Submitted by: Christopher Perry and Multiple Signers
Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Homer, AK

Comment:

I support proposals 155, 156, and 160 regarding beaver management.

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 155: Support Proposal 156: Support Proposal 160: Support

Please support proposal numbers 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153 and 154. All these proposals concerning 100 yard setbacks
and signage will help all users including trappers to understand their responsibility and usage of public trails,
campgrounds, beaches etc. This will set a minimum standard for the “code of ethics” that has been the basic problem
causing conflict between users. These are not anti-trapping proposals. Failure to address these issues and postponing these
decisions will only cause more conflict and worse results down the road. I know of 11 dogs trapped in my area in two
years. It is unacceptable for one trapper to trap four dogs in two years and refuse to post signage, or move traps further off
trails and recognize that he may not be following the code of ethics as written by trapping regulations. Again these are not
anti-trapping proposals every dog that is trapped is one more very negative and unnecessary story against trapping. Please
support these proposals I thank you for your time and consideration.

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 148: Support Proposal 149: Support Proposal 150: Support Proposal 151: Support Proposal 152: Support
Proposal 153: Support Proposal 154: Support

I support proposals 146 and 147
See pdf below

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 146: Support Proposal 147: Support




My name is Chris Perry I have lived in the Homer area for 40 years. I oppose proposal 162 extending hunting season for
Ptarmigan in unit 15 north of Kachemak Bay. The area where I live, we normally saw abundant flocks of Ptarmigan until
around 30 years ago. We haven’t seen any ptarmigan again until the last two winters but none this winter even with good
early snow conditions.

ADFG shortened the hunting season for ptarmigan in around 2015 and it has taken six years to have any repopulation in
our area. With none in the area this winter, it is clearly too early to extend the hunting season. The spring hatch surveys
have shown no birds in our area for many years. The hatch surveys that do show some fresh recruits are in the most
easterly portions of this unit and should not be used as a good representation of abundance for this area.

The changes in number, speed and efficiency of snow machines in the last 30 years has clearly affected the ease of
harvesting ptarmigan. The lowered bag limits haven’t helped the repopulation as often the daily harvest in this area may
only be two or three birds. In areas with healthy populations it is quite easy to get daily and possession bag limits.

Please vote against this proposal and thank you for your consideration.

Christopher Perry

Please support proposal number 145 concerning establishing 1/4 mile trapping buffer for the new highway wildlife
crossing on the Cooper Landing bypass. Establishing a 1/4 mile buffer will allow unobstructed pathway between
wilderness areas subdivided by the new highway construction. This method for safe passage has been proven to benefit
the local populations of wildlife and allow them to prosper. Failure to protect passage may jeopardize the natural
migration of these animals and negatively impact wildlife populations by the targeted trapping, hunting and Highway
death after focusing the migration to this crossing. The buffers established in the Kenai national wildlife refuge and
crossings across the country have been well proven to protect animals in the immediate area of crossings and allowing
possibility of biodiversity within genetic pools. Thank you for your time and consideration. Please vote to support number
145.

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 145: Support Proposal 162: Oppose
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Please support proposals #146 and #147 trap setbacks in the Homer area.

There have been 8 dogs trapped within a couple miles of my home in the last two years and 3
on the McNeil area ski trails this winter. Four dogs were trapped by one trapper and 2 dogs by
another in my neighborhood. One dog was trapped in a snare for three days before release
approximately 100 yards from the owners property. Most of these traps were set within 50 feet
of a summer road and public easement. My dog was trapped 30 feet off of this roadside. There
have not been any posted signs of active trapping and when asked, the trapper has refused to
post signage for fear of drawing attention to his activity.

Trappers are asked to abide by a “code of ethics“. One of these trappers checks his traps only
weekly. The trappers code of ethics asks to reduce possibility of catching non-target animals
and trapping in ways to minimize conflict with other trail user groups. Avoid high recreational
use areas, areas near homes, or trails used by hikers, skiers, hunters. This trapper has caught
four dogs within 50 feet of high use recreational trails without posting signage of active
trapping, and with refusal to move traps more than 50 feet off of the trail. He only checks his
traps weekly and refuses to avoid conflict. | question his adherence to the code of ethics and
clearly the definition is interpreted differently by each individual.

The 100 yard setback in the Homer area proposals is for a very small segment of mapped trails
and was recommended by a trapper representative and other user groups. These proposals
were unanimously approved by the local AC last spring, and at the last minute were opposed in
January 2023 as being too broad. When the AC was asked to reconsider the January vote in
February, with trapper and recreational users present to comment, they would not reconsider.
An AC committee member falsely stated that this proposal would close trapping on trails from
Homer all the way to Ninilchik.

These are NOT anti trapping proposals. They only clarify the ethical placement of traps in high
multi-use areas, in an effort to minimize conflict between user groups. My dogs have always
stayed on trail and out of deep snow, never harassing moose or other wildlife. It is impossible
for a dog to resist the scented baits placed 50’ off trails. The argument that all animals travel
and are trapped on trails is wrong. If so, a snowmachine trail 100 yards or more off of the main
trail may attract more animals and not dogs. | think it is unreasonable for one unethical
trapper's use of a trail to close any portion of borough or state land for public use for a 3
month period. There are no leash laws and baiting dogs with scented baits is no excuse for
implementation of leash laws.

The proposed mapped trails in the Homer area are permanent, GPS located and do not move
as some AC members have implied.

These are very important proposals to consider and approve of to help the trapping industry
and other users compromise for safe trails and to reduce conflicts. Continued and increased
conflicts will not help the trappers cause and will only make things worse in time.

Thank your for your consideration.
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I support the following proposal(s) that have been submitted by the Cooper Landing Safe Trails
Committes and other agencies to the Alaska Board of Game to reduce conflicts with trappers and
increase safely among the rising number of multi-use groups in Game Unit 7 {Cocper Landing
area) and Game Unit 15 (Homer) | believe the proposed are reasonable setbacks to maintain safe
recreation for trail users and their pets.

There are multiple proposals for frap setbacks ortrap signage in the Cooper Landing, Homer, and
Seward area. Select the proposals that you are in support of {sefect all that apply).

if there js more than one person in your household, piease have each person submif their comments
separately. Make copies of this form if needed or contact cooperfandingsaretrails@gmail.com to
request more.

J_ # 145 Wildlife Crossings: ¥4 mile hunling and trapping buffers from mouths of new highway
wildlife crossings on the upceming Cooper Landing bypass

Bﬁ #149 Campgrounds: Establish 1} a 100-yard trapping sethack afong the perimeter of the Quartz
Creek, Crescent Creek, Russian River, and Cooper Creek {(North and South) campgrounds, AND
2) a 50-yard irapping setback for traps with an inside spread of 5 inches arless, that are set at

least 4 feet above the ground or snow level, and size 3 leghold marten traps set in boxes.

% # 150 Roads and pulfouts: Establish 1) a 100-yard trapping sethack along both sides of roads
and all sides of the pullouts listed: Quartz Creek Road, East Quartz Creek and Williams Roatt,
Qld Steding Highway, Snug Harbor Road, Bean Creek Road. Russian Gap Road, and all
pullouts alony the Stening Highway. AND 2) a 50-yard trapping sethacdk for fraps with an inside
spread of 3 inches or less, that are set at {east 4 feet above the ground or snow level, and size 3
leghold marten traps set in hoxes.

& #151 Summit Recreation: Establish trapping setbacks along the perimeter of all highway
pullowts. Backcountry access points, and winter trails in the Japan Woods area, Tenderfoot
Campground ski area, Park-N-Poke area, and Manitoba Mountain,

ﬁ; #1682 Trails: Establish 1) a 100-yard trapping setback along both sides ¢f the trails and all sides
of the following traitheads: Crescent Creek Trail, Lower Russian Lake Trail, Bean Creek Trail,
Russian Gap Trail/Historic Quartz Creek Trail, Reswrection Trall {South End), West Juneau
Banch Trail, Devi's Pass 8ki Loops, and Stetson Creek Parking area and Trail, AND 2) a 50-yard
frapping setback for traps with an inside spread of 5 inches or less, thay are set at least 4 feet
above ihe ground or snow tevel, and size 3 leghokd marten traps set in boxes.

Y #153 Beaches: Establish 1} a 100-yard trapping setback from the mean high-water mark aleng
ihe north and south side beaches of Kenai Laké, AND 2} a 50-yard trapping setback far traps with
an inside spread of 5 inches or less, that are set at least 4 fest abave the ground or snow level,
and size 3 leghold marten traps set in hoxes.

% # 154 Signage: Eslablishing mandatory signs posted at all access points of aclive trapping in the
Game Unit 7 area 1o reduce conflicts with trappers and increase safety amaong the rising number
of multi-use groups.

Other areas setback proposais:

. #146 Traiis in Kachemak Bay State Park: Establish 100-vard trapping setback from the
Diamond Creek Trail, Grewingk Glacier Lake Trail and the Grewingk Saddle Trail.

