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Easterw Interinr Alasks Subsistence Reglonal Advisery Councll
¢ie LLA, Fish & Wildlfe Service
1617 Fast Tudor Road MK 121
Anchorags, Alaska 99503
Phone: (H7) TR7-3883, Fax: {907) 786-3494
Toll Free: 1-88478-145¢0

March 2, 2012

My, CHEY Judbins, Chalrman Alaska Board of Game
Board of Game

Alaska Departoaent of Fish and Game

PO Box 1158526

Jupesu, Alaska

Trear My, hudldns:

ubsistence Reginnal Advisory Counctl {Counctly mst February 20-March
s, Aluska, The Council took public testimnny and addressed various
subsistence relared management issoes and s supporting Alaska State Board of Game Proposals
237228, 228, 230, and 231,

The Eastern E:zif;;f - A4

1,202 w0 %

The Council 18 concerned about the effocts of predation by wolves and bears to subsistence use
of monse and caribou in these regions. Incressed persistence of prodators n these uniis s a
problerm that needs (o be resolved, Initiating predator oo :zim% measures would he helptul to boast
wildlife populations in these aress. Without these predator control measures, resoumoe managers
may not bave alf of the tools necessary 10 address impacts ou mwose und carthou by pradation.
As aresult, there will increasingly be fewer moose and caribou avatlsble for harvest by
subsistence psers in the rogion,

Thank vou for the opportanity for this Counell 1o assist the Depariment {0 meet its charge of
protecting the reacurces and the opportunity o comment ou the Departoents proposals. We look
forward for continuing discussions sboui the issues and concerns of suhsistonce users of the
Fastere Interior Begion. I vou have gusestions about this correspondence, please contact me via
Melinda Hernandes, Regional Council Unordinator, with the Of8ce of Subsistence Management
al P-HO0-478-1456 or {BO7) TEO-3HES.
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Western Interioy Alaska Subsistence Beglonal Advisery Council
vin U5, Fish & Wildie Service
101 East Tudor Road M5 121
Anchorage, Alaska 99383
Phone: (987 787-3888, Fax: {967} 786-38%2
Toll Free: -800-478-14588

March 2, 2012

My, CHE Judking, Chatrrnan Alaska Boand of Game
Board of Game

Alaska Department of Fish and Game

PO Box 11535326

Joneau, Alaska

Drear My, Judking:

The Western Interior Subuistence Regional Advisory Counedd {0
2612 in MoeGrath, Alaskas. The Council took public testimony and addressed various subsistence
refated management ssues and addressed Alaska State Board of Gare Proposals {41, 151, 153,
154, 155, 156, 157, 164, 162, 163, 164, 167, 168, 169, 179 and 134

ety met on February 28,

Proposal 141 -Oppose

Black Bear and Orieedy ave revered and respected culturally, and to not be sold or abused. There
wonid aiso be sows with low-grade for, as well as cubs that would have little value that wonld be
destroved. Incidergal by-catch of Broswn Bears, as well ag agpression of trapped bears is a serjous

concern regarding frapping.

E%;a {,mmcn feels *hc Kanuti, Koyukuk, and Feradise Controlled Use Arcas sre soccomplishing
their original intent, These arcas sllow compatible user groups o harvest with reduced couflic
15 well as maintaimng sustained yield manugement.

Propossl 153-Suppoert
The corrend method of permit

suance 16 beneficial to mainiain populations wiithin sustainability,
A Tier 1 permut systern would be even more restrichive,

Pro [ 134-Suppurt

wincil is in favor of maintaining antlerless yooose bures, The MoeGrath local advisory

comyrties 15 also in support of s prog




Propossl 155-Uppese

The Couneil does not see any need for reduction. The harvest of these ynall herds is vary low
and not a thres! o the budl: cow rating gs in other areas,

Proposal 156-Oppose
The barvest is low enough o mamtain healthy bull cow ratios at this tne.

~Support

With the caveat that the IM plan needs 1o have a management objective for bull cantbon that is
recopnized in the Hternture as 350 100 Cows. The IM plan for 28 100 for the Mulchatng herd i
completely inadeguate as stated.

Proposal 160 Suppart

The Lyng resouree s onderutitized in GMUN 19 and can well support harvest in conjunction with

woll and wolverine trappimg The A 13 guality s better earhior in the winter.

Propusal 167-Oppose
Pagsing of thiz proposal condd jeopardixe the CUA and the sucoess of the Boveluk Moose
Mansgement Plan. The corrent Kovukok (UA s working a5 & munagement ool to sustain the

moose popuiation, and re::iw;{;ﬁ user conflicts. Current bull: cow ratios are night at objective.

63 Bapport
h Councit feels there 10 2 need 1o ineresse Incal harvest of moose for Allakshet and Alsina,

serd
A/UA A

The moose population s low and far below i3 carrving capacity.

