Attachment 3

Exhibit F

Public Correspondence received as of
April 9, 2015



ODFW Wildlifelnfo

Lo ]
From: Deer Trapper <deer_trapper@hotmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, August 02, 2014 11:48 AM
To: odfw.wildlifeinfo@state.or.us
Subject: wolves

| hear the concern for livestock and wolves, my concern is for the wildlife. Wolves are being seen and
reported in SW Oregon. We do not have the populations of deer and elk to support packs of wolves.

Have you documented depredation on moose calves in NE Oregon. We won't have moose in Oregon now will
we.

| worked for DeWaine Jackson for 13 years on deer projects and have hunted for 35 years.

in the future ODFW will stand for Oregon Department of Fish and Wolves.

Please respond.

Jeff Orr PO Box 791, Roseburg, OR 97470 541-580-7404




ODFWWiIdIieInf -

From: Lonny Hytrek <lhytrek@hytrekcpa.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 19, 2014 11:45 AM

To: ODFW.Wildlifelnfo@state.or.us

Subject: Elk Bowhunting

| wish to complain about the restriction of elk bowhunting to bull only in the upper part of eastern Oregon. | have
hunted there for more than 35 years and the number of cows taken is insignificant compared to other forms of elk
loss. This unnecessarily reduces the bowhunters ability to harvest an elk. Why don’t you do more to control wolves,
which 1 am quite sure is the main reason for loss of cows and calves. | have clients who own property in the mountains
and they tell me the losses from wolves is much greater then is being publicized.

Lonny Hytrek

Ontario, OR

; %?VC\NS}! This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus protection is active.
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From: Vincent <vincent@thewolfarmy.com>
Sent: Wednesday, September 17, 2014 4:40 AM
To: ODFW Wildlifelnfo@state.or.us

Subject: Living with wolves by fixing the base diet.

Please pass this on to your department that deals with the wolf introduction.

Dear Sirs,

Let me commend you on your diligent efforts to create a healthy wolf population. The ODFW is probably on
the forefront of the struggle to get wolves settled and to educate farmers and rancgers to live in harmony with
these controversial yet fascinating creatures.

My name is Vincent Kennard. You don’t know me but | am the author of The Wolf Chronicles which is a fantasy
novel so it has very little bearing on what | am about to suggest.

I am also the founder of The Wolf Army International. An international organization for the preservation and
reintroduction of wolves in the wild. With that we mean the wilderness areas still available for them.

When it comes to wolves | am no layman. | have lived with them for two years in the Urals and done a lot of
research on their behavioural patterns. | have been studying them since 1978.

I may have a solution to your problems with wolves taking livestock. | do not say that wolves will not take
livestock. That will be folly. No they will but very seldom. If livestock are protected properly | doubt there will
be more than ten incidents a year and usually it will be because of a slip up by the particular farmer. Yes be
aware of their presence.

The problem that arises and why wolves do take the easiest available prey is as old as the conflict between
man and wolves. That wolves are being robbed of their staple diet. Rodents, hare, rabbits, ground birds, deer,
elk, moose and bison but in particular the small creatures.

These small creatures form the base of most farmers sport shooting and hunting. They are also wiped out for
being "pests" but what is forgotten along the way is that these creatures are the natural "easy” food for
wolves that keeps them going through winter and bad times. it also serves as the introduction phase of the
wolf juveniles” hunting education.

Unlike many people think, wolves do not hunt for fun which you will obviously know. They are also not
successful with every hunt with a low success rate of about 20% when hunting large prey. So most of the time
they are extremely hungry, especially with the lack of the easy staple diets.

Re introduce these small creatures indigenous to the areas where your wolves habituate and do it in great
numbers and you will find a sudden downward trend on livestock depredation.

Please also note:

No matter what anti wolf factions try to profess, wolves do not increase indefinitely. They are self regulating in
that way. When food and territory are available they will increase in number. When times are tough they will
decrease as they have smaller to no litters, pup survival is low and pack battles with rival packs increase as
they try to expand territories to gain more food. They are their own worst enemy.
My vision for wolves globally is that they are quite capable of co living with us. We must learn to live with
them. Not to reintroduce them close to cities and to educate livestock farmers to farm with awareness of their
presence. Also educate them to reintroduce the small creatures where there is lack. Shooting wolves on a
public hunt basis will increase livestock depredation especially in the absence of natural "easy" prey. Keep to

‘ 1



the rules and we can learn to live with nature and one of its iconic predators by being educated, vigil, and
aware.

Feel free to ask anything on wolf behavior. | will be only to happy to oblige.

| hope you take note of my advice and 1 wish you all good luck in your endeavors to make Oregon a wilderness
friendly state.

Yours sincerely
Vincent A Kennard



ODFW WildlifeInfo
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From: Bruce & Monica Lawson <bmlaw@wvi.com>
Sent: Monday, October 06, 2014 10:06 AM
To: ODFW.Wildlifelnfo@state.or.us
Subject: Wolves
Importance: High

1 would like to know where OR-7's mate came from?

How did another wolf show up in his area without the department knowing or tracking this animal?

As much as the wolves are being monitored and watched | am very curious on how this occurred and nothing (at least
that 1 read ) about it in the news, or from the department, until there were pups?

Thanks ' ’

Bruce F. Lawson

bmlaw@wvi.com




ODFW WildlifeInfo
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From: Lance Christian <lancec93@yahoo.com:>

Sent: Friday, October 10, 2014 9:34 AM

To: ODFW.Wildiifelnfo@state.or.us; odfw.commission@state.or.us
Subject: One citizen's wish.

Dear Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife,

| am writing today as a citizen of Oregon to urge you to do all you can to protect gray wolf
habitat and populations in the State of Oregon.

Just last year there was a legal settlement to find balance between wolf habitat/population and
ranchers interests. | urge you to abide by agreement, reject wolf-killing proposals, and keep recovery
on track. The interests of the entire population of our great state are not represented by the ranching
industry who clearly want protection status lifted and open gps coordinates so they can kill/poach
wolves. Please follow the will of the majority of Oregonians and do ali you can from your regulatory
position to protect gray woif habitat and population.

Sincerely,
Lance Christian

1806 SE 57th Ave.
Portland, OR 97215



Roxann B Borisch

Subject: Keep Protections for Wolves

----- Original Message---——

From: Sara Earthdove-Tinket [mailto:neekah4@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 13, 2015 12:37 AM

To: odfw.commission@state.or.us

Subject: Keep Protections for Wolves

Governor Kitzhaber & Director Melcher,

Like most Oregonians | value wolves and other native wildlife. Wolf recovery has the potential to be
one of Oregon’s Igreatest conservation success stories. | am pleased that the state has made great
strides in recovery, but with just 64 known adult wolves almost entirely confined to the Northeast
corner of the state, there is a long way to go.

Killing wolves does nothing to reduce conflict. | urge you to reject proposals to weaken or strip
protections for wolves and continue to prioritize science-based conservation, education, and non-
lethal confiict prevention.

| also urge you not to consider reckiess proposals like the one from the Oregon Cattlemen’s
Association to release sensitive location data to members of the pubiic. It's dangerous for wolves and
sefs a terrible precedent.

Oregon has come a long way since trapping, poisoning, and hunting wolves. Please honor Oregon's
conservation values and keep wolf recovery on track.

Sincerely,
Sara Earthdove-Tinket

2512 Wright St
The Dalles, OR 97058



ODFW WildlifeInfo
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Subject: FW: Wolf management

-----Original Message--—-

From: Becki Nesbhitt [mailto:benezbe1@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 28, 2015 10:06 PM
To: ODFW.Wildlifelnfo@state.or.us

Subject: Wolf management

Please do not delist the wolf as an endangered spieces. Please do not count on the dollars you gain
from hunting tags sold to support the killing of wolves. Please do not use my tax dollars in your effort
to gain support of killing wolves. Based on true facts of live stock loss due to wolf kills you have no
grounds. Please do not fall into the money hungry trophy hunters pocket. Please do your job and
protect wildlife with my tax dollars.

Sent from my iPhone



ODFW Wildiifelnfo
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From: bigdavis08 <bigdavis08@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 30, 2015 6:10 AM

To: ODFW.Wildlifelnfo@state.or.us
Subject: Wolves

Just a note. I've been hunting and buying tags in oregon for 30 + years I will no longer buy them I do not
support my dollars to wolf enhancement and growth. Good luck I will be hunting states that control there
wildlife properly including predators. So far I only have 5 other hunters who will follow my direction but will
continue to recruit more.my goal is to cut your revenue!

Sent from my U.8. Cellular® Smartphone



From: Mark Johnson

To: OBFEW Commiission; debble Bacigaiup|
Ce: WHITMAN Richard M4 * GOV, Bert; lames Beers; Don Meamber; BreideDP@iacksoncounty.org; ray Hauph
Subject: Nor Cal Rancher input : Recent Wolf attack in New Mexico: Cowboy bitten by covote/wolf, saves dogs with rock,
dead calf
Date: Friday, February 06, 2015 5:49:22 PM
Attachments: 4 43244 N
10978634 955009254512157 5398018942055710264 n.ipg
1 251178824 271381 1 |

signature.asc

ODFW -

Debbie and her family have a large ranch property east of Montegue CA...
and south of the Klamath River.