(> #147 Ski Trails in Homer: Establish 100-yard setback from the Snowmad Trails and ihe
Kachemak Norgdic Ski Club Trails

X #1438 Seward Traiis: Establish a 100-yard trapping setback from frails in Seward.



Please support proposal number 145 concerning establishing 1/4 mile
trapping buffer for the new highway wildlife crossing on the Cooper
Landing bypass. Establishing a 1/4 mile buffer will allow unobstructed
pathway between wilderness areas subdivided by the new highway
construction. This method for safe passage has been proven to benefit
the local populations of wildlife and allow them to prosper. Failure to
protect passage may jeopardize the natural migration of these animals
and negatively impact wildlife populations by the targeted trapping,
hunting and Highway death after focusing the migration to this
crossing. The buffers established in the Kenai national wildlife refuge
and crossings across the country have been well proven to protect
animals in the immediate area of crossings and allowing possibility of
biodiversity within genetic pools. Thank you for your time and
consideration. Please vote to support number 145.

(Feel free to add extra pages of comments!)

Printed Name (First and lasl)*, C A s 2’ ‘ 7__

Organization (if any) s

Signature™ ; j".-- p— /Z'). dste M
Email*: =
Strect Addre —— e

City*: /*é,__v[e/ State*:__ &l{-— Zip code:__ 2902

*Indicates it mus! be fided in to be accepted.
Send to: ADF&G Boards of Support Section
PC Box 115526
Junsau AK 29811

Comments via mail must be receivad (not postmarked) by the due date of March 3!
Remember to heve each household member submit separate comments individually.
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Trap Setback Proposals, Comments & Ballot NN

1 support the following proposal{s) that have been submitted by the Cooper Landing Safe Trails
Committee and other agencies to the Alaska Board of Game to reduce conflicts with trappers and
mncrease safety among the rising number of multi-use groups in Game Unit 7 (Cooper Landing

area) and Game Unit 15 {Homer) | believe the proposed are reasonable sethacks to maintain safe

recreation for trail users and their pets.

There are multiple proposals for trap setbacks or trap signage in the Cooper Landing, Homer, and
Seward area. Select the proposals that you are in support of {select all that apply}.

if there is moye than one person in your household, please have each person submit thelr comments
separafely. Make copies of this form if needed or contact cooperfandingsafefrailsgmail. com to
reguest more.-
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# 145 Wildlife Crossings: 74 mile hunting and trapping buffers from mouths of new highway
wildlife crossings on the upcoming Cooper Landing bypass

#149 Campgrounds: Estahlish 1) a 100-vard trapping sethack along the perimeter of the Guartz
Cresk, Crescent Creek, Russian River, and Cooper Creek (North and South) campgreunds, AND
2) a S0-yard trapping ssthack for traps with an inside spread of 5 inches or less, that are set at
least 4 feet above the ground or snow level, and size 3 iegheld marien traps set in boxes.

# 150 Roads and pullouts: Establish 1) a 100-yard irapping setback along both sides of roads
and ali sides of the pullouts listed: Quartz Creek Road, East Quartz Creek and Williams Road.
Old Steding Highway, Snug Harbor Road, Bean Creek Road, Russian Gap Road, and ali
pullouts aiong the Steding Highway. AND 2) a 50-yard frapping setback for traps with an inside
spread of 5 inches or less, that are set at least 4 feet above the ground ¢r snow level, and size 3
leghold marten fraps set in boxes,

#151 Summit Recreation: Estahlish frapping setbacks along the perimeter of all highway
pullouts, backcountry access points, and winter trails in the Japan Woods area, Tenderioot
Campground ski area, Park-N-Poke area, and Manitoba Mountain,

#152 Trails: Establish 1y a 100-yard trapping setback along beth sides of the trails and all sides
of the following traitheads: Crescent Creek Trail, Lower Russian Lake Traii, Bean Creek Trail,
Russian Gap Trail/Historic Quattz Creek Trail, Reswrection Trail (South End), West Juneau
Bench Trall, Devil's Pass Ski Loops, and Stetson Creek Parking area and Trail, AND 2) a 59-yard

trapping setback for raps with an inside spread of 5 inches or lessg, that are sel at least 4 feet

above the ground or snow level, and size 3 leghold marten traps set in boxes.

#1953 Beaches: Establish 1} a 100-yard trapping sethack from the mean high-water mark along
the north and south side beaches of Kenai Lake, AND 2) a 50-yand trapping sethack far traps with
an inside spread of 5 inches or less, that are set at least 4 feet above the ground or snow isvel,
and size 3 leghaold marten traps set in boxes.

# 154 Signage: Establishing mandatory signs posted at all access points of active trapping in the
Game Unit 7 area to reduce conflicts with trappers and increase safety among the rising number
of multi-use groups.

Other areas setback proposais:

X #146 Trails in Kachemak Bay State Park: Establish 100-yard trapping setback from the

P

Diamond Creek Trail, Grewingk Glacier Lake Trail and the Grewingk Saddie Trail,

#147 Ski Trails in Homer: Establish 100~-yard setback from the Snowmad Trails and the
Kachemak Nordic Ski Club Trails

# 148 Seward Trails; Establish a 100-yard frapping setback from trails in Seward.
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Pnnted Name (First and last)*. (‘ /{ﬂ‘j }an’/

Omganization (ifany)

Signature”: % tie Azyp date 3{’/{/2 2
Email™:_ FEELPOT=Z

Streel Adaress:

City*: ﬁéMg’r’_ —___State Q_AL_BD code:. 4 %QE

“Indicates it mus! be filled in to be accepled.
Send to. ADF&G Boards of Support Section
PO Box 1155256
Juneau, AK 99811

Comments via mail must be received (not postmarked) by the due date of March 3™!
Remember to have each household member submit separate comments individually.
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Please support proposals #146 and #147 trap setbacks in the Homer area.

There have been 8 dogs trapped within a couple miles of my home in the last two years and 3
on the McNeil area ski trails this winter. Four dogs were trapped by one trapper and 2 dogs by
anather in my neighborhood. One dog was trapped in a snare for three days before release
approximately 100 yards from the owners property. Most of these traps were set within 50 feet
of a summer road and pubiic easement. My dog was trapped 30 feet off of this roadside. There
have not been any posted signs of active trapping and when asked, the trapper has refused to
post signage for fear of drawing attention to his activity.
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Trappers are asked 1o abide by a “code of ethics”. One of these trappers checks his traps only
weekly. The trappers code of ethics asks 10 reduce possibility of catching non-target animals
and trapping in ways to minimize conflict with other trail user groups. Avoid high recreational
use areas, areas near homes, or trails used by hikers, skiers, hunters. This trapper has caught
four dogs within 50 feat of high use recreational trails without posting signage of active
trapping, and with refusal to move fraps more than 50 feet off of the trail. He only checks his
traps weekly and refuses to avoid conflict. | question his adherence 1o the code of ethics and
clearly the definition is interpreted difierently by each individual.

Tha 100 yard setback in the Homer area proposals is for a very small segment of mapped trails
and was recommended by a trapper representative and other user groups. These proposals
were unanimously approved by the local AC last spring, and at the last minute were opposed in
January 2023 as being too broad. When the AC was asked to reconsider the January vate in
February, with trapper and recreational users present to comment, they would not reconsider.
An AC committee member falsely stated that this proposal would close trapping on trails from
Homer all the way to Ninilchik.

These are NOT anti trapping proposals. They only clarify the ethical ptacement of traps in high
muiti-use areas, in an effort to minimize canflict between user groups. My dogs have always
stayed on trail and out of deep snow, never harassing moose or other wildlife, 1t is impossible
for a dog to resist the scentad baits placed 50° off frails. The argument that all anirnals travel
and are trapped on trails is wrong. f 50, a snowmachine trail 100 yards or more off of the main
trail may attract more animals and not dogs. | think it is unreasonable for one unethical
rapper's use of a trail to ciose any portion of borough or state land for public use fora 3
month period. There are no leash laws and baiting dogs with scented baits is no excuse for
implementation of leash laws.

The proposed mapped trails in the Homer area are permanent, GPS located and do not move
as some AC members have implied.

These are vary impartant proposals 1o consider and approve of to heip the trapping industry
and other users compromise for safe trails and to reduce conflicts. Continued and increased
conflicts will not help the trappers cause and will only make things worse in time.

Thank your for your cansideration.

ed
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| support the follawing proposals submitted to the Alaska Board of Game to reduce
conflicts with trappers and increase safety among the rising number of muiti-use groups
in Game Unit 7 (Cooper Landing Area) and Game Unit 15 (Homer). | believe these
proposals suggesting 100-yard setbacks are reasonable to maintain safe recreation for
all public land users and their pets.

# 145 Wildlife Crossings: V4 mile hunting and trapping buffers from mouths of new highway wildiife
crossings on the upcoming Cooper Landing bypass

#149 Campygrounds in Cooper Landing: Establish 2 100-yard trapping setback along the perimeter of
the Quartz Creek, Crescent Creek, Russian River, and Coaper Creek (North and South) campgrounds.

