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Hi Robert,
 
Here are the comments from the public meeting. Let me know if you have any questions.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia B. Smith
Mexican Wolf Technician
Arizona Game and Fish Department
Office: (928) 339-4329
Cell: (928) 215-5560
JBSmith@azgfd.gov
 
 
 

From: Julia B. Smith 
Sent: Monday, March 16, 2015 2:29 PM
To: Chris Bagnoli; 'dtilton@azgfd.gov'
Subject: Comments on release proposal from public meeting
 
Chris and Diane,
 
Please find attached the comments from the release proposal public meeting from 3/13. Let me
know if you have any questions.
 
Julia
 
Julia B. Smith
Mexican Wolf Technician
Arizona Game and Fish Department
Office: (928) 339-4329
Cell: (928) 215-5560
JBSmith@azgfd.gov
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Proposed Mexican Wolf Release and Translocations for 2015 – March 13th, 2015



Public Comments



1. I’m an avid hunter and there are a lot of hunters in this room. I do not understand why AZGFD who makes the majority of money off tags would release something that takes care of you? They are not even from here. I would like to see a show of hands of folks who want to see AZGFD have involvement in the wolf project. This is not oversight, this is way over done. The Fish and Wildlife Service cannot make AZGFD do anything. Arizona can say they are done at any time. I do not understand all this hullabaloo over something that kills what we love. When I see a wolf kill a bull that I would like to harvest, as a resident of this state and country I do not want to see a wolf have it.



2. I have a question about aversive procedures. Where can I get specific information regarding aversive conditioning procedures? I would like to see the scientific literature this is based on. I would like to know who is conducting those trials.



3. When you and FWS were first trying to convince us that this was a good idea, we stood up and protested this idea. This is an editorial from the AZGFD website: he says it is time to recognize the success of the Mexican Wolf Recovery Program. We continue to work with stakeholders for acceptance and balance. There is no acceptance and balance. You’re not counting the adult animals they are killing that we used to see all the time. You started with a tiny area in Greenlee County, now you want the entire states of AZ and NM. The population is expected to be 300-325. 90% of the historic habitat is in Mexico, why are you trying to put them all in AZ and NM? You are killing all of our animals. You are just at the table.



4. Jess Carey: I have a question here about the BRWRA replacement releases. The proposed releases are to replace wolves lost to the population from illegal mortality following guidelines from the AZGFD commission. AZ is making decisions that affect NM. You’re following these guidelines, but I think that your plan here to put wolves in NM, Catron County, following the AZGFD commission agreement to replace wolves that died, this document to me seems unfair. We have 99% of all wolves in NM in our county. This document is utilizing these guidelines from AZGFD to put wolves in NM. Where in here does it say this document is combined between AZGFD and FWS? How does it explain that this is a two-part document?



5. Doyle: In your proposal, in options 1 and 4, you talk about grazing and mitigation measures. What are those measures and do you have funding?



Jeff Dolphin: The mitigation measures we seek funding for are range riders, cooperation with USFS to graze cattle in allotments away from wolf dens, fladry, and other options. We have cooperation with NGOs for funds.



6. Todd MacNabb: Calling all these killing of wolves illegal? We’ll see who is doing something illegal here. Jurisdiction is the authority to act. If the government has jurisdiction it has the power to act. The National Forest can only be managed lawfully for the purposes for which it was created. Providing a continual supply of timber and water flow for people in the West. These are the only lawful and legal purposes for forest management. Legislative jurisdiction does not exist within level 4, the lowest authority. There’s a level 4 jurisdiction in the Gila National Forest for any federal agent. Does this apply to the Gila here? Yes, it does. The average American has been socialized in such a way that we cannot perceive that the federal government is powerless to act. Please do what you can to help your agency to the truth and proper, lawful ways. Who are you guys to go around and say these wolves are being killed illegally? You do not have the jurisdiction to make any laws. (Provided written comment)



7. Barry Miller: I will start by saying Jeff, John, and Chris are doing what they are asked to do and politically they wish there was not such an atmosphere. The public process would help influence the decision in choosing an option. In Commissioner Mansell’s recent release that there has been success in this program, there has been tension. This room is full of people who know what the impact is in their areas. I was part of the process in deciding that there would be 300 more wolves. Every county that could have been impacted was there along with hunters and cattle growers. Well over 95% vote that there should be no more than 100 wolves. That was the dictate from the coalition. They ignored the input of the people who were most impacted. When you ignore these people, I consider it more tyranny than success. If we’re only talking about how many wolves and not what the people say, then they should specify that. I am suggesting to go with option 4. We just had a 30% increase in population; we can deal with the genetic issue in captivity rather than out here on the landscape.