Just south of the Keno wolf pack.

They don't like it... and they are not happy with the wolf introduction
in their area.

Not at all happy about it.
mark Grants Pass

~~~~~~~~ Forwarded Message ----—-—---

Subject: Recent Wolf attack in New Mexica: Cowboy bitten by coyote/wolf,
saves dogs with rock, dead calf

Date: Fri, 6 Feb 2015 17:03:07 -0800

From: Debbie Bacigalupi <dbacigalupi@gmail.com>

To: anthony intiso <dbmining@sbcglobal.net>, Bert <holzhauser@cot.net>,
Bob Davis <viking3135@hotmail.com>, Bob Rice <cqrice@cot.net>, Brandon
Criss <brandoncriss22@yahoo.com>, Danielle Lindler
<timbertomboy@gmail.com>, Danny Martinez <gabino_79606@yahoo.com>, DON
MEAMBER <dmeamber@sbcglobal.net=, Donna Bacigalupi
<donna@jlb-n-dib.com>, Frank Galusha <frank@myoutdoorbuddy.com>, Frank
Tallerico < itallerico@sbcalobal.net>, Gail Jenner

<gfiorini@sisgtel.net>, Harry Lake <landsone@att.net>, Jacqui Krizo
<krizohr@cot.net>, Jenna Cosca <jennac@surewest.net>, Jennifer Burke
<eaglelady8@gmail.com>, Jerry Bacigalupi <jerry@jlb-n-dlb.com>, Jim

Burney <burneybus@aol.com>, John Menke <jmenke@sistel.net>, Jon Lopey
<Jon.Lopey@siskiyousheriff.org>, Kathy Bergeron <bergeron@inreach.com>,
Kristen Riter <kristen_riter@yahoo.com>, lee rickard ‘
<leerickard@hughes.net>, Liz Bowen <lizbowen@sisqgtel.net>, Louise

Gliatto <wezglatto@nctv.com>, Mark Cyndi Baird <mcbair@sisqtel.net>,

Mark Johnson <eggs@myexcel.com>, Mike Duguay <forestry@sisgtel.net>, Mom
<dbaci@surewest.net>, Nita Still <nitastill@nctv.com>, Ramona Morrison
<rhmorrison@shcglobal.net>, Ray Haupt {(main) <rhaupt@sisqtel.net>, Rex
Cozzalio <coz@laccess.net>, Richard Gierak <rgierak2@hughes.net>, Steve
Riter <steve@mckinleycp.com>, Susan & Richard Marshall
<marshall@marshall-ranch.com>, tom pease <stonepinetv@hotmail.com>, tom
rickard sr <trickard@hughes.net>, Tom Wetter <twetter@cot.net>

New Mexico Ranchers are trying to get info out before USFWS manipulates the
truth. Jess Carey took photos (they are tiny...best I can do)...there is a
photo of the bitten arm but not released for whatever reason.




>From Laura Bryant (she is featured in The Real Wolf by Graves and Lyons)
For release 2-6-2015

661 words

*Cowboy bitten by coyote/walf, saves dogs with rock.*

While packing salt to a herd of cattle on Wednesday, a ranch manager in
eastern Catron County heard a distressed cow bawling and upon investigation
the man and his cow dogs were attacked by what he described as a pack of
coy/wolves or coyote hybrids.

*I tied my mules up and went to the fight, my dogs were with me. There
were 7-8 animals not including my cow dogs and the cow was still trying to
protect that baby calf.” Says the cowboy who didn't wish to be identified
due to past harassment by extremists.

“*Two of those animals had my hound dog down and were going to kill him, I
didnt bring my pistol so I hit one with a rock, the other one bit me on

the arm and I think I stuck it with my pocket knife and it let go. 1

finally got my dogs called back enough to get some control of the situation
but those animals weren't leaving and I was afoot without a weapon.”

The cowboy was able to back out of the scene with his dogs and find his
pack mule, but his riding mule had taken off for home in the heat of the
moment.

USDA Wildlife services and the Catron county law enforcement were notified
of the event an investigation was launched the next day. Clearly the

incident was abnormal for what is described as Mexican wolf behavior.
Wildlife Service found bite marks on the dead baby calf measuring 39-40 mm.
about average size for Mexican wolves but too big to be coyote size which
ranges 27-33 mm.

*There was all sizes of the things, small ones, and a couple big ones too 1
thought they were coyotes but close up close I didn't have time {o examine
them really well especially with the mess we were in.” Upon his return home
the ranch hand found his arm was bruised but his heavy cotton duct, coat
stopped any puncture wounds and his injuries were not serious.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife service is in the middie of the annual year end
count of Mexican wolves but were not able to identify a pack in the area at
the time of the attack, although there are documented collared wolf packs
that use the area as territory. The cowboy said nene had collars at the
time of the incident and no radio ¢ollar signal was found in the area the
day of the investigation.

Ranchers in the area have been pleading with FWS to begin analysis of the
wolf packs on the ranches in the area due to an increased belief that they
are interbreeding with coyotes resulting in bigger packs of coyote like

animals.

Jess Carey Catron county wolf interaction investigator wants the animals
involved removed and analyzed due to the aggressiveness and defense
behavior of the pack.

“T am not sure what I am supposed to do out here, I can't take care of
these cattle like this with these animals running around attacking the




cattle attacking my dogs and attacking me. This isn't what they are
supposed to be doing with this program.” Said the cowboy involved in the
incident which is still under investigation.

Breeding season for both wolves and coyotes is in full swing and single
wolves are making wide circles, actively searchirig for mates in the Blue

Range Wolf Recovery area. Physically it isn’t impossible for Mexican wolves

to interbreed with coyotes and in this pragram, wolves have been documented
hreeding with domestic dogs at least three separate times,

Caren Cowan of New Mexico Cattle Growers association says, "DNA analysis
of the pack responsible for this attack is essential if the Mexican wolf
program is to be pursued with any scientific credibility.”

Debbie Bacigalupi, MBA, CS, CMP
Independent Consultant
650-417-1674

lupi.myrandf,com

httgguglbacigalugi.myrandf.biz
dbacigalupi@gmail.com
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From: Shannon Wall

To: odfw. commission@ LOr.
Subject: Keep Pratections for Wolves
Date: Thursday, February 12, 2015 4:12:45 PM

Governor Kitzhaber & Director Melcher,

Like most Oregonians I value wolves and other native wildlife. Wolf recovery has the potential to be one
of Oregon’s greatest conservation success stories. I am pleased that the state has made great strides in
recovery, but with just 64 known adult wolves almost entirely confined to the Northeast corner of the
state, there is a long way to go.

Killing wolves does nothing to reduce conflict. I urge you to reject proposals to weaken or strip
protections for wolves and continue to prioritize science-based conservation, education, and non-lethal
conflict prevention. :

I also urge you not to consider reckless proposals like the one from the Oregon Cattlemen’s Association
to release sensitive location data to members of the public. It's dangerous for wolves and sets a terrible
precedent.

Oregon has come a long way since trapping, poisoning, and hunting wolves. Please honor Oregon’s
conservation values and keep wolf recovery on track.

Sincerely,
Shannon Wall
shany211@yahoo.com

Shannon Wall
6091 Arabian Place
Camarillo, CA 93012




From: Mark, Johnson

To: QBFW _Commission; debbie Bacigalupi
Cc: WHITMAN Righard M * GOV; Bert; James Beers; Don Meamber; BreideDP@jacksoncounty.org; rav Haupt
Subject: Nor Cal Rancher input : Recent Wolf attack in New Mexico: Cowboy bitten by coyote/wolf, saves dogs with rock,
dead calf
Date: Friday, February 06, 2015 5:49:22 PM
Attachments: 10255776 955009247845491 6946243244896063164 n.ipg
10978634 955009254512157 5398018942055710264 n.ipg
71 ¢l 24 2713 1 n.j

signature. ase,

ODFW -

Debbie and her family have a large ranch property east of Montegue CA...
and south of the Klamath River.

Just south of the Keno wolf pack.

They don't like it... and they are not happy with the wolf introduction
in their area.

Not at all happy about it.
mark Grants Pass

———————— Forwarded Message --------

Subject: Recent Wolf attack in New Mexico: Cowboy bitten by coyote/wolf,
saves dogs with rock, dead calf :

Date: Fri, & Feb 2015 17:03:07 -0800

From: Dehbie Bacigalupi <dbacigalupi@gmail.com>

To: anthony intiso <dbmining@sbcglobal.net>, Bert <holzhauser@cot.net>,
Bob Davis <viking3135@hotmail.com>, Beb Rice <cqrice@cot.net>, Brandon
Criss <brandoncriss22@yahoo.com>, Danielle Lindler
<timbertomboy@gmail.com>, Danny Martinez <gabino_79606@yahoo.com>, DON
MEAMBER <dmeamber@sbcglobal.net>, Donna Bacigalupi
<donna@jlb-n-dib.com>, Frank Galusha <frank@myoutdoorbuddy.com=, Frank
Tallerico < 1tallerico@sbceglobal.net>, Gail Jenner

<gfiorini@sisqtel.net>, Harry Lake <landsone@att.net>, Jacqui Krizo
<krizohr@cot.net>, Jenna Cosca <jennac@surewest.net>, Jennifer Burke
<eaglelady8@gmail.com>, Jerry Bacigalupi <jerry@jib-n-dlb.com>, Jim

Burney <burneybus@aol.com>, John Menke <jmenke@sistel.net>, Jon Lopey
<Jon.Lopey@siskiyousheriff.org>, Kathy Bergeron <bergeron@inreach.com:=,
Kristen Riter <kristen_riter@yahoo.com>, lee rickard

<leerickard@hughes.net>, Liz Bowen <lizhowen@sisqtel.net>, Louise

Gliatto <wezgliatto@nctv.com>, Mark Cyndi Baird <mcbair@sisqtel.net>,

Mark Johnson <eggs@myexcel.com>, Mike Duguay <forestry@sisqtel.net>, Mom
<dbaci@surewest.net>, Nita Still <nitastill@nctv.com>, Ramona Morrison
<rhmorrison@sbcglobal.net>, Ray Haupt {main) <rhaupt@sisqtel.net>, Rex
Cozzalio <coz@laccess.net>, Richard Gierak <rgierak2@hughes.net>, Steve
Riter <steve@mckinleycp.com>, Susan & Richard Marshall
<marshall@marshall-ranch.com:, tom pease <stonepinetv@hotmail.com>, tom
rickard sr <trickard@hughes.net>, Tom Wetter <twetter@cot.net>

New Mexico Ranchers are trying to get info out before USFWS manipulates the
truth. Jess Carey took photos (they are tiny...best I can do)...there is a
photo of the bitten arm but not released for whatever reason.




