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$Revisions: $MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:58:37 PM 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, Armand Fontaine 4 Brandy Lane Wichita Falls, TX 763062101
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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, Janice Paik 15 Overlook Drive Newtown, CT 06470
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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 Yake 4032 Green Cove St. NW Olympia, WA
98502
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$MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:58:36 PM 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 Fazzini 213-08 73rd Ave. Flushing, NY 11364
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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, Lara Schifferns 115 Sansome St 400 San Francisco, CA
94109
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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, Kristeen Adams 1005 Irving Street - Apt 6 San Francisco, CA
94122-2242
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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, Alessander Botti Benevides Rua Teotônio Vilella,147,
Fradinhos Vitória, E.S. 29042590
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Millsap, State Administrator, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service NM Dear Dr. U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, 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 nonessential" 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, Margaret Adam 972 Acacia Corona, CA 92879
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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, Jesse Schubert 1514 Bellevue Ave #402 Seattle, WA 98122
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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, Gregory Falberg 19807 pacifica cir Hunington Beach, CA
92648-3021
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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 jennings po box 593 campbell, CA 95009
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$Revisions: $MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:57:34 PM 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, Jaysa Nesbitt 4181 Market St. NE Apt. F Salem, OR 97301
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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, Mary Halligan 16610 White Star Drive Houston, TX 77062
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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, David Rindlaub 408 S. Venice Blvd. Apt. 209 Venice, CA
90291
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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, cassian sandeberg 8810 pico blvd los angeles, CA 90035
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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, al duncan 397 broomhead drive dunfermline ky12 9ag
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$Revisions: $MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:39 PM 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, Alessandro Lenuzza Via Roma,196 Bagno a Ripoli 50012
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$MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:39 PM 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, Morrigan Black 503 CR 476 Freeport, TX 77541
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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, kyle haines 1415 Johnson Ave Klamath Falls, OR 97601
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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, Virginia G. Murphy 8831 Greenwood Ave. San Gabriel, CA
91775

Received: from smtp1.fws.gov ([164.159.171.2])
by ifw9bct-smtp1.fws.doi.net
(Lotus Domino Release 7.0.3)
with ESMTP id 2007122814563508-220224 ;
Fri, 28 Dec 2007 14:56:35 -0700 Received: from p01c11m013.mxlogic.net
(mxl144v247.mxlogic.net [208.65.144.247]) by smtp1.fws.gov (Postfix) with ESMTP id
61F4519E8034
for <r2fwe_al@fws.gov>; Fri, 28 Dec 2007 14:30:43 -0700
(MST) Received: from unknown [65.160.234.70] by p01c11m013.mxlogic.net
(mxl_mta-5.3.0-3)
with SMTP id 21175774.2654571440.56706.00118.p01c11m013.mxlogic.net (envelope-from <2manfredi@comcast.net>);
Fri, 28
Dec 2007 14:56:34 -0700 (MST) Received: from unknown (HELO
weba1.sac.getactive.com) ([192.168.17.109]) by mx70.getactive.com with SMTP; 28
Dec 2007 13:51:59 -0800 PostedDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:27 PM $MessageID:
<20071228215627.17229.5900.qmail@weba1.sac.getactive.com> From:
2manfredi@comcast.net SendTo: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov Subject: Attn: Mexican Gray
Wolf NEPA Scoping X_Spam: [F=0.0010146601; B=0.500(0); spf=0.500;
S=0.010(2007121801); MH=0.500(2007122829); R=0.091(1071128144543); SC=none;