There are I air fakd upeutwm m Bettles and thers are 2 air taxi operations working from the
Datton highway. Both are very close proximity to the Karuti CLIA, There would be a large
mereast it hunters using privet aireratt aiso, The Kamat CUA w working to i35 original infent
sustaining the moose population in an gres that 1 valoerable to high air aceess use, and redoced
user conflicts,

Propesst 167-Support

Few toeal people will take 5 wolf that late in the spring, i the wolf popalation is harvested well

*

belivw sustained yield in OMI7s 21 and 24,

Proposal 168- vote to Defer

E-Oppuse



http:167~Suppo.rl
http:vorki.ng

"

’?hm’c iS growing »hz:f:ﬂ hunting pressure from residents accasaing from i?w Daation Highway, The
very recent addition of goided nonresident participation in and neay the DHOMA for Diall sheep
15 taking almost all the a's-’ai'iféttia tegal rams. The sheep population s af an all-time low and cap
Hitle support unlimited re-allocation 1o norsresident use,

imc: 1 aig’ *‘fé» excessive harvest of Ball shoop, The proposal 1s vague and does not delineate f

all big paune would be harvested with use of crosshow. Use of g crosshow will glso attract morg
novice hunters because of the technodagic advancement. The tow-denstty populations of moose
and sheep nred methods and means management that is sustannable in the DHOMA

Thank vou for the opportunily for this Council to assist the Department {o meet its charge of
protecting the resources and the opporfunity to comment on the Departments propossls. We ook
forward for continuing discussions about the issues and conzerns of sehaistencs users of the
Western Interior Region, I vou have questions shout this correspondence, please contact me vig
Melinda Hemnandew, Regional Counct! Coordinator, with the Office of Ruhsistence Management
ol 1-BO0-4TR-1456 or (907) TRE-3888,

Tack Reakoft, Chair
Westorn Interior Subsistence Begional Advisory Councl

a

g Petor Probasco, ARD
CGeott Haskaelt, Regional Pirector, Region 7
Federal Subsistonce Board b ;,\-,.:né:mz's
Western Tterior BAL



http:Inten.or

V2

OF THE UNITRD BTATES

March ¥, 2012
Wiz Fax and First Class dad

Alaska Board of Gama
Boards Support Section
PO Box 118528
Juneag, AKERELL-5528
FAK: 1507} 455-6084

Re: Boar Trapping and Bsiting Proposal
Dear Alasks Boord of Game Members:

{1 babal of our neerly 21,408 ronstituents in Alaska, The Mumans Soclety of the United Siates (H3UR
subsnits the following commants regarding propossls to expund the trapoing of black boars in Alasks
with elevated bucket foot snares. Propasals by the Alusks Department of Pish and Geme sud others
would stiow the trapping of cubs sl sows with cubs, allow the use of artifivial lighis, sllow same-day-
airharng shooting, set no bag Bmit per trappey, and set no Hmit on the nummbey of raps thet could be
ygedd, which ai may be permitied vear-round, (her propossls would expand the balting and zenisl
kitling of brown and black bsers and aflow helivopter acceds 1o certain trapping araass. The HEUS urges
you 1o refert surh proposals to wipand the inhumane and unwarrgnted trapping ang bhaiting ot bearsis
Alashs for the following ressons,

The Public Trust

The Narth Americen wiliilife conservatinn muodel sets limies through restricting activities s s mesng of
provacting wildiife, Acrording (0 the UA Fish and Wildie sarvics (USEFWS), wildiife watchers slons
suinumber hunters by more than five to ong in the nation and alst contribute nearly twite as muth o
$he gonnumy, in Alaska, wildiifs watchers outnumber banlers by thres 1o ong gnd outspend them by
more than four io one. His Important that hunters carefully consider thelr activns fn context of the
genersl pubic’s perogption of thir activitiez. The general public will not iolerats humting viewed a3
unfaly, yraporting or inhumane, Al Alusks residents hawve 2 stalie in the proper congervation and
maragement of Algshe’s wildiife, As hunters Inpese Baaes thaet the penera! public does not support,
such as the des of Indisorimdnale Traps on bears, the Mlling of cubs or sovws with cubs, the gephaning of
voung, the use of siroraft for hunting bears and the use of devicss or techniguas thst give the hunter an
ovarly unfalr advantsge, the public’s opinion of all hunters s chalienged,

The Narthegst Widlifs Ramege Management Research end Owiresch Cooperative aciurately ststes thy
“Black begrs are 2 public trust resoures in the Unibed Swtes. They are held intrust by the stete and are
managed by wildife agencies for the beneflt of all ritizens, Decisions abowt bear mansgement are an

RC48
10f3
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expression of public policy and, in general terms, bear manapement Isues are actuslly public policy
Enues,”

Trapping: Unsgorting and inhumane

Froposals to expand bear tropping, such s Proposst 333, 187, and particniurly Proposal 3131 by Alaska
Department of Fish and Game [ADFG) would allow the use of methods such s¢ snaring, srtificie! ight,
seme-day-airborne Kiling of bears, and the trapping and killing of cubs and sows with culs that the
genarat public, including hunters and non-humters alke, view ay ursporting and unethics],

Proposal 141 would greatly expand the use of buckes foot snares for trapping black bears, When ¢ besr
regches o @ bucket fool snars to reach the balt inside, 2 metal share clamps down around the
raimal’s foot and Yghtens as the bear struggles to sscape. Arimals may suffer severe injuries inthe
franiic sllompt to estape the snare. Trapped baars may lenguigh for bours or days before the rapper
finatly arrbves o kil the snimal Since Proposal 141 would only require raps 1o be chickad once every
o days, legally this messure could leave bears struggling inosngres for up 1o 48 howrs, Consldering
enforcement difficuities prasented by such g requirement, in reslity bears could suffer for much ionger,

Snaring is not anby orugl bt alse Indisuriminate, caphuring any bear that regches into the butket for baig,
inchding cubg, sows with cubs, ot brown bears. For this reason, the ADFS proposel would legalies the
yrapping ang kiliing of black bear cubs and sows with cubs, which wilf kely result in the orphaning and
stow death of bear culis.

Bsiting: an Unfal Chase:

Alasks should also refect 55 unsporting several propossls o expand bear beiting, such 23 Proposst 144
{16 slivw for same-day aivborne hunting for black bear over biait in the nterior region) ard Propossi 238
{to alfow harvest of brown begrs 31 balt slations I three wilts) by the Fabrbanks Advisory (ommitizs,
Peoposal 196 {to alfow Drown bear halting with same sseson restrictons 85 black bear bailting) by Yoper
Tanave Fortymile Advinory Commitiee, and Proposyl 168 (1o sllow brown bears 1o be harvested with
bait i Unit 2301 by diddlz Yukon Advigory Comnittes.