>From Laura Bryant (she is featured in The Real Wolf by Graves and Lyons)
For release 2-6-2015

661 words

*Cowboy bitten by coyote/wolf, saves dogs with rock.*

While packing salt to a herd of cattle on Wednesday, a ranch manager in
eastern Catron County heard a distressed cow bawling and upon investigation
the man and his cow dogs were attacked by what he described as a pack of
coy/wolves or coyote hybrids.

*1 tied my mules up and went to the fight, my dogs were with me. There
were 7-8 animals not including my cow dogs and the cow was still trying to
protect that baby calf.” Says the cowboy who didnt wish to be identified
due to past harassment by extremists.

“Two of those animals had my hound dog down and were going to kill him, I
didnt bring my pistol so I hit one with a rock, the other one bit me on

the arm and I think I stuck it with my pocket knife and it let go. I

finally got my dogs called back enough to get some control of the situation
but those animals weren't leaving and I was afoot without a weapon.”

The cowboy was able to back out of the scene with his dogs and find his
pack mule, but his riding mule had taken off for home in the heat of the
moment.

USDA Wildiife services and the Catron county law enfarcement were notified
of the event an investigation was launched the next day. Clearly the

incident was abnormal for what is described as Mexican wolf behavior.
Wildlife Service found bite marks on the dead baby calf measuring 39-40 mm.
about average size for Mexican wolves but too big to be coycte size which
ranges 27-33 mm.

“There was all sizes of the things, small ones, and a couple big ones too I
thought they were coyotes but close up close I didnt have time to examine
them really well especially with the mess we were in.” Upon his return home
the ranch hand found his arm was bruised but his heavy cotton duct, coat
stopped any puncture wounds and his injuries were not serious.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife service is in the middle of the annual year end
count of Mexican wolves but were not able to identify a pack in the area at
the time of the attack, although there are documented collared wolf packs
that use the area as territory. The cowboy said none had cellars at the
time of the incident and no radio collar signa! was found in the area the
day of the investigation.

Ranchers in the area have been pleading with FWS to begin analysis of the
wolf packs on the ranches in the area due to an increased belief that they
are interbreeding with coyotes resulting in bigger packs of coyote like
animals.

Jess Carey Catron county wolf interaction investigator wants the animals
involved removed and analyzed due to the aggressiveness and defense
behavior of the pack.

“T am not sure what I am supposed to do out here, I cant take care of
these cattle like this with these animals running around attacking the



cattle attacking my dogs and attacking me. This isn't what they are
supposed to be doing with this program.” Said the cowboy involved in the
incident which is still under investigation.

Breeding season for both wolves and coyotes is in full swing and single
wolves are making wide circles, actively searching for mates in the Blue

Range Wolf Recovery area. Physically it isn't impossible for Mexican wolves

to interbreed with coyotes and in this program, wolves have been decumented
breeding with domestic dogs at least three separate times.

Caren Cowan of New Mexico Cattle Growers association says, "DNA analysis
of the pack responsible for this attack is essential if the Mexican wolf
program is to be pursued with any scientific credibility.”

Debhie Bacigalupi, MBA, CS, CMP
Independent Consultant
650-417-1674

hitp: igalupi,myvrandf.com

hitp;//dbacigalupi.myrandf.biz
dbacigalupi@gmail.com



From: john paut castigiux

To: odfw.commigsion@state.or.us
Subject: Give welves a fair chance ‘
Date: Thursday, February 19, 2015 11:51:27 AM

1 am writing to express my concern aver the fate of wolves in the lower 48 states. The status of the
gray wolf under the Endangered Species Act is clearly a highly controversial issue that has emotions
running high. I believe wolves are amazing creatures that have an important (and scientifically
supported) niche in the ecosystem in which they historically existed, and represent a tangible face of
the wild many of us feel we have lost. However, regardless of personal opinions, the facts alone in this
matter are enough to speak against the delisting of the gray wolf.

Please listen to the peer review panel that has asserted the proposai to strip gray wolves of Endangered
Species Act protections is misguided and not based on the best available science. Wolves have begun an
inspiring comeback in the lower 48 states, including a historic journey through Mt. Hood National Forest
that dominated headlines in Portland, Oregon just last week! I hope you will make the right decision to
give these remarkable creatures a chance at recovery in their historic range, and allow our ecosystems,
including the Pacific Northwest ecosystem I live within, to enjoy the benefits of top predator recovery.
Please withdraw the proposal to delist the gray wolf.

john paul castiaux
4026 n kerby ave
portland, OR 97227



From:
To:

Subject:

Date:

Terr Denton
odfw.commission@state . or.us

RE: Wolves

Tuesday, February 24, 2015 10:16:40 PM

To who it may concern:

#1) | would like to ascertain when a wolf is collared what information is taken and
recorded.

#2)} Does the wolf receive any preventative maintenance routine vaccinations for disease
control ?

#3) Is blood drawn on the wolf for DNA classifications and further testing for diseases
other than in the field ? | am aware scat is tested for DNA & disease when wolf body is

not present.

Please advise which department maintains and retains those records, please provide name

and contact information.

Thank you,

Terri Denton

walther2312@hotmail.com

PO Box 186

Heppner, Or 57836




From: Shellay Burgess

To: fw commission@state. or,

Subject: Unicn County Reselution

Date: Tuesday, February 24, 2015 8:53:21 AM
Attachments: r ish & Wildlif: MMission.

Please see attached cover letter and resolution from the Union County Board of
Commissioners

Chelty

Shelley Burgess
Administrative Officer
Union County

1106 K Avenue

La Grande, OR 97850
{541)963-1001 phone
(541)963-1079 Fax

<<, B>



UNION COUNTY Steve McCilure Commissioner

Mark D. Davidson, Commissioner

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS  Jack Howard, Commissioner

1106 K Avenue La Grande, OR 97850 PHONE (541)063-1001 FAX (541)263-1079 TTY 1-800-735-123.

February 24, 2015

Oregon Fish & Wildlife Commission
4034 Fairview Drive, SE

Salem, OR 97302
odfw.commission@state.or.us

Dear Commission Members:

On February 4, 2015, the Union County Board of Commissioners unanimously adopted
attached Resolution 2015-02, urging the Oregen Fish & Wildlife Commission to take
steps o delist gray wolves under the Oregon Endangered Species Act. This resolution
was passed because the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife biclogists have
documented the required numbers for delisting as indicated in the Oregon Wolf
Conservation and Management Plan.

Also included for your review is information from the Cattleman’s Association regarding
the economic impacts of wolves in Northeast Oregon.

Thank you for reviewing and considering this infermation.

Sincerely,
Mok D &Lﬁm”’@;—f
e
Mark D. Davidson
Commission Chair

Attachments



BE IT REMEMBERED, that at a regular term of the Board of Commissioners of the
State of Oregon, for the County of Union, sitting for the transaction of County
business, begun and held at the Joseph Building Annex in the City of La Grande,
in said County and State when were present:

The Honorable, Mark D. Davidson Chairman
Steve McClure Commissioner
Jack Howard Commissioner
WHEN, on __ Wednesday ,the __4th day of February, 2015,
among others the following proceedings were had to-wit:
iN THE MATTER OF ARESOLUTION ) RESOLUTION
URGING THE OREGON FISH & } 2015-02

WILDLIFE COMMISSION TC TAKE )
STEPS TO DELIST GRAY WOLVES )
UNDER THE OREGON ENDANGERED )
SPECIES ACT )

WHEREAS, Gray wolves were listed as “endangered” under the Federal Endangered
Species Act in 1973; and

" WHEREAS, Gray wolves east of Hwy 395, 78 and 95 were federally delisted on May 5,
2011 but remain listed under the Qregon Endangered Species Act; and

WHEREAS, the Cregon Fish and Wildlife Commission directed the development of a
Wolf Conservation and Management Plan to meet the requirements of koth the Oregon
ESA and the Oregon Wildlife Policy, which was adopted in December 2005; and

WHEREAS the Qregon Wolf Conservation and Management Plan was updated in 2010
and focusad on methods and procedures to protect wolves in the early sfages of
implementation so that the spacies couid be defisted and a seif-sustaining population
persist; and

WHEREAS, the Plan was built to meet the five delisting criteria identified in state
statutes arid administrative rules:

» The species is not now (and is not likely in the foreseeable fuiure to be) in danger
of extinetion in any significant portion of its range in Oregan or in danger of
kecoming endangered; and

+ The species’ natural reproductive potential is not in danger of failure due %o
limited population numbers, disease, predation, or other natural or human-related
factors affecting its continued existence; and

« Most populations are not undergoing imminent or active deferioration ¢f range or
primary habitat; and

« Over-utilization of the species or its habitat for commercial, recreationai,
scientific, or education purposes Is not occurring or likely to oceur; and