# 150 Roads and pullouts around Cooper Landing: Establish a 100-yard trapping setback along both
sides of roads and all sides of the pullouts listed; Quartz Creek Road, East Quartz Creek and Williams
Road, Old Sterling Highway, Snug Harbor Road, Bean Creek Road, Russian Gap Road, and pullouts from
mile markers 37(Tern Lake) - 54.9(Russian River Ferry).

#151 Summit Lake Recreation Area: Establish trapping setbacks along the perimeter of all highway
pulleuts, backcountry access points, and winter trails in the Japan Woods area, Tenderfoot Campground
ski area, Park-N-Poke area, and Manitoba Mountain.

#152 Trails in Cocper Landing Area: Establish a 100-yard trapping setback along both sides of the trails
and all sides of the following trailheads: Crescent Creek Trail, Lower Russian Lake Trail, Bean Creegk Trait,
Russian Gap Trail/Historic Quartz Creek Trail, Resurrection Trail (South End}, West Juneau Bench Trail,
Devil's Pass Ski Loops, and Stetson Creek Parking area and first 400 yards of the trail.

#153 Kenai Lake Beaches: Establish a 100-yard trapping setback from the mean high-water mark along
the north and south side beaches of Kenai Lake

# 154 Signage for Cooper Landing Area: Establishing mandatory signs posted at all access paints of
active trapping in the Game Unit 7 area to reduce conflicts with trappers and increase safety among the
rising number of mulli-use groups.

Homer & Seward setback proposals:

#146 Trails in Kachemak Bay State Park: Estabiish 100-yard trapping setback from the Diamond Creek
Trail, Grewingk Glacier Lake Trail and the Grewingk Saddle Trail.

#147 Ski Trails in Homer: Establish 100-yard setback from the Mapped Trails south of Caribou Lake and
the Kachemak Nardic Ski Club Trails

# 148 Seward Trails: Establish a 100-yard trapping sethack from trails in Seward.
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Submitted by: Kristen Peters

Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Eagle River, AK/ Cooper Landing, AK
Comment:

In regards to the trapping set back proposals, specifically in unit 7 (148-154), it must be brought to light the disparity of
these requests. Where trapping set backs are being requested in multi- use areas for the safety of children and unleashed
dogs, there is zero enforcement of existing leash laws, which seems would solve this problem entirely.

I understand it is socially normal now to let your dog run, however it seems to be getting out of hand. As a mother to a 1
yo and 3 yo, we frequent multi-use trails in the winter and summer, and are nearly always met by dogs off leash. I often
hear, “Oh my dog is nice”, however as a parent it is my RESPONSIBILITY to ensure the safety of my kids so they do not
get bitten. I like dogs! I have dogs. I recreate with them off leash when appropriate (not high trafficked areas). But I do
not trust a dog I do not know. I never let a strange dog greet my child face to face, despite them running up to them
constantly. AND, I make sure my dogs are close. Where is the responsibility to ensure a dog’s safety and well being?

Furthermore, I have absolutely no fear of my kids being trapped, despite the argument frequently posed to justify
setbacks. This would be extremely unlikely or better yet, a near impossible event.

Understandably, fearing your dog getting caught while recreating in the winter is upsetting. Leash laws are not enforced,
so let there be specific trapping set backs for large traps, while still allowing dog safe trapping methods within these areas.
Multi- use means multi-use, and let’s eliminate the hypocrisy of these proposals.




Duane (Andy) & Petrina Peterson

Kodiak, Alaska. 99615
Re: Proposal 76 “Support as Amended”

Lengthen the brown bear registration hunt seasons for RB230 and RB260
in Unit 8 as follows:

RB230 Change dates to September 15 - November 30

RB 260 Change dates to March 1 - May 31

We greatly appreciate any changes that would promote the safety of
Kodiak residents and property from any bear encounters.

We have lived at Anton Larsen Bay year round since 2003 and have had
more frequent bear encounters with each passing year. Also, we have
experienced property damage numerous times from bears that are in our
yard. We never used to see any bears go thru our yard and now we have
to carry a gun/bear spray while doing chores around the yard during the
spring, summer and fall months.

According to the Kodiak Bear Fact Sheet on the ADFG website, there are
about 3500 bears; a density of about .7 bears per square mile. We would

greatly appreciate you doing what you can to reduce bear issues in the
areas where people reside.




Submitted by: Candace Paige Petr
Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Anchorage, Alaska
Comment:

I support the proposals to increase setbacks because I walk, bike and ski Alaska’s trails with children and dogs. A friend
lost her dear dog in a bear trap set to trap wolverine in the winter. Thank you for your consideration.

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 145: Support Proposal 146: Support Proposal 147: Support Proposal 148: Support Proposal 149: Support
Proposal 150: Support Proposal 151: Support Proposal 152: Support Proposal 153: Support Proposal 154: Support

Submitted by: Joseph Piper

Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Homer, AK

Comment:

I support the very reasonable 100yd setback on trails shared by both recreational users and trappers.

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 145: Support Proposal 146: Support Proposal 147: Support Proposal 148: Support Proposal 149: Support
Proposal 150: Support Proposal 151: Support Proposal 152: Support Proposal 153: Support Proposal 154: Support




Submitted by: Tyler Polum
Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Kodiak, AK
Comment:

I am opposed to the portion of proposal 73 that reduces the deer bag limit for all of unit 8 for residents to two. It should
remain 3 or even increase the limit to 4 or 5 and let ADFG manage specific areas by emergency order. While some parts
of Kodiak seem to have had a significant reduction in deer populations, I would counter that not all of Kodiak saw the
same declines. There are places on the Eastside of the Island that seem much less affected by deer populations crashing
than on the Westside of the Island. In addition, deer harvest does not seem to be a limiting factor in their population
growth as they are almost entirely influenced by winter severity. If the goal was to manage deer for antler size and
keeping older bucks in the population for trophy hunting, that would be one thing, but they are a subsistence resource for
Island residents primarily, where deer age and size is much less of a factor. For my family, reducing the bag limit would
have a significant effect as this is our primary source of meat each year.

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 73: Oppose

Submitted by: Don Poole

Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Soldotna, Alaska
Comment:

OPPOSE PROPOSAL #82 Bowhunting is a very short range weapon. Because of that, a limited harvest is allowing for
more quality hunting. As hunting is becoming more regulated, more quality hunting is needed.

SUPPORT PROPOSALS FOR NEW BOWHUNTS in #67, 71 & 72, 87,91 - 93, 99 & 100, 110 -113, 119 - 126.

These new bowhunts allow for more quality hunting experiences as women and younger hunters step up to hunt in the
quality experience of aging hunters.

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 67: Support Proposal 71: Support Proposal 72: Support Proposal 82: Oppose  Proposal 87: Support
Proposal 91: Support Proposal 92: Support Proposal 93: Support Proposal 99: Support Proposal 100: Support Proposal
101: Support Proposal 110: Support Proposal 111: Support Proposal 112: Support Proposal 113: Support  Proposal
119: Support Proposal 120: Support Proposal 121: Support Proposal 122: Support Proposal 123: Support Proposal 124:
Support Proposal 125: Support Proposal 126: Support




Submitted by: Susan Post
Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Homer
Comment:

Thank you for taking comments. As an active hiker and skier (and campground user) and as a dog owner who’s dog was
both trapped and snared on an existing trail close to our house, I feel 100 yards is the absolute minimum- I would like to
see more. One of the traps that our dog was caught in was less than a foot off the trail we were on! I shudder if that had
been a young child hiking or skiing with parents and fell right there and got a hand stuck in the trap. I am opposed to any
trapping in state campgrounds or the Summit Lake Recreation Area. Many families are there, with young children, and
again, 100 yards does not seem far enough away to ensure that children playing in the woods wouldn’t be trapped. I
guess if signs were required and parents knew there were traps, that might help, but who guarantees someone doesn’t tear
down a sign? I also wish there was more education as I feel the person who set the trap and snare our dog was caught in
probably was a new trapper and had no clue what a horrible thing they did by setting the traps so close to a trail.

The proposals I am specifically commenting on here are #146, # 147, #149, #151, #152 and #154, however, I do think
signs at any publicly used trails are important and necessary.  As populations increase and tourism increases in
Southcentral (and all of Alaska) I feel it is critical that safety and consideration of hikers and families with children and
dogs need to be addressed. Trapping is this area no longer can be just off a trail or a parking lot.

Thank you,
Susan Post
Homer

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 145: Support Proposal 146: Oppose Proposal 147: Oppose Proposal 149: Oppose Proposal 150: Support
Proposal 151: Oppose Proposal 152: Support Proposal 154: Support
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Proposal 204
Oppose

Members of the board,

| oppose proposal 204

I moved to Alaska in 1975 and have lived in south-central since then. | have been a full time
outfitter and guide in 19C for nearly 40 years. | feel | am as intimate with the populations of
sheep in my corner of the GMU 19C as anyone. As a pilot actually living and working in the area
most of the year, | see the decline in numbers due to low lamb recruitment. | also see myself
and the other stakeholders in the area voluntarily reducing impact on the sheep herd. | do not
see a biological reason to close the season.

