



































































































































































































































RECEIVED

N Cross Ranch OEC 9 1 2007
PO Box 450
Cliff, NM 88028 USFWS-NMESFO

575-535-4174
jthollimon@starband.net

Brian Millsap

State Administrator US Fish and Wildlife Services
New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office
2105 Osuna

NE Albuquerque, NM 87113

Dear Sir:

I have a BLM lease also State Land lease as well as private property. The cattle that graze my
ranch inctuding alt leases and private are my private property. | have the right given in the
constitution to protect my private property.

When a wolf kills domestic livestock they should not be relocated to another Place. Why take
ones problem to someone else? Too much of a ranchers time is taken by trying to protect our
livestock from wolves.

| believe the main purpose of wolf reintroduction is to speed the decline of ranchers in the
west. Not only on federal land but on private land. This will cause more sub dividing of private
property to re coop our investments.

Those wolves that stay around ranch headquarter or camps where people live or work should
be removed permanently not relocated somewhere else. If a child or adult is killed by a wolf so
goes the wolf program. People should be considered before the wolf. People will join together
to address the problem THE WOLF.

Sincerely,

LT. Hollimon
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GILA FISH AND GUNCLUB  RECEIVED
317 North Mineral DEC 2 1 2007
Santa Clara, New Mexico 88026 USFWS-NMESED

December 17, 2007

Brian Milsap, State Administrator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Scrvice
Ceological Services Ficld Office
21035 Osuna N.E.

Albuquerque, N.M. 87113

RE. Proposed amendment to the 10J rule establishing a nonessential experimental
population of Mexican gray wolves in the States of Arizona and New Mexico.

Dear Mr. Milsap:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above mentioned proposal. As active
hunting sportsman, we are directly affected by the nonessential experimental Mexican
wolf reintroduction program. We desire that our organizational concerns be addressed in
the environmental documents neceded for compliance with the National Environmental
Policy Act. Our organizational comments are as follows:

1. The present status of the program (i.e. Noncssential experimental ) should
remain as it is currently. More restrictive designations will not aid in the
recovery program and additional restrictions only limit the management
operations of the Federal agents charged with management of the program.
Additional studies are needed on the impacts of wolves on the existing prey
base. The New Mexico Game and Fish Department is well positioned and
knowledgeable to undertake these studies if additional Federal Funding is
made available.

3. The present program of compensation for damage to private property is
inadequate. A compensation program should include pets and wildlife as well
as grazing animals. Compensation for wildlife losses could be handled by
funding grants to the respective Game and Fish Departments for more
intensive management of the prey spectes. Compensation for pets and grazing
animals should be for the fair market value of the animals and include
compensation provisions for properly documented reduction in calf crop
losses where physical evidence (remains) is lacking. The compensation
program nceds to be under the direet control of the Fish and Wildlife Service
(not a non Federal cooperator) and include a review panel of private and
Federal individuals.

o



4. Carcass removal of dead domestic grazing animals should not be made a
requirement. Much of the Wolf recovery area is in extremely shallow soils or
wilderness areas where mechanical burial with motorized equipment is not
effective or prohibited by law. Burning carcasses is not practical because of
wild fire potential in the dry fire prone southwest. Chemical treatment of
carcasses is not practical because of environmental problems. If carcass
removal is desired, it should be the responsibility of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service who have access to atreraft for physical removal. A detailed study
needs to be made of carcass removal; if this is undertaken, one will find that
the adverse environmental impacts far out weigh any so called wolf program
advancements.

5. The supplemental feeding of the free ranging wolves should ceasc
immediately. This only causes wolves to loss their fear of man and hang
around arcas of human concentration. Areas of human concentration includes
private property or homes and hunting and other recreational camps.

We appreciate the opportunity to submit comments prior the preparation of

environmental documents and we look forward to reviewing and commenting agatn once
the documents are prepared. We as an organization will be closely following this process.

Sincerely,

President, Gila Fish and Gun Club



Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildiife Service REC E‘VED
Ecological Services Field Office

21050suna NE nec 2 1 2007
Albuguerque, NM 87113
USFWS-NMESFO

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

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental impact Statement
(EtS) 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.

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 prablem, 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.

e Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Trbal 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.

¢ 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 lethal means needs to remain an option.

» Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful {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 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 nural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,



ADELE E. ZIMMERMANN
Rinconada Box 48
Embude, New Mexico 87531 Q
505-579-4661/870-1322 Lo

locoadele@cybermesa.com Oc, &y Vsb
2
December 25, 2007 (/SF/’VS " 4 0y
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service MfSFO

2105 Osuna NE
Albuquerque, NM 87113

Attn: Wolf Program,
New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office

Re: Modifications to Mexican Grey Wolf Reintroduction Program
Ladies and Gentlemen:

For centuries the American West has been held hostage to an extractive
industry devoted to the production of beef, otherwise known as "ranching”. It has
destroyed western ecosystems, unduly influenced western and national politics and
steadfastly refused to acknowledge the 21% century. It has been so romanticized
in written and performing arts as to obscure the ecological devastation which is
inherent in its operation.

