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Wiltiam D. Rice, Jr. & Ann L. Willlams

24331 Wilma Circle

Eagle River, AK 99577

{907) 696-0221 - e e e

I

u «,t

. DEC 30 201k
ATTN: Board of Game Comments
Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Boards Support Section

P.O. Box 115526

Juneau, AK 99811-5526

e

AT
BOARDD

Chairman Ted Spraker:;

My wife, Ann “Lulie” Williams and 1 are avid upland bird hunters. We are active members of the Arctic
Bird Dog Association, the North American Versatile Hunting Dog Association, and past members of the
Ruffed Grouse Society, numerous dog mushing clubs in Alaska, and past presidents of the Anchorage
Skijor Club. We are commenting on board proposals #95 and #194, which are to be addressed at Board
of Game meetings this winter. Please take our comments into consideration when deliberating on these
two proposals.

PROPOSAL 95 —~ 5 AAC 85.065. Hunting seasons and bag limits for small game. Reduce the bag
limit for ptarmigan, shorten the season, and add a no-hunt corridor along the roads in Unit 138
as follows:

Unit 13B five ptarmigan per day, 10 in possession [10 per day, 20 in possession] August 20-
March 31; except that from January 1-March 31 there will be a five mile {2.5 miles either side of
the road) no-hunting corridor along both the Denali and Richardson Highways.

The reason for this proposal from the Paxson AC is to address inadequately protected
ptarmigan populations in subunit 13B, especially along the roadside. Reportedly ptarmigan
densities off the Denali and Richardson highways are healthy, while those along the road are
not. The current August 10 opening date does not protect juvenile birds. The early closure
(November 30) does not allow for late season hunting, which is more likely to target
populations farther from the road system. The present bag limit (ten per day, 20 in possession)
is too liberal if we couple it with extended season dates.

While we agree the ptarmigan populations along roadsides have been stressed and that
changes are needed, we disagree with the entirety of the proposed solution. Ptarmigan hunting
has improved in 13B since the winter closure after November 30. We can support a reduced
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bag limit at 5 ptarmigan per day and 10 in possession and a later opening date of August 20 to
protect young of the year, but we think the winter closure after November 30 in this area is still
warranted. We hike with our pointing dogs, mostly in September, and we do not clean out the
birds we encounter.

In short, we Support proposal #95 with modification. Reduce the bag limit to 5 ptarmigan per
day and 10 in possessien and change the opening date to August 20 as proposed, but retain
the closure after November 30 in Unit 13B.

Proposal 194 — 5 AAC 92.080.Unlawful taking of game; exceptions. Prohibit the use of hunting
dogs for taking upland game birds after October 31, for South-central Region as follows:

Add a new line to 5 AAC 92.080
The following methods of taking game are prohibited:

(X} Use of a hunting dog after October 31 for the taking of upland game bfrds in the South-
central Region.

The reason for this proposal is to prevent hunting dogs being caught in lawfui traps, {(during
trapping season) while they are being used for hunting upland game birds.

While we appreciate the intent of the proposer Al Barrette to eliminate hunting dogs from
being caught in lawful traps, we whole-heartedly disagree with the proposed solution. This
proposal, if passed, would discriminate against lawful upland bird hunters, but other dogs could
be caught in traps, such as those running free with skiers, snowshoers, hikers, skijorers,
mushers, and others, We think other solutions would be better. Many outdoor groups invite
the Alaska Trappers Association to present programs on how to recognize trapping areas and
how to release dogs from traps, including conibear traps. Furthermore, we think trappers
should mark the beginning and end of trap lines or individual trap sets {not unlike required
signs for black bear bait stations) to give other legal travelers in the area fair warning of what is
aghead. We understand many trappers are reticent to do so because traps have been
vandalized, but disturbing a legal trap is strictly illegal. We think official trap line markers,
similar to the bear bait station signs, would be adequate, especially if lawful information is
provided and heavy fines are posted for vandalism. Most people would chose to avoid a series
of traps with free ranging hunting or running dogs if they know the sets are present. We have
personally turned around several times with our hunting dogs where we have seen black bear
bait station warning signs along trails. We would do the same for trap sets, We are not
interested in disturbing a set, nor are we interested in putting our dogs at risk. We think



trappers should avoid setting traps immediately adjacent to popular public trails and roads. A
reasonable distance should be established, especially in South-central Alaska where thousands
of people and their dogs ply the backcountry year around. We are not against trapping, and we
both gladly wear winter furs while mushing dogs or snowmobiling in winter.

We Oppose Proposal 195 in its entirety. We think better solutions are available, such as
education and trap line markers.

Sincerely

7o« . e -/.’ - . 4 .
W 0 Kool (e

William “Bud” Rice

Coig_ ~le Y )il saned.

Ann “Lulie” Williams

PCO051
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United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Alaska Region
240 West 5* Avenue, Room |14

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

IN REPLY REFER TO
7.A.2 (AKRO-RNR)
FEB 27 2015
Mr. Ted Spraker, Chairman
ATTN: Alaska Board of Game Comments
Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Board Support Section
P.O. Box 115526
Juneau, Alaska 99811-5526

Dear Chairman Spraker:

The National Park Service (NPS) made brief comments in a letter dated January 12, 2015 on
proposals 202 and 203 submitted by the Alaska Department of Fish and Game (ADF&G) to
come before the Board of Game (BOG) at the Southcentral Region meeting in Anchorage,
March 13-17, 2015. These proposals may affect or have the potential to affect wildlife harvest
on three National Park System Preserve areas in Alaska (Bering Land Bridge, Noatak, and Gates
of the Arctic).

The NPS supports ADF&G proposal 202 with modifications as recommended in the February
4, 2015 letter from the Western Arctic Caribou Herd Working Group to the BOG. This proposal
recommends changes to caribou hunting regulations for all game management units (GMU)
associated with the Western Arctic caribou herd (WAH) and the Teshekpuk caribou herd (TCH).
The NPS understands the conservation concerns raised by the significant decline in these herds,
but we also recognize that natural cycles and processes have resulted in fluctuations in these
caribou populations over the last several decades. The NPS is supportive of the need to adjust
harvest seasons and limits where consistent with the Western Arctic Caribou Herd Cooperative
Management Plan and the rural priority outlined in ANILCA §804. In short, these modifications
would:

¢ Eliminate the harvest of calves by all hunters;

e Limit nonresident harvest to one bull, and eliminate nonresident harvest of cows or
calves;

e Extend the resident cow harvest closure period in units 23 and 26A from May 16 — June
30 to April 1 —July 31.

e In Unit 22 retain the nonresident season for caribou harvest. The proposed season of
August 1 — September 30 is impracticable because caribou are typically not in the area at
that time and hunters may mistakenly take reindeer, which are present in the area;

e In Unit 23 change the nonresident hunting season to September 15 — October 10 to give
the first caribou in the fall migration opportunities to cross major rivers in Unit 23 (e.g.
Noatak River and Kobuk River) to set the migratory route, and to match the NPS start

PC052
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date of September 15 for Commercial Use Authorizations for transporter and outfitter
services.

The NPS supports the Working Group recommendations for five reasons:

1. NPS is a signatory to the Cooperative Management Plan;

2. The recommendations are consistent with actions identified in the plan for the estimated
herd population;

3. The recommendations seem to retlect the majority public comments at various public
meetings such as the Advisory Committee (AC) and federal subsistence Regional
Advisory Council (RAC) meetings; and

4. The comments capture some of the regional variation, which needs to be accommodated.

5. These recommendations are consistent with NPS laws and policies, and are consistent
with the 1982 NPS/ADF&G Master Memorandum of Understanding.

The NPS may offer additional comments at the BOG meeting pending additional
recommendations from affected RACs and NPS Subsistence Resource Commissions yet to meet
during this proposal cycle. The NPS looks forward to engaging in discussions about the WAH
and TCH as the status of the herds change.

The NPS continues to support the Alaska Department of Fish and Game (ADFG) proposal
203 to close all Dall’s sheep hunting seasons in Unit 23 and Unit 26A west of the Etivluk River
drainage. The NPS supports this proposal because of the conservation concerns associated with
the significant population decline of Dall’s sheep in those areas.

The NPS continues to support the development of companion Federal subsistence program
proposals intended to address these conservation concerns, as appropriate.

Sincerely,

ebora Coope
Associate'Regional Director, Resources

PC052
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cc:

Sam Cotten, Commissioner, ADF&G

Kristy Tibbles, Executive Director, Alaska Board of Game, ADF&G

Bruce Dale, Chief, Division of Wildlife, ADF&G

Pat Pourchot, Special Assistant to the Secretary for Alaska

Herbert Frost, Regional Director for NPS

Geoff Haskett, Regional Director, FWS

Chuck Ardizzone, Deputy Assistant Regional Director, FWS-Office of Subsistence Management

Frank Hays, Superintendent, Western Arctic National Parklands

Greg Dudgeon, Superintendent, Gates of the Arctic and Yukon-Charley

Jeanette Koelsch, Superintendent, Bering Land Bridge National Preserve

Mary McBurney, Subsistence Team Manager, NPS-Alaska Regional Office

Guy Adema, Natural Resources Team Manager, NPS-Alaska Regional Office

Bud Rice, Management Biologist, NPS-Alaska Regional Office

Andee Sears, Regional Law Enforcement Specialist, NPS-Alaska Regional Office
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United States Department of the Interior

U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
1011 East Tudor Road
IN REPLY REFER TO: Anchorage, Alaska 99503-6199

FWS/OSM 15007.PM
FEB 10 2015

Mr. Ted Spraker, Chairman

Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Boards Support Section

P.O. Box 115526

Juneau, Alaska 99811-5526

Attention: Board of Game Comments
Dear Chairman Spraker:

The Alaska Board of Game is scheduled to meet March 13-17, 2015 to deliberate proposals
concerning changes to regulations governing hunting and trapping of wildlife for the
Southcentral Region. We have reviewed the 62 proposals the Board will be considering at this
meeting.

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

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on these important regulatory matters and look
forward to working with your Board and the Alaska Department of Fish and Game on these
issues. Please contact George Pappas, State Subsistence Liaison, 907-786-3822, with any
questions you may have concerning this material.

Sincerely,

@“‘“’

Eugene R. Peltola Jr.,

P\ Assistant Regional Director
t ) Office of Subsistence Management

Enclosure

U.S.
FISH & WILDIAFE
SERVICE
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Chairman Spraker

CC:

Tim Towarak, Chair, Federal Subsistence Board
Chuck Ardizzone, Deputy Assistant Regional Director, Office of Subsistence Management
George Pappas, State Subsistence Liaison, Office of Subsistence Management
Chris McKee, Wildlife Division Chief, Office of Subsistence Management
Kristy Tibbles, Executive Director, Boards Fish and Game, Board of Game,
Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Bruce Dale, Acting Wildlife Division Director, Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Jennifer Yuhas, Federal Subsistence Liaison Team Leader
Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Interagency Staff Committee
Administrative Record
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RECOMMENDATIONS

ALASKA BOARD OF GAME PROPOSALS

Southcentral Alaska Region

March 13-17, 2015

Anchorage, Alaska

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Office of Subsistence Management (OSM)
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PROPOSAL 140 — 5 AAC 85.045.(4) Hunting seasons and bag limits for moose. Reauthorize the
antlerless moose season in Unit 6C.

Current Federal Regulation:
Unit 6C — Moose

Unit 6C—1 antlerless moose by Federal drawing permit only. Permits  Sept. I — Oct. 31
for the portion of the antlerless moose quota not harvested in the Sept.

1-Oct. 31 hunt may be available for redistribution for a Nov. 1-Dec

31 hunt.

Unit 6C—1 bull by Federal drawing permit only. Sept. 1 — Dec. 31

In Unit 6C, only one moose permit may be issued per household. A
household receiving a State permit for Unit 6C moose may not receive
a Federal permit. The annual harvest quota will be announced by the
U.S. Forest Service, Cordova Office, in consultation with ADF&G.
The Federal harvest allocation will be 100% of the antlerless moose
permits and 75% of the bull permits. Federal public lands are closed
to the harvest of moose except by Federally qualified users with a
Federal permit for Unit 6C moose, Nov 1 — Dec. 31.

Is a similar issue being addressed by the Federal Subsistence Board? Currently, there are no wildlife
proposals being addressed by the Federal Subsistence Board. The Board will be accepting proposals to
change Federal subsistence hunting and trapping regulations from January 14 through March 25, 2015.

Impact to Federal subsistence users/wildlife: Reauthorizing the antlerless moose season in Unit 6C
will not impact Federally qualified subsistence users, as they can already harvest antlerless moose with a
Federal drawing permit. Moose harvest is limited by annual quotas and reauthorizing the antlerless
season will not impact the moose season.