Dall sheep populations have shown a cyclical pattern ever since record keeping began in the
1920s. According to the Alaska Department of Fish & Game (ADF&G) website,

“Sheep numbers typically fluctuate irregularly in response to a number of environmental
factors. Sheep populations tend to increase during periods of mild weather. Then, sudden
population declines may occur as a result of unusually deep snow, summer drought, or other
severe weather events. Low birth rates, predation (primarily by wolves, coyotes, and golden
eagles) and a difficult environment tend to keep Dall sheep population growth rates lower than
many other big game species. However, their adaptation to the alpine environment seems to
serve them well.”

Since 2018 the number of Dall sheep hunters going to the field in 19C has decreased some 15-
25% per year. Are those hunters staying home or are they hunting elsewhere? A search on the
ADF&G website, other areas have seen an increase in sheep hunters since 2018. By closing 19C,
other Game Management Units will see a potential rise in sheep hunters, putting more
pressure on other populations.

We also need to look at the current decline in the Parklands surrounding 19C. These are areas
with NO hunter influence and we are still seeing a decline. Is closing the season a viable option
or a knee-jerk reaction to uneducated public sentiment? | believe Proposal 204 is not
biologically founded in research. With the full curl regulation that’s in place, | have no doubt
that the numbers will come back provided we have mild to average winters.
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The full curl regulation is the best management tool for more than 30 years. Studies have
shown that once a ram surpasses 8 years old, survivability diminishes in wild populations with
very few rams surpassing 12 years of age. Full curl, 8 plus year old rams constitute less than 5%
of total sheep population. Harvest of 8 year old rams has no effect on the overall sheep
population. Furthermore, harvesting these older rams removes foraging pressure, reduces
potential injuries for younger ram in their breeding prime during the rut.

The increase of sub-legal harvest the past few seasons is unacceptable. We must implement
education for sheep hunters. Lack of knowledge and misunderstanding how we impact sheep
herds are a large part of our current management problem. Social Media influence and
entitlement are terrible influences within our hunting community.

| see the best way to resolve this as education of all stakeholders. This requires funding. We are
long overdue for an increase in license and tag fees for ALL sheep hunters. A mandatory online
Dall sheep hunter orientation course, similar to the nonresident moose hunter orientation on
the hunt.alaska.gov website, for every resident, nonresident and guide would have a positive
influence in solving this problem. | also feel there should be a field day requirement where the
hunters can meet with the biologist and get hands on learning about not only judging, the
entire life cycle, impact on sheep from hunting, and taking of sub-legal and young rams.

The Full-Curl Identification Guide already exists on the ADF&G website.

| believe education is paramount to protecting our resources as well as our heritage and
opportunity to hunt. This said, fines may curtail some of the sub-legal harvest, however, |
believe they also increase the percentage of sub-legal rams taken that are not reported. |
suggest a “community service” penalty for first offenders 30-40 hours working with ADF&G. A
second offense results in loss of license and a substantial fine, third offense or failing to self-
report a sub legal ram loss of all hunting privileges for 5 years. Being caught hiding or altering a
ram loss of hunting privileges permanently for all big game.

The welfare of the state’s game populations is first. Implementing proposals to positively
maintain Dall sheep hunting opportunities rather completely closing the season should be the
goal.
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Consider Dall sheep regulations such as:
. The harvest of 1 ram every 4 years for both residents and nonresidents
. Shortening of the general season
. Placing a restriction on individuals that draw a sheep permit: if you draw a permit that is
your sheep hunt for the year. You are not allowed to hunt in any other area during that
regulatory year.
. Intensive predator control management.
. Creation of a Dall sheep working group in order to come up with the best path forward
to Dall sheep conservation.
. Please be mindful of the consequences of this proposal. Historically once we lose an

opportunity to hunt it is often permanently lost.

Thank you for your consideration and | hope we can move to implementing a positive change in
education, knowledge and continued opportunity for all Sheep hunters.

Sincerely,

Jeff Pralle

PC 259
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Proposal 205
Oppose
Board of Game Members:

Equally concerned about the blatant disregard of the Farewell airstrip, surrounding lands, resources, and
wildlife in general. The amount of trash, empty fuel drums and ATVs left at the taxiway and hidden in
the bushes that hunters leave behind is atrocious! | find it embarrassing as an Alaskan and a hunter.

| have been hearing about this from our former Wildlife Trooper Gibbons from Mcgrath for years. | have
flown over the area and can attest to the impact and mess left behind. | avoid the Farewell area during
hunting season for these reasons.

The length of the Farewell air strip, the many ATV trails that spider out from Farewell and its relatively
closeness to Anchorage make it a moose hunting magnet for residents and nonresidents alike to fly out
their ATVs and camping gear in large cargo planes for an easy moose hunt. The registration permit area
RM653 was created to get a more accurate grasp on the number of hunters and moose harvested within
the Farewell area.

Historically, users are made up of 55% residents and 45% nonresidents with the moose harvest being
about the same percentages of resident versus nonresidents. This past season saw 107 residents and 94
nonresidents, with 56 bulls harvested by residents and 50 by nonresidents, according to the Alaska
Department of Fish and Game (ADF&G). According to ADF&G the bull to cow ration is 30 to 100 in the
Farewell area currently. The bottom threshold for the area is 25 to 100. The mid 90s saw this threshold
breached and crash in the moose population occurred. In more remote inaccessible areas, the bull to
cow ratios is 60-80: 100 from the article Recovery of low bull: cow ratios of moose in interior Alaska by
Young and Boertje. To get the bull ratio to come back up, a cap needs to be put on the number of bulls
harvested within the registration area. That number, | have been told by ADF&G personnel is 60 bulls
per year. Limiting nonresidents to 20 draw permits per this proposal will not solve the problem.

A secondary concern is the several “large camps” in the registration hunt area that bring in several
hunters (friends, customers, employees, etc.) September 1-10 and then have a change out halfway
through the season and bring in another set of hunters September 11-20. These large camps resemble a
guiding and outfitting operation. There are only 2 state licensed outfitter/guides that are registered to
conduct big game commercial services in the hunt area.

Another area of concern, the number of sublegal bulls harvested per year. | was told by an ADF&G
wildlife trooper some years ago that 8 to 10 sublegal bulls are taken in the registration area every
season. This needs to be corrected.

PC 259
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| support Spencer-'s suggestion to:

“To bring the bull to cow ratio and bull moose harvest into the parameters deemed optimal by ADF&G
within the registration hunt area, | suggest establishing a moose draw permit for all user groups and
mirror the nonresident draw permits to the Unit 21E moose hunt regulations. Unit 21E states that
nonresident applicants may only apply for DM837 (nonguided only) or DM839 (guided only), but not
both. Second, meat must remain on the bones of the front quarters, hindquarters, and ribs until
removed from the field or it has been processed for human consumption. This is already a requirement
in 19C. Third, nonresident moose hunters must complete the Nonresident Moose Hunter Orientation
online at http://hunt.alaska.gov or must be accompanied in the field by an Alaska licensed guide. In
accordance with the recommended harvest of 60 bulls and the historical user group history of 55%
residents and 45% nonresidents within the hunt area, 40 tags to residents, 14 tags to nonguided
nonresidents and 6 tags to guided nonresidents.”

Summarized:

We have a “Pinch point” access issue

Creating more pressure than is desired

Lack of education resulting in sub-legal harvest

Lack of enforcement officers and subsequent abuse of State Land Use Regulations and Hunting Statutes

Lack of funding to resolve the above issues

Thank you for your time and dedication to this Board.

Sincerely,



Submitted by: Myles Purington
Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Homer, AK
Comment:

I am writing in support of proposals 154, 146, and 147. 1 am a skier and hiker in the Homer area and know several people
who have had their dogs caught in leg traps within close proximity of well-used public easements, roads and ski trails. In
our increasingly populated area, it seems a reasonable compromise for those engaged in trapping to keep their gear far
enough off of public trails to keep dogs from casually encountering it. With regard to proposal 154, posted signage would
help the public avoid unwanted interaction with traps.

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 146: Support Proposal 147: Support ~ Proposal 154: Support

Submitted by: Greta Pursley

Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Rainbow Valley, Indian, Alaska
Comment:

Proposal 98

I oppose Proposal 98. I live in Rainbow Valley with my husband who has been there for 52 years! Hunters even close to
the Valley present high safety concerns for all of our families living in the Valley and for the high amount of families with
children walking the trails on all sides of our valley. We have many small children who live and range throughout
Rainbow Valley all year. We have our pets who range within our boundaries. Our private community takes up about 80
acres and extends a whole mile all the way up one hillside to all the way up the other hillside- there is no room for
hunting. Although hunters are supposed to stay away from buildings, our buildings have been integrated into the natural
looks of the valley, our houses are very difficult to see and covered in trees and bushes, and hunters won’t be able to spot
where families and children may be living. There are no lawns and such to mark where people live; we are integrated into
the very nature of our Valley! Any hunt would have to take place all the way up at the top of the ridge to be far enough
away from our properties and even there we have all the tourists hiking over ridges in all seasons. This is not a Valley
where families can be kept safe and separated from hunting areas, because there is no area where children and families
from both inside and outside the Valley are not in danger from a stray bullet or arrow!

