hunters but for motorized hunters as
well. Additionally, non-hunters, both Alaskans and visitors, treasure this
trail, which is infrequently used by motorized recreationists (or at least
was before the trail extension), in an area where non-motorized opportunities
are so rare that they sometimes seem to be nonexistent.

[Your website just submitted the above before 1 was finished. If I had been
able to send an email, this wouldn’t have happened; 1 will try to finish and
see if your website will accept my completed comment; do you realize that you
are discouraging comments by requiring that electronic ones be submitted on
your website and not by email?

To continue (and 1’ve just contacted Kristy, who is very kindly helping me; 1
really appreciate that)-but 1 still want all that I’m writing, including
these bracketed paragraphs, to be included as part of my comments; not
everyone would know, as I didn’t, but my wife fortuitously did, that someone
like Kristy would be available and able to be so helpful]:

That this extension is potentially creating the problems described by ADF&G
is especially disturbing since DNR failed to consult with ADF&G before
reaching its decision to extend the trail (see p. 36 of booklet).

ADF&G notes that non-motorized hunters have a lower Impact than motorized
ones. Surely a reasonable number of areas should be managed for low rather
than high impact hunting (p. 33).

Many long-time hunters of the Denali Highway area bemoan how crowded it now
is and how the quality of the hunt is significantly lower than it was
historically. The regulation making MST non-motorized for hunting helps
maintain at least some of this historic quality. The so-called “correction”
would have exactly the opposite unfortunate effect.

1’m also disturbed by one of two DNR rationales for extending the trail:
“users were already extending the Maclaren Summit Trail despite TLAD
restrictions” (p. 36). Instead of enforcing a very reasonable and important
regulation, DNR chose to effectively reward those who chose to ignore the
regulation.

Finally, and again, | would like to adopt ADF&G’s excellent argument in their
entirety.

Thank you for this chance, as frustrating as it was ,to comment in support of
Proposal 128 and against any “correction.”

Sincerely,

Cliff Eames



Submitted By ﬁ’C?f?’
Cole Styron °
Submitted On
3/1/2019 8:28:44 AM
Affiliation

Re: Proposal 128

The Clearwater Creek CUA is a unique opportunity within Unit 13 to hunt without competition from motorized hunters, while still having
walk-in access from a nearby road. The wild, scenic and reliable hunting in the Sevenmile Lake area would be decimated by the
ATV/ORYV traffic if this proposal were to be adopted. Alaskan hunting has always favored those with means, and opportunities for
motorized hunters abound in this state. On the other hand, there are too few opportunities for walk-in access where competition with ATV
and Supercub hunters is limited, especially in Southcentral. We should be expanding these areas, not reducing them. [am firmly against
Proposal 128.

Cole Styron
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Colt Foster
Submitted On

2/28/2019 6:41:18 PM
Affiliation

Phone
303-519-0718
Email
Flashfoster@hotmail.com
Address
20633 Philadelphia Way
Eagle River, Alaska 99577

I would like to support proposal #55 in regards to removing the restriction of “spotting sheep” from an airplane during sheep season. Even
though | opposed the original prop 207 that brought about this rule, lwas hopeful that the result would be a positive somehow. It has been
undeniably negative in my personal experience as a resident sheep hunter and private pilot. The amount of air traffic condensed into the
days before sheep season when “spotting” is legal has become almost dangerous. Both the guides and residents have been forced to do
all their scouting together and then try to hunt the very beginning of season. Previously this air traffic was spread out and many hunters
chose to wait until later season to scout with less pressure in the mountains. This law has increased not only the pressure on sheep but
also hunter conflicts in the field. As a resident | often only have a long weekend to hunt due to work commitments. Without the ability to
scout ahead of time has resulted in many unsuccessful hunts as long hikes have turned up no rams or other hunters already in the area.
These frustrating situations can be better avoided if we could scout, but most of us pilots are worried about being falsely accused of
“spotting sheep” even if we are looking for other camps. This has also caused me personally to avoid flying in the mountains even for flight
seeing tours with non-hunting friends. This is particularly frustrating with my love for mountain flying. For a law designed to make

better hunting experiences, it has actually made many aspects worst. This “sheep spotting ban” is a failed experiment. It needs to be
overturned.