Ranchers have done their best to sabotage the Reintroduction Program. They
have deliberately failed to remove carcasses of cattle not killed by wolves, thereby
training wolves to consider cattle a desired prey. They have exploited the
irrational fear of wolves, maintaining that their children are in danger on their
ranches and even in the streets of their fowns. And they have outright
slaughtered reintroduced woives.

I include here the text of a commentary I wrote which was printed in the
Albuquerque Tribune and the Rio Grande Sun:

"Yet another Mexican Grey Wolf has received a terrible sentence: life in prison
without possibility of parole. Her crime was being a wolf. She’s lucky. Others of
her kind have been sentenced to death.

Centuries ago European invaders of North America imported an animal which did
not belong on the continent. Its sharp hooves and massive weight trampled native
flora and opened fands, particularly streams, to severe erosion and degradation.
Its grazing habits encouraged fire-susceptible forest overgrowth while discouraging
natural plant diversity.

Less intelligent than native mammals, it was incapable of protecting itself and its

young from native predators. Its human caretakers, who were not industrious
enough to protect it, opted instead to eliminate the predators.



Adele E. Zimmermann -2- December 25, 2007

What resulted was an acute imbalance in a previously harmonious ecosystem.
Populations of native animals which had been the predators’ natural prey
exploded, further endangering the balance of the system. The collective heaith of
prey species suffered as the sick and injured remained alive and their population
exceeded their habitat’s ability to support them.

Attempts to reintroduce prey species, particularly the wolf, have been met with
legat opposition and such strict regulation that the success of the program is in
danger. Outright murder of reintroduced wolves and removal or Killing of "rogue”
animals who dare ta prey on the hapless imports puts the survival of successfully
reintroduced wolf packs in question.

If we want to preserve the grandeur of the "Great American West" and restore
balance to its ecosystems, we must turn our attention to the invasive nonnative
species. Remove cattie from our publicly-owned forests and grasslands. Allow
wolves and other natural predators to restore the balance necessary for survival of
native flora and fauna.

This is not the 16™ century; it is 500 years later. Haven’t we evolved enough by
now to find a more humane and less destructive way to feed those who choose to
eat meat?”

I propose modifying the Mexican Grey Wolf Reintroduction Program by
enforcing existing penalties for killing or otherwise harming reintroduced wolves
and for failing to remove cattle carcasses. If necessary, penalties should be
increased. Ranchers are subject to the laws of our land, as are any other citizens.

I propose that federal regulations supersede any state, county or municipal
regulations that seek to penalize reintroduced wolves for performing their natural
ecological functions. Any decisions by lower courts must be appealed to federal
jurisdiction.

Rather than weakening the program, I insist that it be strengthened enough to
insure its success. The multiple-use mandate for federal lands must include use by
native fauna over imported species, and use by citizens who insist on preservation
of native ecosystems rather than their destruction by private profiteers.

Sincerely,

W57

Adele E. mermann



December 25", 20@@

Attn: Mexican Gray Wolf NEPA Scoping OEC

The U.S. government must promote a larger Mexican gray wolf population ancft SF 0
allow the species to increase its range. Barring another reintroduction site (such as the
Grand Canyon ecosystem) the Blue Range/Gila population of Mexican gray wolves is the
only one in existence. Government agencies have every responstbility to ensure that this
population grows. If ignored government funded wildlife agencies violate the mandate
given them by the citizens of the United States. The USFWS in particular must act to
allow an increasc in the minimum population, allow Mexican wolves to expand their

range and open atl possibilities to the conservation efforts.

Shane Fitzpatrick
3537 Calle Suenos NE
Rio Rancho, NM 87124




Brian Millsap, State Administrator R

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service E C E/

New Mexico Ecological Services [Field Office VE D
2105 Osuna NE
Albuquerque, NM 87113 £

Attn. Mexican Gray Wolf NEPA Scoping
Dear Sir:

I strongly urge the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to fulfill its mandate under the ESA to
effect the full recovery of thc cndangered Mexican gray wolf by removing restrictions on
the natural movements of this species throughout the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area
region. This animal needs thc classification of “endangered™ for protection and the area
for initial release must include the entire BRWRA, not limited to Arizona only.

Livestock-wolf conflicts arc best resolved by removing livestock from the BRWRA. The
presence ol livestock has a strongly negative affect on the ecology of the Area, including
watershed degradation, introduction of exotic species and increased wildfire damage. A
healthy predatory population of wolves has been shown to improve the biology of our
western forests and attracts tourism, with its low impact economic benefits far greater
than the supposed economic benefits of grazing on public lands.

