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%i* InU record.

Nrn drinker.

Hunted and trapped over 50 years, full and part time.

Built ro/idn to Hnp.atza mining and built 40 man permanent rr»me.
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Foreman Morrlscm Knutson Construction, 3 yearn.

Foreman earpenror for air Force, 11 yearn.

Manage own business for over 20 yearn, atlll have It.

Mo.mho.r/Chnivmait of Huhllu School hnnrd, 1950—1962

Member of Galena School Ronrd. 1963 to present.

Member of Alaska Rnnrd of Gnue, 1974 to prenenf.



~ Qutdoors

Fairbanks Dally News-Miner, Fairbanks, Alaska Thursday, March 5, 1987—9 ,,

Wolf control: a battle
with politics and science

Sportsmen urge return to predator control

By CHRISTOPHER BATIN
Correspondent

Predator control must be rees-
tablished in the Interior and an ac-
tive management program im-
plemented if Interior moose
populations are to fully recover,
say spokesmen from the area's
leading sportsmen’s groups.

‘eUnit 20A has the potential of
being the most important moose
population in the state,” says Sam
Harbo, retired professor of biomet-
rics at the University of Alaska-
Fairbanks and former game board
member. "But it’ll never happen
unless predator control—as part of
a total management plan -is im-
plemented."

Harbo, who also is Interior vice-
president of the- Alaska Outdoor
Council, said the Alaska Depart-
ment of Fish and Game has the
capability of increasing moose har-
vests in the Tanana Flats—an area
currently suffering from low moose
populations due to wolf predation—
by at least 2,000. The current har-
vest is 400 animals.

"Local game biologists realize
the importance of properly manag-
ing wolves and moose in the in-
terior,” he said “but their hands
arc politically tied."

"1 think the system was initially
structured so the Board of Game
could make the determination of
what the important uses of game
arc. Once they decide, it’s up to the

department to establish the man-

aggme_nt regime to satisfy those
opjectives.

"As tar as wolf management is
concerned, some of that manage-
ment authority has gradually
shifted over to the board. They now
make all the determinations re-
garding wolf control reductions.
They’vestarted to impinge on what
| think is the authority of the de-
partment. It’s very clear in many
areas of the interior that consump-
tive use of moose and caribou is the
priority use. But the board doesn’t
allow the department to initiate
predator management that would
optimize some of-those mooso and
caribou populations.”

According to Bruce Campbell
witn the Tanana Valley Sports-
men’s Association, the Game
Board's stand on wolf control is
well known. _

“BoanTmcmbcer Joel Bennett
was quoted by the Associated Press
assaying that 'this is a new era for
controlling wolves in their last
strong holg in the country.' In the
November 26, 1985 story, Bennett
acknowledged that the approach
will mean greater fluctuations in
big game populations,” and said
"people arcjustgoingtohave to get
used to the idea." Because of this
political climate, Harbo said the
department has had difficulties in
advocating what they considered
proper wildlife management.

Campbell believes that when the
local game department advocates
wolf control, they arc viewed as a
far right, radical group.

"They become the target for easy
budget cutting, especially when
tough choices are being made,” he
said. “It's how the upper ranks of
the department get rid of their
problems, by cutting budgets.”

"This region has been chastized,
economically and budgctwise,
based on their stand that we need
wolf control in order to rehabilitate
ourdepressed moose populations,”
says former regional game coordi-
nator Bud Burris. "l sat on meet-
ings with Director of Game Lew
Pamplin and other regional super-
visors. They said we have to get off
this (wolf control) because these
anti-hunters are killing us budget-
wise, and so we’re not going to sup-
port wolf control. A few days later,
they sent word down in memo form
that we will not advocate manage-
ment strategics regarding wolf
control to the public or at Game
Board meetings.”

"In the past, the Board of Game,
the Director of Game and the Com-
missioner of Fish and Game have
told the department notto advocate
wolf control or any other manage-
ment technique.”

Hesaid thatwhileworking for the
department, word came down from
ADF&G headquarters that biolog-
ists would present only circumst-
ances and present options and
alternatives, rather than manage-
ment plans boseddn their research
and expertise.

"This drives the biologists up the
wall,” said Burris. "They’ve even
been told that they can’t respond to
direct questions regarding habitat



CONTROVERSIAL CANINE—The wolf in Alaska, long an object of heated debate
across the nation, receives a lot of politcal attention in the state where the wolf is seen
by some as the last test of man’s ability to effectively manage predators.



manipulation or any other manage-
ment technique.”