Sincerely, Colt Foster

Submitted By

Colt Foster
Submitted On

2/28/2019 5:27:39 PM
Affiliation

Phone
303-519-0718
Email

Flashfoster@hotmail.com
Address

20633 Philadelphia Way
Eagle River, Alaska 99577

Iwould like to voice my support for proposal #99 concerning Kodiak brown bear drawing permits. | agree that these drawing permits
(along with all others in the state) should be limited to no more than 10% non-residents. Most other western states including MT, CO, WY,
ID, NV, UT, NM have placed a 10% cap on the amount of non-resident tags allowed for limited draw animals. This includes bighorn sheep,
moose, goat and premiere elk, mule deer or pronghorn tags. Alaska should place the same resident preference on our limited draw
hunting tags.

Sincerely, Colt Foster
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Customary & Traditional Use Committee
February 15, 2019

Comments:

We oppose Proposal 54 to allow the use of crossbows in restricted-weapons hunt. Crossbow hunting
could be dangerous in the field with all other hunters out hunting for moose and other wildlife. Special
hunts shouldn’t be created, there is more than enough hunting opportunities to hunt and take wildlife.

Comments:

We oppose Proposal 128 to modify Clearwater Creek Controlled Use Area description.

Motorized vehicles should not be used in these areas, it is a prime area for hunters who prefer to walk out
to hunt. It is a good areas to hunt for those hunters who do not have or cannot afford ATVs. There are so
many other areas in GMU 13 that hunters who use ATVs to hunt with can go to hunt for wild game.

The Board should keep areas for those who walk out to hunt and keep those areas open for them to hunt
in. Some hunters may actually like to walk out to hunt for wildlife, without the invasion and noise from
AVs.

Hunters who use ATVs have so many advantages over those who do not have ATVs, and they have
excessive amounts of land areas to hunt in GMU 13. Hunters who hunt with ATV really do not need to
have this area to hunt, leave it as it is, for hunters who walk in to hunt.

Comments:

We oppose Proposal 131 to re-authorize an antlerless moose season in GMU 13. Cows may be
inadvertently killed leaving behind a helpless calf or calves. Calf or calves will not survive, predators will
kill them. Two or more moose may be killed as a result of cow moose being accidently killed.

Furthermore, we oppose antlerless moose being harvested during the rutting season — during the month of
October. Moose meat would have a bad taste, most people would not eat moose meat that is harvested
during rutting season. A moose would be wasted, moose meat would have to be thrown away.

Comments:
We oppose Proposal 135, see comments under Proposal 131.

Comments:

We support Proposal 140 to re-authorize resident brown bear tag fee exemption in the Central/Southwest
Region. Brown bears are thought to be at a healthy population, there isn’t a conservation concern for
brown bears in these areas.

Resident hunters will be more likely to hunt for brown bears, if they do not have to purchase a $25 tag fee
to kill a brown bear in Central/Southwest Region. More brown bears should be harvested to protect calves
of moose and caribou.

Submitted by:
?«ta&« Ao
CT Committee Chair

Date: February 14, 2019

Pagelof1l



Submitted By ﬁ’C?fﬁ
Dan Montgomery °
Submitted On
3/1/2019 11:59:11 PM
Affiliation

My name is Dan Montgomery and I've been a resident of Alaska for 37 years. I'm a big game master guide and have made my living
guiding since 1993. Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the Southcentral Region proposals.

I support the following proposals:

Prop. 55-Support- The aircraft restriction should be lifted in areas 14C and 14A and only applied to hunters durning the open hunt periods
that their permits are for. These areas have multiple seasons with different opening and closing dates. With this change the permit holders
would have the same restrictions as the general season.

Prop. 104- Support- | don't think a little extra harvest by residents will have any negative impact on the bear population. It is managed very
conservatively now.

Prop. 110-Support ?1 don't support this proposal if the Dept. will close the draw permit hunt by emergency order if the harvest goal for
non-residents is met with additional harvest from this hunt. I've been told by area biologist Dave Battle that they will not apply any harvest to
either residents or non-residents from this archery hunt but this proposal says they will. The dept. expects there will be little to no harvest on
this hunt as in the past and that is why they will not apply any harvest to the quota. | guide in this area and it has a very healthy goat
population.