Federal Position/Recommended Action: The OSM recommendation is to support this proposal.
Rationale for comment: While Federally qualified subsistence users already have an opportunity to

harvest antlerless moose in Unit 6C, reauthorizing the State antlerless season will maintain management
flexibility within the unit.

PROPOSAL 168 — 5 AAC 85.045.(13) Hunting seasons and bag limits for moose. Reauthorize the
antlerless moose season in a portion of Unit 15C.

(3%

PCO054
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Current Federal Regulation:
Unit 15C — Moose

Unit 15C—1 cow by Federal registration permit only. Sept. 1 - Oct. 31

Is a similar issue being addressed by the Federal Subsistence Board? Currently, there are no wildlife
proposals being addressed by the Federal Subsistence Board. The Board will be accepting proposals to
change Federal subsistence hunting and trapping regulations from January 14 through March 25, 2015.

Impact to Federal subsistence users/wildlife: Reauthorizing the antlerless moose season in Unit 15C
will not impact Federally qualified subsistence users, as they can already harvest antlerless moose with a
Federal permit. Moose harvest is limited by annual quotas and reauthorizing the antlerless season will not
impact the moose season.

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

Rationale for comment: While Federally qualified subsistence users already have an opportunity to
harvest antlerless moose in Unit 15C, reauthorizing the State antlerless season will maintain management
flexibility within the unit.

PROPOSAL 202 — 5 AAC 85.025 (a) (16) (17) (18) (19) (20) (21). Hunting seasons and bag limits
for caribou and 5 AAC 92.085 (2) (D). Unlawful methods of taking big game; Change the caribou
regulation for all game management units (GMU) associated with the Western Arctic Caribou Herd
(WACH) and Teshekpuk Caribou Herd (TCH).

Current Federal Regulations:
Unit 21D - Caribou

Unit 21D, remainder — 5 caribou per day,; however, cow July 1 — June 30.
caribou may not be taken May 16 — June 30

Unit 22 - Caribou

Unit 22B west of Golovin Bay and west of a line along the ~ Oct. 1 — Apr. 30.

west bank of the Fish and Nikukluk Rivers and excluding May I - Sept. 30, a season may be

the Libby River drainage — 5 caribou per day. opened by announcement by the
Anchorage Field Office Manager
of the BLM, in consultation with



ADF&G.

Units 224, 22B remainder, that portion of Unit 22D in the  July 1 — June 30.
Kougaruk, Kuzitrin (excluding the Pilgrim River drainage),
American, and Agiapuk River drainage, and Unit 22E, that
portion east of and including the Sanaguich River drainage
5 caribou per day,; cow caribou may not be taken May
16-June 30.

Unit 23 — Caribou

Caribou: 15 caribou per day; however, cow caribou may not July 1 — June 30.
be taken May 16-June 30

Unit 24 — Caribou

Unit 24 — that portion south of the south bank of the Kanuti  Aug. 10— Mar. 31.
River, upstream from and including that portion of the

Kanuti-Kilotina River drainage, bounded by the southeast

bank of the Kodosin-Nolitna Creek, then downstream along

the east bank of the Kanuti-Kolitna River to its confluence

with the Kanuti River — 1 caribou.

Unit 24, remainder — 5 caribou per day; however, cow July 1 — June 30.
caribou may not be taken May 16-June 30

Unit 26 — Caribou

Unit 264 — 10 caribou per day,; however, cow caribou may July 1 — June 30.
not be taken May 16-June 30

Unit 26B - 10 caribou per day,; however, cow caribou may be July 1 — June 30.
taken only from Oct.1-Apr.30

Is a similar issue being addressed by the Federal Subsistence Board? Currently, there are no wildlife
proposals being addressed by the Federal Subsistence Board. The Board will be accepting proposals to
change Federal subsistence hunting and trapping regulations from January 14 through March 25, 2015.

Impact to Federal Subsistence users/wildlife: There will be some reduction in harvest opportunity (i.e.

the restriction on the harvest of calves and some unit specific resident season length reductions) for
Federally qualified subsistence users, but these restrictions will be minimal and are appropriate for the
conservation of the WACH and TCH. Reductions in harvest and shortening of season dates are a needed
first step to promote recovery of the population.

PCO054
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Federal Position/Recommended Action: The OSM recommendation is to support this proposal for
conservation purposes and to allow for the continuation of subsistence uses. The relevant Federal
Subsistence Regional Advisory Councils (Councils) will be meeting in February and March of this year
and will be submitting Federal proposals that are expected to mirror Proposal 202 with some region
specific modifications. OSM would like to hear from the Councils prior to recommending more specific
management actions.

Rationale: Due to the decline of the WACH and TCH as a result of increasing adult female mortality,
poor calf survival, and low recruitment, more conservative management actions are needed now to reduce
the caribou harvest in order to lessen the rate of population decline. These actions are consistent with the
management levels identified for the WACH based on population size, trend and harvest rate in the
revised Western Arctic Caribou Herd Cooperative Management Plan of 201 1.

PROPOSAL 203: 5 AAC 85.055 (a) (9) and (10). Hunting seasons and bag limits for Dall sheep.
Close all Dall sheep seasons in Unit 23 and Unit 26A west of the Etivluk River drainage (e.g., the Brooks
Range west of Howard Pass). Retain hunt areas and hunt types (general season and subsistence hunts by
harvest ticket hunts and/or permit) so similar hunt regimes may be restored when the population recovers.

Current Federal Regulations:
Unit 23— Sheep’

Units 23 — south of Rabbit Creek, Kiyak Creek and the ~ No Federal open season
Noatak River, and west of the Cutler and Redstone
Rivers (Baird Mountains).

Units 23 north of Rabbit Creek, Kiyak Creek and the No Federal open season
Noatak River, and west of the Aniuk River (DeLong

Mountains)

Unit 23 remainder (Schwatka Mountains) No Federal open season
Unit 23 remainder (Schwatka Mountains) No Federal open season
Unit 26— Sheep”

Unit 264 - that portion west of Howard Pass and the ~ No Federal open season
Etiviuk River (DeLong Mountains)

* All hunts under Federal regulations have been closed for the 2014/2015 season under Temporary
Special Action WSA14-03 as of August 19 2014,

PCO054
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Is a similar issue being addressed by the Federal Subsistence Board? Currently, there are no wildlife
proposals being addressed by the Federal Subsistence Board. The Board will be accepting proposals to
change Federal subsistence hunting and trapping regulations from January 14 through March 25, 2015.

Impact to Federal Subsistence users/wildlife: Closure of the sheep hunts under State regulations would
limit Federally qualified users to hunting under only Federal regulations. However, Federal harvest was
closed under Temporary Special Action WSA14-03 for the 2014/2015 season and is expected to remain
closed for the foreseeable future through Federal management action. Closure of all State general and
registration hunts will help aid in the recovery of sheep populations in the western Brooks Range that
have experienced drastic declines in recent years.

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

Rationale: Since 2011, sheep populations have declined 50-80% in the area affected by this proposal. In
addition to the decline in the overall population, low numbers of rams, and the apparent very low
recruitment rate all suggest that any harvest could be detrimental to the population; could prolong or
worsen the current decline; and hamper recovery.
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Submitted By PC055

Donald Lietzau lofl
Submited On
2/1/2015 11:28:19 AM
Affiliation
Phone
907-227-4261
Email
safari@gci.net
Address

20508 Mark Circle
Chugiak, Alaska 99567

Proposition 194: NO vote

Please consider voting NO to proposal 194.

Discrimanates against bird dog hunters and not all dog owners.

We have just as much rights to access and season lengths as trappers.

I hunt frequently and while | have seen traps in the field | have not had any accidentaly catches with my dogs.
We all have to rights to access and use lands for our enjoyment.

I belong to numerous dog related hunting clubs in the State of Alaska and Nationally. As a serious dog hunter and owner | feel there should
be a better way to keep dogs out of harms way when considering traps. This proposal goes way over board and should not be addopted.
Thank You.


mailto:safari@gci.net

Submitted By PCO56
Lance Kramer 1of2
Submited On
2/2/2015 2:47:38 PM
Affiliation

Phone
(907) 412-0466
Email
lance.kramer@nana.com
Address
P.O.Box 1384
Kotzebue, Alaska 99752

I support proposal 202 (18) (unit 23) as amended:

For Resident Hunters:

1. bag limit between March 15 and May 15 be three bulls and two cows

(Right now the bag limit just states, "5 caribou/day".)

This will: a. limit the take of pregnant cows and therefore increase cow survival and calf-production
b. keep the locals from being criminals

Subsistence hunters all across Unit 23 rely heavily on caribou, even in the spring as they're migrating back up north. We don't want to
hinder the amount taken total, we just want to adjust the ratio.

I believe our RACs may amend NO COWS taken during this time; however, | believe that puts our Inupiaq People at risk of becoming
criminals. They may travel miles for a hunt and only come across cows that day and we should allow them to at least take something
home. Or they may accidently shoot a cow, thinking it's a young bull. We don't want them to become illegal that way either.

2. Bag limit between October 15-Jan. 15 be two bulls and three cows
(right now, it's just 5 caribou/day, could be 5 bulls or 5 cows)

Our RACs up here may want NO BULLS to be taken during this time; however, | disagree with that.

This amendment will: a. decrease the take of stinky bulls, thus increasing the dangerously low bull/cow ratio.

b. prevent our Inupiaq People from becoming criminals

Again, some folks near the wintering ground may want to shoot some young bulls that may not be rutting. We should keep that opportunity
open for them and take away the chance of becoming a criminal for food security reasons.

Non-Resident Hunters

1. Closed Season

This will: a. increase the bull/cow ratio of the herd as non-residents take nearly 600 bulls/year
b. allow for a more natural fall migration through the Delong and Brooks Ranges

c. limit user conflicts between Resident and Non-Resident hunters in the upper Noatak River


mailto:lance.kramer@nana.com
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The bull/cow ratio is so low and the amount of harvestable surplus is near its critical level right now that possibly by next spring's cartbaie

census, we'll have to go into a more aggressive management style where we, by law, have to do predator control and close the non-
resident season. By closing the non-resident season now, we're just negating what we have to do next year anyway, we're just going to be
ahead of the curve to see if we can begin increasing the bull/cow ratio before it drops even further.

Since non-residents take mostly bulls, this should hopefully save us around 550+ bulls to be available to breed shortly after the migration.



Submitted By PCO57
Greg Jennen lof2
Submited On
2/2/2015 6:40:53 PM
Affiliation

Proposal #210 — Oppose

Proposal 210 was inserted very late in the game with very little opportunity for public awareness of the proposal and will
inject enormous uncertainty into every consumptive user’s plans and can potentially devastate commercial operators whose
businesses depend on a reliable season to fulfill their contractual obligations.

Dear Board of Game Members,

Iwould like to apologize for the late date I'm submitting my written comments. It wasn’t until the two week deadline had passed that | was
made aware that 210 was proposed and subsequently accepted as an agenda change request.

My name is Greg Jennen. | own and operate Alaska Glacier Mountain ouffitters, LLC. My company has been operating in unit 6D for over a
decade under a Chugach national Forest Priority use permit. From Valdez, we offer vessel based guided hunting trips in Prince William
for brown and black bears in the spring and mountain goats in the fall.

Our black bear hunts are conducted after the close of brown bear season May 25 thru the end of black bear season June 10. Beginning in
about 2008 we phased out our fall black bear hunts due to a severe lack of fish and subsequent lack of feeding bears on the streams of
every bay of northwestern PWS. (This has persisted to this day) Later, the fall season was curtailed 10 days by F&G due to excess
percent sow harvest during the fall season. It's fairly self-evident in our experience that the lack of substantial spawning salmon runs inis a
mitigating if not the prime factor involved in the bear population decline.

Beginning in 2007 we have kept a record of the date and location of every single bear sighted on every hunt we do. In 2009 there was an
abrupt decline in the average number of bears sighted, not a steady downward trend moving forward beyond 2009. As an example, in
2007 we spotted 26 bears on our June bear hunt; a good representative average. Last year (2014) we spotted 32 bears on this same ftrip.
However our success rate was 100% in 2007 and only 25% in 2014. The reason being that virtually all of the 32 bears we spotted were
over 2,000 feet MSL in the alpine eating over-wintered berries due to a profound lack of snow beginning the day the bears woke from
hibernation and moving forward until the seasons end. Certainly there is a downward trend in the PWS black bear population, but spring
2014 harvest statistics need to be taken with a grain of salt if not discarded outright due to the conditions.