"The board is in a great dille-
ma," says Harbo. "They think the
public is so opposed to any reduc-
tion in wolf numbers that they are
not willing to go along with any
program that substantially re-
duces wolf numbers and allows
priority uses of moose and caribou
to be satisfied. The board certainly
will notagree to any aerial shooting
of wolves. Yet at the same time,
thfcy are not willing to enhance any
of the trapper education programs
they’ve implemented as a substi-
tute means of controlling wolves."

Has the trapper program been a
succcss?“No,” says biologist Dave
Kcllyhouse of Tok. “We managed
to teach trappers enough so that
they increased their take of wolves
insome areas, butso far, it hasn’t
controlled overall wolf numbers."

Kcllyhouse givesseveral reasons
why the trapping program hasn’t
been effective.

« Wolves are wary and diffi-
cult to capture.

+ Even when wolves are abun-
dant, they are relatively scarce
compared to other furbearers.

+ Wolftrapping isa lot of work.
It takes lots of time and prepara-
tion to make trap sets.

+ The cost of wolf traps are ex-
pensive. They cost about $50 and
up; out of the reach of most bush
trappers.

+ Preparing a wolffor piarket is
a lotofhard work. The fur requires
a lot of care.

+ Wolf pelts aren't worth much
money; about $200 per pelt. That's
the equivalent of two or three mar-
ten or half of a lynx—animals that
take much less effort and expense
to trap.

According to Harbo, there are
other possible reasons for thr dis-
mal success of the wolf trapping
program.

"The board determined they
wouldn’t supply information to the
trappers, telling them where wolf
populations were dgnsest. They
also weren’t willing,'to turn over
radio collar information. While
there may be some legal restric-
tions there, the board could also bo
held legally at faullfor not provid-

ing that information. The point is,
the board hasn't made any effort to
start legislation to change things.”

Burris was concerned that hun-
ters were blamed for the current
decline of moose in 20A.

"Since statehood, hunter take in
the Tanana Flats area has been
minimal, with the exception of
three years. Then the population
was going down and the harvest
was going up. From 1972-74, hun-
ters may have taken as much as 19'
percent of the population.

"Game Board member Vic Van
Ballenberghe would like to attri-
bute hunting as the cause ofthe ma-
jor decline. However, when you
look at studies cf the population
base that we kept since statehood,
by 1972, we were already down to
1/4 of what the population was at
one time, so the population had
already declined by 75 percent or
more.

"If the department had known
this decline was taking place, they
wouldn't have allowed such a large
harvest." Burris said. "Even with-
out those large harvests, the
population was still crashing. If the
action had been taken to stop it, it
would have made the difference
with the population bottoming out
at 4,000 moose rather than 2,800;
not significant to the recovery at
all. It’s very misleading to say hun-
ter take caused that population to
crash,”

"We’re not advocating that we
just have wolf control in Unit 20,"
says Harbo. "We feel the popula-
tion needs to be managed in total
over there. It's going to include
some vegetation manipulation,
allowing wildfires to burn and res-
trictive burning. Some of the
biologists feel strongly that pre-
dator management is needed also.
Black and grizzly bears may be in-
fluencing moose calf survival, and
of course, we’ve adequately
documented that wolves take their
toll on moose, year round."

In one area; studies show that at
pack of 10 wolves killed a moose or
caribou every i.2days during a '45-
day period in late winter. In Denjrii
National Park, biologist Gordon
Haber estimated wolf packs of 5to
24killed an average of one moose or

Dali sheep every 2.9 days through-
outthoyear. Ofthe 156wolves trap-
ped or harvested in the Tanana
Flats area from 1975-79,55 percent
of the stomachs contained moose,
12 percent caribou, two percent
rs1heep and three percent snowshoe
are.

Based on a 1975-76 study, at least
23wolf packs inhabited the Tanana
Flats study area. Biologists calcu-
lated that each pack would kill one
moose or caribou every 3or 6 days.
This would make an average of 35
to 70 Kills, respectively, that would
have been made per pack during
the 7-month winter period. This'

equals a total kill of 800 to 1,600
animals killed by 23 packs. Sup-
porting their findings, biologists
found that of those wolves har-
vested in the study area, 75 percent
contained moose in theirstomachs.