Prop. 115-Support- | guide in this area also. | was the author of the proposal that put restrictions on the number of permits for non-residents
in this area. We are currently allotted 13.5% of the overall amount. The board policy of going back the last 10 years for the average number
of permits isued to non-residents was not applied in this area because at the time (2007) that number was around 25% so the board went
back 20 years to get 13.5%. By adding these 3 permits you are not going to increase the percentage to non-residents by much. By adding
these 3 permits you will not increase the harvest because most years there will not be any harvest for these permits. 2DK have the same
low harvest rates as residents because they are poor sheep hunters. | would guess that over half won't even hunt. If you do appove this
proposal | would make the dates the same as the middle hunt in these areas, Aug. 23 to Sept. 4 and not the entire length of all 3 seasons
as written. |would even support taking the same non-resident permits in this these time slots currently alotted to any non-resident and
make them only available to just 2DK hunters.

Props. 116,117,118,119,120 and121. Support- Any added bear hunting opportunity in these areas is welcomed. Having hunters harvest
them instead of the Dept. putting them down when they move into Anchorage is a good thing.

| OPPOSE the following proposals.
Prop. 56 Oppose- not needed and non-residents harvest predators.

Prop. OPPOSE- 99, 100, 101, 102,103- The current draw allocation system has been in place since 1977 and works very well and should
not be changed. The guiding of non-residents for brown bear on Kodiak is vital to the economy of Kodiak and Alaska and brings in millions
of dollars to our state.

Prop. 114 OPPOSE- The youth can already apply for permits and and adding more pressure to these areas by issuing more
permits would have a negative impact on the population.

Prop. 130 Oppose. Not needed.
Prop. 146 Oppose- there should be no tier Il hunt in this area.
Thank you

Dan Montgomery



Submitted By ﬁ’ﬂ?f
Dan Huttunen °
Submitted On
2/6/2019 10:21:31 AM
Affiliation
Alaska Resident

As a 65-year Alaska resident, | strongly support and urge the Alaska Board of Game (Board) to adopt Proposal 99 by Robert Cassell. In
my opinion, there is NO situation where it is proper to deny Alaskan Residents the opportunity to compete on an equal basis for permits to
hunt wildlife where scarcity of that resource requires limited take. There should be NO such case where ANY permit is granted to a non-
resident to the exclusion of Alaska Residents as long as there are Alaska residents who are applying for those permits.

The issue before the Board in this proposal is not one of sustained yield or orderly harvest. It is solely one of allocation. And the contested
allocation is away from Alaska Residents and to non-residents. The utterly transparent issue before the Board here is MONEY. Non-
residents must be guided - though there is NO requirement for the guide to be an Alaska Resident.

Clearly Alaska recieves a larger tag fee from non-residents than from residents but the tag fee is small compared to the (tens of
thousands of dollar) fees charged by guides. The current allocation simply guarantees that a significant portion of a scarce wildlife
resource will be used to generate large sums of money for a very limited number of people - some of whom don't even live in Alaska.

In my opinion, the current allocative strategy to non-residents is wrong. Scarce permits should not be available to non-residents as long as
there is a pool of resident resident hunters who desire them.

Dan Huttunen
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DanierEIIiott 10f2
Submitted On
2/27/2019 3:32:53 PM
Affiliation

Phone
907 376-5196
Email
dmelliott@mtaonline.net
Address
950 E. Fairview Loop, Wasilla, AK 99654
Wasilla, Alaska 99654

Proposal 99 Kodiak bear permits.
| support proposal 99 . Despite the fact that ADFG likes the money non residents

bring to the state, the drawing system unfairly treats the Alaskan hunter. There are too many permits going to non residents.


mailto:dmelliott@mtaonline.net
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Submitted By ﬁ’C]E’fg
David Heuman °
Submitted On
3/1/2019 3:56:45 PM
Affiliation

my comments re: proposal109 unlawful methods of taking furbearres; exceptions... 'My concern is the unintended 'bycatch’ of non-targeted
species. Over the years | have had 3 dogs impacted by snares, 2 died, one merely degloved its foreleg, what a mess. | don't know if the
breakaway will do the job but | think it makes sense to address the issue,and it sounds like it wouldnt be a financial burden on the trapper.