SS=0.500] X_Mail_From: <2manfredi@comcast.net> X_SOURCE_IP:
[(unknown)] $MIMETrack: Itemize by SMTP Server on IFW9BCTSMTP1/FWS/DOI(Release 7.0.3|September 26, 2007) at 12/28/2007 02:56:35
PM,MIME-CD by Notes Client on Magdalena Etemadi/R2/FWS/DOI(Release
6.5.1|January 21, 2004) at 01/22/2008 03:08:27 PM,MIME-CD complete at 01/22/2008
03:08:27 PM SMTPOriginator: 2manfredi@comcast.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:
12/28/2007 02:56:35 PM-12/28/2007 02:56:37 PM,12/28/2007 02:56:37 PM-12/28/2007
02:56:38 PM $Orig: D6E583BEB00210D4872573BF00788974 Categories:
$Revisions: $MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:38 PM 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, Peggy Manfredi 1645 Valdora St Davis, CA 95618-6312
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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, Trenton McKinney 6510 SW Evan CT Portland, OR 97223
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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, Mary Eaton Fairfield 3573 Lakeshore Avenue Oakland, CA
94610
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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, Gene Fox PO Box 1181 York Harbor, ME 03911
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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, Korina Drenon 7452 SE Carla Ct. Milwaukie, OR 97267
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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, Kathleen Eaton 1035 Schagrin Dr. Middletown, DE 19709
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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, Erica Unger 400 Wiltshire Drive Bellefonte, PA 168237946
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$Revisions: $MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:38 PM 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, Dawna Beasecker 730 Haley Woods Kodak, TN 37764
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$Revisions: $MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:38 PM 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, Michelle Sewald 1322 Hoffman Drive ERIE, CO 80516
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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 Herndon 125 N. Brighton St. #231 Burbank, CA
91506
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$Revisions: $MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:37 PM 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, Kitlyn Rescinito 2865 Lincoln Park Drive Galesburg, IL
61401
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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, Conor Corkrum 1800 Eastlake Ave E #309 Seattle, WA
98102
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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, Gerri Reaves 16442 Timberlakes DR #204 Fort Myers, FL
33908
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$Revisions: $MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:36 PM 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 Bernstein 339 Lakeside Place Highland Park, IL
60035
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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 Watt 4500 The Woods Drive Apt 2522 San Jose, CA
95136

Received: from smtp1.fws.gov ([164.159.171.2])
by ifw9bct-smtp1.fws.doi.net
(Lotus Domino Release 7.0.3)
with ESMTP id 2007122814563322-220209 ;
Fri, 28 Dec 2007 14:56:33 -0700 Received: from p01c11m003.mxlogic.net
(mxl144v247.mxlogic.net [208.65.144.247]) by smtp1.fws.gov (Postfix) with ESMTP id
83E6119E8034
for <r2fwe_al@fws.gov>; Fri, 28 Dec 2007 14:30:41 -0700
(MST) Received: from unknown [65.160.234.70] by p01c11m003.mxlogic.net
(mxl_mta-5.3.0-3)
with SMTP id 01175774.2664774576.130668.00063.p01c11m003.mxlogic.net (envelope-from <joy.burhop@lw.com>); Fri, 28 Dec
2007 14:56:32 -0700 (MST) Received: from unknown (HELO weba1.sac.getactive.com)
([192.168.17.109]) by mx70.getactive.com with SMTP; 28 Dec 2007 13:51:59 0800 PostedDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:26 PM $MessageID:
<20071228215626.17229.5878.qmail@weba1.sac.getactive.com> From:
joy.burhop@lw.com SendTo: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov Subject: Attn: Mexican Gray
Wolf NEPA Scoping X_Spam: [F=0.0010146601; B=0.500(0); spf=0.500;
S=0.010(2007121801); MH=0.500(2007122829); R=0.091(1071128144618); SC=none;
SS=0.500] X_Mail_From: <joy.burhop@lw.com> X_SOURCE_IP:
[(unknown)] $MIMETrack: Itemize by SMTP Server on IFW9BCTSMTP1/FWS/DOI(Release 7.0.3|September 26, 2007) at 12/28/2007 02:56:33
PM,MIME-CD by Notes Client on Magdalena Etemadi/R2/FWS/DOI(Release
6.5.1|January 21, 2004) at 01/22/2008 03:08:32 PM,MIME-CD complete at 01/22/2008
03:08:32 PM SMTPOriginator: joy.burhop@lw.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:
12/28/2007 02:56:33 PM-12/28/2007 02:56:34 PM,12/28/2007 02:56:35 PM-12/28/2007
02:56:36 PM $Orig: 4D6C83094C0C7B8A872573BF007888BA Categories:
