


















































































































































































































































BREEDING PAIR: considered an adult male and an adult female that are firmly
mated and have the potential fo breed and raise a litter of pups in the upcoming breeding
season.

ACTIVE PACK: two (2) or more wolves that are attached to each other and
exhibit pack behavioral characteristics.

DEPREDATION: the confirmed killing or wounding of a domestic animal by one
(1) or more wolves.

INCIDENT: the killing or wounding of a domestic animal by one (1) or more
wolves.

ENGAGED IN THE ACT OF KILLING, WOUNDING OR BITING LIVESTOCK: to
be engaged in the act of grasping, biting, attacking, wounding, or feeding upon livestock
that are alive or were alive within the past 24 hours.

LIVESTOCK: any animal routinely contributing to the ability of a small
businessman to eamn a livelihood including but not limited to cattle, horses, goats, burros,
llamas, chickens, stock dogs, guard dogs, hunting dogs and other domestic animal to
which value is attached and the loss of which would prove to be a financial hardship and
result in the takings of private property (pursuant to the Fifth Amendment of the U.S.
Constitution). We would also like to include any pets; dogs, cats, riding horses, etc. to this
definition.

PUBLIC LAND: lands available for dispersion into private ownership under
general land laws to which no claim or rights of others has attached.

FEDERAL LAND: lands in which the United States retains a proprietary interest
and prior claims and rights are attached.

TAKE: to harm, hunt, shoot, wound or kill.

UNAVOIDABLE OR UNINTENTIONAL TAKE: take which occurs despite
reasonable care and is incidental to an otherwise lawful activity, and is not done with
purpose. Taking a wolf by trapping will be considered unavoidable or unintentional if the
wolf is released and the capture is reported within 24 hours. Taking a wolf will be
considered unavoidable or unintentional if the wolf is taken during a legal hunting activity,
is non-negligent and is reported within 24 hours.

LEGALLY (LAWFULLY) PRESENT LIWVESTOCK: should be defined as livestock
occurring within the boundaries of a recognized grazing allotment where the owner has
beneficial use water rights on federal land.

This would also include any occasion whereby livestock owned by one person may be
unintentionally present on his neighbors’ allotment. This is a common occurrence within
any ranching community and should not ever be considered as illegally present livestock.
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Retaining definitions that do not warrant changes or additions from the current rule include
the following: Occupied Mexican Wolf Range, Opportunistic, Non-injurious harassment,
Primary recovery zone, Problem wolves, Rendezvous site, Secondary recovery zone, Wolf
recovery area. Specifically, the definition of problem wolf should not

be genymandered to move the goal posts associated with management of problem
behavior.

Full investigation into the efficacy of livestock carcass removal including the increased cost
to livestock operations needs to be conducted. If this is to be considered, then the removai
of carcass’s killed by wolves and the associated costs also need to be determined. Ed
Bangs with USFWS has been widely quoted as saying “The idea that wolves eat a dead
cow, think beef tastes great, and then start attacking cattle is mythology as eating carrion
and killing prey is two totally different wolf behaviors. Wolves often scavenge all they can.
Nommnal range practice out here makes it nearly impossible to find and bury [or blow up for
human safety concemns as they do for G. bears issues and livestock carcasses along trails]
every carcass so livestock carcass disposal is within ‘normal’ and traditional livestock
husbandry practices, feeding on livestock carcasses is a very different thing than aftacking
livestock- one doesn't necessarily lead fo the other. (See additional studies at
hitp://wolfcrossing.org/wolf-studies-scat-prey-habituation-disease-more-to-come/ )

Issues Related to Evaluation of the Environmental Impacts

We are seeking comments on the identification of direct, indirect, beneficial, and
adverse effects that might be caused by amendment of the 1998 NEP final rule that
established the current NEP of Mexican gray wolf. You may wish to consider the
following issues when providing comments:

(a) Impacts on floodplains, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically
sensitive areas;

The effects of wolves on watersheds spread of disease on domestic and wild animal
populations needs to be addressed. Many diseases need to be taken into consideration.
Rabies is currently the utmost concem. Given the incidence of grey fox rabies in Catron
County, we would like to know the vaccination status of the released wolves. It is our
understanding that there are no licensed vaccines approved for use in wolves, so it is not
legal to vaccinate wolves with rabies vaccine in New Mexico.