Submitted By ﬁ’C]E’?O
Diane Wilson °

Submitted On
2/28/2019 2:27:51 PM
Affiliation
Phone
907-746-3070
Email
ramblingjw@yahoo.com
Address

17450 Rambling Road
Palmer, Alaska 99645

Proposal 128  Please help keep this area restriction to closed motorized vehicle for hunting.
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Doug Blossom
Submitted On
3/1/2019 12:13:23 AM
Affiliation

Alaska Board of Game
Southcentral Region Meeting

Chairman Spraker and Members of the Board,

The following are my comments on proposals submitted for the southcentral region Board of Game meeting, focused on Kenai Peninsula
area moose proposals. Moose hunting, primarily on the Kenai Peninsula, is an important tradition for my family and myself. Every fall my
sons and | go looking for moose. Based on our hunting style we get up close and personal with moose for approximately two weeks or
longer every fall.

Proposal 63 and 64 — Oppose

Adding fork bulls back into the harvest regulations would put too much pressure on the bull population. Spike, fork, 50-inch, and 3 brow tine
regulations caused bull to cow ratios to get down to 9:100 in 15C in 2010 and forced regulation changes at the 2011 Board of Game
meeting. The S/F, 50, and 3 brow tine regulations allow for too many bulls to be available as legal and when combined with illegal bulls
misjudged as legal bulls, high hunting pressure, and plentiful motorized access opportunity places more pressure on the bull population
than it can sustain. It took a few years of very limited bull harvest from 2011 through 2013 to get a good distribution of bulls across age
classes and antler sizes. | don’'t want to see 15C go back to the same conditions and I'm afraid S/F, 50-inch, and 3 brow tine would take
us back to 2010. 15A and 15B bull populations fare a little better than 15C because motorized access is limited in large portions of these
subunits.

| also oppose closing the Lower Kenai Peninsula Control Use Area regulations. | believe this provides opportunity for hunters that prefer to
hunt by means other than a motorized land vehicle.

Proposal 65 - Support

Recent fall composition counts in all subunits of unit 15 show high bull to cow ratios and indicate the bull numbers can sustain some more
harvest. This will provide some additional opportunity to harvest some bulls that are less than 50-inch but will not put the pressure on the
bull numbers the same way adding fork back into harvest regulations would.

Proposals 69, 70, and 71 — Support

| reluctantly support allowing more opportunity in the unit 15B draw area. Allowing more hunters into the area could increase bear and wolf
harvest which is needed for this area. It bums me out that this used to be a quality moose area and is reduced to an area hardly anyone
wants to hunt because of low moose numbers. We will see if the 2014 Funny River fire and a handful of other smaller fires in the 15B area
will bring the moose population back. | walked through one of the smaller burned areas by Indian Creek in 2016 and while the post-fire
browse looked very good, moose sign was scarce.

Proposals 72 and 73 — Oppose

These proposals were proposed by some members of the Central Peninsula Advisory Committee and were debated at the meetings |
attended. | believe the quality of moose hunting in 15C with a registration any bull hunt easily accessible from the road system would be
horrible. 15C would potentially see worse crowds than the Denali Highway in September because Unit 13 is a huge area, 15C is not. The
any bull season would likely be a couple days in duration, it would lead to high hunter conflict, and potentially unsafe conditions with
thousands of people trying to get a bull within the first few days of season.

Proposals 74 and 76 — Support based on a smaller permit quota (Up to 50)

With the likelihood of passing proposal 65 or 66 to add 3 brow tine back into legal harvest criteria, | can’t support issuing up to 200 any bull
permits. | would recommend a resident any bull draw of 50 permits or less. | don't feel the moose population is as strong as ADF&G
believes and | would like to see us liberalize with caution. 2010 to 2013 still lingers in my memory and | don’t want to see hunting in 15C go
back to that period. Bull to cow ratios support liberalizing bull harvest, but | support a modest increase and we can always liberalize further
in 3 years if bull to cow ratios are still good and healthy.

Proposal 77 — Oppose

| disagree with ADF&G on this proposal. | do not observe the moose numbers and densities that ADF&G produces from their census
counts. ADF&G census counts in 2010, 2013, and 2017 show an increasing moose populationin 15C. | personally have seen a
decreasing moose population over the same time period. Based on reports | hear from my son’s fall scouting flies and what | see out
hunting in some of the best moose habitat in subunit 15C, | just don’t see an increase. | see a decrease especially in the mature cow
population. I've gone from commonly seeing 20 to 30 cow moose in a single day to seeing 20 cows total during a whole season of hunting.
Big groups of moose, 10 to 20 animals in size, used to be common in September as well and for the last couple seasons the largest
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groups found are maybe three to four moose in size. These small groups of moose aren’t numerous enough to replace the numbers seen

when the larger groups congregated.
Respectfully,

Doug Blossom

Ninilchik, AK



Submitted By ﬁ’C??
Douglas A Stephens °
Submitted On
2/28/2019 3:04:14 PM
Affiliation
Mr.