 Existing state or federal programs or regulations are adequate to protect the
species and its habitat; and

WHEREAS, the Plan describes the measures the Oregon Department of Fish and
Wildlife will take to conserve and manage the species which included actions that could
be taken to protect livestock from wolf depredation and address human safety concerns;
and

WHEREAS, one of those provisions states that “Wolves may be considered for
statewide delisting once the population reaches four breeding pairs for three
consecutive years in Eastern Oregon. Four breeding pairs are considered the minimum
conservation population objective, also described as Phase 1."; and
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WHEREAS, Once the wolf is delistad, more options are available to address wolf-
livestock conflict. Vihile there are five to seven breeding pairs, livestock producers may
kill a wolf pursuant to the Qregon Wolf Plan. Five to seven breeding pairs is considered
Phase 2; and

WHEREAS, Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife biclogists documenied seven
breeding pairs of wolves in Oregon in 2014, six of those pairs in Northeast Oregon; and

WHEREAS, delisting gray wolves sends a message to the rural communities, livestock
producers, and sportsmen, that the Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission intends for
the Qregon Department of Fish and Wildlife to manage gray woives by the adopted plan
and control populations and limit effects on livestock and game populations.

NOW THEREFORE, the Union County Board of Commissioners urges the Oregon Fish
and Wildlife Commission to take immediate steps to delist gray wolves in Oregon.

DATED this émday of February, 2015.

v

Mark D. Davidsorn, Chairman

Sy o sk

Steve McClure, Commissioner

JackHoward CormissiomesT




From: David M,

To: fw. commissionéstate.or.us
Subject: protection for the wolf
Date: Thursday, February 26, 2015 11:14:41 AM

| read today OR DF&W is considering removing protection for the wolf in our great :
state. 77 wolves a recovery does not make. Do not give in to the special
interests hoping to make a buck off this keystone species. Foliow the science, not |

political pressure.

David Michalek
Hood River

*We are the asteroid.



ODFW Wildlifelnfo

From: Stewart, Janine (CWS) <Janine.Stewart@gov.mb.ca>
Sent: Thursday, February 26, 2015 7:36 AM

To: OPFW.WildlifeInfo@state.or.us

Cc: Verbiwski, Barry (CWS); Berezanski, Bean (CWS)
Subject: Report: Oregon wolves up, livestock attack cases down

Good maorning,

| was emailed the news article below from a colleague. The highlighted text refers to preventative measures that were
undertaken in Oregon for reducing wolf attacks on livestock. It appears that these measures are having some success. |
could not find any information on your department’s website to indicate what prevention measures were being
funded. Could you please forward me some information that describes these prevention measures? A contact name
and number for follow-up and additional information would also be helpful.

Thank you in advance for your assistance.

Janine Stewart

Human-Wildlife Conflict Biologist | Wildlife Branch | Maniteba Conservation and Water Stewardshiy |
Box 640 3wan River, Maniteba | ROL 1Z0 | '

B 204-281-2924 | B: 204-734-4210 | 52 janine stewart@gov.mb.ca | www.gov.mb.ca/conservation/wildlita

wournumsers Report: Oregon wolves up, livestock attack

cases down
May 'bode well' for gelisting as animals thrive

GRANTS PASS (AP) &€ An annual report finds that wolves continued to grow in numbers and spread across Oregon in 2014, while
livestock-attack cases were down.

The report released Tuesday by the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife will be a key document as the state Fish and Wildlife
Commission considers taking wolves off the state endangered species list in coming months.

GRANTS PASS (AP)Y — An annual report finds that wolves continued to grow in numbers and spread across Oregon in 2014, while
livestock-attack cases were down.

The report released Tuesday by the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife will be a key document as the state Fish and Wildlife
Commission considers taking wolves off the state endangered species list in coming months.

Biologists found 77 wolves, compared with 64 last year. For the first time, there is a pack in the southern Cascades, as well as another
pair of wolves.
Wallowa County rancher Todd Nash, chairman of the Oregon Cattlemen's Association wolf committee, said the report "bodes well” for

delisting, showing wolves continue to thrive.

While acknowledging that preventative measures for reducing wolf attacks on livestock were working, he felt that wolves in counties
with intensive prevention efforts were moving to other locations, such as Baker County and remote national forest grazing allotments.




He added that ranchers were noticing more missing cattle, and there were likely many more than the census documented because of
the difficulty of finding every wolf.

Steve Pedery of the conservation group Oregon Wild says a slow rate of population growth should give the commission reason to move
slowly on delisting.

"You'll struggle to find a credible scientist willing to say a couple dozen wolves in the northeast corner of the state is a real recovery,”
Pedery said in a statement. "ODFW must resist giving into political pressure, declare mission accomplished, and turn their back on
important protections for wolves that have gotten this far."

The federal gavernment has lifted wolf protections in the eastern third of the state, and it has proposed lifting them in the western two-
thirds of the state.

The number of wolves in Oregon has been steadily growing since the first pack was documented in 2009. They are descended from
wolves reintroduced into the Northern Rockies in the 1990s. Until then, the last known wolf in Oregon was shot in 1946 by a bounty
hunter in the Rogue-Umpqua Divide area of the southern Cascades.

Oregon now has hine packs, with eight of them producing pups. Among them is the Rogue pack in the southern Cascades, with the
famous wandering wolf OR-7 at its head. He and his mate had three pups survive to the end of the year. Ancther pair has established
itself in nearby territory to the south. He and his pack have not been blamed for a livestock attack. The report said GPS tracking collar
data showed 82 percent of his 355-square-mile territory is on public lands.

The Imnaha pack, Oregon's first, has a new alpha female, who did not produce pups this year.

Four of the nine confirmed packs attacked livestock in 2014, the report said. They were the Imnaha, Mt. Emily, Umatilla River and
Meacham packs, as well as a group of wolves in the Chesnimnus area. There were 11 confirmed cases of wolf attacks on livestock,
down from 13 in 2013. The number of livestock lost was up sharply, due to a rise in sheep deaths. Three cattle were confirmed killed,
and 30 sheep, compared with six sheep and five cattle in 2013. Most attacks came in spring and fall.

The state wolf compensation fund paid $8,482 for dead livestock, the bulk of it in Wallowa County, and $33,878 for missing livestock,
with more than haif of that in Baker County. A total of $105,500 was spent on prevention in seven counties, with the bulk of it going to

Wallowa and Umatilla counties.

Public interest was also up. The department's webpage got 193,020 views, up about 21,000 from 2013.
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Roxann B Borisch

L CEEEIERTT I RSN
Subject: FW: Continue protection for Oregon's wolves under the Endangered Species Act (In
Main FOlder)

From: Serenity Madrone [mailto:serenity. madrone@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, March 02, 2015 8:24 PM

To: odfw.info@state.or.us

Subject: Continue protection for Oregon's wolves under the Endangered Species Act

Dear Mr. Elicker,

A petition has been submitted calling on the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife to continue protection's
for the state's wolves under the Endangered Species Act. You can view the petition here. Thousands of
concerned citizens have already signed their names.

As a lifelong Oregonian, I am deeply concerned that our great state could lose these apex predators forever
before they even have a chance to reestablish themselves here. Some ranchers continue to see wolves as the
ultimate evil, despite the fact that more livestock are killed in auto accidents each year than by wolves., Without
them to thin elk and deer herds of weak, sick animals the entire food chain is at risk should wolves lose their
protection. All we have to do is look to Wyoming where the wolves are once again being ruthlessly hunted to a
fraction of their numbers now that protection shave eroded.

Please, ensure that Oregon's wolves are here to stay. Maintain their protected status under the Endangered
Species Act.

Sincerely,
Serenity Madrone
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Demand Protections for Threatened Wolves

Posted by Serenity Manziesi

Target: Roy Elicker, CEO of the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife

Goal: Demand that officials maintain protections for Oregon’s wolves under the Endangered Species Act, rather
than delisting the animals and making it legal to hunt them

The rugged mountains of Eastern Oregon have seen the return of a few hearty wolves, much to the delight of
conservationists. But cattle ranchers in the sparsely-populated region are up in arms, many of them determined to kill
every last wolf and pup. The state’s Endangered Species Act has offered much-needed protection, but there is a real
risk the animals will be delisted in 2015. And that could spell the end, once again, of Oregon’s elusive gray wolves.