There are several zoonotic diseases of concem, especially those that are shed in feces
and urine. Some of these zoonotics would be sarcocystosis, echinococcus, ascariasis,
cysticercosis and neospora caninum. These are parasites passed in feces that can cause
disease in both humans and livestock. Neospora causes abortion in cattle and wolves
have been shown to be an intermediate host to this parasite. Other viral and bacterial
diseases of concem would be distemper, adenovirus, brucellosis and leptospira.
Leptospirosis and brucellosis are both a concem for humans and livestock. Some of these
parasites and diseases can be transmitted to pets then on fo their owners. How does
USFWS intend to address these concems?
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How has the introduction of the wolf impacted the migration of elk within the recovery
area? Has it improved riparian areas as documented in Yellowstone?

(b) Impacts on park lands and cultural or historic resources;

A full disclosure of social, cultural and economic impacts on rural residents and local
governments fo include the loss of tax revenue and increased government operation costs
due to presence of introduced wolves. We ask that a specific economic analysis on
ranches that are being harmed be conducted and that individual rancher and at the most
the county level economic impact be evaluated. That the cumulative impacts wolf
reintroduction and recovery is analyzed using local, county developed information on jobs,
poverty and economics.

An analysis that is national or regional in scope fails to depict the real impacts of wolf
reintroduction.

Livestock production in the release and recovery area cannot be negatively affected by this
program.

(c) Impacts on human health and safety;

Improvement of wolf monitoring to insure that residents in the release and recovery areas
are informed when wolves are in close proximity is badly needed. There is a definite need
to facilitate documentation of predation on livestock also.

The 10(J) rule should clearly document through appropriate mapping that people reside in
current and potential wolf habitat. The general public has been feed misinformation on this
account and a misconception has resulted that people do not inhabit wolf release and
recovery areas.

An analysis of wolf occupancy of lands where domestic livestock are present, homes
where children reside, and where domestic animals may contract a parasite or disease
and spread it to humans or where wolves may directly deposit infectious material near
residences needs to be conducted.

(d) Impacts on air, soil, and water;

An analysis of problems associated with epizootic disease carmied by wolves and
potentially carried in wolf feces needs to be done. The potential effects of these diseases
on people, domestic animals including pets and working dogs, and other wildlife should be
evaluated in the new EIS.

How has the reintroduction of wolves negatively impacted family ranches, putting them out
of business and forcing them to subdivide their private property affecting the air, soil, and
water in wolf recovery area?



(e) impacts on prime agricultural lands;

Other than the obvious impact of wolves depredating on livestock, how are wolves
impacting elk herds and what impacts are those herds having on agricultural lands within
and outside the boundary areas? NMDGEF is cuitently working on a model to determine
some of these impacts. The data collected for this model is only one year worth of data
and by no means gives us enough information on elk/wolf interactions. Data should also
be collected from impacted ranchers and ouffitters in the impacted areas. This is an
integral part of wolf management and must be addressed in the EIS.

Again, | am very concemed with the impact the wolf reintroduction program is having on
Wildlife Services. Their limited resources and funding is already affecting individuals
across the state. The fact that they are not being fully funded to participate in the wolf
program is causing hardship in other counties that are not in wolf country due to the fact
that WS is pulling resources and staff to deal with wolf depredations when needed. There
is a desperate need to fully fund WS for this wolf program.

Again, how is the subdivision of ranches, the loss of county taxes generated from the loss
of livestock from these ranches affecting agriculture lands in the wolf recovery areas?

() Impacts to other species of wildlife, including other endangered or threatened
species;

I believe that to release any habituated animal into the wild with any expectation that that
animal will adapt into an ecosystem, without impacting that ecosystem in a negative
manner, will only undermine the true intent of the program and cause a disruption in the
natural order of things.

(g) Disproportionately high and adverse impacts on minority and low income
populations;

This program is having a disproportionately high and adverse impact on minority’s and low
income populations within the Mexican wolf recovery area. Research has showed that
Catron County is one of the poorest in the nation. Any hardship, including wolves
depredating on livestock affects the ability for many of producers to make a living. How
many ranchers have been put out of business due to the reintroduction of Mexican
wolves? This needs to be determined, and any denial that this is actually occurring needs
to be brought to the forefront of these serious issues. Is it not required in NEPA that these
determinations be made?