8. You said this was a joint document, but in all of these documents there has always been a do nothing option. Where is the do nothing option in this document? Based on comments made tonight and for the next 14 days, if we ask for a 5th option to do nothing, will that option be considered?



Jeff Dolphin: Option 4 is the least amount of work. You can suggest a 5th option, but it is not part of this proposal. This is a draft proposal and we can add a 5th option of doing nothing.



9. Do you believe in the rule of law? I think a lot of people here would agree that AZGFD does not follow the rule of law. (See hand-out of Ordinance #2013-07; commenter read this document out loud). I will say to AZGFD and FWS that you are breaking the law and we are going to get you.



10. I want to give credit where credit is due. Most of that law [previous reading] was written by Jess Carey. You notice that was dated in 2013 back when there was going to be the reintroduction of another wolf and that one didn’t go so well. The pertinent parts of that, I agree with Mr. Finch. Reintroductions are illegal based on our law and jurisdictions are in question. I suggest you take this as a valid comment, and call your sheriff department to see that these laws are enforced. We have visited with the governor’s office and we were supported. I suggest you visit your police department to see that our laws are enforced. There is no coordination with us. You need to be sitting at a table and discussing this with us. I love that you care about the animals, but we care about the people.



11.  I would like to know if these wolves have been trans-humanized—it means injecting genes from the human genome into these wolves.



Jeff Dolphin: I have not heard of those efforts.

12. Do you happen to know the cost of each of your options?



Jeff Dolphin: I do not know specifically for each of these options. I can give you total project costs for a year. It is roughly $2 million per year.



13. You said earlier you were raising money with the stakeholders. Why are you raising money and what is it for?



Jeff Dolphin: We do not raise money; the NGOs raise money. We do not want to see nuisance behavior or depredations so NGOs raise money to fund preventative measures.



14. Why is predation not accounted for in FWS and AZGFD costs? Why is that not included in your funding? If this program knows there are going to be impacts that require funds, why does FWS ignore this need for funding?



Jeff Dolphin: Where compensation funds come from is the Mexican Wolf Livestock Coexistence Council. That is not AZGFD funding. We are actively involved and managing these wolves. 



John Oakleaf: Jeff is talking about range riders, etc. In terms of endangered species, there is not compensation the FWS is authorized to give out. We are not directly authorized to give compensation to individuals. We are not sure if we can provide funding directly to counties. 



15. How can the coalition council be in the final 10j rule?  It says that the FWS will do more on the depredation side to prevent depredations and to help those that have been affected.

 

16. Jess Carey: Would like to go over a few wolf instances—imagine what the rate will be like when there are 150 wolves on the landscape. Three wolf-human interactions (two on private property); 18 confirmed wolf depredations, 1 probable; two dogs attacked and chewed up; total wolf-animal interactions are 21, 13 on private property; also, want to contact a horn hunter that was chased by wolves; two cows need to be looked at; there is an open predator-human case being looked in; this is all in Catron county alone, I don’t know how many interactions that there have been in Apache county; all incidents should be made available to the county so that it is all on record.

a. How accurate is Jess’s report to the IFT report?

b. Jess Carey: All reports come from the IFT, I co-investigate with Wildlife Services; difference between my findings and Wildlife Services is less than 5%; confirmations doubled after I got involved in the reporting process. Every report that goes to the IFT, should also go to the county. I saw a documentary on the Maasai in Africa; their custom and culture had not changed, and what is going on now is that African lions are endangered; an environmental group went in and said that they would give the Maasai money to not kill lions; they basically neutered them.



17. Wink: I was just at a coexistence council meeting yesterday, first of all let me say this. There is no such thing as co-existence; someone will live and someone will die.  I have to discredit the whole title of the council. The second thing is that it sounds good, talking about people being paid for depredations, predator presence, but the money is a mere pittance; the depredation fund for New Mexico will have 19 thousand in it; 10 thousand went out for a horse yesterday. This leaves 9 thousand. Was also told that there have been eight depredations; there is a lot of deceit; AZGFD has been respectful, the media portrays what you get paid, but how far is that going to go. $148 checks for pay for presence; that is an insult.  How much money would be collected; money was supposed to come flying in.



18. You said earlier, one wolf takes 17 elk?

a. Jeff Dolphin: The equivalent of 17 elk.

b. So 1700 wolves are taken out of the wild?

c. Jeff Dolphin: Not all the wolves are adults, only adults take 17 a year; it is hard to live in the wild.