Oregon was considered “wolf free” for more than 50 years after a government bounty on the beasts resulted in their
extermination. Other western wolf packs saw a similar fate. Because deer and elk herds require predation to ensure
their health, wolves were re-introduced to Yellowstone National Park in the late 1990°s. Within a few years the first
wolves had made their way to Oregon, and the battle began anew.

Since their 2012 federal delisting nearly half of all gray wolves in the United States have been ruthlessly slaughtered.
Biologists estimate that less than 1,900 remain in the wild, according to Willamette Week. Oregon’s wolf population
is but a fraction of the whole, at some 64 individuals; yvet ranchers and hunters eager to halt the wolves’ rebound
expect that in 20135 they will once again be free to kill the animals. This is only possible because of an absurdly low

http://forcechange.com/135114/demand-continued-protections-for-threatened-wolves/ 3/12/2015
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minimum threshold for delisting, “at Jeast four breeding pairs of wolves in Eastern Oregon for three years,” writes
the Statesman Journal.

Demand that wildlife officials maintain protections for Oregon’s gray wolves under the state’s Endangered Species
Act. To delist them now would be a death sentence for these majestic beasts.

PETITION LETTER:

Dear Mr. Elicker,

In 2015 the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife will have the opportunity to delist the gray wolf, thus ending its
protection under the local Endangered Species Act. Should the wolves be delisted it will almost certainly result in
their complete annihilation.

Although most Oregonians support the return of these incredible animals, a small number of hunters and ranchers are
determined to wipe them out with no regard to the impact this would have on the food web. Within two years of their
federal delisting, nearly half the wolves living in the United States have been hunted down.

Willamette Week reports that more cattle are killed each year in auto accidents than are killed by wolves. But the
predators remain deeply misunderstood, and people fear what they do not understand. Don’t let ignorance decimate
Oregon’s wolf populations a second time. I implore you to uphold protections for the state’s gray wolves under the
Endangered Species Act.

Sincerely,
[Your Name Here]

Photo credit: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service via Flickr

Sign the Petition

| First & Last Name *

Email *

Your email will not be published. By signing you accept the ForceChange terms of service and may receive
updates on this and related petitions.

Sign Petition!

http://forcechange.com/1 351 14/demand-continued-protections-for-threatened-wolves/ 3/12/2015



March 2, 2015
2032 SW Chelmsford Ave.
Portland, OR 97201

Mr, Curt Melcher, Director

Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife
4034 Fairview Industrial Drive SE
Salem, OR 97302

Dear Mr. Melcher,
Congratulations on your recent appointment to head Oregon Department of Fish and wildlife,

By now I presume your office has been contacted by organizations such as the Oregon
Cattlemen’s Association regarding wolves, their protection in Oregon, and how that protection
should-be reduced or even removed in the name of livestock losses.

[ am writing to you as & citizen with the opposite view. Oregon has & well-descrved reputation
for its management of wolves, and I strongly believe that our state should continue to lead the
way to protect and preserve the presence of this apex predator. Our own Oregon State
University has shown the significant benefit to broad ecosystems provided by apex predators
such as wolves (notably with research conducted in Yellowstone National Park).

But more importantly, killing wolves in the name of livestock protection is a complete
misapproptiation of resources toward the tiniest of causes, leaves the major causes untouched,
and leads to tragic consequences to wild 1ifé, wolves; of course, but also to their prey who are
held in check by their predators. The Oregonian recently printed that livestock depredation from
wolves has amounted to about a dozen animals over each of the past two years. A dozen! That’s
alll Oregon cattle inventory is over a million head and just 12 are lost per year?! That’s not
even 0.1%! Compare that to the hundreds or more livestock lives lost to weather and disease,
and even to ranchers’ own dogs.

So how can it possibly make sense to remove protections on wolves that account for less than
0.1% of cattle loss? Tt doesn’t. Iurge vou, as the head of ODFW, to promote and retain the
protection of wolves in Oregon.

Finaily, 1’d like to make a comment about the stated mission of ODFW: Our mission is to protect
and enhance Oregon'’s fish and wildlife and their habitats for use and enjoyment by present and
future generations. This is a fine mission for our state. And it makes no mention of for whom
this protectlon and enhancement is made 1 subm1t that it 1s for BOTH humans AND Wﬂdhfe

Thank you‘ and best of Iuck to you m yo‘ur new posznon |

’ef\

Ronald A. Varekamp




From: birkmaigrS@eoni.com

To: fwr.compission@state, or.us
Subject: Comment for 3/6/2015 Meeting -
Date: Tuesday, March 03, 2015 10:00:47 AM

Dear ODFW Commissioners;

I am writing to express my feelings about the Oregon Wolf Management Plan
and the upcoming 'phases’ and recommended actions. My husband and I are
livestock producers in Wallowa County. We run our cow calf operation on
private property's that, although rural, are very populated with families.

We have experienced the effects of wolves on our livestock even at our home
on the edge of city limits and we are not alone in this.

I respectfully suggest to you that the "official count™ is in no way an
accurate representative number. With the ever increasing sightings of this
(supposedly shy..) apex predator, I know that we can all safely assume that
there are MANY more wolves cailing North East Oregon their home, I believe
that we could also be assured that there are many more wolf packs in the
designated wilderness areas in Wallowa and surrounding counties that are
not counted.

For these brief reasons I am strongly urging you to stick to the OWMPlan,
and begin the process of delisting the wolf in NE Oregon. This pian was a
long and arduous task, many opinions were allowed, many of those opinions
claimed science and biological backgrounds to support demands. I believe
that this plan needs to be followed for those reasons. All other aspects

of this plan have been followed, even to the detriment of private property
rights and personal protection rights.

A few short years ago - many rural people were disappointed with this
plan and its costly restrictions, yet they followed it. [ am encouraging
you to continue to follow the Oregon Wolf Management Plan into the next
reasonable phase. The wolf MUST be de-listed as AGREED to. Any other
outcome will result in further mistrust of this agency at a time when there
is much at stake, both financially and integrity wise.

Thank you for your kind attention to this matter.
Sincerely;
Gina Birkmaier

65391 Hurricane Creek Rd.
_Enterprise, OR 97828



From: Maren Couch

To: ODFW Compmission

Subject: Wolf Protection in 2015

Date: Tuesday, March 03, 2015 2:43:26 PM

Dear Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife Commissioners:

As you head into your meeting this Friday to discuss current wolf populations in
Oregon, please be aware that protection for our wolves is vital to their success in
maintaining and thriving here. As the population numbers grow, our wolves are losing
their protection, which they cannot afford to do. As a native Oregonian, | have long
harbored the desire that wild wolves would someday be able to call our state home
again safely and in good number, and to provide the crucial and invaluable role in
ecosystem management that they have been proven to provide
(hitps;//www. wildlifemanagementinstitute org/PDE/11-

1al%20and%2 loai f).

Please take into consideration the extremely fragile state our wolf packs are in, and
do not let their growing numbers equal their demise by stripping their protections
now. A revision of "Phase II" wolf management is necessary, and the success of
Eastern Oregon wolves cannot translate into the success of wolves throughout the
rest of Oregon without our support and their safety. Extending protection gives hope
and opportunity to a better Oregon for our wolves and for our citizens.

Thank you,
Maren Couch



From: David Berg

To: QDFW Commission
Subject: Wolves
Date: ) Tuesday, March 03, 2015 11:02:51 AM

Commissioners,

There is no greater good than the preservation and protection of natural systems, the habitats they
encompass, and the wildlife that inhabit them. That includes wolves. Twentieth century history has
shown that natural systems thrive in balance when wolves are present — and become skewed out
of balance when wolves are removed. There is also evidence to suggest that wolf predation on
ranched livestock is less than was ever feared, and is fikely less than is reported. We urge you to
continue their protection, while also extending to ranchers every available resource to employ non-
lethal means to minimize predation on livestock. Thank you.

- David g Judy

David & Judy Berg | 4125 Brae Burn Drive; Eugene, OR | Phone: 541.683.0904 | Mobile: 541,915 .6823




From: graceswallow@aol.com

To: QDEW Cormmission
Subject: Oregon Wolves
Date: Tuesday, March 03, 2015 3:20:3% PM

It is very disheartening and upsetting to me the way our government has abandoned our wolves, which puts them
in the cross-hairs of extinction again. We need wolves to keep our (supposedly wildlife refuges) healthy for it's