(h) Any other potential or socioeconomic effects;

Livestock kills as a result of wolf management rather than grazing cycles must be properly
analyzed. Cummently the IFT and other managers use subjective and speculative
information to validate increased depredation problems. An example is the claim made in
the scoping information education posters that a year round grazing causes more livestock
depredation. Where is your scientific proof of this statement? Please provide us with
documentation backing up that statement.
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We would like to stress that the USFWS needs to commit to maintain the 10(J) status of
the Mexican wolif program and add common sense approaches to managing problem
wolves that are causing an economic burden on our producers in the MWEPA. SOP 13
needs to be kept and improved upon to help mitigate problem wolves. Arbitrarily assigning
a strike to one wolf in a pack is not solving matters, but only making them worse. if a pack
of wolves is involved in a depredation they are already becoming habituated. To arbitrarily
pick one of them as the culprit does nothing to help the program. Given the overpopulation
prablems you are having in breeding facilities there is no excuse in trying to keep problem
wolves on the ground. You have an adequate supply of them to release that are not
habituated livestock killers.

Improved lethal and non-lethal control techniques needs to be established to help facilitate
an improved program for wolf recovery.

We would also request that a study be incorporated to social study the impact the Mexican
wolf recovery program has had to the children in the MWEPA. Given the recent
psychological testimonies of local children, lock downs of public schools and the current
erecting of bus cages to protect and give children a sense of protection from habituated
wolves, we think that this needs to be added to this process.

(i) Any potential conflicts with other Federal, State, local, or Tribal environmental
laws or requirements.

Has the USFWS consulted with any of the Native American Tribes within the MWEPA? It
is our understanding that the tribes (Navajo’s) have not had any interaction with USFWS.
Where is the consuitation that is required by NEPA? Consultation with the tribes need to
take place including but not limited to; Navajo Nation (including Alamo, Ramah, and
Tohajiilee), Laguna Pueblo, Acoma Pueblo, Mescalero Apaches, Isleta Pueblo, Zuni
Pueblo, and | would include these because of their close proximity to MWEPA; Sandia
Pueblo, San Felipe Pueblo, Santa Ana Pueblo, Zia Pueblo, Jemez, Cochiti Pueblo, Santo
Domingo Pueblo, and Tesuque Pueblo.

The NMDGEF is currently trying to manage their own little wolf program in NM. They need
to coordinate with the USFWS and quit doubling efforts and ideas that have already been
given before as well as during the scoping process (see NMDGF Concept Statement).
Many of these concepts are unacceptable to our producers and should not even be given
any consideration.

Finally, on April 18, 2007 in Silver City, New Mexico, Dr. Tuggle admitted that the USFWS
is understaffed and underfunded to properly manage the wolf reintroduction program and
when asked what recovery should look like, he admitted that he did not know what
recovery would ook like only that it was his job to reintroduce wolves in the southwest.
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| submit that this is unacceptable. An issue which must be included in the consideration of
the rule change is whether or not the program is even feasible here in the southwest given
what we have leamed to date. We are ten years into the program and somewhere
between $15,000,000 and $20,000,000 with only a fraction of the planned 100 wolves on
the ground. We are experiencing severe habituation of wolves causing extreme conflict
with people and communities resulting in great consternation between the agencies and
the impacted communities.

Under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the alternatives analysis is the
“heart” of the document. According fo the courts, an agency must consider alternatives,
even if they are not within the agency’s jurisdiction or are not authorized by enabling
legislation. Thus, as required by such case law, one legal and reasonable option to this
process should be the termination of the program. This must be a viable alternative to be
considered in the EIS.

Thank you for your time and the opportunity to provide input into the scoping process. We
look forward to your timely responses to our questions and suggestions.

Respectfully,

%ﬁ/@%

cc:
Senator Pete V. Domenici
Senator Jeff Bingaman
Congressman Steve Pearce
Congresswoman Heather Wilson
Congressman Tom Udall
Governor Bill Richardson
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RECEIVED

December 27, 2007 Uee 3 3 2007
Mr. Brian Milsap USFWS-NMESFO

US Fish & Wildlife Service

New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office
2105 Osuna, NE

Albuguerque NM 87113

Dear Mr. Milsap:

We are neither ranchers, nor members of any “bio-diversity” group nor members of any
organized effort to influence the future of the wolf program. We merely live in the national
forest here and have closely observed the progress of the Mexican Wolf “recovery” project
for the past eight years. During this time we have attended various hearings and
information sessions on the matter, most recently a session in Glenwood, New Mexico
earlier this month. At that session, we had extensive conversation with Mr. John Morgat,
who was introduced to us as the recovery coordinator for this project in his role with US Fish
& Wildlife Service (USFWS).