Proposal 210 would be a huge change in the regs, coming into the public eye at a very late date with very little opportunity for the public to
educate themselves on the issue and to make comment. | personally only became aware of it through chance due to the fact that a good
friend from Cordova caught wind of it at the regional advisory meeting held in there at the end of January. | know of no one from Valdez or
anywhere else in PWS that was made aware of the proposal before now. Any proposal of this magnitude should be afforded a good
opportunity to be discussed by the public before it makes it way to the board. In past years large changes in 6D regs were preceded by
notice to most interested parties residing throughout the unit. This has not been the case here.

A registration hunt is the least favorable remedy to the decline in the black bear population in PWS for every user with the exception of
non-consumptive. For resident hunters planning a vacation it would mean days taken from work would likely be for naught once the season
closes weeks early as it surely will. Reservations with transporters would have to be cancelled potentially losing hunters deposits. Baits will
need to be removed early or not placed in the first place and gear purchases and boat rentals will have been wasted.

From a commercial use point of view it will be devastating. Most transporters and Registered Guides are booked years in advance.
(Personally, we’re book through 2016) This will mean hunters will have flights booked, hotels reserved, licenses purchased and vacation
days taken off only to have nowhere to go and nothing to do. For commercial operators this means any hunts booked will have to be
refunded at the very last minute, once most of the expenditures for the trip have been paid and the operators can least afford it.
Rescheduling the hunt to the following year will only conflict with the next year's bookings and postpone the likelihood of another disaster
piled onto the previous years.

The irony of the situation is that this is all well-trodden ground. Southeast Alaska has very similar circumstances and has experienced very
similar problems. It would seem obvious that the well-considered, successful plan used in recent years in Southeast Alaska should be the
path takenin PWS. Not a rushed decision slipped in under the radar that will inject an incredible amount of uncertainty into every
consumptive user’s plans, be those users resident or non, commercial or recreational.

Regretfully Fm unable to attend the meeting in person. Currently I'm on the trade show circuit marketing my business. Were | aware of the
agenda change request earlier perhaps | could have made arrangements. Or at minimum submitted my written comments before the 2
week deadline. Unfortunately, I've learned after many calls to other concerned folks, that Fm not the only one in this regrettable situation.
Hopefully the cooler heads will prevail and a good, long-term, reliable fix will be compromised on without the impulse to just do something.



Best Regards,

PCO057
Greg Jennen 20f2



Submitted By PCO58
Vern Cleveland, Sr. 1of2
Submited On
2/3/2015 1:20:22 PM
Affiliation
Western Arctic Caribou Herd Working Group

February 4, 2015

ATTN: Board of Game Comments
Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Boards Support Section

P.O. Box 115526

Juneau, AK 99811-5526

SUBJECT: Board of Game Proposal 202 — 5 AAC 85.025(a) (16)(17)(18) (19)(20)(21) Hunting seasons and bag limits for
caribou, and 5 AAC 92.085(2)(D) Unlawful methods of taking big game; exceptions. Change the caribou regulation for all game
management units (GMU) associated with the Western Arctic caribou herd (WAH) and Teshekpuk caribou herd (TCH).

To the Alaska Board of Game:

On behalf of the Western Arctic Caribou Herd Working Group, the group’s Executive Committee is submitting comments regarding Board
of Game Proposal 202, to change the caribou regulation for game management units (GMU) associated with the Western Arctic caribou
herd (WAH). The Board of Game will consider this proposal at its March 2015 meeting.

The Working Group’s mission is to “work together to ensure the long term conservation of the Western Arctic Caribou Herd and the
ecosystem on which it depends, and to maintain traditional and other uses for the benefit of all people now and in the future.” At our
December 2014 meeting, the Working Group talked at length about the importance of conserving the WAH while it is in decline.

The Western Arctic Caribou Herd Cooperative Management Plan (updated 2011) defines the herd’s current population status as
“declining conservative management level.” The Working Group supports eliminating calf harvest, reducing the months in which residents
can harvest cows, eliminating cow harvest by nonresidents[1], and reducing the harvest of bulls by nonresidents. All of these measures are
consistent with the Management Plan’s recommendations for the conservative management level.

The Working Group recommends the following amendments to Proposal 202:
Unit 22

¢ Do not change the season for nonresident caribou harvest. The proposed change to August 1 — September 30 is not sensible for
Unit 22, as caribou are typically not in the area during the proposed season. Offering a two-month season when caribou are usually
absent may mislead nonresident hunters to plan hunts at a time when they might encounter reindeer, which are not legal game.
Keeping the existing nonresident season will be less confusing to nonresidents attempting to hunt caribou in Unit 22.

¢ The Working Group supports the proposal in Unit 22 to eliminate calf harvest, eliminate nonresident harvest of cows, and limit
nonresident harvest to one bull.

Unit 23

e Extend the cow closure period that prohibits the resident take of cows to April 1 — July 31 (longer than the current closure dates of
May 16 — June 30). This change will reduce harvest of pregnant and lactating cows, increasing calving rates and calf survival.

e Change the season date for nonresident hunting of caribou to September 15 — October 10. These dates will give the first caribou in
the fall migration the chance to cross the major rivers in Unit 23 (e.g., Noatak River, Kobuk River) prior to the onset of intensive
nonresident hunting activity. The amended start date also matches the September 15 date used in the National Park Service’s
Commercial Use Authorizations for the start of guide and transporter operations.

¢ The Working Group supports the proposal in Unit 23 to eliminate calf harvest, eliminate nonresident harvest of cows, and limit
nonresident harvest to one bull.

Southern portion of Unit 26(A)

¢ Prohibit the resident take of cows from April 1 — July 31. This change will reduce harvest of pregnant and lactating cows, increasing
calving rates and calf survival.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment.



On behalf of the Western Arctic Caribou Herd Working Group,

PCO058
Vern Cleveland, Sr., Chair 20of 2

[1] The term “nonresident” refers to a hunter who is not a resident of Alaska.



Submitted By

Caren della Cioppa
Submited On

2/3/2015 8:34:37 PM
Affiliation

Phone
907 745-1528
Email
carendc@gmail.com
Address
5350 N. Heidi Drive
PO Box 1881
Palmer, Alaska 99645

I have reviewed Proposal 180 submitted by Ken Green to restrict trapping in the Cooper Landing area.

PC059
lof1l

I am quite familiar with all of the areas he has included in the proposal. These are areas heavily used by many recreational users. Traps
placed close to areas frequently used by so many different users, including families with small children and pets, are a very dangerous
hazard. Here in the Mat-Su Valley where |live we frequently have incidents with traps injuring and killing pets and putting our children in
danger. |feel strongly that this proposal should be accepted so that the Kenai Peninsula area will be safe for everyone. His proposed

regulations are very reasonable and in no way are detrimental to activities consistent with the code of ethics of the Alaska trapping

community.


mailto:carendc@gmail.com

Submitted By PC060
David Hart lofl
Submited On
2/3/2015 10:45:56 PM
Affiliation
Hunter and Kinkaid park user

Phone
9072441722
Email
david.hart@caelusenergy.com
Address
3001 iliamna avenue
anchorage, Alaska 99517

Hunt proposal 150 is a great idea. | agree with ira edwards. There are a dangerous amount of moose in kinkaid park. Allowing disabled
hunters the chance to participate in an alaskan meat hunt for moose accomplishes two worthwhile goals.

It is only a matter of time until a park user is injured at the park. Alaska is a huge state and we can afford to forgo a few moose in kinkaid to
ensure park user safety and fill a few freezers.


mailto:david.hart@caelusenergy.com

Submitted By PCO61
Janice Tower lofl
Submited On
2/3/2015 11:15:35 PM
Affiliation

Iwish to comment on Ira Edward's proposal for a limited moose hunt in Kincaid Park for disabled persons (Proposal #150).

I support the proposal as a means to improve public safety in this heavily used municipal park. The Kincaid Master Plan calls for high
density recreation which includes Nordic skiing, soccer, mountain biking, running, walking, snowshoeing, disc golf, and a myriad of other
non-motorized uses. As the City of Anchorage continues to grow, we can expect to see more people seeking outdoor recreation that is
close to home. Kincaid Park is a popular urban park that is an asset to our community for the psychosocial and health benefits that outdoor
recreation provides.

According to some, including Rick Sinnott, moose numbers are declining within city limits. However, in recent years increased use has
increased the number of human/moose encounters in the park. In his Sunday, February 1, 2015 article in the Alaska Dispatch News,
Sinnott states that "As many as 700 moose consider the Anchorage Bowl home during some winters. It's far easier to see a moose in
Anchorage than in Denali National Park and Preserve." Considering the number of moose in Anchorage and given its urban nature, it
would seem that we have an unnatural moose density in a relatively small area.

Whether this is desirable is a matter of public opinion, for some would state that this is Alaska at its finest--wild and natural. It's what
makes living here and not California so wonderful. Although | tend to agree with this, | believe that providing a moose sanctuary in the
middle of an urban park, whose master plan calls for high density recreation, is anything but wild and natural.

At some point authorities must make the better judgment that public safety overrides marketing strategies to make Anchorage the "City of
Moose," where the only practical means of controlling the moose population is with the hood of a car. | can claim to have done my partin
this with a moose resting squarely on the hood of my Suburban. Four thousand dollars of damage later and a bit of whiplash, perhaps a
few families ate well that winter but it wasn't without a cost.

Another case in point: Two summers ago | was ushering a group of Mighty Bikes (a youth mountain biking program) on a ski trail in
Kincaid Park. There was a downed birch tree blocking the trail so the kids dismounted their bikes and proceeded in single file around the
stump end of the deadfall. While the kids were walking their bikes a young bull approached us from the ski trail at a full run. From the
pinned ears and forcefulness of his charge, | could tell that he was going to run right through my group. | stood between the kids and the
moose and discharged a short blast of bear spray toward the animal. The moose grew angier and charged us again. | discharged another
blast, this time longer. Fortunately the moose thought the better of continuing the assault and he moved in another direction. | should add
that we did not pass this moose on the trail, nor was there any sign that the moose was being chased by something else. We were
traveling in an uphill direction so our speed was very low. We did not startle the animal as he approached us well after the kids had
dismounted their bikes and were making their way around the deadfall. For whatever reason the young bull was in a bad mood and was
set on stomping his way through my group.

There are high profile moose encounters in the media and countless others that are never reported. Increased recreational pressure in the
park and an unnatural moose density are threatening public safety and it will worsen.

The reason why there are so many moose in Anchorage is that there are few predators, an abundance of food and no hunting pressure.
Given a choice between improving public safety and a marketing campaign touting Anchorage as a City of Moose, | choose public safety. |
encourage the Board of Game to authorize a moose reduction plan in Kincaid Park whether by professional Fish and Game staff or by
physically disabled individuals.



Submitted By PC062
Steve Colt lof1l
Submited On
2/4/2015 4:33:33 PM
Affiliation
citizen

Re: Proposal Hunt #150 Moose Hunt Kincaid Park

I am opposed to moose hunting in Kincaid Park. | have enjoyed Kincaid Park and its moose for 30 years on foot, skis, and bike, winter
and summer. People can get along with moose. We all need to be alert and respectful. | am a lot more afraid of hunting in Kincaid than |
am afraid of moose.



Submitted By PC063
Jared Cummings lof1l
Submited On
2/9/2015 5:50:51 PM
Affiliation

Phone
9073885968
Email
goldeneagleoutfitters@gamil.com
Address
PO Box 28
Kotzebue, Alaska 99752

Hello,

I am putting my thoughts and those of many others in writing so that they are heard by the Board of Game and all others attending in hopes
that they will have some weight in the decisions made in regards to the Western Arctic Caribou Herd and the ability of residents of Unit 23,
residents of Alaska, citizens of this country, and citizens of other countries being able to enjoy and utilize this resource.

There have been many articles written lately on the number of animals estimated in the herd and the concerns about the herd continuing to
decline. | am not a biologist but | do know that herd sizes fluctuate naturally in their own cycle depending on natural factors. We cannot
forget the herd was once down near 70,000 animals and grew to almost 500,000. Now the herd is at an estimated 235,000; this doesn’t
seem that bad considering where it has been in the past. | believe that in order to have healthy heard you need a healthy number of calves
and in order to have calves you need cows! Concerns seem to be focused on resident and nonresident hunters taking bulls, but this does
not seem to be the way to increase calf numbers because one bull can breed many cows. | am a resident and can take up to five caribou
per day. Who really who needs five caribou per day, even when you might be hunting for your extended family?

As an owner of an air taxi that operates state wide in Alaska, our company provides transportation for many people in the Kotzebue
region, to include hunters and nonhunters as well as residents and nonresidents. Many nonresidents choose to donate their meat, whether
it be caribou or moose, due to the cost of getting it back home and the risk of it spoiling. Every year my company alone has a list that is 2
pages long of names and phone numbers from people living in Unit 23 that ask for donated meat and we gladly provide it for them. Again,
it is the nonresidents that take these animals. | often choose to stay late to accommodate the local people that need meat, even delivering
meat to elders who are unable to make it to our hangar. Additionally, we also have given to the boys and girls club in the past, whether it is
meat or left over food from hunters and campers.

