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Ma rch 23, 2016 
Dea r Boa rd of Ga me Members : 

Fi rst I wou ld l i ke to say thank you for the opportun ity to testify in person last wee kend on an  intense ly 
persona l topic (opposing f>ro p 90) .  It's the first time I've ever attended or test ified at a BOG meeting, and I 
went in  subcon sciously envision ing facing a Nazi firing squad. However after l istening to you r  res ponses to 
me and other commenters, I came away with the sense of having interacted with some rea l ly fine individua ls 
who are deeply committed to doing the best they can to give fai r  considerat ion to eve ryone's viewpoints. 
You folks have ta ken an the eno rm ous and unenviable task of trying to make the right judgme nt cal l s  i n  a lot 
of complex situations. I thank you for your dedication, time and energy, and I wis h yo u wisdom and gu idance 
in the days ahead. 

On Saturday afternoon (the 19'h) I had the opportun ity to sit down for a lengthy chat with the backers of 
Prop 90, a re presentative of the Alaska Fa rm Bureau, and a couple of other sheep  and goat breeders . During 
the discussion, the "15-mile buffe r zone" between Dall sheep habitat and domestic l ivestock was verbal ly 
clarifi ed to state that any impassab le barr ier, whether natu ral or man-made, wo u l d  be the boundary of that 
zone rega rd less of distance .  (For example, the Turnagain Arm tide l ine wou ld be the boundary of the Mc Hugh 
Creek habitat (even though it's on ly a mi le or two across the water to Ho pe), and roadways, rivers, and 
hous ing deve lopments would cl early provide ample barri ers to p revent Da l l  sheep from traversing othe r 
a reas. As the d iscussion progressed, we unan imously agreed that there are on ly a ha ndfu l of location s  where 
domest ic l ivestock are being raised in settings where there are no obstacles to prevent potentia l contact, a nd 
that those shou ld be t he areas of focus rat her than sweepi ng, tsunami-sty le, across a l l  l ivestock owners 
statewide . This c l arification was not forma l ized in writing. 

Fol lowing fu rther d ia logue, sheep and goat owners were asked if we thought we could have a safety plan i n  
place with implementation underway with i n  two years. We agreed that was a reaso nab le goa l  with in that 
time frame, but no mention was made by either side regard ing amending the p roposal .  The conve rsation 
ended cordial ly, the round-table d iscussion seemed to have been product ive, a nd I left with the guarded 
hope that the two opposing groups might in fact be ab le to work cooperative ly a long with other  state 
agencies to address the issue. Duri ng Sunday's testimon ies I was momenta rily cheered by a suggest ion fro m 
the submitter of Proposal 90 that the Boa rd ta ble the proposa l fo r two years, but instantly dumbstruck at the 
fo l low-up suggest ion to "remove sheep and goats from the Clea n List but witho ut enforcement for two 
yea rs". A second Prop 90 su pporter e l aborated on the latter request, stating that sheep and goat owners 
must be "fo rced to be at the table" beca use of the p robabi lity that we would fa i l to take action if left to wo rk 
on it ourse lves. Th is att itude complete ly undermines the spirit of col laboration that I thought might h ave 
been i n  germination st age duri ng the prior day's discussion .  

The WSF and DSWG have had the concept of Pro posal 90 on their tab les for a very long ti me, yet not a s ing le 
effo rt was made to reach out to any livestock owners. It is on ly fa ir and reasonable to a l low owners t ime to 
formu late a response and a game plan .  Although the amended p roposal ( removal from the C lean L ist) might 
appea r to offer a gui l tless compromise, in real ity nothing could be further from the truth. Passage under 
those terms would essent ia l ly put our necks under the guil lotine blade with the Wild Sheep Foundation 
holding the re lease cord . Coopera tio n isn't rea l istica l ly  possi ble when one of the part ies feels that their 
behead i ng may be imminent. We are already thoroughly awa re that this problem is not going to go away, 
and it is h igh ly un l i kely to be ignored or  forgotten. Prejud icial assumptions to the co ntra ra ry a re not 
evidence-based, since we have not yet been  given the opportunity to act. 
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I would respectful ly submit to the Board of Game that l ivestock owners shou ld be given the benefit of the 
doubt and a l lowed time to enter into some cooperat ive efforts toward a solution, w ithout the prematurely 
punitive act ion of havi ng our an imals re moved fro m the Clean list . Such a decision would offer no tangible 
benefit to the hea lth and we l l -bei ng of Dal l  shee p; howeve r, it would leave the statewide l ivestock 
community in a tu rmoi l-fi l led limbo for years to come . We've a l ready experienced persona l  fa llout from the 
mere threat of removal from the Cle an  list-two pending sa les to a 4-H fami ly were cance led due to the i r  
anx iety over Prop 90, and not wanti ng their ch i l dre n to own potent i a l l y  il legal an imals . So i nstead of se l l i ng a 
pair of registerd kids for the $500 they were worth they went for $75 to someone who butchered them the 
same day. Three other longtime sheep and go at owners have already sold the ir herd s  fo r meat-i n  the midst 
of other hardsh ips, they viewed the loom ing specter of Prop 90 as the death blow. The effects of actually 