Please do not allow this to happen! Our children are the future of Alaska; imagine what a terrible thing it would be to have
them shot by fellow Alaskans by mistake! We all know the caliber and the range necessary for hunting would carry
bullets or arrows past their targets and endanger humans in this area. We also all know that once you allow hunting in an
area, you cannot protect us from the individual hunters who may or may not follow boundary rules. We don’t even have
the option of immediate assistance should an emergency occur, since last time we had an emergency there was a lag time



of 5 hours due to having only one or two policemen for the whole Seward Highway; and ambulances cannot easily
negotiate our roads in the hunting seasons. There simply is NO place where hunters can be in Rainbow Valley or even
close by that won’t jeopardize public safety, because there are so many people and so many families and buildings. Even
below the Valley private holding is an area that is frequented in every season by children and families who walk the
McHugh to Johnson Trails. You absolutely cannot guarantee our safety if this proposal goes through. Please, I beg of you,
do not let the thought of making more money from hunting groups allow you to endanger families and children of Alaska!

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 98: Oppose




Submitted by: John Pursley
Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Indian, Ak
Comment:

I strongly oppose Proposal #98

I have been a resident in Rainbow Valley for 52 years. Of all the homes in our community, our home is the nearest to the
Seward Hwy. Because of this location, we have seen more people trespassing wanting to hunt sheep, moose, and bear
over the years than most of our neighbors. Our community’s private property stretches one mile East to West from up one
hill side to up the other. Our homes are located throughout this area.

Several homes have children.

No one from outside the community would know where our private property boundaries are. Hunters would likely
trespass attempting to reach the upper elevations above our property and have no idea where the homes are.

PLEASE do not include our little valley in your plans to open any hunting, most importantly bear hunting because of the
caliber and range of the guns used for bear!

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 98: Oppose

I have been a resident in Rainbow Valley for 52 years. Of all the homes in our community, our home is the nearest to the
Seward Hwy. Because of this location, we have seen more people trespassing wanting to hunt sheep, moose, and bear
over the years than most of our neighbors. Our community’s private property stretches one mile East to West from up one
hill side to the other. Our homes are located throughout this area.

Several homes have children.

No one from outside the community would know where our private property boundaries are. Hunters would likely
trespass attempting to reach the upper elevations above our property and have no idea where the homes are.

PLEASE do not include our little valley in your plans to open any hunting, most importantly bear hunting because of the
caliber and range of the guns used for bear!




Submitted by: Kai Pyle

Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Kodiak, Alaska
Comment:

I oppose proposal 74. This proposal seeks primarily to stem potential waste by deer hunters that bone out deer meat before
returning to a commercially operated vessels that afford commercial boat-based lodging and transport services
specifically tailored to facilitate unguided deer hunting. Although the proposal targets potential waste by this group of
hunters, if approved, it would affect all deer hunters in GMU 8. Requiring all deer hunters to pack deer meat out bone-in
till they return from the field is unnecessary and discriminatory. Boning out meat in the field, when done properly, does
not yield wasted meat. The requirement to pack out meat bone-in would unfairly discriminate against most deer hunters,
residents, and non-residents alike, who hunt the backcountry. If solo hunters are required to leave meat bone-in then, in
many cases, they would need multiple trips to pack the meat out of the field because they could not handle the heavy load
of a big deer, up to 80-120 pounds, in one trip. Hunters who attempt to pack out a heavy load of bone-in meat would deal
with increased safety hazard as they attempted to pack the heavy load out of the field from the kill site over often wet
mountainous brushy terrain. On the other hand, hunters who decide to pack the bone-in deer in two trips would encounter
a much higher risk of conflict potential with brown bear that homed in on the kill site while the hunter was away on the
first pack trip. Not only would safety hazard for the hunter, but also for the bear. This is because, outside of towns, most
of the Defense of Life and Property bear kills in the Kodiak area outside of towns, involve conflict with deer hunters after
harvest action has occurred. Finally, approval of this proposal would be especially ironic and paradoxical in Kodiak
where, by regulation, the state does not require recreational sport hunters of brown bear to pack any of the bear meat from
the field. Wanton waste concern?

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 74: Oppose




Submitted by: Cecelia Quinn

Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Homer, AK
Comment:

I am writing in support of proposals 145-154.

I support the 1/4 mile hunting/trapping buffers from the new wildlife crossings on the upcoming Cooper Landing bypass.
It's not ethical to funnel animals to a crossing, where they are then killed!!!

In Homer, proposals 146 asks for 100 yard setbacks for trapping on some trails in Kachemak Bay State Park. Proposal
147 asks for 100 yard setbacks on some ski trails in the Homer area. I support both of these, especially since my dog and 3
neighbor dogs have been caught in traps.

I also support proposals 148 through 153, requesting 100 yard setbacks in other Kenai Peninsula recreational areas and
trails.

And I emphatically support proposal 154 which requests signage where active trapping is occurring. Honestly, that is a no
brainer! A dog owner who doesn't know anything about traps, could call the trapper to ask how to release a caught pet.
And it just seems like a basic safety issue to let people know loud and clear that there's trapping going on in the area.

Please, please vote to support these proposals to allow trappers and recreational users to exist on the same trails.
Thank you for your consideration.
Cecelia Quinn

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 145: Support Proposal 146: Support Proposal 147: Support Proposal 148: Support Proposal 149: Support
Proposal 150: Support Proposal 151: Support Proposal 152: Support Proposal 153: Support Proposal 154: Support
Proposal 155: Support Proposal 156: Support Proposal 160: Support Proposal 162: Oppose

I am writing in support of proposals 146 and 147, which address 100 yard setbacks for trapping on certain high use trails
in the Homer area. I know of 11 dogs that have been trapped in the last 2 years close to nearby trails, including my own
dog, and a friend's dog . Her dog was trapped within 100 yards of her property and was left in a snare trap for 3 days.
Although these setbacks would not help me where [ walk my dog, it is a start to addressing safety on multi use trails. I
will never forget the harrowing screams my dog let out when she was trapped about 30 feet off the trail we were walking,
and there is no leash law where we are walking. I live in an area that has low population density, which makes it perfect
for dogs to be able to stretch there legs off leash.....except for the trapping danger.

Of the 11 dogs trapped, 4 were trapped by the same trapper, who has agreed that 100 yards setbacks are necessary due to
more and more people using the trails for recreation.

Please vote to support these proposals to allow trappers and recreational users to exist on the same trails.
Thank you for your consideration.

Cecelia Quinn



I oppose proposal 162. Forty years ago we often saw ptarmigan around our house in the winter. Then about 30 years ago
we stopped seeing ANY in our area until a few years ago, like 2021-2022.

In 2015 ADF&G shortened the hunting season on ptarmigan, and it took 5 years before we saw them again. This year we
haven't seen any ptarmigan. Pleased not approve this proposal to lengthen the hunting season again.

Thank you.

I support proposals 155,156, and 160 regarding beavers management.




Submitted by: Paul & Laurie Radzinski

Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Cooper Landing, Alaska

Comment:

Regarding Proposals #145, #146, #147, #148, #149, #150, #151, #152, #153, #154

As Cooper Landing landowners since 1992 and full time residents since 2015 we strongly support the above identified
proposals.

We reside towards the end of Bean Creek road in Cooper Landing which gives us direct access to Bean Creek Trail and
Resurrection Trail. We regularly use most of the trails located in the Cooper Landing area including Russian River trail,
Slaughter Ridge road, Snug Harbor road, Quartz Creek road and associated trails and most associated campsites and
beaches. We use these trails and roads all year for hiking, biking, skiing, snowmachining, snowshoeing, hunting and
fishing. We usually take our dog and often friends and family on these excursions. Our trails and recreation areas in
Cooper Landing are heavily used all year around. Recreation in Cooper Landing drives our economy. I nearly always run
into people on the trails even in the winter. All the people I recreate with and run into on the trail systems all unanimously
agree with some type of setback for trapping on these heavily used systems.

Dogs have been caught in the past in traps and will continue to be caught. Many children recreate with their parents on
these outings and it is only a matter of time before the unthinkable happens. For me, 100 feet is only about 40 steps. I do
not understand why such a small effort can not be made by the trapping community in order to reduce the danger and pain
that unethical trapping exposes to children and pets and to promote good community common ground.

A significant majority of the residents of Cooper Landing and those that recreate here are in agreement with some type of
trapping setback. No one wants to ban trapping. The community only wants common sense rules that protect and serve all
the people that use these resources.