Regarding Proposal 128, to revise the boundaries of the Clearwater Creek Controlled Use Are to exclude the Maclaren Summit Road.
Please, do not do this. There are few enough areas and trails reserved for non-motorized use as it is. | hunt exclusively by fatbike and have
biked in the Maclaren Summit Road to hunt. There are few areas where | can escape the sound, fumes, and general intrusion that

motorized vehicle foist on the wilds.

Please leave the Maclaren Summit Road within the Controlled Use Area.
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Edward Soto
Submitted On

2/3/2019 8:55:42 PM
Affiliation

Dear Board;

I am writing in support of Proposal 55. Specifically, | agree with the safety issues and the pressures put on pilots, in particular private pilots
because of prop 207. During the Dall Sheep working group meetings, | had discussions with BOG members that introduced and
supported prop 207 and they told me me it was all about generating a quality experience by removing the close in fly-by's that often disturb
sheep during a stalk. | can symphathize with that, however | also believe there is a law that prohibits harrassment of wildlife. Why generate
regulation when there already is one that does the same? The problem with prop 207 and why | support proposal 55 is that 207 is
redundant, unsafe, creats ambiguity in the field and discriminates against a user group. If we discriminate against aviators, then why not
ATV or other user groups?

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Respectfully, Ed Soto

Submitted By

Edward Soto Submitted On
2/3/2019 8:34:20 PM
Affiliation

Dear Board;

| am writing in support of proposal #99 which proposes to allocate 90% of brown bear harvest on Kodiak to
residents. | concur with the proposal's reasoning and would add that under current regulations, residents are
penalized twice. The categories under the 2018-19 allocation is "Alaska Residents or Nonresidents Hunting with
Resident Relatives" and " Noresidents and Nonresident Aliens Hunting with an Alaska-licensed Guide". In essence,
the current regulations allow for exclusive non-resident allocations of almost 40% and allow for additional
nonresidents to compete for the remaining permits with residents thereby reducing resident use even further. The
allocation then becomes one given to commercially guided and those not requiring commercial guide services. At
minimum residents should never need to compete for their base allocation and nonresidents can compete for the
remainder. Guiding shouldn't be a factor as their business is regulated by a different Board. 90% resident allocation
is reasonable and common throughout the western states with Alaska being the exception. If resident permit
allocations remain unused after the draw, it would then be reasonable to offer them first come-first serve to all.
Thank you the opportunity to comment.

Very Respectfully, Ed Soto
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Ethan Williams
ethanw@mtaonline.net

Concerning Proposal 99, | completely agree with the content and idea of this proposal allocating tags
and harvest to residents of Alaska. With the increasing people and limited resource available in all
species of Alaskan game, allocation has come to the forefront and needs to be implemented. The
Constitution of Alaska clearly states under Article 8 that ALL its resources are “for the maximum benefit
of its people” and “reserved to the people for common use” and to be “maintained on the sustained
yield principle”. | feel that all the wildlife harvests should be allocated such that a minimum of 90% of
each species shall be available to residents of Alaska. Please make this well written and founded
proposal as part of the new Alaska Fish and Game Regulations. Thank you for your time and
consideration. Ethan Williams
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Submitted By ﬁ’C?gf’
Frank Bishop °
Submitted On
2/26/2019 9:43:31 AM
Affiliation
Alaska Wildlife Adventures

Phone
9074862716
Email
frankabishopawa@yahoo.com
Address
PO Box 2491
PO Box 2491
Kodiak, Alaska 99615

Proposal 98
5AACB85.20 Hunting Seasons and Bag Limits for Brown Bear
My Name is Frank Bishop, Master Guide number 191. am in opposition to this proposal.

If it were to pass, it would put hunters in the field at a time when sow bear activity would be at its highest in the salmon streams. This would
lead to more DLPs of sows with cubs. In turn causing a long term depletion of these animals.

Proposal 99
5 AAC 92.061. Special provisions for brown bear drawing permit hunts
My Name is Frank Bishop, Master Guide number 191. | am in opposition to this proposal.