Weather can also severely limit
predator-supressed moose popula-
tions. "We don’t know the status of
the moose population in Unit 20,"
said Harbo.-"In some, areas it
.seems to be increasing. If it’s sta-

tionery, we’ll be cutting back on hu-
‘'iman take of moose. The depart-
‘Yment has already proposed to re-
r-.duce the 1987 season by five days.

"Yet, asevere winter could wipe out

half of the remaining moose
population. And the wolf population
now in the area is as large as itwas
before we started wolf control in
1975. Cutting back on hunter har-
vest is delaying slightly the same
problems \vc had in 1975. In other
words, the problem doesn't get

SOI‘\«ﬁfjoll?/lcontrol doesn’t imply the
wholesale elimination of wolves,"
he said.”'lt’s simply one way of
managing wolves to produce long-
term, vigorous moose and caribou
populations. Only after ungulates
have reached larger population
numbt.s can they bgtter withstand
occasional prcdatdr reduction.”



PREY OF MANY—Bolstering moose and caribou populations is the goal of those in

favor of wolf control programs. The Alaska Department of Fish and
the average moose yields 700 pounds of meat at $2.74 per pound.

ame estimates
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Moose and caribou peaked in 1960s

By CHRISTOPHER BATIN
Correspondent
Moose and caribou populationsincreased follow-
ing a wolf reduction program in the 1950s and
reached peak abundance in the 19G0s. Deep snow
and heavy browsing caused an initial crash of
moose in 1905-66. Moose continued to decline until
1976, primarily due to deep snow, harvest by man,
and predation by wolves. The latter removed an
estimated 13to 34 percent of the moose during win-
ters 1973-74 and 1974-75.
Sporthunting was stopped in 1973, yet preda-
tion continued to limit the population. Following a
61 percent reduction of wolves in 1976, survival of
calfand yearling moose increased two-to-fourfold.
The moose population grew from 3,500 animals in
1978to about 6,000 in 1982. Caribou populations also
increased.
The level of harvest that wolf populations can
sustain varies considerably, depending on food
supplies and productivity.. However, it appears

thatharvestrates greater than 30to 40 percentare
usually required for wildlife managers to reduce
wolf numbers.

Intensive surveys of moose and wolves in 1976
persuaded Division of Game biologists that reduc
tion in wolf numbers was essential if moose num
bers were to recover to meet moose harvest de
magds. Hunting had already been almost elimin
ated.

Acerial shooting and conventional trapping
methods were used by department personnel and
members of the public to reduce the wolf popula-
tion. In the first year, approximately 143 of 239
wolves in 23 packs were killed ir. the Tanana Flats
management area. Continued wolf removal from
1977 through 1979 maintained wolves at about this
same level.

After 1979, however, wolves began to increase
in numbers because fewer were killed. In May,
1982, ADF&G suspended Uswolfremoval program
in the study area.



Cost of management
must be evaluated

By CHRISTOPHER BATIN
Correspondent

When Gov. Steve Cowper said recently that wolf control was "too
expensive” for the benefit received, he drew fire from sportsmen’s
groups across the state.

"The many members of the Alaska Outdoor Council feel strongly about
the recent statements released regarding the cost of wolf control,” said
Interior vice president Sam Harbo. "We feel that the proper approach to
look at the costof any managementstrategy isto evaluate the costofthat
strategy interms of how well you achieve your goals. This iswhat the cost
of wolf concrol is evaluated against, whether or not it’s worthwhile to
spend $30,000, $50,000 or $100,000 to get $4 million back."

"The Alaska Department of Fish and Game estimates the average
moose yields 700 pounds of meat at $2.74 per pound," said Tom Scarbor-
ough, chairman ofthe Interior Alaska Fish and Game Advisory Commit-
tee. "1f 500 additional moose could be harvested, this would inject more
than $1 million into the economy. And thisdoesn't take into consideration
economic benefit from expenditures for hunting and camping equip-
ment, transportation, and gasoline.”

"It’s unfortunate that Gov. Cowper made the public announcements
that he did, saying wolf control was too expensive,” said Harbo. "He
completely misses the point. The aerial take of wolves may be the most
cost-effective way to replenish some of our moose and caribou popula-
tions. With proper management, we can probably increase the harvest
from several hundred to 2,000 animals, creating an economic benefit in
‘excess of $4 million.”

According to former game biologistBud Burris, the department has to
needlessly spend money allocated for wolf control to recover the carcas-
ses. "It cost two to three times as much to retrieve tIx; wolf as it does to
shoot it,” he said. "We can justify some expense of retrieving the anim-
als, because of their research value. However, those costs have been
struck from the program and are row called control, but they’re basical-
ly research."