inhabitants. This agenda against wolves has got to stop if you care anything about a sustainable future.

Sincerely,

Grace Neff



From: Maren Couch

To: QDEW Commission
Subject: Wolf Protection in 2015
Date: Tuesday, March 03, 2015 2:43:26 PM

Dear Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife Commissioners:

As you head into your meeting this Friday to discuss current wolf populations in
Oregon, please be aware that protection for our wolves is vital to their success in
maintaining and thriving here. As the population numbers grow, our wolves are losing
their protection, which they cannot afford to do. As a native Oregonian, | have long
harbored the desire that wild wolves would someday be able to call our state home
again safely and in good number, and to provide the crucial and invaluable role in
ecosystem management that they have been proven to provide

i§° - E ol z aE.... f. T

Please take into consideration the extremely fragile state our wolf packs are in, and
do not let their growing numbers equal their demise by stripping their protections
now. A revision of "Phase II" wolf management is necessary, and the success of
Eastern Oregon wolves cannct translate into the success of wolves throughout the
rest of Oregon without our support and their safety. Extending protection gives hope
and opportunity to a better Oregon for our wolves and for our citizens.

Thank you,
Maren Couch



From: hirkenaiers@eoni.com

To: odfw.commission@siate.orus
Subject: Comment for 3/6/2015 Meeting -
Date: Tuesday, March 03, 2015 10:00:47 AM

Dear ODFW Commissioners;

I am writing to express my feelings about the Oregon Wolf Management Plan
and the upcoming 'phases’ and recommended actions. My husband and I are
livestock producers in Wallowa County. We run our cow calf operation on
private property's that, although rural, are very populated with families.

We have experienced the effects of wolves on our livestock even at our home
on the edge of city limits and we are not alone in this.

I respectfully suggest to you that the "official count™ is in no way an
accurate representative number. With the ever increasing sightings of this
(supposedly shy..) apex predator, I know that we can all safely assume that
there are MANY more wolves calling North East Oregon their home. I believe
that we could also be assured that there are many maore wolf packs in the
designated wilderness areas in Wallowa and surrounding counties that are
not counted.

For these brief reasons I am strongly urging you to stick to the OWMPlan,
and begin the process of delisting the wolf in NE Oregon. This plan was a
long and arduous task, many opinions were allowed, many of those opinions
claimed science and biological backgrounds to support demands. 1 believe
that this plan needs to be followed for those reasons. All other aspects

of this plan have been followed, even to the detriment of private property
rights and personal protection rights.

A few short years ago - many rural people were disappointed with this
plan and its costly restrictions, yet they followed it. I am encouraging
you to continue to follow the Oregon Wolf Management Plan into the next
reasonable phase. The walf MUST be de-listed as AGREED to. Any other
outcome will result in further mistrust of this agency at a time when there
is much at stake, both financially and integrity wise.

Thank you for your kind attention to this matter.
Sincerely;
Gina Birkmaier

65391 Hurricane Creek Rd.
Enterprise, OR 97828




From: Terri Denton

To: odfw.commission@state.or,Us
Subject: Wolves Delisting from £SA
Date: Tuesday, March 03, 2015 10:22:39 PM

To whom it may concern:
RE: Delisting wolves

This Friday, March 6th, 2015 is a very important day and | am writing to request the
Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife stick to the plan and continue with the delisting of
the Wolves per the Wolf Management Recovery Plan. The requirements exceeded

with more than the four (4) breeding pairs with 2 or more pups survival for three (3)
consecutive years. Stick with the management plan.

Sincerely,

Terri Denton

walther2312@hotmail.com
P.O.Box 186 Heppner, Oregon 97836



From: Benton Elliott

To: QREW Comrmission
Subject: Wolf Conservation
Date: Wednesday, March 04, 2015 3:44:46 PM

Wolves are incredible animals capable of doing many things. What they can't do is
speak for themselves. So | am writing to ask you to conserve and protect Oregon's
wolves. In the past we did our best to exterminate them. With current science and
fresh eyes, we are now trying to bring them back. Please continue this good effort.

Thank you!

Benton Elliott



From: Steve Pedety

To: [¥] mmission

Ce: Curt Melcher; MORGAN Russ L

Subject: Oregon Wild letter re: wolf status review, conservation plan
Date: Wednesday, March 04, 2015 5:19:08 PM

Attachments: regonyyi DEW Wolf Letter 3-4-2015Final.

Members of the Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission,

Attached, please find a letter from Oregon Wild regarding the upcoming review of
the Oregon Wolf Conservation and Management Plan, and population status review
of gray wolves. We believe it is important that Oregon continue emphasize conflict
prevention rather than lethal controls. 1t is this common sense focus that has
reduced conflict between wolves and livestock over the last three years, even as our
state's wolf population has increased.

If you have any difficulty opening the attachment, or additiona! questions, please do
not hesitate to contact us. Quinn Read, Oregon Wild's Wildlife Coordinator, will be
attending the Commission Meeting on Friday and also available to answer any
questions you may have.

Steve Pedery
Conservation Director, Oregon Wild
(503) 283-6343 x212

Celebrating 40 years of protecting Oregon's wildlands, wildlife, and waters.



Y OREGON
WILD

w o Protecting Oregon's wildlands, wildlife, and waters since 1974, .. wwworegonwild.org

March 4, 2015

QOregon Fish and Wildlife Commission
Chair Michael Finley

/ 4034 Fairview Industrial Drive SE

Salem, OR 97302
Dear Chairman Finley,

On behalf of Oregon Wild’s 15,000 members and supporters from across Oregon, we are writing to ask.
for the Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission’s help in ensuzing the progress Oregon has made in
reducing conflict over wolf conservation is not undermined during the 2015 status review and update of
the Oregon wolf conservation plan.

Over the last severzal years, Oregon has made significant strides in wolf recovery while reducing conflict.
We join the Commission in celebrating that our state’s wolf population has grown to at least 77 known
wolves in 9 packs with multiple wolves established south and west of I-84 for the first time in more than
70 years. Meanwhile, according to the ODFW staff report, conflict remained low and incidents of
depredation have decreased. All of this occurred without killing wolves.

This progress is largely due to the historic 2013 Jegal settlement between ODFW, livestock interests, and
conservation groups. The settlement put a strong emphasis on transparency, clear guidelines, and
common-sense, preventive measures aimed at reducing conflict between wolves and livestock before
resorting to lethal controls. By nearly all accounts, this approach has been extremely successiul.
Outgoing ODFW Director Roy Elicker cited the wolf plan among his proudest accomplishments during
his long' teniare. :

Recent research by Robert Wielgus of Washington State Universify demonstrates why Oregon is on the
Tight track. In a study of livestock depredations in Idaho, evidence was found that killing wolves in
response to losses actually increased the risk of additional losses by destabilizing pack hierarchies and
reducing wolves’ ability to successfully hunt wild game. Requests that Oregon abandon the preventive
approach required by Phase I of the plan are out of sync with the best available science, and the progress
observed by ODFW on the ground.

As the Commission considers significant changes to wolf management in 2015, we urge you to build
upon the success of the settlement agreement and resulting emphasis on non-lethal conflict pre\{ention.
We also ask that you reconsider the current timeline for completing a wolf population status review and a
review of the wolf plan. Because the status review is dependent on an analysis of the adequacy of the



existing regulations, the state should complete the review of the wolf plan before initiating the population
review,

When considering the Oregon wolf conservation plan, we urge the Commission to continue to emphasize
appropriate and verifiable non-lethal, preventive action to defer conflict between wolves and livestock as
embodied by the 2013 settlement agreement, This historic agreement between ODFW, the livestock
industry and conservationists provided the Oregon public with much-needed transparency, clarified
ambiguity, and set clear expectations for wolf management. These clear sideboards must be maintained if
Oregon is to avoid the conflict and acrimony characterizing wolf conservation in other states.

The Commission should also ensure that any subsequent wolf population status review is fransparent,
science-based, and impartial. When conservationists agreed to the 2005 wolf plan, we did so with an
understanding that the state would not automatically strip protections from wolves at this early stage, but
rather initiate a science-based review process. It is important that the Commission, ODFW staff, and all
stakeholders share an understanding of what the law requires, and that the public can have confidence that
ODFW’s decision making process is fair and science-based.

Oregon Wild strongly supports ODFW’s mission to “protect and enhance Oregon’s fish and wildlife and
