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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Ms. Elizabeth Hunter
1125 W Willetta St
Phoenix, AZ 85007-1900
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Mrs. Kerry Boyle
1355 E Clark Dr
Gilbert, AZ 85297-6879
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Mr. Aaron Kirtz
1143 30th Rd
Astoria, NY 11102-4032
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Miss Jen Hogan
1100 Leavenworth St Apt 4
San Francisco, CA 94109-4083
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Mr. Edward Paul Hawley
4302 E Bellevue St Apt C
Tucson, AZ 85712-4638
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Dr. Elan Jagger
21 Little Horse Ln
Sedona, AZ 86336-7122
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery

efforts in the Southwest.
After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Mr. Richard Doyle
PO Box 1151
Santa Teresa, NM 88008-1151
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Ms. Margaret Briggs
13068 Davis Creek Rd
Mc Calla, AL 35111-1604
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be

analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would
upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Kevin Emmerich
P.O. Box 70
Beatty, NV 89003
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Therese Ryan
37310 36th St. E
Palmdale, CA 93550
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From all I have heard and seen it looks as though the mexican gray wolf
population has not been given a fair chance. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves. I believe that the time has come when

free public lands are so few that we have to decide if these lands are
wild or for the benifit of a few groups of humans. I want my public
lands
wild and i want them to be full of the wild animals that have lived
there.
Perhaps the time has also come for us to take a look at our grazing
practices in this area.
Please develop a Conservation Alternative to be analyzed in the draft
environmental impact statement that would upgrade the legal status of
the
reintroduced Mexican wolves from their current "experimental
non-essential" standing to a fully protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, and as a very last resort perform only live
removels to help us keep the genetic diversity that so many have worked
for. Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to enable the
Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically valuable animals into
areas in which no wolf packs have established territories.
Thank you,
Dayna Dominguez
Graduate Assistant
Dept of Fishery and Wildlife Sciences
New Mexico State University
PO Box 30003 Dept 4901
Las Cruces, NM 88003-8003
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Marilyn A. Waltasti
770 W. Flagstick Drive
Oro Valley, AZ 85755
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Rob Gonzalez
8840 Lake Park Circle N.
Davie, FL 33328
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
jeremy lewis
2143 w village dr
phx, AZ 85023
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
DIANE OHANIAN
P O BOX 26098
SAN DIEGO, CA 92196
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Irene Best
1411 Bragg St.
Lima, NY 14485
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Muir Mariner
9420 E Golf Links PMB 357
Tucson, AZ 85730
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Patricia Tomlin
353 Ridge View Drive
Sequim, WA 98382
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Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Lois Shadix
2928 Saddleback Dr
Cincinnati, OH 45244
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
karen krause
49 austain ave
albany, NY 12205
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Ashley Yonker
1109 Manor
Kalamazoo, MI 49006
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Dave Strunk
22 Morgan st.
Phoenixville, PA 19460
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Paul Crimmins
10996 S. Hwy 191
Safford, AZ 85546-9725
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be

analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would
upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Barry Smith
796 East 19th Street
Brooklyn, NY 11230
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Renee Hodge
2139 Barbara St.
Savannah, GA 31406
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
jan conley
7177 . E. Lake Blvd
Lake Nebagamon, WI 54849
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Nikki Somplasky
19524 Meadow Lake Rd
Cleveland, TX 77328
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Karen Mott
25 Fenwick Street
Greenlawn, NY 11740
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Richard Rasmussen
12520 Manor Dr.
Homer Glen, IL 60491
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Eileen Hennessy
63 Cleveland St.
Melrose, MA 02176-3719
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Judith Essex
1706 Whaley Ave
San Diego, CA 92104
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
diane jalbert
271 connecticut
atlanta, GA 30307
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Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
geraldine baron
666 west end ave.
nyc, NY 10025
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Andy Lynn
3671 Colonial Trail
Bush Sucks Cack
Douglasville, GA 30135-1108
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
David Goodlin
34 Challenger Court
34 Challenger Court
Walkersville, MD 21793-8127
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Kenn Schultz
6161 E. 4th St
Tucson, AZ 85711-1613
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Tom Schnurr
205 Fernwood DRive
Moraga, CA 94104
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Anne Kominowski
60 South Ohio Street
Martinsville, IN 46151
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be

analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would
upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
trevor perry
13878 Hansel Ave
Truckee, CA 96161
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Elise Poston
239 Estate Dr
Morgantown, WV 26508-5949
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Charles Belmont
1221 SW Shoreline Dr.Apt.1122
alm City, FL 34990
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Mark and Nancy Wolfe
222 Maxwell Street
Ingram, PA 15205-2031
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
John Kaminski
1517 Wellington Place
Aberdeen, NJ 07747
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Maria DiFiore
2418 W. Eastwood
Chicago, IL 60625
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Christopher Greenslate
780 Clark Ave.
Encinitas, CA 92024
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Fiona Urquhart
165 E D St
Encinitas, CA 92024
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Keir Morse
PO Box 385
Lindstrom, MN 55045
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Hitomi Tamura
1-25-7 Flora I-102
Zoshigaya, Toshima-ku
Tokyo 1710032
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Laura Lester
2706 Stuart Street
Burns, TN 37029
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Courtney Denning
6980 N Alexander Drive
Piqua, OH 45356
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
ray legault
11825 s.e. 221
kent, WA 98031

Received: from smtp1.fws.gov ([164.159.171.2])
by ifw9bctsmtp1.fws.doi.net (Lotus Domino Release 7.0.3)
with ESMTP id
2007122908530977-233046 ;
Sat, 29 Dec 2007 08:53:09 -0700
Received: from p01c11m021.mxlogic.net (mxl144v247.mxlogic.net
[208.65.144.247]) by smtp1.fws.gov (Postfix) with ESMTP id 351A419E8023
for <r2fwe_al@fws.gov>; Sat, 29 Dec 2007 08:27:30 -0700 (MST)
Received: from unknown [66.45.103.70]
by p01c11m021.mxlogic.net
(mxl_mta-5.3.0-3) with SMTP id 56d66774.2666204080.48704.00147.p01c11m021.mxlogic.net (envelope-from
<email_bounce_handler@bounce.convio.net>);
Sat, 29 Dec 2007
08:53:09 -0700 (MST)
Received: from unknown (HELO localhost) ([10.0.2.62]) by mtapoolcons.cluster2.convio.net with ESMTP; 29 Dec 2007 09:53:05 -0600
$MessageID: <20618607.1198943585863.JavaMail.www@app30>
PostedDate: 12/29/2007 08:53:05 AM
From: Barbara Horner <defenders@mail.defenders.org>
ReplyTo: Barbara Horner <bhorner@olp.net>
SendTo: r2fwe_al@fws.gov
Subject: Mexican Gray Wolf NEPA Scoping
MIME_Version: 1.0
Organization: Defenders of Wildlife
X_Convio_Version: 5.3.22
X_Gateway: poolcons
XData: 1010,9@nyttty9@4neQ@wa8S5w5LBc1dSx1c
X_ConvioDeliveryGroup: poolb
X_Spam: [F=0.0001954175; B=0.500(0); spf=0.500; S=0.018(2007121801);
MH=0.500(2007122913); R=0.009(10711292117); SC=none; SS=0.500]
X_Mail_From: <email_bounce_handler@bounce.convio.net>
X_SOURCE_IP: [(unknown)]
$MIMETrack: Itemize by SMTP Server on IFW9BCT-SMTP1/FWS/DOI(Release
7.0.3|September 26, 2007) at 12/29/2007 08:53:09 AM,MIME-CD by Notes
Client on Magdalena Etemadi/R2/FWS/DOI(Release 6.5.1|January 21, 2004)
at 01/22/2008 02:35:39 PM,MIME-CD complete at 01/22/2008 02:35:39 PM
SMTPOriginator: email_bounce_handler@bounce.convio.net
RoutingState:
$UpdatedBy: ,CN=IFW9BCT-SMTP1/OU=FWS/O=DOI
RouteServers: CN=IFW9BCTSMTP1/OU=FWS/O=DOI,CN=FW2ROMAIL/OU=R2/OU=FWS/O=DOI
RouteTimes: 12/29/2007 08:53:09 AM-12/29/2007 08:53:10 AM,12/29/2007
08:53:11 AM-12/29/2007 08:53:11 AM
$Orig: 5C702B718318D649872573C0005743C1
Categories:
$Revisions:
$MsgTrackFlags: 0
DeliveredDate: 12/29/2007 08:53:11 AM
Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Ms. Barbara Horner
2125 N 260 Rd
Mounds, OK 74047-6053
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Ms. Elizabeth Windish
381 S 13th Dr
Show Low, AZ 85901-5709
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery

efforts in the Southwest.
After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Mr. William Murdoch
362 S Rosenberger Ave Apt L
Evansville, IN 47712-6620
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Mr. Thomas L. Bragg
18206 Smoke House Ct
Germantown, MD 20874-2427
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Ms. Tomisue Barela
7201 E Camino Valle Verde
Tucson, AZ 85715-3433
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Mr. Ronald Ratliff
1408 Chaco Ave
Grants, NM 87020-2303
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Dr. nicholas musica
4 Shorebrook Cir
Neptune, NJ 07753-3534
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery

efforts in the Southwest.
After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Ms. Renae Bowman
6563 College Hill Rd
Clinton, NY 13323-4901
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Ms. Susan Pemberton
11784 S Cassidy Dr
Yuma, AZ 85367-5963
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Ericka Otterson
3545 Colfax Avenue S
Apt. B
Minneapolis, MN 55408
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Shirley Kosek
9231 N KANAWHA ST
Tucson, AZ 85742-9682
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Jayna Monroe
7137 Pineberry Rd.
Dallas, TX 75249
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Paul Netusil
9 Lachmund Court
Old Tappan, NJ 07675-7237
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Diane Switalski
11712 Parkview Lane
Seminole, FL 33772
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Joan Hulse
110 Winchester Lane
Locust Grove, VA 22508
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Patricia Blevins
12 Small Road
Phillips, ME 04966
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Thomas Grimes
447 Gifford Rd
Schenectady, NY 12304
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Rochelle Druckenmiller
164 N 74th St 2060
Mesa, AZ 85207
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Tina Beedle
6324 Blueberry Street
Milton, FL 32570
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Gloria Picchetti
553 W Oakdale
Chicago, IL 60657

Received: from smtp1.fws.gov ([164.159.171.2])
by ifw9bctsmtp1.fws.doi.net (Lotus Domino Release 7.0.3)
with ESMTP id
2007122908460303-232928 ;
Sat, 29 Dec 2007 08:46:03 -0700
Received: from p01c11m086.mxlogic.net (mxl144v247.mxlogic.net
[208.65.144.247]) by smtp1.fws.gov (Postfix) with ESMTP id 6406519E8023
for <r2fwe_al@fws.gov>; Sat, 29 Dec 2007 08:20:23 -0700 (MST)
Received: from unknown [65.160.234.70]
by p01c11m086.mxlogic.net
(mxl_mta-5.3.0-3) with SMTP id abb66774.3223714736.207244.00122.p01c11m086.mxlogic.net (envelope-from <mbsgrs@gwi.net>);
Sat,
29 Dec 2007 08:46:02 -0700 (MST)
Received: from unknown (HELO weba1.sac.getactive.com)
([192.168.17.109]) by mx70.getactive.com with SMTP; 29 Dec 2007
07:41:33 -0800
PostedDate: 12/29/2007 08:46:01 AM
$MessageID: <20071229154601.17229.32273.qmail@weba1.sac.getactive.com>
From: mbsgrs@gwi.net
SendTo: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov
Subject: Attn: Mexican Gray Wolf NEPA Scoping
X_Spam: [F=0.0039080603; B=0.500(0); spf=0.500; S=0.037(2007121801);
MH=0.500(2007122912); R=0.091(107112921037); SC=none; SS=0.500]
X_Mail_From: <mbsgrs@gwi.net>
X_SOURCE_IP: [(unknown)]
$MIMETrack: Itemize by SMTP Server on IFW9BCT-SMTP1/FWS/DOI(Release
7.0.3|September 26, 2007) at 12/29/2007 08:46:03 AM,MIME-CD by Notes
Client on Magdalena Etemadi/R2/FWS/DOI(Release 6.5.1|January 21, 2004)
at 01/22/2008 02:35:45 PM,MIME-CD complete at 01/22/2008 02:35:45 PM
SMTPOriginator: mbsgrs@gwi.net
RoutingState:
$UpdatedBy: ,CN=IFW9BCT-SMTP1/OU=FWS/O=DOI
RouteServers: CN=IFW9BCTSMTP1/OU=FWS/O=DOI,CN=FW2ROMAIL/OU=R2/OU=FWS/O=DOI
RouteTimes: 12/29/2007 08:46:03 AM-12/29/2007 08:46:04 AM,12/29/2007
08:46:04 AM-12/29/2007 08:46:05 AM
$Orig: 48FE8FBA1887F466872573C000569D0F
Categories:
$Revisions:
$MsgTrackFlags: 0
DeliveredDate: 12/29/2007 08:46:05 AM
Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Gordon Smith
21 Bodwell Street
Brunswick, ME 04011
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Joann Koch
134 Olenick Rd.
Lebanon, CT 06249
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Cheryl Thacker
43 Conant Valley Road
Pound Ridge, NY 10576
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Charles Titterington
5083 Biscayne Rd.
Kissimmee, FL 34746