Scarborough says that the necessary predator control can be accom-
plished within the current ADF&G regulations, and at no cost to the State
of Alaska.

"The last state administration said that only state employees could be
trusted to perform predator control," he said. "This control by ADF&G
personnel proved to be very costly, because it incorporated not just
control, but also research. The public has shown they can control wolves
very effectively, if allowed to do so by state government."

He said that Subunit 20A is critical to the success of moose and caribou
populations in all of Alaska, and worthy of whatever expense necessary
to maintain their welfare.”

"The oral report given to tny committee by ADF&G staff was not very
bright," he said. "The wolf population is back to somewhere over 200
animals (approximately 26 packs). This is close to the level prior to any
wolf control in the middle seventies. Moose and caribou can’t cope with
this increased predation.

"Thearea is Importantto consumptive and nonconsumptive users also
because itcan be reached by air, ground and water. It’s utilized by many
hunters. As time passes, the area will get more important as the popula-
tion of Fairbanks increases. And Fort Wainwright will have a big impact
as the new troops arrive."

Trends indicate that hunters are dissatisfied with extremely low moose
numbers in the interior, and have been traveling farther afield during
hunting season in order to bag a moose.

"Hunters are traveling to the Nowitna and the Koyukuk and the
Yukon," said registered guide Pete Shepherd. "These additional hunters
are creating conflicts with residents in these areas, who also depend on
moose for food, and who have wolf control problems of their own. The
department and the Board of Game need to act on the matter, now!”



Cowper says conaol
Yeort but exensive

By CHRISTOPHER I?2\TIN
Correspondent
| In a recent interview, Ron Clarke of KUAC-FM asked Gov. Steve
| Cowperhisstand onwolfcontrol.Sourcessay Cowperdoesn’tunderstand
the complexity of the wolf controlissue, and lost credibility by comment-
ing on it. . Voo,

Clarke—How do you decide when to get real specific with different
aspects of these agencies’budgets? | mean, you went right into ADF&G
and dealt with wolfcontrol, which is a real small part. What prompts you
to do something like that?

Cowper—Well, you know wolf control is an emotional issue that’s existed
since | came to. Alaska. About every two years, the state says, okay,
we're gonna go out and reduce the wolf population, do predator control,
and we do. We go out and shoot a few wolves, and there’s a great howl
from all over the place and there are 49lawsuits filed and itturns out that
we always back away. We say okay, we won't do it anymore and | just
don’twanttorepeat that anymore. I think that predator control is some-
thing that’s uh, that is legit, but | don’t want to go through all that stuff. |
mean, I’ve got enough things to attend to without having to become a
party to 12 or 15 lawsuits that people file because we're controlling the
wolfpopulation. Nowas itturnsout, it probably isnotgonna be something
that is absolutely necessary in any event this year.

Clarke—Too controversial to deal with the public or. . .

Cowper inti rrupts—S’not worth fooling with. When you compare the
results with the cost, the overall cost to the state of wolf control prog-
rams, you fi; d out that itjustisn't cost effective. Wejust thought we had
enough on the plate this year for us to do without having to wrestle with
wolf control.

Clarke—Seems like more and more though, all the easy questions are
gone and the . . .

Cowper interrupts—Oh yeah, lawsuits anil complaining and people
claiming they are gonna get ya in the next election and all that stuff.
i Basically, we'vejust taken the position that we got fouryears here todoa
| job and we’re just gonna do it the best way we know how and make the
best decisions that we know how to make. Sometime | suppose, three
| years from now, we’ll look up and maybe run a poll to see if anyboddy
wants us around anymore and if they, you know, (laugh) if they do,
I maybe we’ll give itanother shot. If they don't we'll just pass into history.
Butlcan tellya, we’re gonnado the job that’srequired. | think that’s why
| was elected.
Clarke—Back to wolves, though. Why not leave that up to Fish and Game
and let them mess with it?

1

Cowper—Cause Fish and Game isn't the only party that has to deal with
it. The Attorney General's office has to deal. The Governor has to deal
with it. Um, everybody has to deal with it, and it wasn’t apparently so
critical that in this particular year that, you know, we regarded it as
being absolutely necessary.

According to inside sources, Cowpcr's comments on wolf control may
have been sparked to life by a letter from Wayne Hall, Director of the
Alaska Wildlife Alliance. Excerpts from that letter are as follows:

"We would like to follow up on a few wildlife related issues discussed
between you and the Alaska Environmental Political Action Committee.