their habitats for use and enjoyment by present and fature generations.” This mission includes endangered
gray wolves, While there is much to celebrate in ODFW’s current wolf status report, there is also a need
for caution. Recovery in Qregon remains fragile, with just 77 known individuals, the overwhelming
majority concentrated in the northeast corner of the state. As the state reviews the wolf plan, we urge the
Commission to avoid the bitter acrimony that characterizes wolf management in Idaho and Wyoming, in
favor of building on the success of the last three years and continuing Oregon’s strong leadership.

Sincerely,

Steve Pedery
Conservation Director
Qregon Wild




March 4, 2015

Mr. Russ Morgan, Wolf Program Coordinator
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife
3406 Cherry Ave. NE

Salem, Oregon 97303

Dear Mr. Morgan:

1 have interest in one of your programs and I’d like to share my thoughts about the possible
delisting of gray wolves from Oregon’s endangered species list. In Oregon the wolf plan states
the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife can proposition a delisting if the state has four or
more breeding pairs over the course of three consecutive years. In 2012 there were six breeding
pairs listed and in 2013 there were four, The 2014 report shows eight of the 77 wolf packs
contained breeding pairs. This being said, delisting can occur.

State delisting would remove wolves in the eastern third of Oregon from the endangered species
list. T understand that wolves in the Southwest Oregon Cascades would remain protected by the
federal Endangered Species Act even if delisting was to occur. But this doesn’t change the fact
that cattle ranchers in the eastern part of Oregon would be able to protect their livestock more
easily. The number of confirmed sheep lost in 2014 exceeds numbers dating all the way back to
2009, showing this problem to be increasing. Calves are also affected by the presence of wolves,
50% of calves attacked were found dead.

Although delisting would be a very complicated, drawn out process I think it is essential for the
well-being of our rancher’s livestock. As long as required breeding pair numbers are maintained
I don’t see any reason why farmers shouldn’t be able to take cotrective action on their own

property.

In a recent article in the Capital Press about wolves in NE Washington, Wes McCart, a county

- commissioner in Olympia told legisiators if state wildlife managers failed to protect livestock the
farmers will come up with their own solution. When asked to outline his plan of action McCart
explained that appropriate action would be taken at the appropriate time. This to me sounds like
arevolt in the making. Farmers and ranchers in these counties don’t have years to wait; they
need corrective action to happen now.

P'm worried if gray wolves are not delisted in the eastern part of Oregon, a problem like the one
seen in NE Washington might come about. 1 hope the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife
will see to it that this issue, of upmost importance, is taken care of as quickiy as possible,

Thank you for your time,
Sincerely,

Il —

Angela Krueger
1020 SW 35" Street
Corvallis, OR 97333

Director's Office




Roxann B risch

From: ODFW Commission

Sent: Wednesday, March 04, 2015 2:40 PM

To: Roxann B Borisch

Subject: FW: IDFG Chief On CBD's Wolf Population Teetering' Claim: 'Hogwash'

————— QOriginal Message-—-

From: Wendell Locke [mailto:scioha@frontier.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 29, 2015 7:06 PM

Subject: IDFG Chief On CBD's Wolf Population Teetering' Claim: 'Hogwash'’

hitp //nwsportsmanmag.comiwolf-news/idfg-chief-cbds-wolf-population-teetering-claim-hogwash/
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WOLF NEWS

IDFG CHIEF ON CBD'SWOLF POPULATION
TEETERING' CLAIM: ' HOGWASH’

JANUARY 29,2015 | ANDY WALGAMQTT | 1 COMMENT

g+ 70 Tweet <2

Editor’s note: Earlier this month, the Center for Biological Diversity cigimed that Idaho’s wolf numbers had “dropped
to levels where the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has said it would consider protection under the Endangered Spe-
cies Act,” and that the USFWS "must step in to save the wolf population before it's too late.”

(Subsequently, the Arizona-based group petitioned the service to relist wolves in the Lower 48 as threatened.)

http:/mwsportsmanmag.com/wolf-news/idfg-chief-cbds-wolf-population-teetering-claim-hogwash/ 3/12/2015
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Today, IDFG responded to CBD with the following statement from its director:

By Virgil Moore, Director, idaho Fish and Game

It’s important for state agencies to understand and respect differing points of view. But when a few advoca-
cy groups try to grab headlines by skewing Idaho Fish and Game scientific wolf monitoring data in ways that
simply aren’t true, it’s also important to set the record straight.

Here are the facts:

e ldaho has more than 100 documented wolf packs and over 600 wolves. Idaho's wolf population far ex-
ceeds federal recovery levels of 10 breeding pairs and 100 wolves.

e After meeting federal recovery levels in 2002, Idaho’s wolf population grew largely unchecked for the re-
mainder of the decade, resulting in increased conflicts with other big game populations and livestock.

o After 4 harvest seasons since the 2011 delisting, livestock depredations have declined. Wolf predation
continues to have unacceptable impécts to some elk populations, but there are signs elk populations are
responding positively to wolf management.

e Wolvesin ldaho continue to be prolific and resilient. Idaho wili keep managing wolves to have a sustaina-
ble, delisted population and to reduce conflicts with people, livestock, and other big game populations.

Despite these facts, a few advocacy groups chose to take the breeding pair metric out of context to make
claims that Idaho wolves are “teetering on the brink of endangered status once again.” That's hogwash. And

it's the kind of polarizing misinformation that undermines responsible wildlife conservation and manage-
ment in ldaho.

Confirming a pack meets U.S. Fish
and Wildlife's narrow definition of a
“breeding pair” is costly and labor-
intensive. With vast reductions in
federal funding to the state and Nez
Perce Tribe for wolf monitoring,
Fish and Game has focused our ef-
fort on demonstrating Idaho has at
least 15 “breeding pairs” to comply
with federal recovery require-
ments. ldaho closely surveyed 30
packs and confirmed that 22 of
them met the breeding pair stand-
ard at the end of 2014. Because
Idaho has shown it is well above

http://nwsportsmanmag.com/wolf-news/idfg-chief-cbds-wolf-population-teetering-claim-hogwash/ 3/12/2015



IDFG Chief On CBD's Wolf Population 'Teetering' Claim: 'Hogwash' Page 3 of 3

AFTER CAPTURE AND COLLARING, A WOLF GETS BACK ON {T5 FEET IN THE NORTHERN

federal recovery levels, we may rely
ROCKIES. (ERIC COLE, USFWS)

on less intensive monitoring for the
other 70 + packs as we complete
our final 2014 population estimates. One can assume these 70+ packs include some additional breeding
pairs.' We will publish our annua! monitoring report in March.

As trained scientists, [daho Fish and Game stands by our data and our wildlife management plans. We man-
age wolves to ensure we keep state management authority and address conflicts with people, livestock, and

other big game populations.

| hope people who truly care about wildlife conservation ignore the exaggerations and misinformation and
help Fish and Game focus on the real issues affecting Idaho’s wildlife.

Most Engaging:

Disheartening End  Estimate: 100 Hermiston Men WA Wolf Popula-  SW WA Lower Co-

To Latest Banks Springers Caught,  Must Pay $15K tionUpTo b8, 2 lumbia Fishing Re-
Lake Gillnetting &1 Kept 5o Farln Fine For Elk Poach- New Packs An- port (3-10-15)

Powered by wripl.com

ONE THOUGHT ON “IDFG CHIEF ON CBD'S WOLF POPULATION ‘TEETERING’ CLAIM: ‘HOGWASH"™

 wendell sicsm
JANUARY 30, 2015 AT 12:28 PM
mr. moore,
this is very good. you are right on top of your program. So lets talk about the real problem here: ELK
NUMBERS. YOU CAN NOT, AND WILL NOT TALK ABOUT ELK NUMBERS. '
why don’t you talk about your contingency plan to bring back the elk numbers? because there is no plan,
the gods honest truth is: we will never see elk numbers that existed before wolf introductions in the 90’
s

lets see you guys publish a graph of elk harvested per wolf introduction thru the years leading up to
2014! iol.

http://nwsportsmanmag.com/wolf-news/idfg-chief-cbds-wolf-population-teetering-claim-hogwash/ 3/12/2015




From: Joania Beldin

To: QREW Commission
Subject: Grey wolf delisting proposal
Date: Thursday, March 05, 2015 8:13:49 PM

Dear Department of Fish and Wildlife,

As your agency begins the process of con51der|ng the delisting of the wolves in
Oregon, I would like to express
concerns for you to consider.

While there is reason to consider the lncrease in numbers of wolves from 64 to 77 a
positive sign towards

recovery, 77 wolves is far from a number that would be considered recovered. 26 of
those wolves are pups and

an unknown number are juveniles below two years of age. This leaves less than 50

adult wolves. Studies have

shown that Oregon has adequate habitat for a far greater number of wolves.

In southwestern Oregon, less than 10 wolves are just beginning to establish
themselves in this part of the state.

Wolves in this area are far from recovered and protection under Oregon's ESA is
crucial to their survival,

Delisting at this time would be premature. These past two years wolves and

ranchers have experienced a

management system which has proven to work for both sides. Wolf numbers in 2014