We asked many questions of Mr. Morgat about past and current essentials of this
experimental wolf project and, although he was most polite and professional in responding
to our inquiries, our experience was that his primary role at the meeting was
wholeheartedly to support and defend the wolf program rather than to act as an impartial
source of solid information. As experienced in other such situations and also with the 5 year
review report, the information dispensed by your agency to the taxpayers is formulated and
couched in terms that serve to hide and/or deflect negative aspects and outcomes of the
experimental program to date. Consequently, such activities do not come across as a
sarvice to the taxpaying public but rather appear as self-serving propaganda issued by a
government agency bent on defending and justifying its role and the continuance of a very
questionable program.

Our carefully considered position regarding the "scoping” of the wolf program is that, as an
experiment, it clearly has failed by every measurable means. The pre-stated expectations
have not been fulfilled under those managing the program and some very damaging side
effects have been documented. As a matter of fact, the damage and negative outcomes
created by this program, at the expense of us as taxpayers, are much more clear and well-
documented than the actually measured and documented outcomes of the program
management plan. Upon studying the manner in which this "scoping” activity is being
conducted, including the actions and positions of the involved govemment employees at this
most recent session, one sees clearly that this “experiment” is not being addressed in a
truly scientific manner in that the agency is not owning and reporting the essentially failed
nature of the program. The above shortcomings and techniques are disappointing to us as
taxpayers.

Further regarding “scoping”, it also has become clear that the odd term “scoping” is being
used obtusely as a tool to promote revisions of the original parameters of the program in a
way that would cause the controls of the “experiment” to change so significantly that one
would be creating a new experiment. That is not the way science works — even the fuzzier
aspects of biological science. Real science reports the findings clearly and accurately and
tets them stand. If science wants a new and different experiment, it states its reasons and
starts all over again. I am certain that you can see the picture that we see - this was a
poorly conceived experiment which ineffectively estimated the outcomes in terms of wolf
recovery as well as in damage to those affected by the wolf, and it appears that those who
are running the program are trying to save it by making significant changes regarding rules
and expectations. This is unacceptable. ’
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There are many critical needs to be served by government money, including the need to
improve the lives and education of our citizens. There is never enough tax money to do the
above. Instead, as with the wolf program, tax dollars are being spent to cause economic
loss to a specific band of taxpayers, to cause grief for local citizens and increase costs and
problems for their local government, and these losses being incurred in an effort to expand
the numbers of an unneaded and unwanted animal that is just going to cause even more
problems. When federal money is so greatly needed elsewhere, how can we justify
spending such money to cause problems and grief?

Given all of the evidence avaitable to date, and especially in consideration of the extensive
financial cost to taxpayers, it is quite clear that the wolf program should honestly be
identified as what it has become - an experiment that has failed - and it should be ended as
soon as possible. Forget the demands of those special interest groups, the pressure tactics
and the lobbying, and do what is right for the taxpaying public that provides your paycheck.
Our scoping recommendation is that you do exactly that.

If your agency does not possess the basic courage and the common sense needed to do the
correct thing by recommending and supporting the ending of the wolf program, and if you
feel that you must persist in keeping the wolf program going, we then, as a poor second
best effort, firmly recommend all of the following as pertaining to specific aspects of the
scope of the program.

1. Disclosure of the full social, cultural and economic impacts on rural residents and local
governments to include the loss of tax revenue and increased government operation costs
due to presence of introduced wolves. Appropriately recognize and mitigate impacts to
pastoral communities and individuals affected by introduced wolves.

2. Full investigation of the efficacy of livestock carcass removal including the increased cost
to livestock operations.

3. Discontinue of the practice of trans-locating problem wolves.
4. Conduct prompt control, lethal and non-lethal, of problem wolves.

5. Improve monitoring of wolves to insure that residents in release areas are informed when
wolves are in close proximity, and improve monitoring to facilitate documentation of
predation on livestock.