Regr halting iz generally consdered unsparting including by many bunters, beocauss 1 lacks the elemant
of g fair chase. The bafting of bears for the merpose of huntiog condizions them 10 food abtained from
humans, These bears are Bhely to become so-called “problem” bears, something which this g i
purpnrisdly designad © reduce.

in g isater bo the WA Pivh amd Wildlife Servics, the dirgrtor of the Pacific MNorthwest Baglon of the
Mationa! Park Servine stated his epposition to balling on nations! forest lends sbuiting Crater Leke
Nations! Bark, The director wrons, “Bislogically, there 1s no difference between a balt stalion ang 2
dasny. Bait stations habituate hears 1o human-generatad food, contributing to the potentiaf for conflictg
betwern begrs and peopls in the park” Tom Beck, 2 bunter and a bear biokugist with tha Colorado
Division of Wildlife, shares 3 sirmllsr apinion. “t irmly believe that balling creates ‘nudlsancy’ bears,” be
asys. “Black bears gre naturaby wary, instinstively avaiding close contant with humans, Butlarge
smourss of tasty fond, sastly ohiained, defeats this warinuss. By beiting, we craate laxy baars who have
hean rewgrded, not punished, for avercoming thaeir fear of bumans.”

Tha cse of balt In the hunting of baers Is prohibited in foryy states, and the mractice should not be
epanded i Alaska, Mary states kil s high rorober of boars and do pot resort 1o the uye of ball. (ver
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the past saverst vears, upwards of 1,800 bears were kilied In Colifornia, 1006 in New York, 1,000 10
North Caroling, 4,000 In Pennsylvania, and 1,000 in Washington in 3 given vear,

{onchsion

tn addition 1o the trappirg and balting proposals above, The HAUS opposes other pending proposale o
manage bagrs In ways that are Inconsistent with slandards of fair chasy and humans ardmal treatmens,
such 35 Proposal 105 by the Sreatsr Maska Bear Commitie, whinh wiuld set no cipsed seasoen on blsck
bexnrs, slowing bears to be kliled when they are In dens or caring for cubs, and Proposal 131 by Alasks
Diepartment of Figh sud Game which would slfow the serial killing of bleck and brown bears of anvy ags
iy Lindt 194

The Humane Society of the United Siates respectfully urges vou 10 refect propossis 10 expand bear
hadting and bear sharing. Further, we hops thel the Board of Game will end the exgurimentst use of
snares 1o capture bears in Unil 16 verrently and reverse it dedisin (o sllow pear snariom in Uniy 190
beginning June 30,

Thank you for the opporiucdDy 10 comment.

Singaraly,

%m

lzrnifer Hillman
Western Beglonal Direcior

£

iié@%&gmww

PELE. Pish and WildES Servics, “Nadonal Survey of Bishing, Hunting and Wildlife-Assncinted Resrpation,” 2008,
*yyitliam ¥ Slermer, Danisl b Degker, Petar 0130, Meradith L. Gory, Northesst Wikdife Damage
bdanagament Besearch and Qutrearh Coopessiive, “A Praciitioner’s Sulds: Working through blavk besr
mansgement issues,” 2007, ¢ 5.
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ALASKA BOWHUNTING ASSOCIATION and KEN YORISER'S

Pruposal 44,

Proposal 46, 47,

Propasal 1349,

TESTIMOMNIES --3/3/12

Apply Diseretionary permit conditions o Governoer’s Tags.

RUPPORT. For the vessons the Departmoent vutlined in the
proposal,

Purchase and sale of game trophies.
SUPPORY. Feor the reasons vutlined in the two proposals.

eeks 16 clarily or remove complivated god overly
vestrietive bear baiting regulations, and (o remove
“Hhiseretionary Provisions™ from baiting,

SUPFPORT il amended to inchude South Fast Alaska in
the remaoval of the “Bizcretionary Provisions”,

The sponsor of this proposal noted that south Fast has
unigue issues, those anigoe Issues are harvest gunia related,
and sot bear batling related. Bear baiting issues in 8.1, are
the same as the State wide ssues. Complicated bear balting
regulntions mplemented by “Discrefionary Provistons” are
not unigue fo &L,

92, 44 by regulation are the conditions governing beay
baiting. Some vears ageo 92,052 the *Discretisnary Permit
Huwm Conditions” were added to the bear baiting
repplatinns,  This has lead to sphiective and nconsistent
balting regulations Siate wide, 22057 was muegnt fo apply
to “Drawing” aud “Repistrations”™ hants, aot “Doneral
Reason” hunts such as black bear hanting, vr, “Means OF
Take” such as bear baiting.

We ask the Board of Game fo remove B2.052 “Discretionary
Conditions”™ from bear halting State wide., And place all
nevessary bear baiting regulations in 92.044,



As o housekeeping measure, we reguest that the Board of
Lame divect the Department tn remove the lavpuage
“contaminated s0il”, as a besy batting condition from the
“Annual Hepulotion Boaklet™. 92044 says “BALT,
EITTER AND EQUIPMENT MURYT BE REMOVED
FROM THE BAIF STATIONY. ... B does nat say sail,
couptaminated or otherwise. 1 is simply nod o reguiranent
pf the regulation t» remove soil.  This has been brought to
the Departments aftention numerous thmes snd it sl
remains in the bookiet,

Proposal 119, Seeks to clarify and document bear balting regulations.