increased while

depredation was down. I urge you to not give in to the exaggerated concerns of the
livestock industry whose

loss to wolves accounted for less than 1% of their total losses.

I urge you to not delist the wolves and to continue with a progressive management
system similar to what

has been in place these past two year. Contrary to other states, Oregon can set a
standard for wolf management

which minimizes depredation while allowing for meaningful wolf recovery.

Thank you for considering my requests and concerns.

Sincerely,
Joanie Beldin



From: Sharon Wison

To: odfw.commission@state Qr.us

Cc: Terri, Denton: Sharon Wilson
Subject: De-Listing of the Canadian Wolves
Date: Thursday, March 05, 2015 8:59:53 AM

To whom it may concern:
RE: Delisting wolves

This Friday, March 6th, 2015 is a very important da?/ and | am writing to request the
Qregon Department of Fish & Wildlife stick to the pian and continue with the delisting
of the Wolves per the Wolf Management Recovery Plan. The requirements exceeded
with more than the four (4) breeding pairs with 2 or more pups survival for three (3)
consecutive years.

Sincerely,

Sharon Lee Wilson
84142 Alpine Lane

Joseph, Oregon 97846
541-398-1238

sharonjhs @ hotmail.com



From: Benton Ellickt

To: ODFW Commission
Subject: Wolf Conservation
Date: Wednesday, March 04, 2015 3:44:456 PM

Wolves are incredible animals capable of doing many things. What they can't do is
speak for themselves. So | am writing to ask you to conserve and protect Oregon's
wolves. In the past we did our best to exterminate them. With current science and
fresh eyes, we are now trying to bring them back. Please continue this good effort.

Thank you!

Benton Elliott



From: Sue MacDongld

To: odfy.commission@siate.or.us
Subject: Keep Protections for Wolves
Date: Friday, March 06, 2015 5:55:45 PM

Governor Kitzhaber & Director Melcher,

Like most Oregonians I value wolves and other native wildlife. Wolf recovery has the potential to be one
of Oregon'’s greatest conservation success stories. I am pleased that the state has made great strides in
recovery, but with just 64 known adult wolves almost entirely confined to the Northeast corner of the
state, there is a long way to go.

Killing wolves does nothing to reduce conflict. I urge you to reject proposals to weaken or strip
protections for wolves and continue to prioritize science-based conservation, education, and non-lethal
conflict prevention.

1 also urge you not to consider reckless proposals like the one from the Oregon Cattlemen’s Association
to release sensitive location data to members of the public. It's dangerous for wolves and sets a terrible
precedent.

Oregon has come a long way since trapping, poisoning, and hunting wolves. Please honor Oregon’s
conservation values and keep wolf recovery on track.

Sincerely,
Sue MacDonald

1/2a Sydney Street
Auckland, ot 0622



From: Michael Johnson,

To: odfw.commission@state, or,us
Subject: Keen Protections for Wolves
Date: Friday, March 06, 2015 5:36:50 PM

Governor Kitzhaber & Director Melcher,

Like most Oregonians I value wolves and other native wildlife. Wolf recovery has the potential to be one
of Oregon’s greatest conservation success stories. I am pleased that the state has made great strides in
recovery, but with just 64 known adult wolves almost entirely confined to the Northeast corner of the
state, there is a long way to go.

Killing wolves does nothing to reduce conflict. T urge you to reject proposals to weaken or strip
protections for wolves and continue to prioritize science-based conservation, education, and non-lethal
conflict prevention.

1 also urge you not to consider reckless proposals like the one from the Oregon Cattlemen’s Association
to release sensitive location data to members of the public. It's dangerous for wolves and sets a terrible
precedent.

Oregon has come a long way since trapping, poisoning, and hunting wolves. Please honor Oregon’s
conservation values and keep wolf recovery on track.

Sincerely,
Michae! Johnson

10008 w Colina ct
phoenix, AZ 85037



From: Margaret _Stephens

To: DFEW Compmission

Subject: Oregen”s wolves need protection
Date: Friday, March 06, 2015 7:12:21 AM
Greetings:

| am writing regarding the review of the status of wolves in Oregon .

As it has been proven that killing wolves does little to stop or decrease conflict, but actually
increases predation on livestock, | strongly support ongoing protection of our wolves. The
"Oregon plan" --- conservation, education and non-lethal conflict prevention -- has proven
to be successful.

Yet our wolf population is still fragile, not fully recovered, and must be protected. Solam
asking that ODFW not drop its current protections of the wolves we now have, but
continue to work to increase heaithy wolf populations into a more stable number.

Sincerely,

Margaret Stephens
Salem, Oregon




From: s cascadia

To: v, issi LOf
Subject: Please Continue Protections for Native Gray Wolf Recovery
Date: Friday, March 13, 2015 10:47:35 AM

Dear Chair Finley, Director Melcher, & Commissioners,

I'm writing in regards to your wolf status review. Thank you Mr. Morgan for your
presentation.

My name is Stephanie Taylor, I grew up in SE Idaho in a cattle ranching community.
I moved to Oregon 13 years ago and am a permanent Oregon resident. I recently
graduated with an environmental science degree which raised my interest in wolf
recovery. I'm pursuing a career in wolf biology.

I'm here to applaud the efforts of the ODF&W in regards to the increase in wolf
recovery in Oregon, and also to voice concern over the current process of the Wolf
Conservation plan review & status review that will result in the allowance of lethal
measures for wolf management.

Oregon’s Wolf Conservation and Management Plan was a successful model for
negotiations between ODFW, conservationists, and ranchers. The increase in wolf
population was successful because of non-lethal measures. There have been a
decrease of livestock depredation incidents with the population increase. With only
77 wolves in the entire state of Oregon, I believe now is premature to be allowing
lethal measures.

It is my understanding that the wolf plan status review is dependent on how well the
existing regulations are working to achieve recovery. The wolf plan status review
must be science based, and not interest based, to ensure adequate analysis of the
existing regulations. The 2015 review must be determined before the status review
and before ODFW takes any action on the fragile population.

I urge the ODFW to continue to be a model for native wolf recovery, and allow this
recovery process to occur, before reversing your own conservation progress.

I thank you for your time.

Stephanie Taylor

1905 SE 45" Ave.
Portland, OR 97215



From: Terri Denten
To: D mission
Date: Sunday, March 15, 2015 4:00:44 PM

To ODFW administration,

RE: Delisting Wolves program

Predators have one thing in common -- kill them and eat only the heart and liver. it is the
most nutritious and easily digestible portion that they can regurgitate for their young
before their diet can handle red meat. Later in the fall when they teach their young to kill
they will often tear up and kill several lambs and maybe eat one completely up.

No wonder why wildlife populations are decreased. ODFW & legislation needs to stick with
the recovery and delisting plans. 1 wish these photographs with my comments put on the
April meeting agenda for May.

Thank you.

Terri Denton

waltherz312@hotmail.com
Heppner Qregon 97836



From: Terri Denton

To: QDEW Commission; gdfw.commission@state.or.us

Cc: Kathleen Cathy: Kirby Garrett; conagressman.areq.walden@mallhouse.gov; russ.jmorganstate.or.us;
riley.bushuedmait.house.gov; Elizabeth Scheeler@merkiay senate.dov

Subject: Wolves delisting and reality pictures

Date: sunday, March 15, 2015 4:45:14 PM

Importance: High

#1) Pictures Cow Elk with calf ripped from womb.
#2) Deer (doe) with twins ripped from the womb -- only heart & livers eaten.

From: Terri Denton
Sent: Sunday, March 15, 2015 4:00 PM
To: ODFW Commission

To ODFW administration,

RE: Delisting Wolves program

Predators have one thing in common -- kill their prey eating only the heart and liver. It is
the most nutritious and easily digestible portion that they can regurgitate for their young
before their diet can handle red meat. Later in the fall when they teach their young to kil
they will often tear up and kill several lambs and maybe eat one completely up.

No wonder why wildlife populations are decreased. As a Oregon Hunter for many years, |
am requesting ODFW & legislation continue and expedite delisting plans. If you want
hunters to continue supporting 3/4 of ODFW’s budget, programming and employment,
ODFW will need to sustain future wildlife populations to gain that funding generated

by sportsmen/ Why purchase tags, licenses and draw applications, licensing for trappers,
outfitters, houndsmen and other predator control measures if ODFW will not step up to the
table and resolve the devastation being created by the wolves, cougars, coyotes, bears,
perhaps reclassification of wolves as predator instead of endangered for the entire state of
Oregon would be a great start before there is no wildlife to manage and with Oregon’s
legislators support this can be accomplished to protect Oregonian’s.

i wish these photographs with my comments put on the April meeting agenda for May.

Thank you.

Terri Denton
waltherz312@hotmail.com









PUBLIC CORRESPONDENCE
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Cards with additional comments have also been copied as a part of this correspondence
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