taking domestic sheep and goats off of the Clea n List, even with a prom ise of de layed enforcement, wou ld 
ca use the entire indust ry to suffer irre para ble harm.  It's much more difficult to take a ru l ing off the books 
than it is to act thoughtfu l ly and del iberately befo re taking d rastic action in the first place . 

If Proposa l  90 is eve r to be given serious co ns ideration , its myriad vague te rms  and nebu lous refe rences need 
to be clear ly defi ned. What exact ly defi nes "hab itat" ? Where a re its boundaries? Testi ng when it becomes 
avai lable?? Test ing for what, at whose expense? What exactly is a "department-a pproved facil ity" ? What 
department wou ld approve it? Who wou l d  put up  the double fencing? How far between the fe nces? If a land 
owner cannot comply with fencing requ i rements due to space issues or fi nances, wi l l  enforcement agencies 
attempt to come in and ki l l  their a n imals? Who would issue permits, or would de- l isted anima l s  s imp ly be 
i l lega l? What state agency's budget wou ld cover costs of i nspection and enfo rcement? These are just some 
of the quest ions that must be asked and answered in a ny discussion regard i ng this proposa l .  Official 
statements fro m seve ra l departments have ind icated that it is not withi n the Board of Game's purv iew to 
regu late l ivestock, and I hope you wou ld carefu l ly consider the ramifications on all sides if you should 
undertake to do so. I would ask you again (as mentioned in PC 332) to act as advised by ADF&G, DOL, DEC 
and state vet, DNR, Divi sion of Ag, and  the AK Farm Burea u a nd Ta ke No Act ion on  Proposa l 90. 

If you do choose to ta ke action on this matter, please consider M r. Ke hoe's first suggestion (a two -yea r 
moratori um)  as the only realistic opti on, and reject the a lternative ( remova l of domestic sheep and goats 
from the C lean List ). The most detrimental and counter-productive effect of such an  measure would be to 
divert the attention and energy of l ivestock owners toward fighting for surviva l i n  lega l are nas, instead of 
worki ng toward a common goa l .  Thoughts of Dal l  sheep welfa re would be likely the last thing on thei r minds. 

Boa rd of Game members, the seven of yo u have the power to determine what cou rse of act ion this matter 
wil l  fo l low for the next two yea rs. Will we come together to concentrate on the issue of minimizi ng contact 
between wi ld and domest ic sheep, o r  wil l  sheep a nd goat owners s imply focus on go ing i nto battle to defend 
themselves in this wa r that has been waged aga inst t hem in a Pearl Ha rbor-like stri ke ?  Negotiations towa rd 
a mutua l ly agreeable settlement are conducted between peace-seeking peers du ring a cease-fire in a neutral 
zone, not in the trenches while staring down the muzz le of a loaded cannon .  P lease conside r esta bl ishing a 
Livestock-Wi ldl ife Working Gro up, with appropriate representation from the BOG, ADF&G, DEC, DNR, 
Div isi o n  of Ag, and the Farm Bureau, to add balance to the concerns of l ivestock owners and the Wild Sheep 
Fou ndation. By creati ng a working group with an offic ia l  stand i ng, the Board and the Adviso ry Cou 11ci ls wou ld 
have dire ct involvement in  the d i scussions and solutions, and the Working Group wou ld have access to Board 
resou rces as t hey strive to achieve positive resu lts. 

Respectfu l l y  submitted, 

l . ...--��
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, A.k'.:bGA-
suzy Cro sby, Alaska Dai ry Goat Associat i on 