SUPPORT. We belisve that therve should be an
appropriate place in the Administrative Code for all
regalations passed by the Board of Gane, so those
regulations may be devamented and available fo the public,

Proposal 144, Would allow Same Dav Alrborne while bear balting,
SUPPOWRY. For the reasons optlined in the proposals,

Proposal 184, Would allow Uross Bows in the Balion Hwy Management
area.

OPPOSE. Because Crovs Bows are ¢ fundamentally
ditfferent weapon then Bows and Avrews and we do not
support there use in archery aress or seasans,

Proposal 224,  Would change the Fairbanks Mansgement Area
Boundaries,

OPPOSE.  The proposst does not included » boundary
description, Without a boundary deseviption i s
impossible for the public (o sssess and conunrnt on the
mnpact of the proposal.

Lastly, there are 3 number of proposals that sllow for baiting grively bear. We
suppert those proposals in Units where the Department needs {o invrense the
current harvest,
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I ZUPPIRYT PROPOSAL 247, AHND WOULD PREFER THE BOE DIRBCT THE
DERARTHMENT IO BOLD THE BUNT IM¥ ITS ORIGINAL HUNYT LOCATION OR
CHAMGZE THE RESULATION TO LIMIT THE HUNY 0 THAT LOCATION.
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stony Holitna Advisery Committer
Comments on Proposals
Alaska Board of Game Reglon HI Mecting
Spring, 2612

SHAC members were voost vooal i supgort of Proposals
and in opposition 1o Proposals 142, 145, 147, 148 150,15

Peferved Proposat 131 -Support unanimously - Add bear popnlatinng reduction to GMU
i8A preduation contrel program,
® '?i&sﬁ S {,szma i?z e d;'ﬁmw“, { “?ze- ia rgest, mz}"* ng'e;é,iﬁ_c i‘;’i.%m’iz:zrj; of the Buskolowim

® i.‘:f?.—? ii&i \9 ;s«mmwf wmmi i &Mf:ai 5! U)«‘ii %‘{3 f’& ;&émm" mese 0 Ne
Barvestable surplus” status in the upriver, sastern porlion.
2005 - Acrisl prodator managemnent for wolves started in 198 & suit i effect
S006 - To hedp rebaild the moose populations i GMIT 194 - The 4 dissenting villages of
11 Contral Kuskokwim AC villages made a proposal 0 gloss the moose seasoy in the
castern portion of GMUT9A - adoptad by BOGL and remaius closed,

e 2007 - Niopy Holitng AU {RHACY was created to represent the 4 upsiver villages of the
{TRAL,

s Mooss %m%&% are ristng ~ but slowly, Calf survival rate through the summers

low. There v ftle doubt that bear predation 5 the muajor factor theve,
e Momore studies are peeded ~There e severad mode

gvailahle 1o the Diviston of
Wilidlife Conservation., The Be: ar Control Area iy G 190 i sumilar o the proposed
Bear Control Ares in 19A within the presest 19A aerial predator wanagement arga for
woives,

s Propusal 131 adds bewr reduction to the existing predation control program 1 GMUISA
»  RHAC siongly supports all points made and methods Hixmed, especindly the v of

helicopiers by ADPED persopngh

Froposel 148 - Support wnanhoeusly for masons given i proposal.

Propoesal 141 ~Support unanimously ~ Black bear {rapping reguirements - affvoting GMx
12,168, 19A & B, 30E, 258

SHaC ‘iilg,'%{ii'}ﬁ’:% the proposed seasons and restnictionms/reguirements fow rapping black bewr- a3
they are Hated,

Preposal 142 —~ Oppose - by The Aluske Cenger for the Havironment o prohibit tapping black
heay.

i the 27 paragraph under “Isege,” i says snaring s not the best & highest use of the resowrce,
and then mtimtes that wildife viewing . SHAC agrees wi 2 the state constitution - that the
hest and highest use of the resource oooury vai wen prodatoy/prey popuistions gre managed for
mgximum covsamable harvest by humans,
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Propesal 143 - Support snanimously, Baiting of beary is a completely differens method from
(‘n%"‘r i’\sé game huating, and Bving the same day does not give hunters an untaly sdvantage over

Proposal 144 ~ Sunpert upanimously for the same reasons iy proposal 143,

Proposal 143 — Oppoese usanimonsly, This s nothing but ancther ploy to obstruct predator
nranagernent. tacking apy genvine concern for the well being of subsistence users. The reason of
relying onowndl pebis fiw ,.»32.}:»,%:@,».;%‘ 5 a thin one compared 1o e soh oo et for
anguiates

Proposal 146 ~ Support ananimeusly, These predators are prolifte amd canoswrvive anywhere,
They disturb the balunve betworn the indigenous garne populations.

Proposal 147 - Oupose unanimousty, BHALC woeuld sungort this with amendment “For
Black bears onlv.” This would allow those using helivoptors to access any arer, and intrude on
established trap Iines.

Propesal 148 — Opposwe pnanimeusty. Thicis Science MOT a us worst, and 18 disingennous in
H3 rensoning.