Received: from smtp1.fws.gov ([164.159.171.2])
by ifw9bctsmtp1.fws.doi.net (Lotus Domino Release 7.0.3)
with ESMTP id
2007122908440336-232915 ;
Sat, 29 Dec 2007 08:44:03 -0700
Received: from p01c11m061.mxlogic.net (mxl144v247.mxlogic.net
[208.65.144.247]) by smtp1.fws.gov (Postfix) with ESMTP id AEBFF19E8028
for <r2fwe_al@fws.gov>; Sat, 29 Dec 2007 08:18:23 -0700 (MST)
Received: from unknown [65.160.234.70]
by p01c11m061.mxlogic.net
(mxl_mta-5.3.0-3) with SMTP id 24b66774.2572827568.26121.00130.p01c11m061.mxlogic.net (envelope-from <rrbowman@tds.net>);
Sat,
29 Dec 2007 08:44:02 -0700 (MST)
Received: from unknown (HELO weba1.sac.getactive.com)
([192.168.17.109]) by mx70.getactive.com with SMTP; 29 Dec 2007
07:39:32 -0800
PostedDate: 12/29/2007 08:44:00 AM
$MessageID: <20071229154400.17229.32189.qmail@weba1.sac.getactive.com>
From: rrbowman@tds.net
SendTo: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov
Subject: Attn: Mexican Gray Wolf NEPA Scoping
X_Spam: [F=0.0010220249; B=0.500(0); spf=0.500; S=0.010(2007121801);
MH=0.500(2007122912); R=0.091(10711292546); SC=none; SS=0.500]
X_Mail_From: <rrbowman@tds.net>
X_SOURCE_IP: [(unknown)]
$MIMETrack: Itemize by SMTP Server on IFW9BCT-SMTP1/FWS/DOI(Release
7.0.3|September 26, 2007) at 12/29/2007 08:44:03 AM,MIME-CD by Notes
Client on Magdalena Etemadi/R2/FWS/DOI(Release 6.5.1|January 21, 2004)
at 01/22/2008 02:35:47 PM,MIME-CD complete at 01/22/2008 02:35:47 PM
SMTPOriginator: rrbowman@tds.net
RoutingState:
$UpdatedBy: ,CN=IFW9BCT-SMTP1/OU=FWS/O=DOI
RouteServers: CN=IFW9BCTSMTP1/OU=FWS/O=DOI,CN=FW2ROMAIL/OU=R2/OU=FWS/O=DOI
RouteTimes: 12/29/2007 08:44:03 AM-12/29/2007 08:44:04 AM,12/29/2007
08:44:04 AM-12/29/2007 08:44:05 AM
$Orig: B9B85707C6BD95D7872573C000566E51
Categories:
$Revisions:
$MsgTrackFlags: 0
DeliveredDate: 12/29/2007 08:44:05 AM
Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Renae Bowman
6563 College Hill Rd
Clinton, NY 13323
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Bob Steininger
100 South Westridge Place
Phoenixville, PA 19460
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Craig Jensen
6803 164th Place S.W.
Edmonds, WA 98026
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Nubaha Sayeed
44-05 Macnish St
Elmhurst, NY 11373
Elmhurst, NY 11373
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
William Sturdevant
248-1 Shore Road
Old Lyme, CT 06371
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically
constrained by any other politically derived restrictions - just
as other endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration of this important matter.
Sincerely,
Mary Pettis
311 Carolina Meadows Villa
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-8523
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Bettye Whipp
965 Charleston
Bridge City, TX 77611
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Daniel Lippman
296 Division Street
Great Barrington, MA 01230-1119
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Ruthann Roka
648 Circlewood Drive
Venice, FL 34293
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically
constrained by any other politically derived restrictions - just
as other endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Another note. We should do everything to protect our nature in
America. Take some of the aid to other countries and take care
of our own borders (nature) that we humans are part of.
Sincerely, Jean Auris 2703 S Pebble Brook Dr.
Homosassa, FL 34448
Sincerely,
Jean Auris
2703 S Pebble Brook Dr.
Homosassa, FL 34448
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Cynthia Sherman-Jones
E3740 26th Road
Limestone, MI 49816
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Kalinke ten Hulzen
Havenweg 3
Wieringerwerf 1771 RW
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
DARWIN BEARLEY
PO BOX 22228
Akron, OH 44302
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Julie Ray
1326 Monterey Ave
Apt. 2
Norfolk, VA 23508
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Kim Johnson
468 Kings Hwy
Wyandotte, MI 48192
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be

analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would
upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Matthew Downing
1765 peachtree st.
Atlanta, GA 30309
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
laura anderson
6213 Mountain Shadow Lane
West Cajon Valley, CA 92371
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Ashley Hand
P.O. Box 3707
Carefree, AZ 85377
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Susan Pemberton
11784 S Cassidy Dr
Yuma, AZ 85367
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Lawrence Toush
132 W Main
PO Box 368
Marcellus, MI 49067
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Shannon Dyke
6101 Imperata St NE
Apt 1726
Albuquerque, NM 87111
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be

analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would
upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Glenn Fredricksen
1317 Sebastian Way
Sacramento, CA 95864
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Oakley Howell
17888 Sutton Road
Redding, CA 96003
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Blythe Lowry
104 Brookfield Terrace
Ardmore, PA 19003
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Wallace
2747 Brandywine St NW
Washington, DC 20008
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Joseph Buchbinder
16031 Londelius Ave.
North Hills, CA 91343

Received: from smtp1.fws.gov ([164.159.171.2])
by ifw9bctsmtp1.fws.doi.net (Lotus Domino Release 7.0.3)
with ESMTP id
2007122908253421-232768 ;
Sat, 29 Dec 2007 08:25:34 -0700
Received: from p01c11m094.mxlogic.net (mxl144v247.mxlogic.net
[208.65.144.247]) by smtp1.fws.gov (Postfix) with ESMTP id 597D319E8023
for <r2fwe_al@fws.gov>; Sat, 29 Dec 2007 07:59:54 -0700 (MST)
Received: from unknown [65.160.234.70] (EHLO mx70.getactive.com) by
p01c11m094.mxlogic.net (mxl_mta-5.3.0-3) with ESMTP id
de666774.3149904816.6324.00-085.p01c11m094.mxlogic.net (envelope-from
<bookfindus@yahoo.com>);
Sat, 29 Dec 2007 08:25:33 -0700 (MST)
Received: from unknown (HELO weba1.sac.getactive.com)
([192.168.17.109]) by mx70.getactive.com with SMTP; 29 Dec 2007
07:21:04 -0800
PostedDate: 12/29/2007 08:25:32 AM
$MessageID: <20071229152532.17229.31781.qmail@weba1.sac.getactive.com>
From: bookfindus@yahoo.com
SendTo: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov
Subject: Attn: Mexican Gray Wolf NEPA Scoping
X_Spam: [F=0.0010220249; B=0.500(0); S=0.010(2007121801);
MH=0.500(2007122911); R=0.091(10711292119); SC=none; SS=0.500]
X_Mail_From: <bookfindus@yahoo.com>
X_SOURCE_IP: [65.160.234.70]
$MIMETrack: Itemize by SMTP Server on IFW9BCT-SMTP1/FWS/DOI(Release
7.0.3|September 26, 2007) at 12/29/2007 08:25:34 AM,MIME-CD by Notes
Client on Magdalena Etemadi/R2/FWS/DOI(Release 6.5.1|January 21, 2004)
at 01/22/2008 02:35:56 PM,MIME-CD complete at 01/22/2008 02:35:56 PM
SMTPOriginator: bookfindus@yahoo.com
RoutingState:
$UpdatedBy: ,CN=IFW9BCT-SMTP1/OU=FWS/O=DOI
RouteServers: CN=IFW9BCTSMTP1/OU=FWS/O=DOI,CN=FW2ROMAIL/OU=R2/OU=FWS/O=DOI
RouteTimes: 12/29/2007 08:25:34 AM-12/29/2007 08:25:36 AM,12/29/2007
08:25:36 AM-12/29/2007 08:25:37 AM
$Orig: 369EFB22533E757B872573C00054BD0E
Categories:
$Revisions:
$MsgTrackFlags: 0
DeliveredDate: 12/29/2007 08:25:37 AM
Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
RYAN LUCAS
5316 PEBBLE BEACH AVE
SARASOTA, FL 34234
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
J. Holley Taylor
5745 SW 75th St., #362
Gainesville, FL 32608
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Chris Watenpool
21571 Tovar Road
Harlingen, TX 78550
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Dr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
NM
Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
The opportunity to comment on the rule-change for managing
reintroduced Mexican gray wolves comes not a moment too soon.
Fish and Wildlife Service management, with its heavy reliance on
predator control targeting the wolves, has suppressed the wolf
population and contributed to inbreeding. The solution must
comply with the conservation mandate of the Endangered Species
Act and not allow loss of wolves - from any and all sources,
including government take and illegal poaching - to keep the
population from rapid growth and genetic rescue.
To this end, please develop a Conservation Alternative to be
analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement that would