Please support the above mentioned proposals.
Regards,

Paul and Laurie Radzinski

Cooper Landing, Alaska

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 145: Support Proposal 146: Support Proposal 147: Support Proposal 148: Support Proposal 149: Support
Proposal 150: Support Proposal 151: Support Proposal 152: Support Proposal 153: Support Proposal 154: Support




To: ADF&G Boards Support Section =/

Attn: Board of Game Comments
From: Jeremiah Drage, President, Rainbow Valley Homeowners Association (RVHA)

Re: 2022/2023 Board of Game Proposal #98 - Open a hunt for brown bear in Rainbow Creek Drainage/Unit
14C

Proposal 98 states that the Board of Game (BOG) considered a black bear hunt in Rainbow Creek Drainage at their
last cycle of meetings. The Rainbow Valley Homeowners Association (RVHA), representing 160 acres of private
property and households within the Rainbow Creek Drainage, was unaware of those considerations at that time.

Now that RVHA has had an opportunity to review Proposal 98, we are opposed to the 2022/2023 Board of Game
Proposal 98 and urge that there not be a brown bear hunt in Rainbow Creek Drainage/ Unit 14C for the following
reasons:

1. With our homes scattered over 160 wooded acres in the center of the Rainbow Creek Drainage, hunters
would be unable to easily measure a half mile distance from our homes, even if they could find each home.

2. To attempt to find each home and begin measuring a half-mile distance, hunters would likely need to
trespass on our private property, which would be a violation of our property rights, and could lead to
confusion and unnecessary confrontations between homeowners and hunters.

3. We will not allow hunters to cross our property to scout game, pack meat, or to pursue a wounded bear.

4. A wounded bear would pose an unacceptable danger to our families.

5. If we knew there was a wounded bear, we would contact the appropriate department at Fish and Game to
track the animal. Upon hearing gun shots, we would, of course, have no way of knowing if a wounded bear
was running among our homes. Living with this level of uncertainty is unacceptable.

6. High caliber rifle bullets can travel considerably farther than a half mile; and would pose an unacceptable
danger to our families. There would be little, if any, terrain in the valley far enough from our homes for us
to be safe from stray bullets.

We also would like to call your attention to the management of Chugach State Park lands, adjacent to our
community, which prohibits the discharge of firearms within the Rainbow Creek Drainage (11 AAC 12.190).
This area is easily accessed and well used by the public year-round for recreation. In addition, we note that the
park was established by the legislature in part to “provide areas for the public display of local wildlife” (AS
41.21.121).

Our community has peacefully co-existed with bears for many years. Some of us hunt and we all know that
hunting is part of Alaska’s history and culture. However, we are opposed to the 2022/2023 Board of Game
Proposal 98 and urge that there not be a brown bear hunt in Rainbow Creek Drainage/ Unit 14C.

Respectfully,

Jeremiah Drage
President- RVHA



Submitted by: Cindy Ranta
Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Seward, AK
Comment:

Attached

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 145: Support Proposal 149: Support Proposal 150: Support Proposal 151: Support Proposal 152: Support
Proposal 153: Support Proposal 154: Support




=t ) PC267

¢

Comments for trapping setbacks, South Central AK

Proposal 145 - Support

| strongly support this proposal to achieve intended results of the wildlife corridor. The
under/over passes would be a complete waste of resources otherwise.

Proposal 149 — Support

Agreed, large traps should have a setback of 100 yards from campgrounds, to ensure safety of
all users.

Proposal 150 — Support

Agreed, large traps should have a setback of 100 yards from listed roads and pullouts, to ensure
safety of all users.

Proposal 151 — Support

Agreed, large traps should have a setback of 100 yards from all listed pullouts, access points,
and winter trails, to ensure safety of all users.

Proposal 152 — Support

Agreed, large traps should have a setback of 100 yards on listed multi use trails, to ensure
safety of all users.

Proposal 153 — Support

Agreed, large traps should have a setback of 100 yards from the Kenai Lake Bench and Beaches,
to ensure safety of all users.

Proposal 154 — Support

| strongly support this proposal to have posted signage at all active trapping access points. This
will make all users aware of the activity and will ensure safety of all users.



Submitted by: Kathryn Recken

Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Cooper Landing, AK
Comment:

I support proposals #145 through 156 that request trapping setbacks, signage and other regulations along trails and in
areas with high recreation and public use in the Cooper Landing and Kenai Peninsula areas.

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 145: Support Proposal 146: Support Proposal 147:
Support Proposal 148: Support Proposal 149: Support Proposal 150: Support Proposal 151: Support Proposal 152:
Support Proposal 153: Support Proposal 154: Support Proposal 155: Support Proposal 156: Support

Submitted by: Donald Rees

Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Anchorage, Alaska
Comment:

I fully “support” Proposal 145 which will close areas to hunting and trapping within 1/4 mile of parts of the Sterling
Highway in Units 7 and 15.

I support this proposal because:

1) the new wildlife crossings along with proposed fencing on the Sterling Highway Cooper Landing bypass will act as
bottlenecks for wildlife moving across the highway corridor and funnel wildlife to these crossings resulting in potentially
disproportionate harmful unintended consequences.

2) the Sterling Highway Cooper Landing bypass will construct approximately 15 miles of new road and open many acres
to public access in an area that has many wildlife travel corridors and many acres of wildlife habitat. Putting restrictions
on hunting and trapping in these newly opened areas where wildlife will potentially be concentrated only makes common
sense.

Thank you for considering my input.

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 145: Support
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| support the following proposal(s) that have been submitted by the Cooper Landing Safe [rats
Committee to the Alaska Board of Game to reduce conflicts with trappers and increase safety
among the rising number of mulfi-use groups in Game Unit 7 (the Cooper Landing area). |
believe the proposed are reasonable setbacks to maintain safe recreation fcr trait users and
their pets.

There are muitiple proposals for trap setbacks or trap signage in the Cooper Landfng area.
Please select the proposals that you are in support of (select all that apply).

If there is more than one person in your household, please have each person stbmit their
comments separately. You can copy this, or contact cooperfandmgsafetrads@gmarf com for
extra forms.

# 145 Wildlife Crossings: ¥ mile hunting and trapping buffers from mouths of new highway
wildlife crossings on the upcoming Cooper Landing bypass '
#149 Campgrounds: Establish 1} a 100-yard trapping setback along the perimeter of the Quartz

Creek, Crescent Creek, Russian River, and Cooper Creek {(North and South) campgrounds, AND

2) a 50-yard trapping setback for traps with an inside spread of 5 inches or less, that are set at
least 4 feet above the ground or snow level, and size 3 leghaold marten traps set in boxes.

# 150 Roads and pullouts: Establish 1) a 100-yard trapping setback along both sides of roads
and all sides of the the pullouts listed: Quartz Creek Road, East Quartz Creek and Williams
Road, Old Sterting Highway, Snug Harbor Road, Bean Cresk Road, Russian Gap Road, and all
pullouts along the Sterling Highway. AND 2) a 50-yard trapping setback for traps with an inside
spread of 5 inches or less, that are set at least 4 feet above the ground or snow level, and size 3
teghold marten {raps set in boxes.

_@%/ #151 Summit Recreation: Establish trapping setbacks along the perimeter of all highway
pullouts, backcountry access points, and winter trails in the Japan Woods area, Tenderfoot
Campground ski area, Pari-N-Poke area, and Manitoba Mountain.
#152 Trails: Establish 1) a 100-yard trapping setback along both sides of the trails and all sides
of the following trailheads: Crescent Creek Trail, Lower Russian Lake Trail, Bean Creek Trall,
Russian Gap TrailfHistoric Quartz Creek Trail, Resutrection Trail (South End), West Juneau
Bench Trail, Devil's Pass Ski Loops, and Stetson Creek Parking area and Trail, AND 2} a 50-yard
trapping setback for traps with an inside spread of 5 inches or less, that are set at least 4 feet
above the ground or snow level, and size 3 leghold marten fraps set in boxes.
#153 Beaches: Establish 1)-a 100-yard trapping setback from the mean high-water mark along
the north and south side beaches of Kenai Lake, AND 2} a 50-yard frapping setback for traps with
an inside spread of 5 inches or less, that are set at least 4 feet above the ground or snow level,
and size 3 leghold marten traps set in boxes.
# 154 Signage: Establishing mandatory signs posted at all access points of active trapping in the
Game Unit 7 area to reduce conflicts with trappers and increase safety among the rising number
of muliti-use groups. '

Other areas setback proposals:

#146 Trails in Kachemak Bay State Park: Establish 100 yard trapping setback from the
Diamond Creek Trail, the Grewingk Saddie Trail.
#147 Ski Trails in Homer: Establish 100 yard setback from the Snowmad Trails and the
Kachemak Nordic Ski Club Trails

ﬁy# 148 Seward Trafls: Establish a 100 yard trapping setback from fraiis in Seward.
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Submitted by: Alison Rein
Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Seldovia
Comment:

Proposals 145-155: I support the creation of set-back from all access points, trails-and recreation areas mentioned in these
10 proposals, and posting signs where traps have been set so other users of the land are informed of the hazards present

Traps present significant hazards to recreationist and their pets and the presence of baited traps is not compatible with
other public uses of the land. [ would encourage the board of game to establish state-wide standards regarding trapping
set-backs instead of this piecemeal approach to limiting places where traps can be set.