Proposal 158 ~ Oppose snanbpousdy for the same reasons as peoposal 148

Proposal 131 ~Upnose - Beview {L’f}z‘ziéiii{zzzc for Controlled Lise Areas w Repon 3 —

Thds proposal mentions having e local ACs give input on CUAS

SHAC and ChAL have made thelr positions &mm»r- oy (1 rf'w in 19 ALR. This has also
occurrad at BOG meetings when atlempts have been mude 1y repeal some (L As

sosne O A5 came ime boing afior Jony beitles by locals o \.s,i thewm is'm regoiation, Whil
existence of some CUAS ynay not be as eritica) a8 they were in past years, due o the closure of o
ATACNE
helieves this should be done ¢

5

hey will be fust as effootive and needed when that specie can ;-;gaizzz.— be huned. SHAC
it 1

AL and GMU subunit fevel, mathor than Region-wide,

v thne in the
sheir uge,

Propusal 132 - Support srasimonsty, This will encourage vouny folls
forest and familarize thom with woapons, giving them self confidence in

o

Proposal 153 - Oppose - Eliminale requiremens 10 pick up moose rogishalion poamils prigr io
the season i remote villages,
Biologists are tryving to menage mmals, Adopiing this proposal wonld deprive them of
discrotionary suthonity, and destroy nne of the only wols avatlable to it bunting prossore -
short of Tier 1L
Presently managing these hunts us they do, ADFSG itz -

s the maonber of permits %%gs e harvest pressure sould excesd the sustmable harvest,

s penmit availabifity (o keep hunting prossuve and overbarvest risk dosen,

e Ofion pg & cap on the pumber of animals harvested,
bn Unin 198, pear MoGrath, this policy has heen very effective, where they have been able o
manage woose harvest as previsely as possible - faking the harvestable surphus, and no more,




srre P94 arnd when moose <tocks
+ it with

SHAC willages chose a closure rather Sun Tier H in vaste
mcrease enough. this sort of regiswation lumt is what we bope 0 s

Propoasl 154 - Suppert usanimeusly o7 the reasons given by A&

Proposal 155 -Opoise unasinously. These herds are rarely bunted by restdonis dug (o the
remotenass of thely range. Some of the decrease i these hends has boen due ty ther joining the
Mulchaing Herd when it grew so large, expanded its range, and sltersd s wigradon patierns,
Thare ave other herds Rurther west and south that bave shinmk or diseppearad slogether tor this
YRS,

Aldso the Mulchati herd has shromb drasticaelly, but not doe 1o human hunting presswre. The
decrease was due largely to harge cohorts born it the mid 90s dving of nateally aller 120 13
VRS,

Praposal 186 - Oopose unanimaushy for the same reasons given in propesal 1358 comment,

Progussl 157 ~ Support upantmonsiy - Include GMUs 19A&B in the Mulelotaa Caribou
Herd Prodation Manaccment Plan,

SHAC would Bike 10 see this predation management plan expanded sato GRMUS 13A & 198,
There are ealving grounds, eapeciaily in 198, neoar and between the tribotaries of the Helitna
Prainage. The proposal fists all the veasons in detail.

Proposal 168 ~ Support ananimeunsly for reasons given in proposal,




INTERIOR REGION SHEEP PROPOSAL COMMENTS 2812
iy

Wayne & Heimer
1098 Chena Pump Road
Fawbanks, Algska 99708

§am speaking for myself as o Dall sheep biclogist {suilly and Dall sheep manager (formeriy) on
it’z 1ese proposals o 2lso speaking for the Wil d d Rheep B fmr‘wmm; ;w 5«»&&42 specific
proposals, §shall identfy these. Loppose Proposals 134, 133 136,137, 138, 139, 178, 179,

PAR. IR 190, and 214

These proposals deal primartly with Dall sheep waunting, and i implemented will generally
change the management plans for Dall sheep m ferior ;%E:zs}:a i have no real problem with
changing management plans if the managers and puldic gre invobved 1y an open process.
However, making radical changes 10 manggement obiectives for Ball sheep o the basis of
mdividual proposals o fovor one speaal nterest sbove another sesms Lo mock the planned
mAeRagement syston,

We recently dealt with tese similar proposals © advantage restdens or nonresident hunters
establish permit systems, ¢t at the Statewde fevel Tn those analyses, we showed ;Ewm Was
sejther an opporiunity hmit nor 8 barvest constraint which rose (o the level necessary to sty
broad-seale management changes. Those p*ng»mais WS :z(‘s%; accepied ot the sigtewide level, and
{ SugEes! the Board reject ;’=m’3e. aly 134, o136, 137138, 139, {78, 179, 188, 189, 190 and
214 using the same rasonale, plus the recognition that gi&ms 25wy Regional or Area management
plans & a?u,.z,ﬁaé be wdicousty done after mmi& v considered all the ramifications of these changes.
Flus level of review and public input cannot be adeguately achieved vig public testimuony before
the Board, and simple Board deltherations do not sliow for the necessary exchanges beiwesn the
Board, the Departmont, aund the public belore changing existing rationaily-derved manggemen:
plans. Below §offer some specific comments,

Proposale 134, 135, 138, 13%, 179, 189, and 198 would anvecessanily restrict vosresident Dall
shoep hunting, provide no definable benefit to residents, and Hmit economic benetit from
nonresident revenues generated by the Interior Region Dall sheep populations. Additionally,
they would ennecessarily éoiﬁpn:&i" Pall sheop mansgoment without adeguate public put or g

reazon o so. With respect 1o these proposals, 1 speal for the Wild Sheep Foundation vo opposing

this proposal.

Proposal 136 miskes no better sense for Region T than it did statewide. The arguments are the
samg. 1 spoak for the Wild Sheep Foundation in opposing this proposal.

Proposal 137 15 2 complex system designed to unnecessanly Hmls nonresident hanters, and
fower g harvest that s bologically wwrelevant and carmot be miuuimﬁa* unless daty which
debumked the folkiore surrounding nonresident hunting are used. These date justified rejection



http:opposi.ng

of this sort of idea gt the Stargwide leved, and should do the same here. | speak for the Wild
Sheep Foundation m opposing this proposal.

