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Hi Mike,

Here is some history on M1693 and F1728:

On March 3, 2021, I authorized the translocation of the Negrito pack (M1693 and F1728),
which has high genetic value in the wild population, as a management action to minimize
livestock conflicts and maximize the opportunity for this pack to remain in the wild and have
their genetics contribute to the wild population.  After assessing the current situation and
based on the history of conflicts in the Rainy Mesa area from other wolves (Prieto Pack), the
likelihood of additional depredations to occur is high even with additional management
actions.  Mitigating and minimizing livestock depredations by Mexican wolves, as well as
increasing genetic diversity of the wild population of Mexican wolves in, are both high
priorities of the USFWS, and the cooperating agencies of the Mexican wolf project in the
Southwest Region.   
 
M1693 was born at the Endangered Wolf Center in 2018 and was placed in a wild den as a
cross-foster pup (< 15 days old) to increase the genetic diversity of the wild Mexican wolf
population. M1693’s genetic MK ranks him as one of the most valuable male wolves in the
wild population. His inbreeding coefficient is .1302 which compares favorably to the average
inbreeding coefficient of the wild population of .2020. While F1728 was born in the wild
population and her genetic contribution reflects the MK and inbreeding of the average wild
wolf, when paired with M1693, they provide pups that favorably impact the inbreeding level
of the wild population. Both M1693 and F1728 were born in 2018 and have likely been
together since the winter of 2020.  

In April 2019, we had a removal order for a different wolf and M1693 was inadvertently
caught in three leg-hold traps by Wildlife Services as a non-targeted animal and injured in the
process. M1693 was temporarily held to receive veterinary care prior to being moved to a
different location in New Mexico at the request of the rancher and Catron County Sheriff’s
Department.

M1693 is responsible for 7 confirmed depredations over a 2-year period and is accused of one
human interaction as documented by Catron County Wolf Investigator Jess Carey (M1693 was
documented being at the location by GPS collar transmission and charged ranch hand Josh
Powell on Feb. 13,2021.  Two positive kills were discovered a short distance away at that time,
a cow and calf).  Please note that at no time have we received a complaint or a report that
these wolves showed aggression towards people.  After hearing about the accusation, we
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Response to Jim Paxon’s comments on Ladder Ranch translocation:



1. The whole proposal seems rather rushed.  I do not consider 20 days adequate time to respond for the county nor for affected citizens.



The 20-day time frame stems from New Mexico Administrative Code (NMAC) 19.35.7.19. Although the Service is not required to obtain a permit from the State of New Mexico to conduct this translocation, we intend to follow New Mexico Administrative Code 19.35.7.19 to the extent that we will provide the New Mexico Department of Game and Fish "verification that landowners, tribal officials, state officials, federal officials and county officials that may be directly affected by the release have been notified of the potential release ... and have been given 20 days to respond to the release." 



2. It does not appear that any local entity other than Sierra County Commission is being contacted.  Why have not the towns of Truth or Consequences, Elephant Butte, Williamsburg, Winston and Hillsboro been given notice and the opportunity to comment?



It has long been our standard operating procedure (SOP 6.0) to notify local permittees (those within a 10-mile radius of a translocation site), local county officials, local District Rangers and a livestock industry contact of a proposed translocation of Mexican wolves.  We have done this regarding this translocation.



3. Same for the necessity of contacting and allowing the opportunity to comment for the 31 livestock producers whose operations lie west of I-25, east of the Continental Divide and within the confines of Sierra County?



See our response to comment #2 above.



4. This proposal constitutes a significant undertaking that requires NEPA.  Has the Service completed that assessment? and if so, can I receive a copy of the decision notice?  Did that E.A. consider potential economic impacts to livestock producers if and when this pack ventures beyond the artificial limits of the Ladder Ranch?



This translocation is a management action being conducted under the authority for our 10(j) Rule for which an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) was prepared in 2014 in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act.



5. and more specifically, with regards to the proposal:

Sierra County has a 1998 Ordinance that prohibits release of any predatory species in Sierra County.  Are you aware of that prohibition?



Yes. When a local ordinance contradicts a Federal statute or regulation, in this case the Mexican wolf 10(j) rule, we do not comply with the local ordinance.





6. You are incorrect in stating that the nearest year round habitation is 9 miles south at the Ladder Headquarters.  There are four houses just north of Hermosa (less than 5 miles from the release site in Seco Canyon) that are permanent residences with livestock at each location.



This is helpful feedback. Please provide contact information for the homes you describe, and we can confirm they have been notified.



7. Your statement that the only livestock allotments affected are the Circle 7 and Hermosa allotments due west of the Ladder Ranch which have been retired from grazing under an agreement with the Forest Service is inaccurate.  Yes, both of those allotments have been retired, but either can be used for temporary grazing as decided on by the Forest Service. 