I am concerned about ending the season in September because many people enjoy coming to the area in October when there is less
pressure and in the last few years we have seen change in weather allowing for people to be out in the field until mid-October or later due
to the lack of snow and mild temps. From my personal experience in the last few years | have not seen the caribou in NW Alaska start rut
until mid-October which seems rather late compared to elsewhere in the state. [f it is the rut that we are concerned about, | would be
curious why we should not hunt during the rut, and what it might affect aside from possibly bad-tasting meat. |have taken caribou in late
October and tasted meat from hunters who took caribou in October that was delicious.

Finally, let's remember that years ago there were no caribou in this region at all; if people wanted caribou they had to travel towards
Barrow. Ido not believe that the taking of bull caribou are affecting the number of caribou available for harvest, rather it is the number of
cows and calves being shot throughout the entire year or the fact that predator numbers have been on the rise in NW Alaska.

Thank you for this opportunity and in the end the state has done a fine job of managing our wildilfe in this great state so | am confident the
proper decisions will be made.


mailto:goldeneagleoutfitters@gamil.com

Submitted By
Brian Looney

Submited On
2/5/2015 8:05:59 AM
Affiliation
Phone
9075623252
Email
blooney@crweng.com
Address

10941 Baronik Street
Anchorage, Alaska 99516

I support reducing the moose population in Kincaid Park.
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submitted by
Patricia Dicraiker



Submitted By PCO67
Jessie Alloway 1of1
Submited On
2/8/2015 7:35:30 PM
Affiliation
Citizen/User

| oppose a moose hunt in Kincaid park. I'm a regular user of the park and a member of one of the dog associations that uses the

park throughout the summer and fall. Contrary to how we were depicted in an ADN article, we are not an "attack dog group" and we were
never contacted by Mr. Edwards for our viewpoint on his proposal. Although we regularly see moose during our training sessions, we have
never had a problem. Why? Because we respect them, are aware of them, and follow rules of general land stewardship. We need to
learn to share space with them and setting up another moose hunt is not the answer.

Our training group (depending on weather) often trains into October on the weekends. A hunt could potentially displace us for no need.

In addition to dog training, | also use Kincaid for walking and biking. Again, | respect the moose, am aware of them, and try to keep my
distance. As long as all users take the necessary precautions, we should be able to coexist.



Submitted By PC068
Bill Sherwonit 1of2
Submited On
2/9/2015 10:32:15 AM
Affiliation
self

Phone
907-245-0283
Email
akgriz@hotmail.com
Address
2441 Tulik Drive
Anchorage, Alaska 99517

As a longtime resident of Anchorage and one who regularly explores Kincaid Park (and other Anchorage parklands and greenbelts), 'm
writing to express my strong opposition to Proposal 150, which would allow a moose hunt in Anchorage's Kincaid Park. I've already written
about this in the newspaper and will use that commentary (below) as an extended explanation of my opposition:

Kincaid Park Is No Place for a Moose Hunt

While I applaud Rick Sinnott and the Alaska Dispatch News for alerting Anchorage residents to the new push for a moose hunt at Kincaid
Park, both the reporting of this news and Ira Edwards’ proposal to the Alaska Board of Game (BOG) raise serious concerns and demand
further context and scrutiny.

First I'll address the story itself (“Moose hunt proposed in Kincaid Park,” Dec. 29). The placement of Sinnott's piece—complete with front-
page banner headline—suggests it's important local news. | agree. But it is also a lopsided story, heavily slanted toward Edwards’
perspective. Nearly all the “reporting” is based his viewpoints and beliefs. His claims are largely presented as fact, without apparent
verification and almost no rebuttal. This is disappointing, given Sinnott’s own wildlife expertise.

Because this is a news story, Sinnott no doubt felt obliged to keep his opinions out of the piece, but he could have found others who would
rightly challenge Edwards’ assumptions and conclusions. Though Sinnott includes Department of Fish and Game findings that provide
alternative perspectives, they are buried deep in the story and not used to directly challenge Edwards’ claims.

Sinnott takes Edwards’ statement that he “canvassed most organizations that schedule events in the park” at face value, as well as his
claim that their responses ranged “from favorable to neutral.” All of this is self-serving and should have been substantiated. The fact that
“no organization has told [Edwards] it would oppose a moose hunt” means little, because we don’t know all the groups he canvassed. I'm
betting he didn’'t ask wildlife or conservation groups for their opinion.

Sinnott adds that a 2010 survey indicated 70 percent of local residents support an Anchorage moose hunt, including parks like Kincaid.
But we don’'t know enough about that survey to determine whether residents who use and appreciate the parks support such hunts. I'd bet
the percentage of park users approving a hunt would be substantially less than 70 percent.

Allin all, the story gives an unbalanced and highly favorable spin to Edwards’ push for a hunt. Here are some claims that | would challenge.

First, Edwards says “every time we have an event at Kincaid there’s a moose in the way.” That's ridiculous. It's the exception, not the rule,
that moose require changes in an event or present a danger to participants; those circumstances tend to make it into the news precisely
because they're unusual.

Yes, there are certain times of year when moose should be taken into special consideration by event organizers (and others): in late spring
and early summer, when cows with newborn calves are especially vigilant and protective; and the autumn rutting season, when bulls
especially are likely to be stressed and easily agitated.

Given all the information that's available about moose, local residents should know this and take extra precautions.

Though Sinnott refers to “troublemaker” moose, in fact human actions have largely contributed to the upswing of moose-human conflicts at
Kincaid, whether in organized events or other, informal recreational activities. Two excellent examples are the “well publicized skirmishes”
Sinnott recounts in his story. As | previously discussed in pieces published by Alaska Dispatch, (“The problem isn't agitated moose, it's
people showing bad judgment,” Oct. 3, 2013 and “Explosion of new trails at Kincaid is a big part of conflicts between moose and people,”
Oct. 28, 2013), people’s poor decisions led directly to the shooting deaths of the two moose.

We are supposedly the more intelligent species, yet we sometimes behave in remarkably foolish, ignorant, or stubborn ways.

To repeat: the problem at Kincaid Park isn't trouble-making moose. The animals should not be hunted for public-safety reasons, Edwards’
chief rationale for starting a hunt there. And if a persistently dangerous moose is identified, authorities should remove it, not sport hunters.

Sinnott’s story also makes it clear that there’s been no upsurge in moose at Kincaid. In fact, based on F&G studies, it's more likely moose
numbers have dropped since the mid-1990s.
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Nor is there any evidence that moose have become more aggressive. Based on my own experiences—I visit Kincaid many times

throughout the year—I'd wager Kincaid moose are as habituated to people as they've ever been, if not more so. PC068
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That's not to say individual moose won’t sometimes become agitated and aggressive. A protective cow moose with calves approached
too closely or suddenly in early summer, an adrenalin-boosted bull moose in mating season that feels cornered—yes, they may attack a
careless, unaware, or pushy person. But this is not new behavior, it's normal.

Edwards’ blanket statement that cows are more dangerous than bulls—the reason he gives for proposing an antlerless moose hunt—is
another dubious assertion.

Yes, cows are more dangerous for a period of time after they've given birth to calves. But bulls present a much greater danger in autumn,
when Edwards proposes his hunt. My experience from late summer into winter is that cows, even those with calves, are remarkably
tolerant of human (and even canine) passage, as long as a person or dog doesn't try to get too close or harass them.

I would also argue Edwards’ point that bulls have “more intrinsic value” than cows. What's his expertise, to make such a judgment? Again,
his opinion masquerades as fact.

Though neither the number nor behavior of moose has changed substantially, what has shifted at Kincaid is the human element. As Sinnott
wrote, “Nowadays the park crawls with people most of the year.”

Actually, “crawls” isn’t the best word choice. Many of the people who recreate at Kincaid are moving fast: runners, soccer players, skiers,
and especially cyclists. The explosion of single-track trails and those who use them are the single biggest change that’s contributed to
Kincaid’s so-called moose “problem.”

Those trails have greatly fragmented what remained of Kincaid’s already diminished woodlands. Thus it's now harder for moose to avoid
us humans and that in turn means more encounters. More conflicts.

Those who say we must have either a moose preserve or a moose hunt are creating a false choice. We can have both moose and human
recreation. But people need to take more responsibility for their actions, they need to pay more attention to—and show tolerance for—our
wildlife neighbors.

There’s another important point to consider: Edwards says October is the best time to stage a hunt because the park attracts fewer
people. That may have once been true, but not necessarily anymore, not with the abundance of cyclists drawn to the single-track trails

T

during fall's “shoulder” season.

If allowed, an October hunt would displace a substantial number of people. Are the state and municipality really going to ban other
recreational activities so that a few people can hunt moose despite no credible evidence that having such a hunt will eliminate moose-
human conflicts? The only way to do that would be to kill all the moose. And who wants that?

In short, | can find no good reasons to break with long-standing policies and allow a hunt at Kincaid or any other municipal park. | hope the
city holds firm on its prohibition of hunting and the discharge of firearms in local parks.

The presence of moose enlivens and enriches the visits of many locals drawn to Kincaid. Instead of killing them, why can't we humans
behave more responsibly and respectfully, so that both species face less danger from each other?

So, to reiterate: I request the BOG to oppose and deny this proposed Kincaid moose hunt.
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Michael Mandregan lof1l
Submited On
2/9/2015 5:32:59 PM
Affiliation
Phone
907-306-7654
Email
mmandregan@yahoo.com
Address

5311 Emmanuel Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska 99508

Anchorage Area — Unit 14C
PROPOSAL 150 -5 AAC 85.045 Hunting seasons and bag limits for moose.
Dear Sir or Madam:

As an avid recreational and commuting cyclist who frequents the Kincaid Park | strongly advise against the legalization and introduction of
a hunt at the Kincaid Park. Compassion for or lack-there-of for handicap accessibility for hunting is in my opinion irrelevant.

| agree there have in fact been an increase in human-moose encounters; however, the fault is due to the overdevelopment of the trail
systems which severely reduced the moose population's ability to avoid humans contact.

In viewing a Kincaid Park trail system maps of 2002 and 2008 one finds little significant increase in development, but since 2009 thru the
present it appears as many as seventeen (17) single-track mountain bike trails have been added, increasing the number of trail
intersections by forty-three (43)! Reference the "Singletrack Advocates Organization" own Kincaid Park 2014 Map:

http://www.muni.org/Departments/parks/Documents/Kincaid_STA_Trail_map.pdf

The light blue lines largely represent the "legacy" trails as of 2008, prior to the proliferation of single-track trail development. All other colors
represent new single track trails.

This over development in my opinion, though maybe well-intended, has proven reckless and play a significant role in the increased,
sometimes dangerous human-moose encounters.

I suggest not only halting any new plans for further development, but also consideration for strategically abandoning/closing many of these
new single-track mountain bike trails, giving the right-of-way and fair share of the natural habitat back to the moose population.

Thank you for your consideration on this important matter.

Michael Mandregan
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CHUGACH STATE PARK CITIZENS’ ADVISORY BOARD

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

Attn: Board of Game Comments February 10, 2015
Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Board Support Section

P.O. Box 115526

Juneau, Alaska 99811-5526

Re: March 2015 Board of Game Proposals

i am writing on behalf of the Chugach State Park Citizens' Advisory Board regarding new southcentral and
regional regulatory proposals that will affect Chugach State Park.

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

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

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

s To protect areas of unique and exceptional scenic value;

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

¢ To protect the existing wilderness characteristics of the easterly intetior area.

At approximately 495,000 acres, Chugach State Park is among the four largest state parks in the 1U.S. and
comprises nearly half of Alaska’s Game Management Unit (GMU) 14C. Most of the big game animals that
inhabit GMU 14C use the park at least part of the year. The 15-mmember advisory board is appointed by the
Director of State Parks and Outdoor Recreation. The board intentionally represents a wide variety of park
users. With over 1.3 million visits to the park annually, we are interested in Board of Game regulation changes
that may atfect park resources and visitors.

We have carefully reviewed the spring 2015 Board of Game regulatory proposats that will affect the park’s
wildlife and users. The wildlife harvest and population estimates referenced in our comments are based upon
input from the Alaska Department of Fish and Game. Our comments and recommendation for each proposal
follow below. These recommendations passed unanimously during our February 9, 2015, meeting.

Proposal 148 — Support. This proposal would reauthorize all antlerless and either-sex moose hunts in GMU
14C except those in the Twentymile River drainage.