Grazing lcase holders, unashamcd recipients of the public’s largess, are bragging of their
ongoing baiting and killing of the wolves, a clear violation of federal law, while
cmployees of both the Fish and Wildlife Service and the Justice Department dishonor
their oaths of officc by their apparently willful and knowing rcfusal to enforce the law. [n
these times, it is morally disgusting to see violators of federal law imposing their self-
servicing priorities above thosc of the greater public good.

Yours truly,

5 b,
Margot Wilson

PO Box 926
Elephant Butte, NM 87935
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CUBA SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT
(505) 289-3950 B P.O. BOX 250 CUBA, NEW MEXICO 87013

=

December 26, 2007

/
Brian Milsap, State Administrator O¢ C 2 VE D
US Fish and Wildlife Service (/th/ 7 09>
New Mexico Ecological Services Ficld Office &/V/k
2105 Osuna NE ESFO

Albuquerque, NM 87113
Dear Mr. Milsap:
MEXICAN GRAY WOLF REINTRODUCTION

[ write for the scven-member Board of Supervisors of the Cuba Soil and Water Conserva-
tion District, to express our opposition to your proposed establishment of a Non-essential
Experimental Population of the Mexican Gray Wolf in New Mexico and Arizona.

For some twenty-five years or morc, your agency has been studying, planning, and re-
viewing the reintroduction of the Mexican Gray Wolf. Thousands of man hours, and
countless thousands of dollars have been spent in this endeavor.

With all this study, all the documents, all the various reviews of your project, you state
that you still are short of your goal of 102 wolves and 18 breeding pairs, with only 59
wolves and 7 breeding pairs at the end of 2006. It is time to realize that this is not a prof-
itable, nor a successful venture.

What you are trying to do is re-create the past. You cite specimens from 1916 and ear-
lier. The habitat of 2007 is much different; the prey species is different; even the wolves
that you plan to introduce are different. They are raised by humans and cxpect to be fed
by humans. They are not the wolves of 1916 and earlier. Today’s wolves have no fear of
humans or human habitation. The depredation of livestock and pets is a common result.
When an owner finds one of his animals dead and reports it to the Game Department or
your agency, it is oftcn some time before an officer arrives on scene. Then it is difficuit
to judge whether or not the depredation was caused by a wolf, and often the owner re-
ceives no compensation, even if the death was the result of a wolf kill.



39

Brian Milsap, USFWS

You state that you coordinate with State, County, local and Federal partners; with Tribal
partners; with Mexican authoritics. You do not mention private landowners (taxpayers),
whose land and property will be affected by the introduction of the wolves. The Game
Departments and the Federal agencies do not own livestock. The Tribal governments are
sovereign and if their members lose livestock, you will surely reimburse them. Private
landowners are those most affected by your proposed Non-essential, Experimental Popu-
lation of the Mexican Gray Wolf, and their rights should be respected.

You describe rules affecting private landowners who might “harass™ or “take’ the wolves
if they are found on private property. The Constitution gives citizens the right to defend
their own property. It is not for a Federal agency to deny that right.

Very truly yours,

Betty %ane Curry 2

Supervisor



December 26, 2007 R E C E l V E D

Briaan Milsap - o 2007
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecololgical Service Field Office USFWS-NMESFO
2105 Osuna NE,

Albuquerque, N.M. 87113
Dear U.S.Wildlife Service of New Mexico:

To date your desired conditions fall very short from the conditions that exist for the Mexican
Grey Wolf recovery program. 1.) Livestock depredation is substantial and localized especially in
Catron County. 2.) Conflict with private land owners is no longer incidental but frequently
repeated. 3.) Captivity of the wolves outside the recovery area is frequent. This results in cruel
stress and often death to the wolves and excessive cost to your program. 4.) Public support to
those directly affected by your program has met with a high degree of opposition. 5.)
Depredation of Elk , Deer and other wild animals is significant.

I therefore disagree with your current proposed action because it does not address these
problems. I propose the following changes for the wolf recovery program. [ suggest that the
Mexican Grey Wolf be allowed to expand its territory with no restrictions to its dispersal and
movement; and thus no exclusion of geographic areas from occupation by wolves. This would
decrease the concentrated number of wolves in certain areas and hopefully decrease conflict with
these land owners that are repeatedly harmed emotionally and financially by the wolves. This
expansion of territory would only be successful if the number of wolves in the population did not
exceed your desired condition of 100 wolves.

Yours very truly,

/ithm/% 7'55);(/’/“«7 V7

Marine! J. Poppie DVM
P.O. Box 188
Glenwood, New Mexico 88039