19. How many elk are in unit one and twenty-seven?

a. Jeff Dolphin: Roughly 9 thousand.

b. Take Yellowstone, there is no calf recruitment.

c. Jeff Dolphin: The Grizzly bears have a larger impact, need four wolves and 1 grizzly to have an impact.

d. Do you guys go to school to learn to deceive and make yourselves feel good?

e. Jeff Dolphin: No.



20. Anybody who has ever hunted or lived in this area knows that the landscape could not take 325 wolves.



21. You guys claim you work for us—you’re fired.



22. The New Mexico game department that where wolves were denning there was an impact on elk but they did not know how significant it was; I think that the ratio of elk being killed by wolves is an illusion, because the elk calves killed are small; coyotes come in and clean up everything after the wolves kill; the coyotes and birds take a lot; once we start looking at it, I think that our best units are going to have an effect.



Jeff Dolphin: What Wyoming has found is that if there is a decrease of below 20 calves per 100 head of cattle; when New Mexico was a part of the project they had over double that.



23. In 1973 a person from AZGFD was sent out to watch some sheep from Unit 1 or 27. He saw 3 wolves corner the sheep and they killed 1 and ate half. The wolves rested. They went and killed 11 more sheep just from the hell of it. The ones they ate, they did not bother to kill. They ate them from the back end forward without killing them. This person documented all of these things. I would bet $100,000 that that is hidden.



24. There is no guarantee that once we hit 325 wolves, we will be able to document all the wolves or dispersers. Are you going to monitor the ungulate herd? It seems that you should being that you get most of your money from that.



Jeff Dolphin: AZGFD will document impacts on ungulates as specified in the new 10j rule.



25. Can you guys put the projected cost of each option when you propose options, including impacts? We need to see it.



26. Which of these 3 proposals do you think will have the least impact on livestock?



Jeff Dolphin: Option 4 would be the best for livestock. Option 5 of doing nothing would obviously be the best for livestock. Option 1 is the preferred option of the IFT. There have been wolves there since the beginning of the project and neither wolf has had any depredations assigned to them.



27. How do you plan on maintaining control of this population of wolves? They have no enemies and we are not controlling them.



Jeff Dolphin: We would not control the population until they hit 325 in both states or unless they exhibit nuisance behavior.



28. What would you say is the percentage spent of the wolf project relative to other wildlife?



Jeff Dolphin: I do not know specifically, but I can look it up and e-mail it to you.



29. Regarding psychological impacts from wolves on people, I would strongly advocate for a 5th option of no more releases until we have a full investigation of mental health impacts on people. I am a psychologist and there have been repeated documented cases of PTSD on children and those studies were ignored in the EIS by the FWS. The reports of psychological impacts were considered biased by the FWS because they were seen through a biased lens and that is a gross distortion of her findings.



30. You mentioned improving the genetics. Is there any truth to the fact that they are improving the genetics by bringing in the northern wolf? Why do you think they will survive in Mexico?



Jeff Dolphin: It is just a rumor that we would introduce Northern Rockies wolves. We want to keep the genetics of this population as pure as possible. A study was conducted and the Mexican wolf was identified as unique down to 23 microsatellites and there was no domestic dog in Mexican wolf DNA. Mexico has been releasing wolves since 2007. They released 5 and 4 were killed within 2 months. There is no FWS or state game management in Mexico and there are different factors affecting the population in Mexico.



31. Jess Carey: Most people understand breeding animals, confirmations, color. When people doubt the validity of the testing done on the Mexican wolf, the wolf has the same coloration of a coyote. Some members of the IFT cannot tell the difference between a wolf and a coyote from 100 yards. Did they coyote come from the Mexican wolf or vice versa?



Jeff Dolphin: Eastern wolves are more closely related to coyotes than Mexican wolves. We have not found any evidence of interbreeding between wolves and coyotes in our population. The coyote and Mexican wolf have a common ancestor much further back than the Canadian wolf and northern wolf.



32. My friend let her son play in the backyard and he started to crawl up the steps to come in. Just as she looked out there, a Mexican wolf was crouching down and fixing to attack him. If she had not screamed, the wolf would have taken him and I am sure of it.



[bookmark: _GoBack]Jeff Dolphin: I did have a report from that area but I did not hear that the wolf was moving in on the child.



33. Tom Samoff: As far as I’m concerned, they’re already multiplying on their own and we don’t need to put more out there. We are in a poor county in AZ (the 30th poorest in the US). We do not need anything in our county to add any more adverse effects and we do not need the wolves here impacting hunting, camping, and our general welfare. Option 5 (do nothing) is the best option.