Most of the moose hunting opportunity in GMU 14C is in Chugach State Park. At least 18 (25%) of the 71
antlerless and either-sex permits offered in GMU 14C for the 2015-16 hunting season are in the park. In
addition, many of the moose harvested in the remaining drawing permit hunts spend part of the year in the
park. The only moose registration hunt in GMU 14C, which typically has 100-200 permittees, is in the park.
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Most of the park is open for general season mnoose hunting for bulls with spike-fork and greater than 50-inch
antlers or at least three brow tines on at least one side.

At its discretion the department has reduced the number of antlerless and either-sex permits issued in recent
years because the population has been within the objective of 1,500-1,800 moose. However, when moose
numbers begin to climb, antlerless and either-sex hunts will be needed to keep the population from exceeding
its carrying capacity.

We support continuing o allow ADF&G to exercise its discretion in the management of antlerless moose in
Chugach State Park and adjacent portions of GMU 14C.

Proposal 151 — Oppose. This proposal would change the “any sheep™ bag limit to “any ram™ for archery-only
drawing hunts DS140, DS{41, DS240, and DS241,

These hunts (85 permits in 2015) are Jocated almost entirely in Chugach State Park.

On average, less than one ewe per year was harvested from these hunts in the past decade (2005-2014). Dall
sheep populations in southcentral Alaska are limited more by adverse winter weather than by hunting. A small
harvest of ewes is not likely to have any impact on sheep populations.

Contrary to what the proposal claimed, the Dall sheep population appears to be increasing in GMU 14C. From
2008 to 2014 the count increased from a low of 904 sheep to 1062 sheep, a 17% increase in six years.
Although there is no biological need to harvest ewes in GMU 14C at this time, high populations in previous
decades suggest that Dall sheep populations can exceed carrying capacity in the Chugach Mountains. Counts
of 2,200-2,600 sheep in the late 1990s and early 2000s represented a population almost certainly exceeding the
carrying capacity of its winter range. As Dall sheep numbers recover there may soon come a time when a
limited ewe harvest may again be necessary to prevent overpopulation and damage to prime winter range.

An added benefit of the “any sheep” bag limit is that it allows a hunter to avoid a penaity for taking a ewe if’
one is shot by mistake while attempting to harvest a young ram.

Proposal 152 - Oppose. This proposal would allocate atf but one of the Dall sheep permits in GMU 14C to
residents. The single exception would be the Governar’s tag.

Most of these permits are in Chugach State Park. This is an allocation issue that is within the Board’s purview.
However, we note that Chugach State Park has some of the largest rams in Alaska, and beoth resident and
nonresident hunters value these animals highly,

Other than Dall sheep and several antlerless moose hunts, no other park regulations restrict the proportions of
residents or nonresidents in Chugach State Park. Our board promotes the value of the park to attract cutside
visitors to the area. Continuing to allow nonresidents to hunt sheep in the park is consistent with this goal. We
prefer the status quo.

Proposal 153 ~ Oppose. This proposal would limit the number of next-of-kin nonresident Dall sheep permits
issued in GMU 14C.

Maost of these permits are in Chugach State Park. The Board of Game has capped the number of nonresident
Dall sheep permits in GMU 14C. Proposal 153 seeks to allocate more of those permits to hunting guides
rather than allowing Alaskans to guide their next of kin on these hunts.
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Clients of hunting guides tend to be much more successful than resident hunters or nonresident hunters
accompanied by next-of-kin residents. If this proposal is adopted it will take hunting opportunity away from
residents and their nonresident next-of-kin and would likely result in fewer permits being issued to
accommodate the increased harvest from guided hunters,

Proposal 154 — Oppose. This proposal would increase the number of nonresident mountain goat drawing
permits in GMU 14C by adding one nonresident permit for each of the following hunt areas: DG852 (East
Eklutna), DG854 (Eagle River), and DGR58 (Bird Creek).

Contrary to what is stated in the proposal, these three hunt areas are not “very inaccessible™ to the average
permit holder. They are popular among local resident goat hunters. Nonresidents may also apply for these
hunts; however, they are in a minority. Very few permits (3-5) are issued each year for each of these hunts.
Typically. one or two goats are harvested from each hunt area. Because nonresident goat hunters must be
guided and guided hunters are more successful than residents without guides, adding a separate nonresident
permit to each area would increase the harvest. This would necessitate reducing the number of resident
permits significantly.

Other than Dall sheep and several antlerless moose hunts, no other regulations restrict the proportions of
residents or nonresidents in Chugach State Park. We prefer the status quo.

Proposal 184 — Oppose. This proposal would open resident Dall sheep hunting seasons a week earlier
(August 3) than nonresident seasons (August 10} throughout southcentral Alaska.

Chugach State Park supports a significant number of the Dali sheep hunts in southcentral Alaska. The park is
heavily used by the public in early August. Opening the season a week earlier than in the past would
significantly reduce sheep viewing opportunities for the majority of park users. Sheep hunting permits in
Chugach State Park are distributed spatially and temporarily to maximize the hunting experience, Thus, the
reasons given for the earlier season (overcrowding, lack of opportunity, stressed rains) that might result in a
diminished hunting experienice are minimized or avoided in Chugach State Park. We see no good reason to
adopt this proposal in Chugach State Park.

Proposal 185 — Oppose. This proposal would open resident Dall sheep hunting seasons a week earlier (August
3) than nonresident seasons {August 10} in GMUs 7, 14, and 15 and close both resident and nonresident sheep
seasons on September 20.

Same rationale as Proposal 184. In addition, this proposal would eliminate many drawing sheep hunts in GMU
14C that open or close later than September 20. We see no good reason to adopt this proposal in Chugach
State Park.

Proposal 186 ~ Oppose. This proposal would limit nonresident Dall sheep hunting in the southcentral region
with shorter seasons, drawing permits, or other methods,

Chugach State Park supports a significant number of the Dall sheep hunting opportunities in the southcentral
region. Al sheep hunts in the park are by drawing permit only, Nonresident permits are already capped.
Seasons for each hunt are short to allow two to three consecutive hunts with firearms and a follow-up hunt by
archery only in most areas. We see no good reason to adopt this proposal in Chugach State Park.

Proposal 187 —~ Oppose. This proposal would ajlow a maximum of 10% of nonresident sheep hunt
participation for the southcentral region.
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Chugach State Park supports a significant number of the Dall sheep hunting opportunities in the southcentral
region. All sheep hunts in the park are by drawing permit only. Nonresident permits are already capped at
13% for firearm hunts and 5% for archery-only hunts, This proposal would double the number of nonresident
permits for bowhunters, which is probably not the sponsor’s intent. It would reduce the allocation of
nonresident drawing permits in the park from 13% to 10%; however, this would have no practical effect on the
number of nonresident permits if the current strategy is used to distribute the permits fairly among the various
hunt areas and seasons.

If the current allocation strategy is used, even in those hunts where the most permits are issued, in the
Southwest portion of GMU 14C (with three consecutive hunts where 7 resident and 1 nonresident permits are
issued), allocating 10% of the permits would still be 1 nonresident permit for each hunt area/season.

There are no hunt areas/seasons in GMU 14C with 10 or more total perinits where firearms are allowed.
Therefore, if the Board adopts a strict 10% cap for nonresident sheep permits, the allocation strategy will need
to be changed. If nonresidents are going to be ailowed an opportunity to hunt in every hunt area and season,
nonresident permits will need to be selected at random from the total number of permits issued in GMU 14C.
There won't be enough nonresident permits issued each year to distribute participants among every hunt
area/seasorl.

Other than Dali sheep and several antlerless moose hunts, no other regulations restrict the propoitions of
residents or nonresidents in Chugach State Park. We prefer the status quo.

Proposal 188 — Oppose. This proposal would allow a maximum of 10% of nonresident sheep hunt
participation for GMUs 7, 14 and 15.

Same rationale as Proposaj 187.

Proposal 189 — Oppose. This proposal would allow a maximum of 10% of nonresident sheep hunt
participation in the southcentral region. Once drawn, residents and nonresidents cannot apply again for that
specific drawing permit.

Same rationale as Proposal 187.

Proposal 190 — Oppose. This proposal would allow a maximum of 10% of nonresident sheep hunt
participation in the southcentral region. It also proposes to limit the number of hunters transported by air
charters, which is not in the Board"s authority.

Same rationale as Proposal 187.

Proposal 194 — Oppose. This proposal would prohibit the use of hunting dogs for taking upland game birds
after October 31 in the southcentral region. The intent of the proposal is to avoid catching hunting dogs in
lawful traps.

Chugach State Park provides some of the best opportunities for hunting upland game birds in GMU 14C, Bird
dogs help retrieve lost and wounded birds. Retrievers are an important tool in ethical hunting,

Most of the dogs caught in legal traps in Chugach State Park are not hunting dogs. They are accompanying
hikers, bikers. skiers or runners and are often caught near hiking trails. While we appreciate the concern
expressed for hunting dogs in this proposal. we wonder if the next step will be a proposal to prohibit other off-
leash dogs in Chugach State Park.
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Currently, dogs are allowed to be off leash anywhere in the park except within Y% mile of facilities and
trailheads. We do not support the prohibition on the use of dogs for hunting upland game birds.

Proposal 196 ~ Oppose. This proposal would add five days to all resident hunting seasons and allocate 75%
of the drawing permits to residents for the southcentral region,

Chugach State Park provides most of the Dall sheep hunting opportunities in GMU 14C. This proposal would
increase the proportion of permits allocated to nonresidents from 13% in sheep hunts where rifles are allowed
and 5% in archery-only sheep hunts to 25% nonresidents.

Chugach State Park provides nearly half of the moose hunting oppertunity in GMU 14C, and more than half of
all the Eklutna Valley registration hunt permittees are included in the total. All antlerless moose hunts outside
of Joint Base Elmendorf-Richardson are currently tor residents only. This proposal would allocate 25% of
those permits to nonresidents.

Hunting opportunities are relatively scarce in Anchorage, compared 1o the large number of hunters living in the
community, and most of the Dall sheep, mountain goat, moose, and brown bear hunts are drawing hunts.
Allocating 25% of all drawing permits to nonresidents will significantly decrease local hunting opportunities.
We prefer the status quo.

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the regulatory proposals submitted for the spring 2015 Board of
Game meeting.  Please let me know if you have any questions regarding these comments and

recommendations. I can be reached at 907-688-9078. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

K cte Sormnart

Rick Sinnott
Chair

cc: Jessy Coltrane, ADF&G
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Submitted By PCO72
Julie Saddoris lof1l
Submited On
2/12/2015 2:06:56 PM
Affiliation

Phone
907-301-9065
Email
julie.saddoris@gmail.com
Address
6421 E. 10th Ave
anchorage, Alaska 99504

I ride my bike on the single track in Kincaid as well as on the Tony Knowles Coastal Trail year-round. | have also skiied and walked on the
Kincaid trails. | have never had a negative encounter with any moose or wildlife while recreating in these areas. Seeing moose along the
way is part of the enjoyment of being in Kincaid Park as well as the City of Anchorage. Removing moose will take away from this
experience and devalue the park. For the most part, the moose have become accustom to people. Obviously there are times when extra
caution is to be heeded, spring calving and the fall rut. The number of negative moose/human interactions is probably pretty low
considering the number of people using the park. | believe education is a better way to prevent or deal with human/moose interactions
rather than permanently removing the moose. If we removed everything that posed a danger to our lives, the world would be a pretty bland
and boring place. Please allow us to continue enjoying the moose in Kincaid Park, please do not allow the moose hunt.
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Submitted By PCO73
Debrah Carlson lof1l
Submited On
2/17/2015 4:50:34 PM
Affiliation

Proposal 180

I support proposal 180 in Cooper Landing, AK. There have been numerous and tragic incidents involving traps too close to
neighborhoods and trails where dogs have been severely wounded. | believe in traps being tagged or somehow identified and that set
backs be agreed upon and trapping areas far from trails, driveways, schools, parking lots, campgrounds and residential communities.
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Tom McReynolds

Submited On

2/17/2015 5:49:48 PM
Affiliation
Phone

907-598-1106
Email

hambone@arctic.net
Address

P.O.Box 536

19665 Sterling Hwy
Cooper landing, Alaska 99572

| support proposal 180

PCO074
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Submitted By PCO75
Kent Bowman lofl
Submited On
2/17/2015 6:28:33 PM
Affiliation
Bowmans' Bearcreek Lodge Hope Alaska

Phone
907 782 3141
Email
bearcreek@alaska.net
Address
PO Box4
Mile 16 Hope Highway
Hope, Alaska 99605

I support BOG Proposition 180 in regulating trapping setbacks and exclusions in the Cooper Landing areas and along the Resurrection
Trail to Hope. We frequent Cooper Landing, Russian River Trail, Kenai Lake, and Tern Lake enjoying outdoor activities with our young
grandchildren and our dog. We have heard first hand accounts of our friends and neighbors' horrifying accounts of trapped and injured
pets, and of pets killed by traps due to careless trap placement, poor or no trap warning markers, and outright lazy trapping methods
employed by trappers in these areas. Our lodge hosts many people both Alaskans and out of state visitors who use the Resurrection Trail
during the winter months, and most have dogs with them as they sled, ski, or snowshoe the trail. We feel that enforceable common sense
setback regulations are appropriate and necessary to insure our safety and that of our guests. Kent Bowman
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Submitted By PCO76
JD Batove lofl
Submited On
2/13/2015 11:57:57 AM
Affiliation

Hunt Proposal #150

As a regular visitor to Kincaid park who has all too frequent encounters with the park's moose, it is my opinion that serious consideration
should be given to support of the proposed moose hunt. While | enjoy being amoung the wildlife that Alaska has to offer , no where else in
Alaska have | encountered moose that are so unnaturally habituated to humans. If incidents such as those that have been in the news over
the last few years are any indication, it's only a matter of time before someone is seriously injured or killed. A balanced moose population,
on par with more remote areas of the state, is certainly one step forward towards a safer park for all park users. Please join me in support
of this proposal and thanks for your consideration on this matter.