$Revisions: $MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:36 PM 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, Joy Burhop 1842 Windward Lane Hanover Park, IL 60133
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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, beth curlee 13220 n 23rd ave phoenix, AZ 85029
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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 Carroll 1319 S. 166th St. Omaha, NE 68130

Received: from smtp1.fws.gov ([164.159.171.2])
by ifw9bct-smtp1.fws.doi.net
(Lotus Domino Release 7.0.3)
with ESMTP id 2007122814563313-220208 ;
Fri, 28 Dec 2007 14:56:33 -0700 Received: from p01c11m042.mxlogic.net
(mxl144v247.mxlogic.net [208.65.144.247]) by smtp1.fws.gov (Postfix) with ESMTP id
6F64519E8024
for <r2fwe_al@fws.gov>; Fri, 28 Dec 2007 14:30:41 -0700
(MST) Received: from unknown [65.160.234.70] by p01c11m042.mxlogic.net
(mxl_mta-5.3.0-3)
with SMTP id 01175774.2530368432.69669.00127.p01c11m042.mxlogic.net (envelope-from <streetmm@mindspring.com>); Fri, 28
Dec 2007 14:56:32 -0700 (MST) Received: from unknown (HELO
weba1.sac.getactive.com) ([192.168.17.109]) by mx70.getactive.com with SMTP; 28
Dec 2007 13:51:59 -0800 PostedDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:26 PM $MessageID:
<20071228215626.17229.5876.qmail@weba1.sac.getactive.com> From:
streetmm@mindspring.com SendTo: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov Subject: Attn: Mexican
Gray Wolf NEPA Scoping X_Spam: [F=0.0010146601; B=0.500(0);
S=0.010(2007121801); MH=0.500(2007122829); R=0.091(1071128144540); SC=none;
SS=0.500] X_Mail_From: <streetmm@mindspring.com> X_SOURCE_IP:
[(unknown)] $MIMETrack: Itemize by SMTP Server on IFW9BCTSMTP1/FWS/DOI(Release 7.0.3|September 26, 2007) at 12/28/2007 02:56:33
PM,MIME-CD by Notes Client on Magdalena Etemadi/R2/FWS/DOI(Release
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$Revisions: $MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:35 PM 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, Marjorie Streeter 2320 Emerald Heights Court Reston, VA
20191-1745
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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, Janine Gedmin 1107 Windsor Ln KEY WEST, FL 33040
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$MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:35 PM 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, Sherry Ochoa-Rounkles 17532 E. Cloudberry Dr. Parker, CO
80134
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$Revisions: $MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:35 PM 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, Leslie LaConte 7520 Brompton Rd., Apt. 679 Houston, TX
77025
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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, Annabelle Travis 5926 Hillside Dr. El Sobrante, CA 94803
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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, Lea Taylor 181 Hui Road F Apartment 3 Lahaina, HI 96761
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$Revisions: $MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:35 PM 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, Patty Alejandro 514 W. Verness St. Covina, CA 91723
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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 Dare 1081 Court #810A Memphis, TN 38104-2126
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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, Lynn Ledgerwood 2605 Otis St. SE Olympia, WA 98501
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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, kelly corso 225 E. 74th Street #3J New York, NY 10021
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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 Strauss 50 Burton St New Haven, CT 06515
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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, Betty Barker 204 S Monte Vista Dr Glade Spring, VA
24340
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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, jennifer Lance PO Box 139 Hyampom, CA 96046
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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, scott murphy 3307 weston st charlotte, NC 28209
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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, James Mast 6107 River Forest Drive Manassas, VA 20112
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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, dale riehart 86 south park st san francisco, CA 94107
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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, Shannon Fouts S Wright Ave Tacoma, WA 98418