The revenue that nonresidents bring to our state is a major source of income which benefits local businesses, helps fund Fish and Game,
and allows all Alaskan residents to obtain harvest tickets at no cost. Without the nonresident income, the harvest tickets would no longer
be free to Alaskan residents, the local businesses would suffer as well as the Fish and Game funding. The current system provides an
equal opportunity for all Alaskan residents to share in the benefits of nonresident hunter permits and tags.

Alaska’s permitting system works equally well for all the residents of Alaska. There is no need to bring in how other states do their systems
to further an agenda of a select few.

Proposal 102

5 AAC 85.020. Hunting seasons and bag limits for brown bear

My Name is Frank Bishop, Master Guide number 191. am in opposition to this proposal.

It is not that residents are not getting an equal opportunity to harvest bears on the road system.

For example in the fall of 2017 there were 17 nonresident permits issued and 136 resident permits issued. Nonresidents took 6 bears out
of 17 permits. Residents took 10 out of 136 permits issued. Of the 153 permits issued approximately 11.8% went to nonresidents. This
does not indicate that residents are not getting an equally opportunity to hunt on the road system. (Referenced from Registration Hunt Data
from ADF&G)

The success for nonresidents to due to the professional guides they are required to have and the amount of time spent in the field actually
hunting. Nonresidents are clearly not in competition with the resident hunters. The resident hunters are in competition with themselves and
the amount of time they put in the field.

| disagree with the proposal claiming that residents are not getting an opportunity to hunt, the data clearly shows that they are. The data is
being cherry picked to try and show support for an egregious proposal. Review all the historical data and apply it accurately.

The Kodiak Road System registration hunt is the only place on Kodiak where a nonresident and a resident can hunt without a drawing
permit. The Kodiak Road System also allows an easier access to hunting for our resident and nonresident disabled veterans. Many of
them are unable to hunt in other areas on the island due to their disabilities. We should not take this opportunity away from our nonresident
disabled veterans.

Personal impact of Proposal 102

My name is Frank Bishop, a Master Guide and co-owner of the bison herd on Narrow Cape on Kodiak. | am also a resident hunter but | am
not affiliated with the Resident Hunters of Alaska organization.
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Proposal 102 affects me very personally as well as my family and the other ranchers in the Pasagshak area.

If this proposal were to pass, (which | am opposed to) it would stop me from earning a living as a master guide and it would also s
others from becoming guides in the future. Which in turn effects the economies of the individuals and the state.

When the number of bears harvested is reduced as it would be with only resident hunters, not because of the lack of opportunity to hunt but
due to their less successful hunts, this will cause an increase in the bear population and an increase in the bear predation on the bison
herd and the other cattle ranches in the area.

Taking this into consideration | will suffer loss of income on two fronts. It seems to me to be an attempt to appease a few selfish hunters at
the expense of an entire industry.

Thank you for your consideration
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Frank E. Baker
Submitted On
11/14/2018 10:22:59 AM
Affiliation
Board member - Chugach State Park Citizens Advisory Board

| oppose the proposed bear hunts (Proposal 118, 119, 120 ) in Chugach State Park because they are inconsistent with the ojectives of
the park, with its increasing number of users. I'm especially against the bear hunt (Proposal in DM666 (Upper Huffman to Powerline Pass)
because bears aren't as predictable as moose and they aren't as easy to kil. Nobody wants wounded bears in the most heavily used
portion of the park, just minutes from neighborhoods. And because they are bears, some hunters tend to be a little excitable (not good
when they're supposed to be worried about what's downrange when they pull the trigger). Muzzleloaders are also one-shot tools and that
isn't the best thing for bears, as Lewis and Clark found to their chagrin. 'm especially against baiting bears, as it teaches bad behavior
and habituates them to human food. | think a solid proposal to diminish bear-human interactions is to recommend to the Municipality of
Anchorage that they require residents to use bear-proof garbage containers.



Submitted By ﬁ’C]E’ﬁ”
Frank S Noska IV °
Submitted On
2/22/2019 8:41:33 AM
Affiliation

Phone

907-841-7372
Email

franknoska67@gmail.com
Address

PO BOX 872025

WASILLA, Alaska 996872025

Iam commenting on Proposal 99.