"According to the notes and recollections of the participants at the
AEPA meeting and Cindy Lowry of Greenpeace USA, you stated that you
were opposed to aerial wolf control. In a time of declining General Fund
revenues (wolfcontrol must come out of the General Fund) and when all
Departments and programs are being cut, including more thah a million
dollars from other programs in ADF&G, we feel that the aerial wolf
control program, considered an ‘increment’ in the ADF&G budget re-
quest, should not be funded.

"Other notes from the meeting also indicate that you favor balance on

the Board of Game. There is not now, nor has there ever been, a balance
on the board with respect to. . ..the consumptive and non-consumptive
users. We urge you to consider the appointment of a non-consumptive
user... i)

"It seems there is a possibility that you may be appointi: g Mr. Sam
Harbo. We do not believe this is consistent with your opinions on wolf
control and a balanced Board of Game. At a time when the wolf control
controversy has subsided somewhat, it would seem the best way to
plunge the state and the administration right back into the wolf control
fire would be to appoint Mr. Harbo. We hope you'will not take this
initiative."

As a consequence, Cowper publicly denounced the wolf control prog-
ram as "too expensive." The wolf predation control plans were sus-
pended, and the funds reallocated for other projects. «

According to a memo from Director of Game Lew Pamplin, $30,000
earmarked for the project were redistributed as follows:

* Intensive wolf surveys in 20B $11,000
«  Wolf Surveys in 20A $3,000
+ Caribou calving surveys cast ofSagavanirktok River $9,000
» Revise trapper questionnaire/data analysis $3,000
Pamplin also noted that he was "placing $4,000 back into Headquarters’
operating budget to help pay for report publication costs in this fiscal

year."



F/1RBANKS FISH AND GAME ADVISORY COMMITTEE
1676 Taroka Drive,
Fairbanks, Alaska 99709
March 12, 1987

Honorable Senator Jack Coghill
Chairman Senate Resources Committee
P.0. Box V,

Juneau, Alaska 99L11

Dear Senator;

You are already aware of the dissatisfaction over the
reappointment of the same members to the Game Board. Govenor
Cowper stated prior to his election, he would correct the
situation the Sheffield administration had created. It is now
appearent this promise has been reneged on.

Consequently, the only way we see now to place members on the
Game Board which will make regulations based on sound biological
advice rather than the present method of political bias, is to
have the legislature reject the unacceptable Cowper appointments.

I would therefore like to request that hearings be held in
Fairbanks and other areas of the state as soon as possible so we
Sportsman and other interested public will have an opportunity to
have input into the confirmation process.

It appears Fairbanks will be without a Game Board member as Vic
Van Ballenberghe is being transferred to Anchorage by his
employer. This should taken in to account on the appointment

of new Game Board members.

0/v>v.



FAIRBANKS FISH AND GAME ADVISORY COMMITTEE
1676 Taroka Drive,
Fairbanks, Alaska 99709
March 12, 1987

Honorable Governor Steve Cowper
P.0. Box A,
Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Governor;

I recieved a response to my letter to you dated February 9, 1987
from Commissioner Collinsworth (ADF&G). I would rather have

heard from you. The attitude of the leadership of ADF&G is

already well known. It has been known for several years because

it was estabilished by the Sheffield Administration. We

Sportsmen had hoped that a new Administration would at least

attempt to correct the political manipulation we are so sick of. At
least- that is what you led us to believe during your campaign.

Unit 20A is critical to the Interior of Alaska. Most of our
wildlife resources depend on sound bioligical management of this
area. The leadership of ADF&G and your (do as they are
politically instructed) Board of Game has determined these
resources be managed for priority use by four legged preditors.
This practice violates sound wildlife management practices and
quite possibly the State Constitution. Of course your Attorney
Generals staff asigned to ADF&G believes it is legal until a
Court of law declares it otherwise. This is a very sorry
situation to be in. Now you perpetuate it by reappointing the
same members back on the Board of Game. We Sportsmen certainly
have no quarrel with Sidney Huntington but Nick Jackson and Joel
Bennett are something else. They have a proven record of putting
politics above biological management. I recomend you withdraw
these nominations as soon as possible as they are only going to
bring more embarressment to your administration.

It dismays me to have to write this letter but I have no choice.
The wildlife of the Interior (they are renewable resources) are
too important to simply ignore. Wildlife is a resource enjoyed by
all and vital to the health of the Interior and many other parts
of the State. To continue the mismanagement of the past

four years is simply intolerable.