The U.S. Forest Service allotments to the west of Ladder Ranch are held by the Ladder Ranch – Turner Reserve Property.  We have no reason to believe that the permittee will request any type of grazing on those allotments.



8. The allotments to the north (Bob Daugherty at South Palomas) and to the south (Bob Cunningham north of Hillsboro) are stocked with cattle and horses and immediately adjacent (less than 10 miles) to the proposed release site.



Both permittees have been contacted.



9. There are a total of 31 livestock operators west of I-25 and east of the Continental Divide in Sierra County whose operations are at risk if and when these wolves travel outside of the Ladder property.  Their livestock numbers total 5156 cattle and 112 horses at the minimum (information from Sierra County Assessor Property Tax Rendering).  Of course this does not include the operators and numbers of livestock west of the Continental Divide in Grant and Catron counties which could well be impacted by this proposal if these wolves were to leave the Ladder.



Impacts to livestock producers have been analyzed in our 2014 EIS.  



10. Male wolf M1693 has been removed from the wild twice and is responsible for 7 confirmed depredations (at the very least) and also one human interaction as documented by Catron County Wolf Investigator Jess Carey (M1693 was documented being at the location by GPS collar transmission and charged Josh Powell on Feb. 13,2021.  Two positive kills were discovered a short distance away at that time, a cow and calf).  Is this not the very definition of a "habituated" wolf that should never be released into the wild again, under any circumstances?



M1693 has not been removed from the wild.  During a previous management action M1693 was inadvertently caught as a non-targeted animal and injured in the process. M1693 was temporarily held to receive veterinary care prior to being moved to a different location at the request of the rancher and Catron County Sheriff’s Department.



Accounts of the incident with Josh Powell are inconsistent. Speaking with the rancher for whom Mr. Powell worked, the incident was described as:  Mr. Powell rode up to a dead cow that M1693 was feeding on, and the wolf ran off as Mr. Powell fired several gunshots in its direction. We interpret this to be appropriate fear/flight response and consider it opportunistic harassment by Mr. Powell as authorized in our 10(j) Rule.



11. Female wolf F1728 has also been removed from the wild because of being involved in 3 confirmed depredations while travelling with M1693.  She has to be considered "habituated" as well and should not be released anywhere, anytime back into the wild.



F1728 is a wild-born wolf and has not been removed from the wild.  F1728 is being held temporarily until the pair and their pups are translocated. There is no evidence that she is habituated to humans.





12.  In your background paper, you purport that "...management activity will encourage the pack to remain in the Seco Creek drainage and establish a core use area for rearing pups."  It has been well documented that many wolf packs change territories, for reasons unexplained and can travel as much as 50 miles in a day or even 30 miles per day with juvenile pups.  Why is that possibility not recognized and analyzed in this proposal instead of whitewashing it with the "hope" that the pack remains on the Ladder Ranch.



We intend to complete the translocation when the pups are 6 to 8 weeks old – far too young to move significant distances. We have never observed wolves moving great distances with pups of this age. Partially because of this localization behavior, both initial releases and translocations of adult wolves are more successful when young pups are present in areas with adequate native prey. For instance, from 1998-2015 (note: initial releases or translocations of breeding animals has not occurred since 2015), we have documented that 66% (n = 9) of the initial released breeding animals with dependent pups in areas of adequate native prey have been successful, versus 29% success (n = 17) of the initial released breeding-aged animals without dependent pups in similar conditions. The pattern observed for initial released wolves also holds for translocated animals with 77% success (n = 13) with pups versus 32% (n = 38) without pups under similar conditions. The overall pattern was statistically significant (n = 77, χ2 =11.26, df = 1, p = 0.00081).  







spoke with the rancher Audrey McQueen for whom Josh Powell worked, and the incident was
described as:  "Mr. Powell rode up to a dead cow that M1693 was feeding on, and the wolf
ran off as Mr. Powell fired several gunshots in its direction." We interpret this to be
appropriate fear/flight response and consider it opportunistic harassment by Mr. Powell as
authorized in our 10(j) Rule.  During our conversation, the rancher did not claim the wolf
showed aggression towards the ranch hand.

 
Female wolf F1728 is a wild-born wolf from the Dark Canyon Pack and was involved in 3
confirmed depredations (3 of the 7 noted above associated with M1693) in February 2021
while travelling with M1693.  

There is no evidence that either of these wolves are habituated to humans as some people
have claimed. 

Attached is additional information I gave to Jim Paxon just for FYI.
 

Thanks,

Brady

Brady McGee, Ph.D. 
Mexican Wolf Recovery Coordinator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
2105 Osuna Road NE
Albuquerque, NM 87113
office 505-761-4748
cell 505-908-8491