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$MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:32 PM 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, SARAH HUNNEWELL PO BOX 75 WATER MILL, NY
11976
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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, stephen montgomery 7071 CHAPALA CANYON
COURT SAN DIEGO, CA 92129
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$MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:31 PM 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 Morrissey 67 Kendall Avenue Binghamton, NY 139031446
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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, Alfred S Fuller 2712 Sol Y Luz Loop Santa Fe, NM 87505
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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, Randel Romero 1456 E. Philadelphia St #7 Ontario, CA
91761
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$MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:30 PM 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, Leslie Mace 5932 Fredricks Road Sebastopol, CA 95472

Received: from smtp1.fws.gov ([164.159.171.2])
by ifw9bct-smtp1.fws.doi.net
(Lotus Domino Release 7.0.3)
with ESMTP id 2007122814562735-220183 ;
Fri, 28 Dec 2007 14:56:27 -0700 Received: from p01c11m003.mxlogic.net
(mxl144v247.mxlogic.net [208.65.144.247]) by smtp1.fws.gov (Postfix) with ESMTP id
A12D019E8024
for <r2fwe_al@fws.gov>; Fri, 28 Dec 2007 14:30:35 -0700
(MST) Received: from unknown [65.160.234.70] (EHLO mx70.getactive.com) by
p01c11m003.mxlogic.net (mxl_mta-5.3.0-3) with ESMTP id
a0175774.2559876016.130668.00-063.p01c11m003.mxlogic.net (envelope-from
<sugsat40@hotmail.com>); Fri, 28 Dec 2007 14:56:26 -0700 (MST) Received: from
unknown (HELO weba1.sac.getactive.com) ([192.168.17.109]) by mx70.getactive.com
with SMTP; 28 Dec 2007 13:51:59 -0800 PostedDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:26
PM $MessageID:
<20071228215626.17229.5830.qmail@weba1.sac.getactive.com> From:
sugsat40@hotmail.com SendTo: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov Subject: Attn: Mexican Gray
Wolf NEPA Scoping X_Spam: [F=0.0010146601; B=0.500(0); spf=0.500;
S=0.010(2007121801); MH=0.500(2007122829); R=0.091(1071128144618); SC=none;
SS=0.500] X_Mail_From: <sugsat40@hotmail.com> X_SOURCE_IP:
[65.160.234.70] $MIMETrack: Itemize by SMTP Server on IFW9BCTSMTP1/FWS/DOI(Release 7.0.3|September 26, 2007) at 12/28/2007 02:56:27
PM,MIME-CD by Notes Client on Magdalena Etemadi/R2/FWS/DOI(Release
6.5.1|January 21, 2004) at 01/22/2008 03:08:41 PM,MIME-CD complete at 01/22/2008
03:08:41 PM SMTPOriginator: sugsat40@hotmail.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:
12/28/2007 02:56:27 PM-12/28/2007 02:56:29 PM,12/28/2007 02:56:29 PM-12/28/2007
02:56:30 PM $Orig: A282646BEE839917872573BF0078866F Categories: $Revisions:
$MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:56:30 PM 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, Lisa Upson 2905 Spring Meadows Drive Bozeman, MT
59715
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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, linda wright po 12592 tucson, AZ 85732
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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, Douglas Estes 629 Arguello Blvd. Apt. 303 San Francisco, CA
94118
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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, Gaye Wilson, RN, MSN, MS 4925 Summit View Court El
Dorado, CA 95623
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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, Sonda Gabriel 1016 Windward Way St. Augustine, FL
32080
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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 Crotty 1467 Cherry Creek Manchester, MO 63021
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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 Wiesner 2005 N. Commerce St Milwaukee, WI
53212
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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, Carolyn Greer 377 GreenTree Drive Broxton, GA 31519
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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, Michele Roberts 401 12th Street South #709 Arlington, VA
22202
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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, Larry Niles 5809 Thrush Lane Madison, WI 53711
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$Revisions: $MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:54:30 PM 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, Mary Wallace 420 Montclaire SE Albuquerque, NM 87108

Received: from smtp1.fws.gov ([164.159.171.2])
by ifw9bct-smtp1.fws.doi.net
(Lotus Domino Release 7.0.3)
with ESMTP id 2007122814542915-220123 ;
Fri, 28 Dec 2007 14:54:29 -0700 Received: from p01c11m096.mxlogic.net
(mxl144v247.mxlogic.net [208.65.144.247]) by smtp1.fws.gov (Postfix) with ESMTP id