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 145: Support Proposal 146: Support Proposal 147: Support Proposal 148: Support Proposal 149: Support
Proposal 150: Support Proposal 151: Support Proposal 152: Support Proposal 153: Support Proposal 154: Support
Proposal 155: Support
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o ik PO Box 60093, Fairbanks, Alaska 99706 (907) 371-7436

email info@residenthuntersofalaska.org web www.residenthuntersofalaska.org

February 28, 2023
Comments to Alaska Board of Game
Region II Southcentral Meeting
March 17-22, 2023

Proposals we support: 58, 61 as amended, 71, 72, 77 as amended, 78, 79, 82,
90-102, 119-126 as amended, 204 as amended

Proposals we oppose: 73, 104, 134-142, 145-154

Proposal 61 - 5AAC 85.030 Hunting seasons and bag limits for deer
Lower the resident and nonresident general season bag limit for deer in Unit 6

SUPPORT AS AMENDED to lower nonresident bag limit only

Recent federal proposals to curtail non-federally qualified deer hunting in Southeast Alaska
have been a concern and the board recently lowered the bag limit for deer for all
nonresidents in Units 1-4.

We agree with the proponent of this proposal that there should be a reduction in bag limit
for all nonresident deer hunters, but we oppose any reductions in the resident bag limit.

Unit 6 — Deer
Nonresidents — 2 Deer total

Bucks Aug 1 - Sept 30
Any deer Oct 1 - Dec 31

Proposal 77 - 5AAC 92.061 Special provisions for brown bear drawing permit
hunts

Eliminate brown bear permits the following season, when a female bear is taken in
Kodiak bear management units 8-16 on Kodiak Island.

SUPPORT AS AMENDED

Thank you to the Kodiak Advisory Committee for relating concerns for the brown bear
population in the southwest portion of Kodiak Island.

As stated in the proposal, past RY94-RY06 regulations addressed these same conservation
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concerns with penalties for the taking of any sow with a skull size under 9 inches wide and
15 inches long by nonresident guided hunters in these same southwest portions of Kodiak
Island. Sows harvested that did not meet the minimum skull size requirements resulted in a
loss of a permit the following regulatory year in the permit area where the sow was taken.

The Kodiak Archipelago Bear Conservation and Management Plan, in Appendix T, references
survival of adult sows in the same southwest portion of the island with these comments (our
emphasis: “Survival of adult female brown bears on Kodiak Island is high even though they
are a component of a hunted population. This is a result of protection they are
afforded when accompanied by offspring, by having minimum skull size
restrictions in some permit areas, and by having generally lower trophy value
(small size) compared to males.”

We are not sure why the past minimum sow skull size regulation for nonresident guided
hunters in the southwestern portions of Unit 8 was rescinded, nor why it has taken so long
to come forward again after management reports of declines in these areas.

The Department comments on this proposal state that, “Although the effect and success of
these female skull size restrictions is difficult to assess, it was widely believed this prior
regulation (RY94-RY06) had a positive effect on the population.”

Again, the past regulation that had a minimum skull size for sows taken by nonresident
guided hunters only in these areas was “widely believed” to have had a positive effect on
the bear population. We see no reason to expand this minimum sow skull size requirement
across the board for both residents, and nonresident guided hunters, when nonresident
guided hunters currently receive such a high allocation of permits and when by all measures
limiting it to nonresident guided hunters only had such a positive effect in the past.

We therefore support this proposal as amended to revert back to the same past skull size
minimum requirements for sows taken by nonresident guided hunters in bear management
units 8-16, but want to stress that we oppose minimum sow skull size restrictions
and penalties for resident hunters in these areas.

Unit 8 — Nonresidents and Nonresident Aliens Hunting with an Alaska-licensed
Guide

One bear every four regulatory years, except that in the Deadman Bay, Dog
Salmon River, South Olga Lakes, Red Lake, Frazer Lake, Karluk Lake, Halibut Bay,
Sturgeon River, and North Karluk River permit hunt areas, for each female bear
with a skull length (posterior sagittal crest to center of upper incisors) of less than
15 inches or with a skull width (zygomatic breadth) of less than nine inches
harvested in a regulatory year by a guided nonresident hunter, one permit will be
deducted from the next regulatory year’s nonresident allocation for the area in
which that bear was taken.

Proposals 78 - 5AAC 92.061 Special provisions for brown bear drawing permit
hunts

Require all hunters to apply for Unit 8 brown bear drawing permits, remove the
loophole that allows nonresidents to skip the permit process
2|Page
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SUPPORT

Resident Hunters of Alaska submitted a similar proposal at the 2022 Statewide meeting to
address the issue of nonresident guided hunters not being required to go through the draw
permit lottery process for hunts on USFWS Refuge lands as residents are required to do.

We were advised that this needs to be a regional proposal specifically for Unit 8 during a
Region II meeting, so we have resubmitted it to pertain specifically to Unit 8.

The continuation by the board to allow nonresident hunters to completely skirt the draw
permit process as outlined in our proposal is highly troubling. No state should ever allow
nonresident hunters to have a preference over resident hunters, but that’s exactly what this
loophole in regulation does. The evidence is clear that:

¢ Nonresident guided hunters for Kodiak brown bear don‘t have to go through a draw
permit lottery process, pay the required application fee, or are under the
requirement that their names be made public

e Nonresident guided hunters can hunt every year if they make a deal with a guide to
pay a certain amount of money

e DB 100 series of nonresident guided-only “draw” permits are actually allocated to the
guide with the exclusive guiding rights within Kodiak National Wildlife Refuge for that
permit area to do with as the guide wishes. This is corroborated by statements from
Kodiak guides, such as: "Sometimes we take permits off the table.” A guide can’t
“take permits off the table” if those permits aren’t allocated to him or her.

All hunters should be required for all draw hunts to go through the lottery draw permit
process. Money and influence should not allow one group to have a better chance (let alone
a 100% chance) at drawing a permit.

Proposal 79 - 5AAC 92.061 Special provisions for brown bear drawing permit
hunts

Transfer undersubscribed nonresident brown bear permits for Unit 8 to the
resident allocation

SUPPORT

At previous meetings, Kodiak guides have stated that for various reasons they will
sometimes “take permits off the table” that are allocated to their specific guide concession
area. Statements like that prove that these permits are actually allocated to the guide with
the exclusive concession area for these permits. The Department allocates permits based on
brown bear population information and the number of bears they believe can be sustainably
harvested. For any nonresident permits not utilized, those permits for that area should be
available to a resident hunter the following year.

Proposasls 90-96 - 5AAC 85.015 Hunting seasons and bag limits for black bear
5AAC 92.530 Management Areas
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SUPPORT

Proposals 90-96 all ask for new black bear hunts or to include archery as an allowed
methods and means to current weapons-restricted black bear hunts. The Department
supports all of these proposals to allow additional black bear hunting opportunities and has
no conservation concerns for any additional harvest.

Proposasls 97-100 - 5AAC 85.020 Hunting seasons and bag limits for brown bear
5AAC 92.530 Management Areas

SUPPORT

Proposals 97-100 all ask for new brown bear weapons-restricted or archery-only hunts. The
Department supports all of these proposals to allow additional brown bear hunting
opportunity in these areas and has no conservation concerns with any additional harvests.

Proposals 119-126 - 5AAC 85.045 Hunting seasons and bag limits for moose
Create new archery only moose hunts in Unit 15C

Support as amended for residents only

We support the creation of new early season archery-only moose hunts for resident moose
hunters when there are no conservation concerns with this additional moose hunting
opportunity and when this additional opportunity will not lead to closures or loss of
opportunity for general season moose hunts.

We oppose any additional nonresident moose hunting opportunity in Unit 15C.

Proposals 134-142 - 5AAC 85.020 Hunting seasons and bag limits for brown bear

OPPOSE
Extend brown bear seasons in Units 7 and/or 15

We cannot support extending brown bear seasons in these units due to Department
concerns that increased harvest in the spring will result in closures for the general fall
season. If the board should pass any of these proposals, we request that they apply to
residents only.

Proposal 204 - 5AAC 85.055 Hunting seasons and bag limits for Dall sheep

Close resident and nonresident hunting for Dall sheep in Unit 19C for five years

4| Page
Resident Hunters of Alaska Comments
Alaska Board of Game Southcentral Meeting
March 17-22, 2023



(58 pc2r2
L

SUPPORT AS AMENDED to close only nonresident Dall sheep hunting

Resident Hunters of Alaska has been submitting proposals for several cycles, including out-
of-cycle Agenda Change Requests (ACR), expressing conservation concerns for the 19C
sheep population with continued allowance of unlimited nonresident sheep hunting
opportunity.