Please do not expect us to believe that decisions on preditor
control are to be made by the Board of Game when you personally
killed the only program we had in the Interior. As clearly
stated in your interview printed in the Fairbanks Daily
News-Miner, Thursday , March 5, 1987 you made a purely political
decision on wolf control. Yet you attempt to tell us you are

i .rested in developing Alaska"s renewable reources. Are we the
public supposed to believe you on other issues?

If this is how you intend to manage, your professional wildlife
biologists should be told so the\ can go find work where they
might be more useful. If their alvice isto be continued to be
ignored there is no need to have ti.em onthe payroll.



(2)

I and my committee will continue to work closely with the Interior
Regional Staff of ADF&G. However, it is clear that the Headquarters
Staff are not conerned with the welfare of Interior wildlife
resources or the welfare of the Interior hunters. Our top

priorty is the wildlife resource and not special political interests.
If the Game Board and the Commissioner were truly concerned with the
welfare of our Interior moose and caribou populations, they would not
have advised you to drop our remaining program to rehabilitate moose
populations. In addition, they would have scheduled the matter for
Board action and arranged to conduct the Board meeting in Fairbanks,

I look forward to your future actions. I had sincerely hoped
that we would be marching forward together but unless you change

directions that will clearly not be the case.

cc: file
Bryon Haley
TVSA
N Sen. Coghill



FAIRBANKS FISH AND GAME ADVISORY COMMITTEE
1676 Taroka Drive,
Fairbanks, Alaska 99709
March 12, 1987

Honorable Senator Jack Coghill %
Chairman Senate Resources Committee

P.0O. Box V,

Juneau, Alaska 99811 %

Dear Senator;

You are already aware of the dissatisfaction over the
reappointment of the same members to the Game Board. Govenor
Cowper stated prior to his election, he would correct the
situation the Sheffield administration had created. It is now
appearent this promise lias been reneged on.

Consequently, fie only way we see now to place members on the
Game Board which will make regulations based on sound biological
advice rather than the present method of political bias, is to
have the legislature reject the unacceptable Cowper appointments.

I would therefore like to request that hearings be held in
Fairbanks and other areas of the state as soon as possible so we
Sportsman and other interested public will have an opportunity to
have input into the confirmation process.

It appears Fairbanks will be without a Game Board member as Vic
Van Ballenberghe is being transferred to Anchorage by his
employer. This should taken in to account on the appointment

of new Game Board members.

Sincerely,
- ./

/ 0 t ;
Thomas fi.*%"cathorough®, ~Cliairmon



Tok Cutoff.-Habeona Poad
f\dvi*onij Committee

S. P. Box 330

fakana, Pta*ka 99586
Tebnuanij. 7+ 1987

Aff 1.6

Senator C,nt%,hllL &
Pcpne*eniative ShnUg
Pouch U

Juneau, Alaska 99802

Dean. Jack and Dick:

The. Tok Cutoff-flabe*na Toad /ldvi*ong Committee net on Januanij 24, 1987 in a genena
meeting.. tie havea couple of. item* ce would tike ijau a* oun.legi*iaton* to addne**,

1. Mewouldtike to *ee the neguinement fan. a tnophij tag onwaive* oriij afteA. the
himten, ha* teen *ucce**fxit.” tie believe the hunten. would not mind palling the
tnophij fee aften the animat had teen kitted. Ulo*t hunten* ontj tee waive*
occationatly, tut woyid welc%me the op\BonI(u_nlbj to go ahead if. the tag wa*
on couid be puncha*ed when the animat wa* kitted.

2. Lewouid tike to make *une the leijlolatvne doe* not Aai*e the co*t of ne*ident/
non-ne*tdent hunting ticen*e* and tnophij. tag*. Me icouid tike them to nemain the
*ane even though the neveuie* of *he *tate ane declining.

3. Lewouid tike to *ee both of gou dnaft legislation nepuining qualification*
fan Boand of fane and Ti*henle* nemlen*. “tie believe the*e people *houid have
finot hand and/on. othen expedience when dealing with oun. ne*ouAce*,

Ho?e Pou can a**i*t out committee with *one of thi* on. at lea*t make *uAe It doem't
get *fipped in *oaethene ci*e.

Sincenetj,

Hitt Clli*, Chainman
822-3426

P. S.
Of gou have ang question*, ptea*e call Thelma at 822-3426.
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