6CA1C19E8024
for <r2fwe_al@fws.gov>; Fri, 28 Dec 2007 14:28:37 -0700
(MST) Received: from unknown [65.160.234.70] by p01c11m096.mxlogic.net
(mxl_mta-5.3.0-3)
with SMTP id 49075774.3318062000.122365.00068.p01c11m096.mxlogic.net (envelope-from <jasons@wumple.com>); Fri, 28 Dec
2007 14:54:28 -0700 (MST) Received: from unknown (HELO weba1.sac.getactive.com)
([192.168.17.109]) by mx70.getactive.com with SMTP; 28 Dec 2007 13:49:55 0800 PostedDate: 12/28/2007 02:54:22 PM $MessageID:
<20071228215422.17229.5800.qmail@weba1.sac.getactive.com> From:
jasons@wumple.com SendTo: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov Subject: Attn: Mexican Gray
Wolf NEPA Scoping X_Spam: [F=0.0010146601; B=0.500(0); S=0.010(2007121801);
MH=0.500(2007122829); R=0.091(1071128144549); SC=none;
SS=0.500] X_Mail_From: <jasons@wumple.com> X_SOURCE_IP:
[(unknown)] $MIMETrack: Itemize by SMTP Server on IFW9BCTSMTP1/FWS/DOI(Release 7.0.3|September 26, 2007) at 12/28/2007 02:54:29
PM,MIME-CD by Notes Client on Magdalena Etemadi/R2/FWS/DOI(Release
6.5.1|January 21, 2004) at 01/22/2008 03:08:45 PM,MIME-CD complete at 01/22/2008
03:08:45 PM SMTPOriginator: jasons@wumple.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:
12/28/2007 02:54:29 PM-12/28/2007 02:54:30 PM,12/28/2007 02:54:30 PM-12/28/2007
02:54:30 PM $Orig: A04182B9A1F98997872573BF00785843 Categories: $Revisions:
$MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:54:30 PM 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, Jason Spangler 8521 Foxhound Tr Austin, TX 78729-7280
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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, annie laurie 115 SICARD AVE DRACUT, MA 01826
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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, Douglas Diamond 2211 Riverside Aveue CB 311 Minneapolis,
MN 55454
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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, thatcher koch 684 rough %pa_address% ready rd. san jose, CA
95133
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$Revisions: $MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:54:29 PM 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, Carol Masuda 1668 N. Forgeus Tucson, AZ 85716
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$MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:54:29 PM 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, Claudia von Grunebaum 260 West End Blvd. Winston-Salem,
NC 27101
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$MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:54:29 PM 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, Ken Kipen P.O. Box 183 Ashfield, MA 01330
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$Revisions: $MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:54:29 PM 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, Aelred Glidden 56500 Abbey Road Three Rivers, MI 49093
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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, Jordan Reed 925 Union Street #6G Brooklyn, NY 11215
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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, Lynne Daub 278 Rivermoor Drive Marietta, PA 17547-1924
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$MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:54:28 PM 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, Heather Marsh 6710 Lake Park Drive Apt. 201C Greenbelt,
MD 20770
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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, Marnie gaede 772 Caldera Curve South Fork, CO 81154
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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 Hartik PO Box 461 Tonasket, WA 98855
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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, Aaron Hicks PO BOX 7042 Chandler, AZ 85246
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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, Eric Bourgeois 888 Massachusetts Avenue 614-A Cambridge,
MA 02139 3230
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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, cymone simmons 5151 N WARREN AVE milwaukee, WI
53202
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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 Ray 3441 Swan Creek Rd. Jonesville, NC 28642
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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, Patria Brown 5858 Empire Grade Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Received: from smtp1.fws.gov ([164.159.171.2])
by ifw9bct-smtp1.fws.doi.net
(Lotus Domino Release 7.0.3)
with ESMTP id 2007122814542352-220098 ;
Fri, 28 Dec 2007 14:54:23 -0700 Received: from p01c11m091.mxlogic.net
(mxl144v247.mxlogic.net [208.65.144.247]) by smtp1.fws.gov (Postfix) with ESMTP id