6. Amend rule 10(J) to include the authority to harass Mexican wolves for purposes of
scaring them away from people, buildings, facilities, pets and livestock. Specific tanguage is
needed to state a person may kill or injure a wolf if threatened by a wolf or in defense of
another who is threatened, and may, kill a wolf that is not responding to harassment and is
consistently in populated areas frequented by people and demonstrates desensitization to
human encounters.

7. Amend rule 10(J) to allow harassment or humane dispatching of wolves by federat, Tribal
or state agencies when wolves exhibit fearless behavior or become habituated to humans
and pose a demonstrable threat to human safety. This provision should include providing a
federal take permit for local county law enforcement personnel to allow them to fethally
take a wolf for immediate protection of human safety.
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8. Amend rule 10(J) to allow serious and affective methods to immediately stop wolf attacks
on dogs and stop wolves from coming into private property and areas where people live.
This should include public education practices that teach people how to deal with habituated
wolves and give them the too!s to do it. Also, arrange to issue take permits to those who
are suffering these types of territorial challenges by Mexican wolves at their homes.

9. The 10(J) rule should document that people reside in current and potential wolf habitat.
The general public has been given the mistaken impression that people do not reside in the
wolf release and recovery areas.

10. Monitor livestock production in the release and recovery areas as well as the effects of
wolves on watersheds, spread of disease and domestic and wild animal} populations.

11. Create an allowance in the rule so that livestock owners or their agents may take
(including kill or injure) any wolf engaged in the act of killing wounding or biting livestock
on federally administered lands (see definition change) allotted for grazing anywhere within
the Mexican Wolf Experimental population area, including within the designated wolf
recovery areas.

12. Definition changes in the new rule and management plans and any SOPs as follow:
BREEDING PAIR: an adult male and an aduit female that are firmly mated and have the
potential to breed and raise a litter of pups in the upcoming breeding season

ACTIVE PACK: two (2) or more wolves that are attached to each other and exhibit pack
behavioral characteristics.

DEPREDATION: the confirmed killing or wounding of a domestic animal by one (1) or more
wolves.

INCIDENT: the killing or wounding of a domestic animal by one (1) or more wolves.

ENGAGED IN THE ACT OF KILLING, WOUNDING OR BITING LIVESTOCK: to be engaged in
the act of grasping, biting, attacking, wounding, or feeding upon livestock that are alive or
were alive within the past 24 hours.

LIVESTOCK: any animat routinely contributing to the ability of a small businessman to eamn
a livelihood including but not limited to cattle, horses, goats, burros, llamas, chickens, stock
dogs, guard dogs, hunting dogs and other domestic animal to which value is attached and
the loss of which would prove to be a financial hardship and result in the takings of private
property (pursuant to the Fifth Amendment of the U.S. Constitution).

PUBLIC LAND: lands available far disparsion into private ownership under generatl land laws
to which no claim or rights of others has attached.

FEDERAL LAND: Jands in which the United States retains a proprietary interest and prior
claims and rights are attached.

TAKE: to harm, hunt, shoot, wound or kill.
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UNAVOIDABLE OR UNINTENTIONAL TAKE: take which occurs despite reasonable care and is
incidental to an otherwise lawful activity, and is not done with purpose. Taking a wolf by
trapping will be considered unavoidable or unintentiona! if the wolf is released and the
capture is reported within 24 hours. Taking a wolf will be considered unavoidable or
unintentional if the wolf is taken during a legal hunting activity, is non-negligent and is
reported within 24 hours.

LEGALLY PRESENT LIVESTOCK: livestock occurring in the boundaries of a grazing allotment
where the owner has beneficial use water rights on Federal land. (See federal {and
definition)

14. Retain definitions that do not warrant changes or additions from the current rule include

the following:

Occupied Mexican Wolf Range, Opportunistic, Non-injurious harassment, Primary recovery
zone, Problem wolves, Rendezvous site, Secondary recovery zone, Wolf recovery area.
Specifically, the definition of problem wolf should not be gerrymandered to move the
goalposts associated with management of problem behavior.

15. Takings implications assessments must be planned for and implemented in scoping
rulemaking and management planning in order to determine the scope of compensation
necessary to private property owners for depredation and losses caused by the program.

16. Implementation a federally funded pilot program aimed at compensation and
interdiction to be run by ranching interests who are the experts in the field of livestock
depredation causes and interdictions.