Propesal 178 rovisifs the previous issug of exclusive lozal resident hunting on Hed \% ew angd
Cane Crecks. | was the ADRVFRG sh»‘:a}p modogist when local regtce s frst oliimed non-local
bunting for (Uil curl rams was runmng subsistence minting and the sheep populations. Loc:is:mg al
what has happened with regulations and populations in these areas all these years later shows
those clatras were net correct then 1 donbt they are biclogiesily corrent today. Hecent anglyses
{;«f open full-cur! rar buntiog dag from the Iast 20 vears of Dall sheep hanting in Alaska have

shown no changes in azz structures of reros. I there wers 4 Molegical effect compromising or
fowering the sheep popudanions heve, it would be more bkely dug 10 the either-sex three- @b&eg}

bag bsmit dering *%-s-‘ <~w cr-mannth subsistence season than to haming of full corl rams only by
non-tocs! users during 42 days o the Bl Red Sheep and Cang Creek represeny Dall .Eza.e,;.g
halutats which may rationally be constdered less than tdesd because of thewr geography-
wfluenced weather  there are areas where harvest of ewe sheep shoudd ever he considered
most carefully, this area should be among them, Conseyvative hunting 1or rams 18 the best
suapagement a@pmmi} for the sheop populations of this area. | urge rejection of this proposal on
tiological grounds. I there is a reason Yo accept i, that reason is simple preference for loval
users alleging an endocumenied need and submeguent use. This s oot 2 matter of biology for
mi’msai survival, despute the bological data prc&ez:mi and the acoompanying social ahiﬁgamm
I speak for mysell as 3 Dadl sheep biclogist and experipneed observer of the “Red Sheep saga”
o this proposal. | do oot represent the Wild Shesp Foundstion here.

Proposal 188 represents a traditional effort by special interests (in this case guiding) fo secure an
advantage over others This is nod economcatly significant to the state because the sumber of
nonresident Beenses sold will be small There 13 no reason o do this exeept 1o benefit the guides
mvolved Relatively vecently, the number of permits i the ThEA was inoreased. Henes, the
necessity for invreased nonresident apporin nity seoms unwarranied v this crcumstance. Here, §

speak from my expenence a3 a oreator of the Tok Management Area and an expeniencad Dall
sheep manager. | do not represent the Wild Sheep Foundation here

Propesal 214 s prematurs. Whils the gllegation that some rams never reach full ourd regardless
of age seems enypminesly correet, design of 2 harvest system to allow or oultore the harvest of
these rams Js more complex than allowed for i s jff()}""}sw Thers 15 no mechanism to wWentify
these “oulls,” or facilitate their barvest; and the suggestion that such g comples and unproven
harvest strtegy ¥ . L would diversify tdie harvest among the vapious age SEucinees w the rams
sroups and ey posiiively affeor breeding dvemomics” ¢ inconsistent with the daz on age
structures from both humed and unlunied popdations. It also fais 1o appreciate the donunance
behavior of Dall rams vt Thore may be a tme for this sort of &pgzzf}ac% bug we re not yet
approaching the level of detatled knowledpe necessary for this proposs! to be more than an
untecessary commplicgtion of the harvest regulations. The benefits would be very small, the nisks
undefined, and the hiology we do understand jgnored. Henes, § argue this is not 2 good approach
at this time. | apeak im* nyself as a Dall sheop binlogist and a?x;wmm@{i f2all sheep wmansger
regarding this proposal do vt represent the Wild Sheep Foundation here
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Eish and Game Advisory Comumitier

w  FayCoime
Chalrenas
FO Box 78
MoGrath, X 39827

February 17, 2012

Members of the Boand of Game,
The MeGrath AC would ke 1o request that the Beard of Bame take no eotion on any
shasp propesals involving 189G,

Our reazoning Is detalied here, There is that thars is g dosumented history of Dall
sheep harvest and use by residents of Upper Kuskokwim River pommunities including
the sommunity of Niwlal, The Alaska Hoard of Game has recognized this use with a
posithee customary and wadtional use fnding for Dall shesp In 180,

Af the Bpring 2010 Inferior BOG, Proposal 82 requested & winter Dall sheop hunting
season i his subunil, 1D was submitied beoause the current fall season for nunting Dall
sheap doss not allow Tor customary and raditlonad sheap hunting pattarms. Specliically,
Dafi sheep habltatIn 180 is viruslly naccessitle from Nikela! during oper water months

o without use of expensive, spacially squipped bosts or alreralt, and thess modes of
apeess are not curently feasible for Mikolal reridents,

The MoGrath A plans to resubinit @ simbiar proposal for the 20132014 BOS oyl
after new quanifathve ard qualitative datg sollected by the ADFAG Division of
Subsiztence in Nikolal in January 2012 e available. A1 thal fime, the MoGreh AC will
be able 1o betfer addreas lssues with the proposyl raised by the BOG #t the 2010
mesling.

The McGrath AC requests that the BOG take no action on any Dell sheep proposais
Ivolving 190 unti this new information iz avaliable, due o concams shos the Board of
Game providing Upper Kuskoleedm ares residents with 4 reasanable opportunity for
subsistences in the fulure,

Thank you for your Hme and consideration on this matter,

Hay Golfine
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DRAFT

PROPOSAL XX SAAC 92011 Taking of game by proxy. Limit the sbuss of the proxy hunting
rrouiation,

1y A person may not be 8 proxy

e
ﬁ‘

{1} for more tharn one boneficiary at 8 time;

(%
P

o nore than once per season peg species i Umt |
{3y for Tier B Cartbon in Unit 13 undess the provy s 3 Tier 1 peomitites,

{4} more thay oner pey regulntory year foy moose in Units 20A ynd 288

CESSUE: Seme wndividuals wre harvesting multiple moosy dhring aptlorless moose vegistration
hasts. This may fead w localized overharvest of femele moose i some greas. Also ab issue is
alfoeation of the resowrce and faly and cqputable distrition of the mew

e will continue o divide
calirzed overbwrvest

WHAT WILL HAFPEN [F NOTHING I8 DONE?Y Faimess 53
hunters resulting in dewnoration of puldic support for antlerless In

may alse contribuie 10 wsey contl wport {or antierless hunt

WILL THE QUALITY OF THE RESOURCE HARVENTED OR PRODUCTS

PRODUCED BE IMPROVED? The dimnbutionoet the harvest will be viewsd as more faly and

cipttable.