Sincerely,

JDBatove



Submitted By PCO77
Ken Green lofl
Submited On
2/13/2015 8:59:19 PM
Affiliation
Mr.

Phone
9075951643
Email
kennkay@arctic.net
Address
PO Box 776
Cooper Landing, Alaska 99572

I do not support Al Barrette's proposal to prohibit the use of hunting dogs for the taking of upland game birds in order to avoid them getting
caught in legal traps. This proposal favours trapping over hunting thereby giving the priority of use of public lands to one user group
over another without a viable reason why this should be. When traps are set legally then dogs should be under control.

The real question this proposal opens up seems to be an issue of the legality of trap setting and boundaries. That would lead to the
question of priority of use and to whether or not the issue of trap setting conflicting with dog hunting can be worked out with the Alaska
Trapper's Association, Hunting interests and Wildlife authorities like it should be rather than simply prohibiting the use of hunting dogs. In
this vein, it would be equally justifiable to pass a proposal prohibiting trapping where hunting dogs are being used.

The conflicts of trapping with other uses is a topic that has historically been very difficult to deal with, however, | disagree with banning one
use to favour another - unless special areas are established to separate the uses.
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Submitted By PCO78
Kay lof1l
Submited On
2/14/2015 8:07:23 AM
Affiliation

Phone
Thomas
Email
engay@arctic.net
Address
PO Box 776
Cooper Landing, Alaska 99572-0776

Iam against Al Barrette's proposal 194 to prohibit the use of hunting dogs for the taking of upland game birds in order to avoid them
getting caught in legal traps. A proposal of this kind gives priority to trappers over hunters and in doing do gives priority of use of public
lands to one user group over another without a viable reason why this should be. Dogs should be under voice control or on leash during
trapping season and all traps should be set in legally approved areas.

My concern is that there needs to be clearly established areas where trapping is allowed as well as areas where trapping in prohibited.
This would ease what seems to be increasing conflict between trappers and non-trappers in areas that are designated multi-use. As
Southcentral becomes more urban and suburban, there are more user groups asking for areas to be set aside for non-trapping. This is
not to say any group is pushing to eliminate trapping state-wide.

The conflicts of trapping with other uses is a topic that has historically been very difficult to deal with, however, | disagree with banning one
use to favour another - unless special areas are established to separate the uses.

| fully support Proposal 180 for the Cooper Landing Area and also the proposal submitted by Moose Pass to set aside areas that are
designated not for trapping

Thank you you for your consideration.
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Submitted By

Cherie Northon
Submited On

2/16/2015 2:10:16 PM
Affiliation

Dr.

Phone
907 562-2496

Email
cheries@mapmakers.com

Address
P.O. Box 230329
Anchorage, Alaska 99523

PCO079
lof1l

I am utterly opposed to the thought of hunting in Kincaid Park. The conditions proposed are absurd, it would be dangerous for all who
enjoy the area, and park users need to learn to live with wildlife rather than killing everything. Common sense allows many people to co-
exist in potentially dangerous situations. Schedule events when it's not rutting season, make yourself aware of new moose moms and their
babies. lIt's like the bicycle event along Campbell Creek when the salmon were running. Where there is salmon, there are probably bears.
Come on, people. Many of us are nature lovers and want it in its place for viewing. There are a variety of recreation activities--not just

extreme sports.
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Submitted By PC080
Susan Serna lof1l
Submited On
2/16/2015 3:51:29 PM
Affiliation

I'm commenting on the proposed moose hunt in Kincaid Park. As a long-time and frequent user of the park, | can't think of a more
ridiculous idea than opening up the park to a hunt. Besides the fact that this could be incredibly dangerous, there is no need to cull the
numbers of moose in the park. People need to be more mindful of and look out for the wildlife while using the park. If people would use
some common sense (keeping dogs on leashes, riding bikes at high rates of speed, etc.), there wouldn't be dangerous people/moose
encounters. As an artist and photographer, one of the main reasons | visit Kincaid is to view the moose and other wildlife. Please keep
the park wild and don't open it up for a moose hunt. Thank you.



Submitted By PC081
Gordon Jones lof1l
Submited On
2/16/2015 5:14:19 PM
Affiliation

Board of Game,

As a frequent visitor to Kincaid Park, | see no need for a moose hunt. My children participate in high school ski races in the winter.
Occasionally a moose appears at an inconvenient location but the moose move on. This an acceptable aspect of living here in Alaska.
When recent visitors from New York wanted to see a moose (an exotic sighting for them), |thought of Kincaid Park as likely location to
view moose. Moose in the park are a good thing, not a problem.

Please table this proposal.
regards,

Gordon Jones, Anchorage



Submitted By PC082
Renee Blake lofl
Submited On
2/16/2015 6:12:17 PM
Affiliation
resident, former park user

Phone
907-357-5596
Email
RSBatJCSE@aol.com
Address
3785 E Serendipity Loop
Wasilla, Alaska 99654

Proposal No. 150, Kincaid moose hunt proposal, Unit 14C section, BOG March 13-17 meeting at the UAA Student Union

I don't know if the board meeting | selected above is correct (Southcentral Region, 2/27/15), but it was the only one for the BOG.
According to the ADN article on January 8, the BOG meeting is March 13-17.

OPPOSE proposal
| agree with Bill Sherwonit's commentary dated January 8, 2015. My reasons for opposition:

1. There is not enough evidence from the 2010 survey to show which residents supported the hunt; | don't think due process was given to
park users.

2. There is not enough evidence to support "problem moose" as rationale, and dangerous moose should be handled by the authorities.
According to Bill Sinnott and the AK Dept of Fish & Game, there has not been a population increase of moose in the park.

3. Using youth groups as justification (because we don't want to hurt the kids!) is ridiculous. These young skiers and bikers are highly
intelligent, and should already be educated and experienced in moose behavior. If not, they should not be on the trails until they receive
training.

4. With the additional trails people should be more vigilant about wildlife as well as other humans, especially on the twisting, turning, fast-
moving single track trails. Perhaps more warning signs on the more dangerous trails at the trailheads?

5. Most people who go to Kincaid enjoy the wildlife experience. |know Idid. Kincaid was my saving grace for 6 years before and after
work while stationed at Kulis ANGB. The running, biking, and skiing there are incredible. |could not tell you how many moose encounters |
had (too many to count), but using the simple rules | used from reading the signs at the trailheads | never had a bad experience - that
includes encountering a mama moose with her ears back and a rutting male who snorted at me. Staying alert and getting out of the
danger zone quickly and calmly kept me out of trouble.

Thank you for the opportunity to present my comments.
Sincerely,

Renee Blake
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Submitted By PC083
john lofl
Submited On
2/20/2015 1:46:42 PM
Affiliation

Board of Game Central/Southwest or South Central Region Meeting.
February 19th, 2015

Written Public Comment Submission:

Conclusion and Summary of Proposals as a Whole:

John Kaiser

Dear Board Members,
After review of the many proposals | would like to add my comments as a final summary for consideration and acceptance.

It is very clear that the Board must take drastic measures STATE WIDE to ensure a heathy and sustainable population of harvestable Dall
Sheep for the citizens of and in the State of Alaska.

In order to do this the Board shall enact regulations STATE WIDE that will both; allow for the citizens of the State of Alaska to hunt prior to
any opening for NON-Residence Big Game Trophy Hunters, and shorten the length of the season for NON-Resident Individual, who
intrinsically harvest the higher percentage of legal sheep.

This is best fair practice move option before the ongoing collapse of the Sheep population becomes so bad that the season will be shut
down all together for everyone as did happen in the Brooks. We have to look to the future and the future of our next generation of hunters.

This is also a preemptive move on the Boards part before legislation is passed to, “ Allow Citizens/Resident Alaskan to Hunt 10 days prior
to the opening of Non-Resident hunters for all Big Game.” This is allowable under the State Constitution and is not an infringement on
management tools deferred only to the Alaska Department of Fish and Game.

The only logical and smart move for the Board Members to do is shorten the season for Non-Resident as proposed by a majority of
submitted proposals:

Non-Resident Season Shortened Seven (7) days.

Resident Non-Resident

Aug 10th — Sept. 20th Aug 17th — Sept. 20th
Thank You,

John Kaiser

“Learn from the Passenger Pigeons that once numbered in the Billions. Don’t wait until it’s too late.”



Submitted By

Keith Brownsberger
Submited On

2/17/2015 11:32:53 PM
Affiliation

Cabin Owner

Phone
907-277-5497

Email
kmberger@gci.net

Address
3036 Madison Way, Anchorage, AK 99508-4417
19530 Rusty's Way, Cooper Landing, AK 99572
Cooper Landing and Anchorage, Alaska 99572

We have owned a cabin in Cooper Landing since 1979. We spend a lot of time there in the spring,
summer, and fall. Our 15 grandchildren visit us often when we stay at the cabin. The grandchildren
love to run and play games in the woods behind our cabin. They have been warned to look out

for traps, but they are not always careful . One of these years | fear they will be injured by a trap.

Therefore: | support Proposal #180 " Not on Our Doorstep”  Keith M. Brownsberger, MD
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Submitted By PC085
Colin Lindsey 1of1
Submited On
2/18/2015 8:22:55 PM
Affiliation

Phone
9077175098
Email
c.s.lindsey24@gmail.com
Address
3864 Caravelle Drive
Anchorage, Alaska 99502

Hello, my name is Colin Lindsey. My comment is regarding the clean-list regulation, 5 AAC 92.029 - Permit for possessing live game. No
official proposal has been sent in for the 2016 deliberations to ammend this regulation, and so | cannot include a proposal number here. |
hope that | can ask a pertinent question though. In the interest of brevity, the clean-list does not currently include any venemous reptiles.

If lunderstand correctly, to be considered for the clean-list a species must not be able to survive in Alaska in the wild, it must not be able to
alter the genetics of an indigenous species, or interbreed, it must not be a significant danger to an indigenous species through predation
or competition, it must not carry the risk of disease to indigenous species, and it must not pose any other foreseeable danger to any
wildlife within the state of Alaska. | know that all non-venemous reptiles are on the clean-list. My question is why venemous reptiles were left
off. 'm sure there are exceptions at universities for research and scientific endeavors, but regular people cannot keep a venemous reptile.

As far as |am aware, no reptile could survive in Alaska in the wild. Reptiles are ectothermic and the winters would kill them. There are no
reptiles indigenous to Alaska for any reptile to interbreed with, except possibly a few Common Garter Snakes (Thamnophis sirtalis) which
may wander in from Canada occasionally in the summers, and these are certainly too distant evolutionarily to interbreed with any
venemous reptile. Without any indigenous reptiles, the possibility of disease and pathogens carrying over to an Alaskan wildlife species is
remote to impossible. And because they would never survive in Alaska, a reptile, venemous or otherwise, would never be able to pose a
danger of any sort to a native species.

I am not suggesting that we fill up the state with cobras. | am only wondering why they are absolutely off limits. Was the concern a danger to
humans, rather than one of the regulation criteria? Again, | am not suggesting radical changes, but it is a fact that dog bites cause many
times more problems in the US than poisonous reptiles, but Alaska is proudly one of the most dog-friendly states in the country. With
moose walking down city streets, grizzlies on the fringes of most towns, and wildlife everywhere, most Alaskans tend to face dangerous
animals as a fact of life. | think that the growing trend of reptile enthusiasts would appreciate being able to keep poisonous reptiles, just as
the one-humped camel enthusiasts are allowed to see to their hobby without legal complications.