upgrade the legal status of the reintroduced Mexican wolves from
their current "experimental non-essential" standing to a fully
protected endangered status.
Please do not include any alternative for analysis that would
increase take of wolves, set any limits on wolf numbers,
restrict their movements, or in any other respect infringe on
the potential of establishing additional Mexican wolf
populations, one of which is already called for in the 1982
Mexican Wolf Recovery Plan and more of which will likely be
required in a future revision of that plan.
The Conservation Alternative should include the following
provisions:
1) Allow release of wolves from the captive breeding population
directly into New Mexico. This is particularly important to
enable the Fish and Wildlife Service to release genetically
valuable animals into areas in which no wolf packs have
established territories.
2) Allow wolves to roam freely outside the boundaries of the
Blue Range
Wolf Recovery Area and not be geographically constrained by any
other politically derived restrictions - just as other
endangered species are allowed free movement.
3) Require livestock owners using public lands to remove or
render inedible the carcasses of non-wolf-killed stock so as to
prevent wolves from being attracted to areas where domestic
animals are vulnerable and habituating to preying on stock. This
could be accomplished, at least in part, by holding blameless
for subsequent depredations any wolf that has scavenged on dead
livestock - and protecting such wolves from any governmental or
private "take" or predator control.
4) Authorize release of wolves into the White Sands Wolf
Recovery Area, which is just a few dozen miles to the east of
the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. White Sands has already been
analyzed for its suitability for wolves and could serve as a
home for genetically valuable wolves that might not otherwise be
released. White Sands has only been found "unsuitable" if wolves
are required to stay within its boundaries, but as part of a
population that interacts with wolves in the Gila, it would
serve an important role.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
karen donofrio
252 s 44th st
philadelphia, PA 19104
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Ms. Terry Sario
4666 N 19th Ave
Phoenix, AZ 85015-4152
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Ms. G.L. Sanchez-Levine
244 Carlos Rd NE
Albuquerque, NM 87113-1402
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Ms. Brenda Beattie
221 N Melendres St
Las Cruces, NM 88005-2505
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for seriously considering my viewpoints on this incredibly
important matter.
Sincerely,
Miss Heather Reichert
17218 Greenwood Dr
Round Hill, VA 20141-4423
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Dec 29, 2007
Brian Millsap
Dear

Millsap,

As a supporter of scientifically sound wildlife management who
understands the value wolves can bring to ecosystems, I am writing to
urge you to take a more balanced approach to Mexican wolf recovery
efforts in the Southwest.

After ten years of reintroduction efforts, there are fewer than 60
wolves in the wild lands of the Southwest, more than 40 short of the
reintroduction goal of establishing 102 wolves in the wild by 2006.
Mexican wolves are one of the most endangered animals in the world and
play an important role in restoring balance to Southwest forests.
despite these facts, the Service hasn't made much progress in
restoring them.

But

There are millions of acres of public land in the Southwest where
wolves could thrive, but Mexican wolves continue to be confined to a
much smaller, politically defined recovery area. The rules as they
stand do not live up to the promise of the Endangered Species Act.
As one of 900,000 members and supporters of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am asking you to make the following changes in the reintroduction
rule.
First, "uplist" the Mexican wolf to Experimental Essential
status. This will preserve the management flexibility of the rule,
but require that other agencies consult about impacts on wolves.
Second, allow the wolves to disperse beyond the recovery area, and to
be released where biologists say is best.
Third, don't limit wolf numbers, or allow any new reasons to kill them
and ensure that any authorized removals take into account individual
wolves' genetic value, the size and health of the population, the
number of breeding pairs, and whether progress toward recovery is
being made.
I am confident that if you make all of these changes, the Mexican gray
wolf recovery program will get back on track and these wolves will
have a real chance at recovery in the wild lands of the Southwest.
Thank you for considering my viewpoints on this incredibly important
matter.
Sincerely,
Mr. Thomas Farmer
1255 S Camino Arriba
Tucson, AZ 85713-1304