17. Change the current methodology for determining a depredation to the more reasonable
Minnesota version which allows missing calves to be confirmed as wolf kills under certain
circumstances.

18. Analyze and pursue the altemnative of discontinuing the program, including the costs
and benefits of the program thus far.

We appreciate your close attention to our comments.

leacfaﬁ(/\ Sve. Welkaer”

Paul D. and Madelyn Sue Walker
P.O. Box 279

Quemado, NM

87829




Gadcom, Inc.
12710 Lucca Road SW

Deming, NM B8030

PHONE: 505-546-9242
FAx: 505-546-0696
www.sunshinewells.com
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Brian Millsap, State Administrator
US Fish and Wildlife Service

NM Ecological Services jField Office
2105 Osuna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Dear Mr. Millsap:

[ am writing to ask that you put an immediate end to removing wolves from the wild
(trapping or shooting) until population goals are reached.

Since the current recovery plan has not been updated for 25 years (since 1982) and
contains no numerical goals for recovery, there is a real need for updating this plan. I
think it’s important that the Mexican wolf recovery plan take into consideration elements
of conservation biology and have numerical targets for removing the wolf from the

endangered species list.

Please also consider allowing direct release of wolves from the captive population into
the Gila National Forest. Allow wolves to roam beyond the boundaries of the recovery
area. Require livestock operators who lease public lands in the wolf recovery area to
practice responsible husbandry practices such as disposal of carcasses, season (rather than

year round) grazing, using penned calving areas, etc.

Finally, [ would encourage you to promote better understanding of wolves through fact-
based education programs, particularly in communities within the wolf recovery areas.

Thank you,

~{ ”
2 M

Diana L. Bel



Brian Millsap

State Administrator % e
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service , A |

Ecological Services Field Office 67 70 [

21050suna NE
Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax {505) 346-2542
Email: R2ZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental impact Statement
{EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf {“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr. Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening chiidren, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

e The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in turn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

e The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

» Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuais.

« A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock preducers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

e Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

» Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

e The removal of problem wolves through fethal means needs to remain an option.

¢ Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

» Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,

.
L /72,»%0 (b
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Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecolagical Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2ZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

{ would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am wiriting to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

+ The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

o The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

» The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

o Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

e A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created fo address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

e Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

» Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

« The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

s Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

e Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources {o do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concemns, frue costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,
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Brian Millsap ' | 5 < 572
State Administrator é/ / P_/ 4 cr/ o N A ?
U.S. Fish and Wildiife Service

Ecological Services Field Office / W
21050suna NE . /’b

Albugquergue, NM 87113 .
e isd

Fax (505) 346-2542 Sos

Email: R2ZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental iImpact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf').

Dear Mr. Millsap:

i would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

= The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be deatt with immediately.

« The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel! should not be allowed to persist. Aithough it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

« The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

s Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need fo be available to protect private individuals.

e A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

e Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

o Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

e The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an gption.

« Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

* Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concermns, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,
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Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecolagical Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: RZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”).

Dear Mr. Millsap: C
L ’?‘O do A -'frz','? T AV N
{ would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

¢ The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

s The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

» Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal iands needs o be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

e A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

» Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

o Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

o The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

s Diseases carried by wolves that are harmfuf to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

e Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your aftention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.
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Brian Millsap JF A
State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Field Office

21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2ZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonesseantial Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr, Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

s The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

e The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed o persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

e The cuirent method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

« Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

s A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the reai cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

e Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

e (Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

e The removal of problem woives through lethal means needs to remain an option.

» Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

e Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
cancems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.
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Brian Millsap :

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Field Office

21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2ZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New MexXxico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf™).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

{ would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concemns | have with these proposed amendments.

s The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

¢ The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

e The curmrent method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

» Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need lo be available to protect private individuals.

s A compensation and interdiction program managed by fivestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

e Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

s (Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

e The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

o Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

s Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, frue costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,
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Brian Millsap / )(
State Administrator _

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service //M ¢ e

Ecological Services Field Office £75 7
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2FWE_AL@iws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS)y and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr. Millsap:

{ would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program angd must be dealt with immediately.

The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be availabie to protect private individuals.

A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this tirne.

Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concemns, frue costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program

boundaries.

Sincerely, oy
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State Administrator . i
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service P. - Bé’:‘( ‘9‘:’; »
Ecological Services Field Office s VoS obal, Vo
21050suna NE San Cr / §£75¢ ‘$/

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: RZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr. Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am wiiting to express the following concerns | have with these proposed amendments.