Perhaps before May 1st | will submit a proposal to the Board of Game for deliberation in 2016. | am a student, and the process looks
rather intensive, but perhaps | will. Thank you for your time,

Colin Lindsey
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Submitted By

Bryan Judge
Submited On

2/17/2015 3:50:22 PM
Affiliation

Phone
616-745-1187
Email
bryanjudge@hotmail.com
Address
1629 Lookout Farm Drive
Ada, Michigan 49301

Members of the Board of Game,

PC086
lof1l

As a resident of Michigan | have been fortunate to hunt in the mountains of Alaska three times now (twice in GMU 19C and once in GMU
15C). For some, itis a once in a lifetime opportunity. It has come to my attention that hunting for Dall sheep for nonresidents may switch to

a draw only system. The reasons for this switch may be multiple, but my primary understanding is that Alaskan residents feel that

nonresident hunters are lessening their chances of harvesting a Dall sheep. In the 30 days that | have spent hunting in your great State, |
have never once encountered a resident hunter afield. While | support responsible, resource-based management of natural resources, and
am all for keeping Dall sheep on the mountains, | do not support a nonresident draw only system for Dall sheep (Proposals #110-118). |
think it is only fair that opportunites to pursue a Dall sheep in the mountains of Alaska be open to both resident and nonresident hunters

alike.

Please contact me if you should have any questions or concerns.

Respectfully,

Bryan S. Judge

1629 Lookout Farm Drive
Ada, Ml

49301
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Submitted By PCO87
Marybeth holleman 1of1
Submited On
2/17/2015 1:24:15 PM
Affiliation

| oppose proposal 160. A moose hunt of any kind in Kincaid is not necessary for controlling moose and is a recipe for a public safety
disaster.



Submitted By

Thomas Eley
Submited On

2/17/2015 11:45:19 AM
Affiliation

Phone
9075622496
Email
thom@mapmakers.com
Address
4611 Pavalof ST.
Anchorage, Alaska 99507
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There does not need to be a moose hunt in Kincaid Park. The problem is not the moose but the people using the park. Thomas Eley
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From: Laura Sneddon

To: DFEG., BOG Comments (DFG sponsored)
Subject: Proposals 170, 180, 181, & 150

Date: Tuesday, February 24, 2015 10:40:06 PM

Dear Alaska Board of Game,

| am writing you to support the following positions on proposed bills.

| SUPPORT proposal 170 for the following reasons:

e The 2013 and 2014 mortality rates for female bears are alarming, and clearly unsustainable. If the
state's liberal harvest quotas for sport hunters remain in effect, the area's bear population will
decline to a point where neither hunters nor non-consumptive users will be able to spot bears.

e The USF&WS proposal includes stricter harvest limits in the Kenai's "back country”. These are the
most easily viewed bears - those that live closest to areas easily accessible to visitors,
photographer s and wildlife watchers. Continued substantial population losses among these bears
will be a loss for the area’'s tourism industry.

e Any continued decline in the Kenai brown bear population is inconsistent with USF&WS's legal
mandates, which include ensuring opportunities for non-consumptive users who value and enjoy
wildlife for activities such as viewing and photography

| SUPPORT proposals 180 & 181 for the following reasons:

e The Cooper Landing, Seward and Moose Pass areas are world-famous, year-round meccas for
family-oriented outdoor recreation.

e Traps set adjacent to multi-use trails and facilities are dangerous to pets and small children. Such
trapping is clearly incompatible with routes designed to be easily accessed by families with
children and dogs.

e Such regulations clearly specifying no trapping areas would go a long way to eliminate what can
be emotional and unpleasant conflicts between recreational users and trappers - a "win-win" for
both groups.

| OPPOSE proposal 150 for the following reasons:

e A heavily-used park such as Kincaid is incompatible with a moose hunt, even if the hunt is very
limited in scope. It is disingenuous to initiate a sport hunt in the name of public safety.

e The current estimated moose population in the park is not excessive. Most of the moose are
habituated to sharing the park with a wide variety of recreational users. Many Anchorage
residents - likely a majority - value Kincaid's moose and accept their presence when they recreate
in the park. Moose thriving in a city park add to Anchorage's unique character and lifestyle.

o If a problem moose is identified and needs to be removed, trained wildlife biologists are best
equipped to deal with it, not sport hunters randomly targeting all cow moose. Utilizing readily
available professional wildlife personnel would be much easier, safer, and result in minimal

PC091
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disruption to public use of the park.

Thank you for taking my comments into consideration.

best,

Laura Sneddon
Los Gatos, CA
408-221-9671
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From: Jed Zimmerman
To: DEG. BOG Comments (DFG sponsored)
Subject: Voting Proposals for Board of Game
Date: Wednesday, February 25, 2015 6:28:53 AM

Please vote "Yes" on proposals to limit brown bear hunting and restrict trapping
near recreation areas on the Kenai Peninsula, and to vote "No" on a plan to initiate a
moose hunt in Anchorage's Kincaid Park

Proposal 170: SUPPORT
PROPOSALS 180, 181: SUPPORT
PROPOSAL 150: OPPOSE

Thank you,
Jed B. Zimmerman


mailto:jedzim@gmail.com
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From: louise kane

To: DFEG., BOG Comments (DFG sponsored)
Subject: Proposals on game
Date: Wednesday, February 25, 2015 7:48:15 AM

Dear Board of Game

I am writing to ask you to vote yes on the proposals to limit brown bear
hunting and restrict trapping near recreation areas on the Kenai Peninsula,
and to vote ""No"* on a plan to initiate a moose hunt in Anchorage's Kincaid
Park . I am strongly opposed to any and all trapping, snaring. Additionally
please do not hunt and trap wolves!

Louise Kane
| oui se@kaneproductions.net
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Jack Reakoff Comments on Sheep Proposals 207 and 208 add-on to the BOG March
13-17 meeting in Anchorage South-central.

Dear Alaska Board of Game,

The last ten years have seen significant changes in the Dall Sheep population. The
declining population and static demand has intensified competition dramatically in
some areas. The road accessible in areas like GMU’s like 204, 24A, 254, 26B has
intensive resident users. Because it is cheaper fly from road access jumping off
points the resident sheep hunters charter within one hour or less of a road.

The unlimited guide restrictions on the State, BLM and privet lands overlying these
problem areas are where most sheep hunter conflicts are occurring. Un-restricted
guides have no incentive to conserve any legal ram. Especially since the decline in
available rams has caused an increase in hunt prices.

If they do not take the rams the other 9 guides with assistant guides who are
hunting adjacent to them will.

Long established guides are being over run with new guides with aircraft support.
The advent and common use of the Satellite phone also allows guides to have instant
check in with assistant guides. Several guides have a plane ready for instant
dispatch to pick up successful hunters, or to fly and re-spot rams that were missed
by a client. The client and assistant guide are then re-dropped off for the next days
hunt starting after 3 AM of the next day.

All other resident and non-resident guided hunters who are not using extreme
technology to spot, communicate with aircraft support to pursue dall sheep, are ata
distinct disadvantage and dissatisfaction. Continual disruption of sheep and other
hunters with aircraft use, spotting and landing on the mountains has become
intolerable for ethical hunting guides and hunters. There are residents with aircraft
but they are a minority of the problem.

I feel strongly that the problem areas in GMU 24A, 25A, 26B, 20A, 19C and
maybe others should be addressed at the March 13-17th meeting. The revision
of the sheep management plans will take another 2-3 years to implement.
Action taken now for the problem areas could have a sun-set of 2-3 years, if
the Board prefers regulatory alignment with a sheep management planning
effort in the future. I feel resident hunters should pay a tag fee of 25-100.00
dollars. I feel the BOG should request the legislature to increase the non-
resident tag fee to 1000.00 and implement a resident dall sheep tag fee.
Hunter demand is such this will have little affect on hunter participation.

I am supportive of Proposal 207 option 1 restricting the use of aircraft to spot
sheep during the sheep season, with an increase until 2 PM of the following day to
take dall sheep.



[t is currently against guide ethic regulation to spot game to pursue. This has little
enforcement. If the BOG restricts the use of aircraft, there will surly be better
enforcement and consistent restriction of all sheep hunters in the field.

I am supportive of proposal 208 option 1 restricting non-residents to a calculated
drawing hunt on State, BLM and privet lands. I feel the allocation of non-residents to
be drawn should be no more than 25% of available rams, in GMU 24A, 254, 26B and
20A. Resident allocation in these units should be the majority allocation.

I support option 5 for resident hunters. Resident hunters should not have to
draw a permit. A system to rotate resident hunters through 3 distinct hunt periods
would reduce resident competition through out the season. I listened to comments
regarding using last name initials, and hunting partners during the sheep work
shop.

If using hunter initials is unacceptable to the resident hunters, a drawing for
placement into the three split seasons could be used to start the system. Once a
resident hunter is drawn and placed in a hunt cycle that person would stay on that
hunt rotation indefinitely. New resident hunters could either enter a placement
drawing, or be required to enter the second and third hunt period to start their
rotation.

Thank you for your considerations,

Jack Reakoff
Wiseman, Alaska
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q Association :
P.O. Box 256
Kotzebue, Alaska 99752
(907) 442-3311

Alaska Department of Fish & Game
Boards Support Section

PO Box 115526

Juneau, AK 99811

February 24, 2015

Attn: Board of Game Comments re; Proposal 202 — 5 AAC 85.025(a) (16-21) Hunting seasons
and bag limits for caribou, and 5 AAC 92.085 (2) (D) Unlawful methods of taking big
game; exceptions;

Dear Board of Game Members:

On behalf of Maniilaq Association, please consider this as our formal written comment in
response to your advertisement to the proposed changes in the existing hunting regulations, as
outlined in Proposal 202.

We are in full support of the recommendations outlined by the Westem Arctic Caribou Herd
Working Group in their February 4, 2015 submission, which we have attached to this letter.

We appreciate your serious consideration of the comments submitted by the Working Group
when drafting the final revised regulations, as the changes suggested are critical to the long-term
sustainability of the Western Arctic Caribou Herd, and the people of our region (GMU 23).

Sincerely,
—

Tim Schuerch
President/CEQ

Member Villages

Tvisaappant, Nunatchiaq, Ipnatching, Katyoak, Kivalinig, Laugoiik, Qikigtagruk, Nautang, Nunrvik, Akuligaq, Isinnag, Tikigag
Ambiler, Buckland, Deering, Kiana, Kivalina, Kobuk, Kotzebue, Noatak, Noorvik, Selawik, Shungnalk, Pt. Hope
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From: Maxine Frankllin
To: DEG. BOG Comments (DFG sponsored)
Subject: Propasals
Date: Thursday, February 26, 2015 1:22:45 PM

Proposal 150: Oppose

A moose hunt in Kinkaid Park is not needed and a greater danger to public safety than the
moose now represent by their relatively small numbers, and the few incidents that have
occurred. If a specific moose does in future prove dangerous to the public, the most
appropriate action would be the have the moose dispatched by trailed wildlife agents.

Proposal 155: Oppose.

Proposal 167: Oppose. Hunting moose during their winter weakness is a bad solution to the
problem of motor vehicle/moose collisions. Cutting back the roadside vegetation would be
better. Driving more slowly in conditions of poor visibility (driver responsibility) is also
advised.

Proposal 170: Support
This proposal may help stop the recent decline of Kenai Peninsula Brown Bears.

Proposal 171: Oppose
The US Dept of Fish & Wildlife’s proposal seems like the better solution.

Proposals 172,173, 174. Oppose

For public safety all bait & carcasses should be removed from bear bait stations when the hunt
is over. If it’s too inconvenient to the hunters, they can choose not to draw bears in with bait
stations.

Proposal 178: Support

Permanently IDing traps will help trappers claim their gear if a dispute in the field occurs. It
will allow better enforcement of existing regulations. It will also encourage more ethical
trapping methods.

Proposal 179: Oppose
Why would trappers want to remain anonymous? Having a name and address, or a drivers’
license number permanently affixed to the trap would facilitate law enforcement.

Proposal 180: Support

Trapping on or near popular heavily used roads, lakefronts, campgrounds and trails is
incompatible with other recreational uses. Traps and snares are dangerous weapons, and
have caused numerous injuries and fatalities to beloved pets, and pose a clear danger to


mailto:pinebird@mtaonline.net
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people as well. Many communities in SC Alaska are now too crowded for close-in trapping.

Proposal 181: Support
For the same reasons as above (Proposal 180).

Proposal 191: Oppose

Just because felt-soled waders aren’t the only way invasive plants and animals are introduced
to Alaska waterways and lakes doesn’t mean they should be allowed. Other means of limiting
the spread of invasives need to be added to management tools as well.

Proposal 192: Support

Proposal 193: Support
This should help increase public safety.