WD IS LIRKELY TO BENEFITY Thogo that g

icipsie m the antleriess honts,
WHO IS LIKELY TO SUFFERY Mo one.

{FTHER SOLUTION: CONSIDERED? Prohibs taking of moese by provy: Beut 1 proxy per
honschold,

PROPOSED BY: Favbenks AD (HO-D850-)

FhEIv s p A aA LT EPan g &wkiﬂﬂ>%wvv«kxk%%VV?AA&NWf§AAAﬁ§* PR R R R I A R A L R R

27y

intva~-departmental Ceordination {othey area otfices, Subsiztance, Habital, ooy

wipers, federal agencies, efe

Inter-departmental Coordination (Wildlile 7




Amend and Sadopt. Progosal 210 Rogrie Hunter

Hemove Boniffeld Creek and Gold King Creek from the gropossl 2140

pen the drainages of Fish Oreel, 52 George Craek, and 2l the dralvages of Tatlinka Crech to motorized
?Qeﬁ»if“ HBELELE,

St Georgs Cresk is 2 narvow drainage with steep walls that e o steep o b dimbed by vebicle, Bug

the entire widih of the drainsgs is ming txifings Full of willoaws and prime Moose habitat, Thers isa ol

made by miners golng up on the west side of the drairage. This trall eventually goes up inio the

headwater aren w%wm« gets oo steen Lo Qross over into other drainages. Agsin the terrain gets too
steep Tor any kind of vehicle to leave the trall arsd cause degr ad tion of the ares.

Fish Crpek o g wider dralnage that does not go far ivan the hills, But Fish Creek offers grezt Moose
habitat between the Rex Trall and the foot hills, slong the mining trafl, Willows grow ai along the trall
i the drainags, and once entering the hills the willows gt thich, 43 the trad enters the hills the
terrain o both ddes gets stesp and the orask has steen sides 1o prevent anvone fror going down intp
the tree chocked creek bad

Tatlinks Creeh drainage, the rdners rad leaves the By Trall and runs slong the westaorn side of 2 big
sagadow. The iraf! goss up and orosses sver the i‘;iiiﬁ thmug%’: & saddis, 'i%:wz down to the Tatlinka (resk
frself. Once there this valley opens up with traih going In sl directions. This is & large vailey with
Grubsiake ming working an orea several mites s:;‘ar-:%a %m up o small oreek dramzsgﬁs o the Eastern side.
Willows abound throughowt the drainage. Bvery time | go into this drainags | ses large numbers of
WMinose, The maps the ares biologist make up showing Mooss populations and denaities, show arge
mumbers of Moose in this drainage. The infonmation given oul during the Moose Seminar reporiad the
Moaose migrating frome the Hats and up into the foothdhs o Sugust. This i one of the main drainages
those Moose move 0. i my 42 vears of hunting, and exploring the ares siong the Bex Tral#t | have nevar
seen arvons going over ndo this valley during hunting season sxcept midmer

The area Biclogist has stated during his presentation, that access is a problem glong the Rex Trall, and
this ares of 30-4. The problem Is that these drainages full of BMoose are off Bmits durlng the General

Mooss seasorn, Here i3 g resource golng o waste. | ride up these draineges during the November Cow
Seasan d’?iﬁ sup several herds of 8ull Moose running araund, bt the cows seemed 1o have moved mad




anta the flats by this tme. Cperdng this ares would relisve some of the pressure off the Bex Trall, With
zxg during the General

thur awcnption of Fish Creel in 41 vears | have never seen snyone using these &
Moae segaon; therefnre no one should be impacted. Only Fish Croek has an sirstrip, but it b down neay

the Rex Trad, Northoof the mining butldings. | know of no ather air strips in these sreas.
7

in Dotober the Falrhonks 870 was in favor of this proposal. You can go back and check the minutes of
that meeting. After & contentious slection In December, the newe mambers are act in favor of this
sroposst. Some members of the Fairbanks AL have personal and financial reasons to see that
nothing is gver changsd with the Wood River fontrolled Use Area.

As for the theory sbout all the Moose heing shot out of the Rex Trall, no there &5 still Mooss thers,
The remaining Moose have learned o hide and avoid motorized vehivles,
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Additional conument to Sue Entaninger’s testimony to elarify my position on the many proposals
that restrict non-restdents o 1% deaw and the elimination of non-residents to the Tok
Management Areg and Dielta Controlied Use Area.

£33, 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 139 L OPPOSE, what wouold happen if the BOG passed this tvpe of
propsals Wamisi give BIG OPE R. TORS the abibity 1o monopolize the drawing, % alse would
cause BIG COMPANIES who roake thelr money in tayg programs 10 monopolize Alaska guide
who would receive tags, This i entirely wnmecessary before the DNE i3 finished.