» The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed fo
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

e The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

= The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

e Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need o be available to protect private individuals.

* A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

» Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

s« (Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

+« The removal of problem wolves through iethal means needs to remain an option.

« Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

* Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concerns, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

incerely, =
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Brian Millsap LAes, A 37957
State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Field Office

21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf"”).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

{ would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

» The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock shouid not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

e The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel shouid not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in turn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

o The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

« Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

s A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

¢ Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

e Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

« The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

» Diseases camied by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic fivestock needs to be
addressed.

s Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EiS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,

T



Jn«.lr_ A A«—»JX

Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2FWE_AL @fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(E1S}) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf™).

Dear Mr, Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concerns | have with these proposed amendments.

The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in turn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal fands needs lo be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be availabie to protect private individuals.

A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EiIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,
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Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecolagical Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2ZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS} and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf {(“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr. Millsap:

{ would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am wiriting to express the following concerns | have with these proposed amendments.

o The issue of human safety must be addressed. Woives that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

o The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

« The cumrent method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

» Depredation on domestic peis on private, public or Tribal fands needs to be adeqguately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

s A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

+ Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

» Carcass removal by fivestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

« The remaval of prablem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

« Diseases caitied by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

e« Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attentton. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concemns, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,




Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2ZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”').

Dear Mr. Millsap:

[ would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concemns | have with these proposed amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

e The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

e The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

o Depredation on domeslic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

e A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock preducers themseives needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

» Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

» Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

= The removal of probiem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

s Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

« Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your aftention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, frue costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.
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Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildiife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2ZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(E1S) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf’).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

1 would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concerms | have with these proposed amendments.

The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be deait with immediately.

The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amnount
of harm and cost being done.

Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can #ts affects be proven
at this time.

The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.
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Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecolagical Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: RZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”).

Oear Mr. Millsap:

I would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am wriling to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, hamming pets and killing livestock shouid not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be deait with immediately.

The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be aflowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal {ands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concemns, true costs and negative impacts to {hose rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,
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Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Offica
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepafre an Environmental Impact Statement
{EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr. Millsap:

I would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

Depredation on domestic peis on private, public or Trnibal lands needs o be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

Carcass removal by livestack operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

The removal of problem woives through lethal means needs to remain an option.

Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concerns, frue costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,
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21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2ZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
{EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr. Millsap:

1 would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concerns | have with these proposed amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

e The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in turn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

» The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

e« Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

+ A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

= Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

o Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

» The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

» Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

e Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your aftention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, frue costs and negaltive impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,
Dcilloce.. g//./r,//» Qreite
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office — — )
21050suna NE Sy Ly N5 7

Albuquergue, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmentat Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

! would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concerns t have with these proposed amendments.

s The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

« The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

« The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

« Depredation an domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

» A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

e Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

» Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic aption, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

« The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

s Diseases cairied by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

» Research needs o be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, frue costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely, —_—

’37 L OTR.LI_ % Gl



Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental impact Statement
(EiS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am wiriting to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tumn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themseives needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

Carcass removal by fivestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an gption.

Diseases cairied by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We iook forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,
S,0. /3oy 3
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Brian Millsap é.oém/.lle} N, FS
State Administrator o4 )
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Field Office

21050suna NE

Albugquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Woif (“Mexican Gray Wolf”).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

1 would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concemns | have with these proposed amendments.

The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealft with immediately.

The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

The current method of determnining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs {o be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to pratect private individuals.

A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this fime.

Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

The removal of problem wuolives through lethal means needs to remain an option.

Diseases carried by wolves that are harmmiul o humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources (o do so.

Thank you in advance for your attentton. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries. .

Sincerely,

D&
=l

S



H . GeespLp PXBERGEL
. P Lox 26
Staeie Ac'imin%strator C 79’/2 5/4; /l%7 g />5 / 7

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna Nt

Albuguerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2ZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EfS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf"). ‘

Dear Mr. Millsap:

I would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Woives that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

e The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnef should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in turn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

s The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

e Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themseltves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

e Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

e Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

e The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an aption.

» Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

« Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources fo do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concerns, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.
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U_S. Fish and Wildilife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”’).

Oear Mr. Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

e The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tumn only creates a longer term probiem with habituation.