Proposal 194: Oppose
Trappers already have the fewest number of regulations of any other hunter group. Now they
want to limit bird hunters’” activities, so they can trap without the chance of catching valuable

bird dogs? Maybe it's the trappers who should be required to stay away while bird hunting is
in season...this is the most absurd proposal I've ever read!

Proposal 195: Oppose

Removing contaminated soil is a reasonable requirement in these situations. Bait stations are
guestionable in that they introduce bears to human food, training bears (those that feed but
don’t get shot) to potentially seek out other human foods in yards or dumps. Leaving
residues at baiting stations continues to be a draw bears after the hunt, which could easily
become a public safety issue.



From: Paul Chanek

To: DFEG., BOG Comments (DFG sponsored)
Subject: Comments for BOG meeting March 13, 2015
Date: Thursday, February 26, 2015 1:02:06 PM

To: Alaska Board of Game
From: Paul Chanek, Chugiak, AK 99567 pchanek@ak.net
Re: Comments for BOG meeting March 13, 2015

Please SUPPORT Proposal 170 by the US Fish and Wildlife Service (brown bear hunting
limits)

Brown bears are getting precipitously low in number on the Kenai, particularly females, if you
are to believe the US F&W Service (and | do--their findings are based on scientific study not
anecdotes). Bear hunting should be limited, as they propose, at this time. We all enjoy seeing
brown bears on the Kenai, one of the few places you can see them so close to Anchorage.
Wildlife viewing (especially of such an increasingly rare species as brown bear) is a major
tourist attraction, which I'm sure businesses on the Kenai well appreciate. With bear numbers
as low as they are, this is a sound proposal which makes sense.

Please SUPPORT Proposals 180 & 181 (trapping setback limits)

These proposals are just common sense. They put into place limits that should have been
there long ago (and which, I'm willing to bet, most Alaskans already assume ARE in place). Any
traps should be set long and far away from public trails and roads, particularly in areas as
highly used as those in the proposal. | personally walk dogs on trails--including those in the
mentioned areas. It's absurd that traps can be set so closely that even leashed dogs (or even
my own foot!) might be caught in one. What's the reasoning behind this? Hundreds
(thousands?) of people use these trails constantly--adults, kids, many with their pets. How
does that compare to usage by trappers? Clearly, trapping so closely is dangerous and
unwelcome. It should always be kept to areas far enough away to prevent accidents. | don't
think 250 feet off-trail is too much to ask of a serious, responsible trapper. A trap is the last
thing | want to be thinking about when I'm out hiking on a public trail--and why should | have
to? Again, this is just common sense.

Please REJECT Proposal 150 (moose hunt in Kincaid)

Hunting moose in Kincaid Park is a ridiculous idea. You're asking for nothing but trouble in
such a highly used public area, no matter what time of year a hunt would be held. Moose are
not a problem in the park, clueless park users are. | have used Anchorage park areas for 30
years---hiking, biking, skiing--and have had no problems with moose, though | have, of course,
had more than a few encounters. | have always followed one rule: moose always have the
right of way. It's worked for me and everyone | know. If there are problem moose in Kincaid,
they can be dealt with, as-needed, by officials, like any other problem. | personally enjoy
seeing moose and do not want them eliminated from Kincaid. It's all part of the "big wild life"
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we enjoy up here. These moose are also used to human contact--what kind of "hunt" would °
that be? Sounds more like hunters looking for easy pickings, rather than any kind of real

safety issue, as it's being presented.

Thanks for considering my comments. | have lived in Alaska since 1984 and have always been
an outdoor recreational user.

Paul Chanek

21035 Country View Dr
Chugiak, AK 99567
907-688-4894
pchanek@ak.net

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.
www.avast.com


http://www.avast.com/
http://www.avast.com/

From: Jeffrey

To: DEG. BOG Comments (DFG sponsored)

Subject: PROPOSALS OF USF&WS CONCERNING THE HUNTING AND TRAPPING OF BROWN BEARS AND MOOSE.
Date: Thursday, February 26, 2015 7:31:24 AM

Dear Alaska Board of Game Officers:
Below please find my comments pertaining to USF&WS Proposals 170; 180; 181; and 150.

| SUPPORT PROPOSAL 170: Population estimates for the brown bear population on the Kenai
Peninsula are difficult to obtain because of dense forestry, and past estimates have indicated
a decline—especially in females. Given the inevitable conflicts which may arise when wildlife
habitat is encroached—however unintentional by recreational visitation—such conflicts are
not resolved by mindless hunting by sports hunters, but should be investigated on a case-by-
case basis by professional wildlife scientists and troopers. Wildlife management’s priority is
always coexistence, not eradication. The brown bears of Kenai have a notorious low
reproductive rate, and harvest limits should always err on the side of conservatism based, in
large part, on the quantity of females who are killed due to human caused mortality (HCM).
The USF&WS's stated mission is to protect wildlife for “the benefit of the American people,”
which includes not only sports hunters, but wildlife watchers, photographers, visitors and all
other nonconsumptive users of this precious area. | will not visit this area again knowing that
hunters are killing off an animal whose only crime is that it is alive and well. | will make every
effort to my fellow tourists and others in the tourist industry to not visit an area that will
become a killing ground. Alaska Board of Game: Please adhere to the USF&WS’s legal
mandate to the American people, and practice your shooting and hunting skills in Irag and
Syria where it can be utilized most appropriately.

| SUPPORT PROPOSALS 180; 181: Trapping is cruel and inhumane—no matter what the target
animal is. Any traps that are not set well beyond selected setback areas will injure or kill non-
target animals—whether they are recreational visitors’ companion pets or other wildlife. Small
children will also become endangered by these traps. Any tourists or recreational visitors to
this area, upon seeing the unsightly and malevolent structure of a “trap,” will feel upset and
nauseous, perhaps never to return again to this area. | know that | won’t. Most users of our
nation’s wildlife areas today do not want to see bullets, blood, guts and animal suffering.
Only education and respect for these majestic animals—so vital to their ecosystems—can
avoid conflicts. Users of this area must be presented educational information that will
enhance their experience by nurturing a healthy respect for brown bears, and their foraging
for food is a fact that can be circumvented by our careful habits and clean-up rigor when in
this area. “DO NOT ATTRACT TROUBLE” or something to that effect should be posted widely
throughout tis area.

| OPPOSE PROPOSAL 150: Disabled hunters should not seek to disable other living creatures. A
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more therapeutic activity should be to increase the moose population, not decrease it. Moose 2ors
numbers are dwindling in the lower 48 states; scientists suspect climate change as the

reason. It is inviting disaster to think that the small populations in these areas can become

locally extinct without affecting regional populations. People love watching moose—not

killing them. They have become iconic fixtures, and their presence enriches us.
Thank you for allowing me to comment.
Yours truly,

Jeffrey Kramer
New York City
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From: $sal269

To: DFEG., BOG Comments (DFG sponsored)
Subject: SUPPORT for Proposal 170
Date: Thursday, February 26, 2015 7:17:18 AM

Members of the Alaska Board of Game

Thisemail is being sent to voice our SUPPORT for Proposal 170

The biggest draw to Alaskais your wildlife and your natural resources. The main reason for
usvisiting isthewildlife. The decline of the breeding female population of brown bears on
the Kenai Peninsula must be wisely managed. Fatality counts must not just figure in those
killed by hunting, but all other methods as well.

Because these brown bears are an isolated population, have low reproductive potential and are
difficult to monitor, bear management on the Kenal requires a very conservative

approach. Documentation shows in 2014, 69 bears on the Kenai were documented as having
died asaresult of HCM. Of those bears, 19 (28 percent) were females and 6 were
reproductive-age females. The previous year, 70 bears were documented as HCM. Of those,
34 (50 percent) were females and 24 were reproductive-age females. Telemetry datafrom
radio-collared bears indicated almost 30 additional bears died of unknown causesin 2013,
likely many of them females.

The documentation for the 2013 and 2014 mortality rates for female bears are alarming, and
clearly unsustainable. If the state's liberal harvest quotas for sport hunters remain in effect, the
area's bear population will decline to a point where neither hunters nor non-consumptive users
will be able to spot bears. Seeing a bear in the wild was the highlight of our trip; likewise, it
was the mgjor disappointment of others who did not have the privilege of spotting one on
their trips.

Notwithstanding recent years excessive mortality rates, the population was aready at alow
density compared to other costal brown bear populations. Continued decline will result

in substantial long-term damage to the Peninsula's ecosystems. Once that ecosystem is
fractured, it is nearly impossible to get that balance back. Do not take that chance.

The USF& WS proposal includes stricter harvest limitsin the Kenai's "back country.” These
are the most easily viewed bears - those that live closest to areas easily accessible to visitors,
photographers and wildlife watchers. Continued substantial population losses among these
bears will be aloss for the area's tourism industry. Thisisyour biggest draw. If we had not
seen the wildlife we did, we would have not encouraged othersto go. With our delightment
in the wildlife viewing, wetold all it would be a dream trip....to see the wildlife in its natural
habitat....awesome! Do all you can to protect this experience for all.

The legal mandates in place are there to ensure non-hunters get the enjoyment of these
magnificent animals also. Any continued decline in the Kenai brown bear population is
inconsistent with USF&WS's legal mandates, which include ensuring opportunities for non-

consumptive users who value and enjoy wildlife for activities such as viewing and
photography. Please, do all you can now to ensure the abilityof your areato make those
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memories for generations to come.
Thank you for your time.

Mr and Mrs Steven Aubry
Wisconsin Residents/Alaskan Visitors

Sent from my Samsung Galaxy Tab®|PRO
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From: $sal269

To: DFEG., BOG Comments (DFG sponsored)
Subject: PROPOSAL 150: OPPOSE
Date: Thursday, February 26, 2015 7:37:06 PM

Members of the Alaska Board of Game
This email is being sent to voice our OPPOSITION for Proposal 150
We oppose for the following reasons.

A heavily-used park such as Kincaid isincompatible with a moose hunt, even if the hunt is
very limited in scope. It is disingenuous to initiate a sport hunt in the name of public safety.

The current estimated moose population in the park is not excessive. Most of the moose are
habituated to sharing the park with awide variety of recreational users.

Increased public education focused on ways to avoid moose encounters, rather than killing
most of the moose, is a much more appropriate means of preventing conflicts.

Many Anchorage residents - likely amajority - value Kincaid's moose and accept their
presence when they recreate in the park. Moose thriving in acity park add to Anchorage's
unique character and lifestyle.

If aproblem moose is identified and needs to be removed, trained wildlife biologists are best
equipped to deal with it, not sport hunters randomly targeting all cow moose. Utilizing
readily available professional wildlife personnel would be much easier, safer, and result in
minimal disruption to public use of the park.

Please take these points into consideration. Thank you for your time.

Mr. And Mrs. Steven Aubry
Wisconsin Residents/Alaska Visitors
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From: $sal269
To: DFEG., BOG Comments (DFG sponsored)
Subject: PROPOSALS 180, 181: SUPPORT
Date: Thursday, February 26, 2015 7:18:49 PM

Members of the Alaska Board of Game

Thisemail is being sent to voice our SUPPORT for Proposals 180 and 181

PROPOSALS 180, 181: SUPPORT

We are writing to advise that we are in support of the above two proposals. Wildlife viewing
isone of your most Important tourism draws. We could not imagine our trip to Alaska
without the wildlife. There always seemsto be afine lIne to balance hunters/trappers rights
with those of non-hunters/trappers. These proposals are awin-win situation for all.

Points to consider:

The Cooper Landing, Seward and Moose Pass areas are world-famous, year-round meccas for
family-oriented outdoor recreation.

Traps set adjacent to multi-use trails and facilities are dangerous to pets and small children.
Such trapping is clearly incompatible with routes designed to be easily accessed by families

with children and dogs.

The proposed setback areas are limited in scope and clearly delineated. The regulation would
be easily enforceable by wildlife troopers.

Such regulations clearly specifying no trapping areas would go along way to eliminate what
can be emotional and unpleasant conflicts between recreational users and trappers - a"win-

win" for both groups.

It isinequitable that the activity of just one user group - trappers - deters people partaking in
many other activities from safely enjoying multi-use public facilities and trails. Nothing in the
proposals restrict trappers from simply placing traps beyond the setback.

Please take these points into consideration. Thank you for your time.

Mr. And Mrs. Steven Aubry
Wisconsin Residents/Alaska Visitors
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From: Martha Wavrin
To: DEG. BOG Comments (DFG sponsored)
Subject: upcoming proposals 150, 170, 180, 181
Date: Wednesday, February 25, 2015 7:54:16 PM

PLEASE support Proposals 170 and 180, 181 to protect the Kenai brown bear
population and restrict trapping on the Kenai Peninsula.

PLEASE oppose Proposal 150. Kincaid Park isa special place with the moose and
should remain asit is!

Thank you.

MarthaWavrin
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