RC 053

Request for Reconsideration

of Proposal 232
This request Is based on a typed
mistake by the department which
changed perceived intent of the
proposal.
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We believe that the board should reconsider Proposal 232 since verbiage was used in
making the decision that was not actually in the proposal.

During the department presentation, Assistant Director Scott misspoke and said that the
proposal read “wounded and lost” when it actually reads “dead and wounded”. This “lost
verbiage seemed to cause some board members to feel uncomfortable with the proposal
and was unnecessary since that verbiage isn’t found anywhere in the proposal. Mr. Scott
also omitted that dogs are already allowed to retrieve dead furbearers under the trapping
regulations which makes this an addition to an already existing regulation, rather than a
new regulation altogether.

The inaccurate information presented by the department greatly hindered the boards
decision making process for this proposal. Under current trapping regulations, unleashed
dogs are already allowed to retrieve dead furbearers. The misrepresentation of this
proposal by the department lead to decisions based on inaccurate information. The public
should be able to have confidence in the board and departments abilities to read the
actual proposals and make decisions based on the correct information in order to benefit
the public and wildlife conservation.

For these reasons we request that a motion be made to reconsider Proposal 232. The
following slides lay out examples of where the department was mistaken.
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The intent of this proposal is to facilitate for the recovery of valuable fur bearing resources to
the hunter and trapper. This proposal does not in any way allow for the pursuit or take of fur
bearers with a dog, but only allows for the recovery of those wounded. This is does not
differ from a dog sitting in a duck blind, waiting to be sent to locate a downed and possibly
crippled bird.

Once an animal is injured or killed the hunter/trapper has an ethical responsibility to do
everything in his or her power to retrieve and utilize the animal. This only clarifies that if an
individual has a trained retrieving dog, the dog can retrieve both dead AND injured ( in other
words, soon to be dead) furbearer.

This proposed addition to current regulation would ensure that an animal who has been
mortally wounded can still be pursued, recovered, and not left to waste.

A dog sitting with the handler while calling predators does not differ from a dog sitting with
the hunter while calling water fowl and does not allow for a uncontrolled dog running
through the woods.
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The Department of Fish and Game presented misleading information to the Board of Game
by giving inaccurate information and omitted the current regulation context. This caused the
board to act on Proposal 232 based on misinterpreted information.

Proposal 232 should be reconsidered for the following reasons:

 Incorrect verbiage was used by the department with the word “lost” which is found
nowhere in the proposal and grossly misrepresented the proposals intent.

« The department only listed the current use of dogs under HUNTING regulations and
failed to list the already existing regulation applying to the use of dogs for furbearers under
TRAPPING regulations.

* The department gave the board the impression that this would be a new regulation rather
than adding to a current trapping regulation.

* In order to maintain public faith and trust in the Alaska Department of Fish and Game and
the Board of Game Process, we believe the Board of Game should reconsider Proposal 232
for the reasons mentioned above.
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