» The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

o Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal {ands needs to be adeqguately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

¢ A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

e Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

» Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

s The removal of prablem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

» Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

o Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We locok forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, frue costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,

/
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service CD g NM ¥75/7

Ecotogical Services Field Office
21050suna NE
Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr. Millsap:

1 would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concerns | have with these proposed amendments.

» The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

» The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tumn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

» The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

e Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

e A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

e Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

e Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

e The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

» Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

« Research needs lo be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,

, AAas 7( ‘/jﬁ%fez&‘/ T2
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Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuguerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: RZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New MexXico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

o The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

o The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

e The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

« Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

e A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

» Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

e Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

« The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

¢ Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

« Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,
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Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2FWE_AL @fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental {Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr. Milisap:

1 would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concemns | have with these propased amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be deait with immediately.

s The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tumn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

» The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

s Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

s A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

¢ Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

« Carcass removal by livestock aoperations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

« The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

o Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

+« Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concemns, frue costs and negalive impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

@W



Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental iImpact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”).

Dear Mr. Milisap:

I would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

o The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

« The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in turn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

» The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

» Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Triba! lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

« A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

» Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

o Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time. It is very costly and an unaffordable burden on those operations.

e The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

¢ Diseases carried by wolves that are hamful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

» Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concerns, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

, : yo . .
Sincerely, ‘?Zﬁll __,f/ C/aﬂ/_(//‘u/k/(— ﬁzl/gs_
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State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service ?7 }/ / ‘5

Ecoalogical Services Field Office
21050suna NE " e - _ -
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Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental {mpact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf*').

Dear Mr. Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

« The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problemn, it
in fum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

« The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

« Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

s A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

» Boundaries should not be expanded untit this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

» Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

» The removal of problem walves through lethal means needs to remain an aption.

o Diseases camried by wolves that are hammful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

» Research needs to be done on wolves by [and grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your aftention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

%/M/W
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Sprind A
Ecological Services Field Office P S’ML ' U
21050suna NE &1147)

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental impact Statement
(ElS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf’).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concerns 1 have with these proposed amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and kifling livestock should not be atlowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

s The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnei should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

o The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

s Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

» A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

s Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

« Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

e The removal of problem wolves through [ethal means needs to remain an option.

» Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

« Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concerns, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Woif’).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

« The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

« The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Garne and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tumn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

s The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

s Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs lo be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need o be available to protect private individuats.

=« A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

+ Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

» Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor ¢an its affects be proven
at this time.

« The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

e Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

« Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward fo an EIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communtties that are within the program

boundaries.

Sincerely, ‘ Z <
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Brian Millsap //’O/W A NN §774)
State Administrator <7 ?{A

U.8. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: RRFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Popufation of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concerns i have with these proposed amendments.

» The issue of human safely must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

s The continued feeding of walves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

s The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

o Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs o be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

» A compensation and interdiction pragram managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

+ Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

e (Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time. It is very costly and an unaffordable burden on those operations.

« The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

¢ Diseases carried by wolves that are harmfut to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

¢ Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant univessities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention, We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service ﬁ X Q//

Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuguerque, NM 87113 _{‘/f/: 474, W hn F2747

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2ZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
{EIS} and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr. Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concerns | have with these proposed amendments.

s The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

« The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed {o persist. Ailthough it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in turn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

» The cuirent method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

» Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

e A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
fo be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

e Boundaries should not be expanded unlil this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this fime.

« Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

e The removal of problem wolves through (ethal means needs to remain an option.

« Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

« Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concerns, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely, %
~



Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM B7113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr. Milisap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be altowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done,

Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

Carcass removal by livestock aperations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

The removal of probiem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concerns, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely, 9‘_‘/7”, M— CS m .8{,{5 }:D

I ok ) Romd /
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Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildiife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

I would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concerns | have with these proposed amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

o The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personne! should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

s« The current method of determining depredation does not adequately caplure the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

» Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Trnibal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

s A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

¢ Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

e Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

e The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

+ Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

= Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concemns, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries. :

jncerely,

£ Da)
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Brian Miilsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service e et 218 el
Ecolagical Services Field Office _

21050suna NE A per s ol

Albuguerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2ZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Natice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Populafion of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr. Millsap:

I would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, haming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

¢ The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed lo persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in turn oniy creates a longer term problem with habituation.

» The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

» Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

« A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

« Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

« Carcass removal by livestock operations ts not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

= The removat of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

o Diseases caried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

« Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your aitention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concerns, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,

ke LS e