In alligning with the majority of other western states and MORE IMPORTANTLY, the Alaska Constitution, | support this proposal. Alaska
residents are not receiveing their constitutional fair share of these permits. Alaska residents are not currently represented by the
constitution that mandates that wildlife be reserved for Alaskans. Non residents are currently allicated a 40% of the Brown Bear tags in
Unit 8. This percentage is clearly not fair or constitutionally correct, in representing the Alaska resident. By adopting the proposal that
would "issue a minimum of 90% of the drawing permits to residents, with the remaining drawing permits available to both residents and
nonresidents on the same terms", the allocation in Unit 8, between residents and nonresidents, would be corrected and in line with the
meaning of State of Alaska Constitution. Thank you. Frank Noska
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I am writing this opinion in support of proposal 99 submitted by Robert Cassel.

You and your predecessors have decided to allocate 40% of a precious resource to guides/non-residents over the people who make
Alaska their home. We live here, we work here, we play here, and we hunt bears here, but not as much as nonresidents.

I did some quick research into other states policies regarding big game hunts. In most limited opportunity hunts, allocation for non-
residents is less than 10%. In no case was there such a gross mismatch in hunting opportunities as the Kodiak Brown Bear hunts in
Alaska.

There were 31 total hunts for the fall 2017 Kodiak Brown Bear, here are rough numbers pertaining to these hunts.

Resident Sgggé’:(tm'
# of applicants all permits over 6000 73
# of permits 116 64
% of permit > 100% success 0% 84%
% of permit < 5% success 87% 0%
ratio of permits to applications <2% > 87%

This resource is for the benefit of residents, not the guiding industry or their clients. The numbers are astounding in the guide/non-resident
advantage. |don’t have resources for extravagant hunting trips, | am a resident and hunt in Alaska. Please give residents the
consideration they deserve for living, working, and raising their families here. Consider how much effort it take to live here full time. Adopt
this proposal and give residents a reasonable chance to experience a quality hunt in Alaska.

Respectfully,

G. Origer
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I fully support Bob Cassell and proposal 99,
(5 AAC 92.061. Special provisions for brown bear drawing permit hunts.) Further, this should be the regulation on all permit / draw hunts
in Alaska.
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Dear BOG Members;

My purpose in writing is to urge you to reject Proposal #128 which changes the boundary of the Clearwater Creek Controlled Use Area in
order to allow motorized access by hunters on the Maclaren Summit Trail in Unit 13B.

I realize that this is a board generated proposal, but | think your reasons for the proposal are faulty and do not take into consideration all
users of this trail (including nonhunters) and the unique advantage the trail offers those who prefer to hunt without motorized vehicles. In
essence, the board proposal demonstrates special favoritism to a user group (those who use motorized vehicles) that already have more
than adequate opportunity to hunt in other parts of 13B.

I would like to note that restricting hunters on motorized vehicles from using this trail does not deprive any hunter of access. They still have
access, but without dependence on a vehicle to do the work for them. Restricting modes of access does not equate to not having access.
Access rights are given to people, not machines. Unrestricted access for all modes of transportation often leads to conflict between user
groups and invariably, less opportunity for one or more user groups. Not good management.

There are good reasons for not allowing motorized vehicles in the same area that on-foot hunters depend on for good hunting opportunity,
such as the Clearwater Controlled Use Area. As any on-foot hunter has observed, the presence of motorized vehicles can have a
disturbing effect on caribou. The motorized vehicle congestion that typically occurs along the Denali Highway during the hunting season
causes caribou to seek relief by going further from the road. This results in in greater disadvantage (and loss of opportunity) to the on-foot
hunter than it does to hunters using motorized vehicles.

I have hunted the Maclaren Summit area the past couple of years and think that the trail offers the on-foot caribou hunter an opportunity to
reach high county away from the road without having to hike several miles across the tundra. Having just turned 77, | can no longer expect
to make that trek and haul out any carcass. If | am not given the opportunity to hunt caribou in the Maclaren Summit area without having to
put up with the disturbance created by motorized vehicles, | will have lost hunting opportunity.

I would also like to mention that it behooves the BOG to recognize that there are many other users of the Maclaren Trail. During the first
Tier | caribou season there are still a number of tourists in the area. | have often seen about as many tourists hiking the trail as there are
hunters. Most are not aware that hunting season has just started. While, on-foot, I have a chance to briefly talk to them to explain the
situation. On the other hand, four-wheelers usually just buzz by, forcing hikers off the narrow trail. | don’t think that most four-wheelers give
these other trail users a go