C5ED119E8024
for <r2fwe_al@fws.gov>; Fri, 28 Dec 2007 14:28:31 -0700
(MST) Received: from unknown [65.160.234.70] (EHLO mx70.getactive.com) by
p01c11m091.mxlogic.net (mxl_mta-5.3.0-3) with ESMTP id
e8075774.3351690160.123008.00-099.p01c11m091.mxlogic.net (envelope-from
<kennethmattos@yahoo.com>);
Fri, 28 Dec 2007 14:54:22 -0700 (MST) Received:
from unknown (HELO weba1.sac.getactive.com) ([192.168.17.109]) by
mx70.getactive.com with SMTP; 28 Dec 2007 13:49:55 -0800 PostedDate: 12/28/2007
02:54:22 PM $MessageID:
<20071228215422.17229.5760.qmail@weba1.sac.getactive.com> From:
kennethmattos@yahoo.com SendTo: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov Subject: Attn: Mexican
Gray Wolf NEPA Scoping X_Spam: [F=0.0010146601; B=0.500(0);
S=0.010(2007121801); MH=0.500(2007122829); R=0.091(1071128144549); SC=none;
SS=0.500] X_Mail_From: <kennethmattos@yahoo.com> X_SOURCE_IP:
[65.160.234.70] $MIMETrack: Itemize by SMTP Server on IFW9BCTSMTP1/FWS/DOI(Release 7.0.3|September 26, 2007) at 12/28/2007 02:54:23
PM,MIME-CD by Notes Client on Magdalena Etemadi/R2/FWS/DOI(Release
6.5.1|January 21, 2004) at 01/22/2008 03:08:51 PM,MIME-CD complete at 01/22/2008
03:08:51 PM SMTPOriginator: kennethmattos@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:
12/28/2007 02:54:23 PM-12/28/2007 02:54:25 PM,12/28/2007 02:54:25 PM-12/28/2007
02:54:25 PM $Orig: F52B3E8DFC7D8872872573BF00785610 Categories:
$Revisions: $MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:54:25 PM 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, Kenneth Mattos "132 Linden Avenue,Apt. #1" Rutledge, PA
19070
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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, Stephanie Thomas 1880 Perch Road Willits, CA 95490
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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, Kelley Dickey 127 21st Street, South Irondale, AL 35210
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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, Robert Pavese 1986 Windsor Dr North Palm Beach, FL
33408
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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 Kelley 85 Lakeshore Drive Weaverville, NC 28787
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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, Peter Caton 109 Pennsylvania Ave Loves Park, IL 61111
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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 Buckwald 514 Curtis St Albany, CA 94706

Received: from smtp1.fws.gov ([164.159.171.2])
by ifw9bct-smtp1.fws.doi.net
(Lotus Domino Release 7.0.3)
with ESMTP id 2007122814532511-220073 ;
Fri, 28 Dec 2007 14:53:25 -0700 Received: from p01c11m045.mxlogic.net
(mxl144v247.mxlogic.net [208.65.144.247]) by smtp1.fws.gov (Postfix) with ESMTP id
5ED4F19E8034
for <r2fwe_al@fws.gov>; Fri, 28 Dec 2007 14:27:33 -0700
(MST) Received: from unknown [65.160.234.70] by p01c11m045.mxlogic.net
(mxl_mta-5.3.0-3)
with SMTP id 45075774.2643528624.143697.00100.p01c11m045.mxlogic.net (envelope-from <judithrg@yahoo.com>); Fri, 28 Dec
2007 14:53:24 -0700 (MST) Received: from unknown (HELO weba1.sac.getactive.com)
([192.168.17.109]) by mx70.getactive.com with SMTP; 28 Dec 2007 13:48:47 0800 PostedDate: 12/28/2007 02:53:14 PM $MessageID:
<20071228215314.17229.5722.qmail@weba1.sac.getactive.com> From:
judithrg@yahoo.com SendTo: R2FWE_AL@fws.gov Subject: Attn: Mexican Gray
Wolf NEPA Scoping X_Spam: [F=0.0010146601; B=0.500(0); S=0.010(2007121801);
MH=0.500(2007122829); R=0.091(1071128144540); SC=none;
SS=0.500] X_Mail_From: <judithrg@yahoo.com> X_SOURCE_IP:
[(unknown)] $MIMETrack: Itemize by SMTP Server on IFW9BCTSMTP1/FWS/DOI(Release 7.0.3|September 26, 2007) at 12/28/2007 02:53:25
PM,MIME-CD by Notes Client on Magdalena Etemadi/R2/FWS/DOI(Release
6.5.1|January 21, 2004) at 01/22/2008 03:08:54 PM,MIME-CD complete at 01/22/2008
03:08:54 PM SMTPOriginator: judithrg@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:
12/28/2007 02:53:25 PM-12/28/2007 02:53:26 PM,12/28/2007 02:53:26 PM-12/28/2007
02:53:26 PM $Orig: D370471DE1594FD1872573BF00783F3F Categories:
$Revisions: $MsgTrackFlags: 0 DeliveredDate: 12/28/2007 02:53:26 PM 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 Gottesman 2612 Webster St. #9 Berkeley, CA 94705
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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
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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
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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
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its suitability for wolves and could serve as a home for genetically valuable wolves that
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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, Johnny Fink 2132 Grove Rd NW Olympia, WA 98501