We submitted an ACR (ACR #12) for the 2022 ACR meeting to limit nonresident sheep
hunting in 19C to draw-only permits based on conservation concerns for the sheep
population and fears that residents would lose general sheep hunting opportunities if
nonresidents were not limited. ACR 12 would have been - if accepted at the 2022 ACR
meeting - a proposal for this 2023 Southcentral meeting, but the board said it did not meet
the criteria for conservation concerns and voted it down. Just after the board voted our ACR
12 down, based on it not meeting the criteria for conservation concerns, the board
voted to accept a board-generated proposal to close all sheep hunting in 19C for five years
based on conservation concerns!

It is clear that the board did not follow its own policies as to ACR acceptance by
voting down RHAK ACR 12, and purposely prevented another alternative to a
complete sheep hunting closure in Unit 19C from being before the public.

The board has known for some time that the sheep population in Unit 19C was declining,
and every proposal RHAK submitted previously asked to limit nonresident sheep hunters in
19C to draw permits only with a limited allocation in order to conserve the sheep population
and ensure that resident general sheep hunting opportunity would continue. But the board
consistently refused to limit nonresident sheep hunters.

The board now wants to close all sheep hunting in Unit 19C for everyone after years of
refusing to limit the nonresident component that has been taking the vast majority of a
declining sheep population. This is exactly what resident hunters have long feared but were
told consistently would not happen.

All nonresident sheep hunting in 19C should be closed until the sheep population rebounds,
and if it rebounds and nonresident sheep hunting opportunity can be reinstated, it should be
strictly limited to draw-only permits with a limited allocation. Under no circumstances
should this proposal pass as written! If this proposal should pass, there needs to be
stipulations that when sheep hunting opens again, all nhonresident sheep hunters in 19C are
put on draw-only permits with a very limited allocation.

Thank you to Board of Game members for your service, and as always thank you to Board
Support and Agency staff!

Resident Hunters of Alaska (RHAK)
www.residenthuntersofalaska.org
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Cooper Landing, AK Trap Setbacks

I support the following proposal(s) that have been submitted by the Cooper Landing Safe Trails
Committee to the Alaska Board of Game to reduce conflicts with trappers and increase safety
among the rising number of multi-use groups in Game Unit 7 {the Cooper Landing area). |
believe the proposed are reasonable setbacks to maintain safe recreation for trail users and
their pets.

There are multiple proposals for trap setbacks or trap signage in the Cooper Landing area.
Please select the proposals that you are in support of (select all that apply).

If there is more than one person in your household, please have each person submit their
comments separately. You can copy this, or contact cooperlandingsafetrails@gmail.com for

extra forms.
. /
j - M '/ / 6 &

L7 # 145 wildlife Crossingz%miie hunting and trapping buffers from mouths of new highway
wildiife crossings on the ufcoming Cooper Landing bypass

[J #149 Campgrounds: Establish 1) & 100-yard trapping setback along the perimeter of the Quartz
Creek, Crescent Creek, Russian River, and Cooper Creek {(North and South) campgrounds, AND
2) a 50-yard trapping setback for traps with an inside spread of 5 inches or less, that are set at
least 4 feet above the ground ar snow level, and size 3 leghold marten traps set in boxes.

[} # 150 Roads and pullouts: Establish 1) a 100-yard trapping setback along both sides of roads
and all sides of the the pullouts listed: Quartz Creek Road, East Quartz Creek and Williams
Road, Oid Sterling Highway, Snug Harbor Road, Bean Creek Road, Russian Gap Road, and all
pullouts along the Sterling Highway. AN 23 a 50-yard trapping setback for traps with an inside
spread of 5 inches or less, that are set at least 4 feet above the ground or snow fevel, and size 3
leghold marten traps sef in boxes. '

[} #151 Summit Recreation: Establish trapping setbacks along the perimeter of all highway
pullouts, backcountry access points, and winter trails in the Japan Woods area, Tenderfoot
Campground ski area, Park-N-Poke area, and Manitoba Mountain,

(]} #152 Trails: Establish 1) a 100-yard trapping setback along both sides of the trails and all sides
of the following trailheads: Crescent Creek Trail, Lower Russian Lake Trail, Bean Creek Trail,
Russian Gap Trail/Histeric Quartz Creek Trail, Resurrection Trail (South End), West Juneau
Bench Trail, Devil's Pass Ski L.oops, and Stetson Creek Parking area and Trail, AND 2} a 50-yard
trapping setback for traps with an inside spread of 5 inches or less, that are set af least 4 feet
above the ground or snow level, and size 3 teghold marten traps set in boxes.

{3 #153 Beaches: Establish 1) a 100-yard trapping setback from the mean high-water mark along
the north and south side beaches of Kenai Lake, AND 2} a 50-yard trapping setback for traps with
an inside spread of § inches or less, that are set at least 4 feet above the ground or show level,
and size 3 leghold marten traps set in boxes.

] #154 Signage: Establishing mandatory signs posted at all access points of active trapping in the
Game Unit 7 area to reduce conflicts with trappers and increase safety among the rising number
of multi-use groups.

Other areas setback proposals:

[JJ #146 Trails in Kachemak Bay State Park: Establish 100 yard trapping setback from the
Diamond Creek Trail, the Grewingk Saddle Trail.

() #147 Ski Trails in Homer: Establish 100 yard setback from the Snowmad Trails and the
Kachemak Nordic Ski Club Trails

[(] # 148 Seward Trails: Establish a 100 yard trapping setback from trails in Seward.



Comments: -,.;E;‘-- PC273
‘7/{7(74?(/ -1 rcz.@‘@}/?ﬁ (S an Mf“a/?z‘ wie) _ —
& C’&L/ 179, }/:/z"cr//‘&c: {rr?ﬁ/ﬁ ¢ /m apM 4 ﬁow /%«9
reTy

yoad x)/ LS m(d‘ 7‘1‘/& Few Vez/%z/ﬂ/ 7] S
brpe v &Joma e hrehurys G, /“‘h/f?,z/
g\/p’/éc"MJa Pm T }::;Jmo ol f_’como?ym@a/
/f'fff“’éw/é, %m sy om/u end e with
‘6‘{'1» D«OQ (/Ic&'f SY %be 4?‘{7 (w(’,s(’g avi ‘ﬁL/OU*/
be a 141 i ot |~ W//r‘fp yeyim e
/\mu»l/)”{ YR/ IN2 D:cﬁ AT ”]"wm(‘_,ﬁ ouf)@(

Ao ppid /67 m,»f ()7[-ﬂ the _yood Cﬁocawf
ma/ﬂc [\//oo\ O -tmﬂpep

(feel free to add exira pages of comments)

_ Printed Name (First and last)*: ((j P; r’s mCKJ{Q > Rt 7? /k/ v, $es ‘d‘% /'

Organization (if any) Vo V] - /
Signature™: C /(/» Q} @ ///‘L/{

Email*:

Street Address.

City*: @rﬁ“ﬁy’ Mr\a{) - _State*:. éd Zip code: 975 72 _

*hdicates it must be filled in to be accepted.



asbartholomew
stamp2


Submitted by: Janet Rhodes
Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Temecula, CA
Comment:

I support proposals 145-154. Thanks.

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 145: Support Proposal 146: Support Proposal 147: Support Proposal 148: Support Proposal 149: Support
Proposal 150: Support Proposal 151: Support Proposal 152: Support Proposal 153: Support Proposal 154: Support

Submitted by: Antonio Ricciardi

Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Homer, Alaska

Comment:

We need protections in place to keep our pets safe from heartless traps set in areas where
people and pets frequent.

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 146: Support Proposal 147: Support




Submitted by: Matt Rima

Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Cooper landing, ak
Comment:

Nobody wants to see a dog in a trap

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 145: Support Proposal 154: Support

Submitted by: Doug Robbins
Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Anchorage, AK
Comment:

I am writing in support of Southcentral Proposal #145, to establish a 1/4 mile hunting and trapping set-backing from the
Sterling Highway in units 7 and 15.

The Sterling Highway is a busy major roadway providing the only vehicle access to the lower Kenai Peninsula. Travelers
need to be able to safely take a break from driving, take a short walk and relieve themselves or their pets. With current
regulations, it is a matter of time before a needless tragedy. Hunting and trapping within 1/4 mile of the highway is a
public hazard and should be prohibited.

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 145: Support




Submitted by: Francie Roberts
Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Homer, AK
Comment:

I support both Proposition 146 and 147. As the lower Kenai Peninsula has grown and become a destination for both winter
and summer tourism, trails need to be a safe corridor for people and animals traveling through the back country. There is
plenty of land available for trapping with these proposed corridors protected.

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition for proposals using
the online comment submission form. This information allows Board Support staff to develop an index for the meeting and
is included below as a courtesy:

Proposal 146: Support Proposal 147: Support

Submitted by: Jeanne Roche
Organization Name:

Community of Residence: Homer, Alaska
Comment:

I support both Proposal #146 and Proposal #147. There are so many more people using Homer recreation trails during
trapping season, and this is only expected to increase. Due to numerous incidents, it is now time to implement a 100 yard
setback on all the trails indicated in both of the above Proposals to make the trails safer for all users.

Note: Respondents were allowed to participate in an optional survey to indicate support or opposition f