189, 190 the proposal that eliminate the nop-resident component of the draw, 1 alzo oppose. This
is self-serving, TMA had a management plan vears ago 1o agree io 1%,

Intensive management, 1 faver all proposals that would implement this program.
§ :;"} 5\‘91'}(“" £

143, 144, 146 favor

148 oppose

149 tavor

187 GMU 12 moose creates antler restris ::mn "3 bow tine forthe whole wat. § wosld favor
this only ¥ the proposal was amended o ’\i} THE 3BEARON, Many a’ﬁize” raress i 12 are

forsger seasons, ADF(G has proven thal we can %mw i(»m,,é:z seasens with antler restrictivn. We
have al theas longer season around us and we are seeing more and more wreas close to 307 and
tonger season proposed. 208 on the rosd system nay have o be also made the swme seasons and
hag limits.

192 opposs

The rest of the proposals that the Lipper Tanana 40-Mike AL commanted on. Hotally agree.
Please consider ancther ponunent to those proposals 45 you seg sharr comments,

THANK YOU PORTHE OPPORTUMITY TO ADD TO MY COMMENTE YOU HAVE A
TREMENDOUS JOB WRESTLING WITH ALL THE COMPLERX ISSUES 7 LISTENING TO
ALL THE STROMG OPIKIONS. ALASKA IS A PLACE WEALL CALL HOME, HUNTING,
FISHING & TRAPPING I8 THE MAJORITY OF ALASKAN I8 (MUR WaY OF LIFE. WE
KROW YOUTWHLL ALWAYS REMEMBER THAT HIUDITERS NEED TO RESPECT EACH
OTHER AND OPEN THEIR MIMUS TO WORKING TOGETHER.

THANK YOU FOR ALL YOUR WORK, BOARD MEMBERS.
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Harry Reynolds, PO Box 80843, Fairbanks, AK 39708

purpose and effectiveness - Perception vs. Reality:
Furpose of 18 Is to reduce predation on ungulates nportant for human wss—redure
predators to improve harvest by hunters,

Snaring black bears would not be effective as an 1M tool, and the problems sssoclated with
aliowing the practice will far outweigh any perceived effects and might only resulting
“feet good” regulation with no practicsl effest.

1t reduces the status of bears 33 @ valued game andmal for resident and non-resident hunters,

Saaring black and grizely bears reflucts poorly on both hunting and trapping, and may
jeapardize public safety.

Because take of black bear cubs and fernales with cubs s allowed under trapping regulations,
aryy hunter with & hunting sad trappling loense could legally use a rifle to take only the
eushs, oaly the mother or the entive family group.

Purpose of 4 I to reduce predation on ungulstes importan for human use—reduce
predators to improve harvest by huntares,

History of reduction of bear popuiations 1o Increase the survival of moose calbves shows it
might be effective only In areas with intensive ADFG direct involvement, and then
only in smsi! forused aress (580 mi2 in the ERMA in McGrath). The effects of
increased seasons, bag ity methods snd means has not shoven much effect, $25tag
feo walver, balting brown bears, balting black bears, larger hag limits, ete,
This means of achieving I8 would not be effective because when the ares included s large, it
canpot be focused to areas such as calving grounds, arned if it applies in numerows
GRAUS, then only loval residents participsts.,
While the pereeption may be that ¥ only snwring Is alse allowed, then substantial numbers of
begrs could be reduced Is not likely to ooour, Practical ressons for this are that:
bucket snares with modified Aldrich springs are supensive and fur suttion prices for
bear hides are not highy

1o he effective, many buckets would have 10 be set AND chacked—researchers use
~28, 50 H more than 2 bears in any one day wers caught, there would be 5 handling
problam-—it takes tme to skin s bear and,

maintaining 2 trap Hne Is time-consuming and many trappers have other jobs during
summer,

While the perception may be that sllowing snaring by trappers would substantislly increase

the harvest of black bears the reality may be far less—in Maing, the only other state that

ailows snaring, only 3% of annusl barvest is taken in this manner.

Pubdic 5&‘?&%*; of capture of grivdy or black bear t}?‘fﬁgz?mg,ﬁ.aﬁymé sturmnbles in vidinity of trap

Agpon o) A
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ARFLG - Amend and Adopt
RAC - Adopt MYAD - &dopt
KRAC ~ Adopt
GASH - Adopt {Unit 21}

Proposal 167

= Lengthen hunting season for wolves in Units 21, 22,8 24
sCurrent season dates: August 10 ~ April 30

*Proposed season dates: August 10 - Play 31

Recommendation: Arnend and Adopt {Units 21, 24 only}
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Uimit 24 Wolf Harvest, BY 20662018
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ADF &G - No Heconynengdation
RAC - Adopt MYAUL - Adopt
BRAC ~ Adopt

Proposal 168

Allow harvest of grizely bears at balt stations in Unic 210
Recommendation: No Recommendation

o Wnit 210 curvently has low annual grizzly bear

harvest
o Average of 5 bears per year, 80% male harvest
o ZB08-2009: 2 bears {2 male}
o 20092810 5 bears {4 male)
o 2iG-281E: 7 bears {6 male)

o Large portion of unit contains dense cover
o $3fficult to harvest bears without using bait

o Leurrent Black Bear Baiting Seasons:
o Bpring: Aprit 13 - jJune 38
o Fall Bugust | ~ October 25




ADFLE - Smend and Adopt
MY&L ~ Bo Mot Adopt RALD -~ Sdopt
HEAD - Do Mot Adopt

MoGrath & GABH -Sdapt

Proposal 169
« Lengthen trapping season for yny in Unit 21
2Lurrent season dates: Novernber | - February 29

=Froposed season dates: Movember | - March 3

Recommendation: S&mend and Adont
# Srnend to include Unit 24

(41




Eynxy Harveest Unit 21, RY 288020148
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