From the desk of
Mireya Landin
® O Box 158, Williams, AZ 86046-0158

November 20, 2007 c CE‘V‘:
Brian Millsap, Statc Administrator NOY 26 2001
US Fish and Wildlife Service

New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office - 48NN

Attn: Mexican Gray Wolf NEPA Scoping
2105 Osuna NE
Albuquerque, NM 87113

Dear Mr. Millsap
MEXICAN GRAY WOLF (LOBO) RECOVERY

[t should be supertluous and unnecessary to petition and plca for the Gray Wolf at this time in
our history, culturc and ccological awareness. Yct powerful intercsts are working hard to have
the creature eradicated and bringing us back to our shameful past of medicval misconceptions.

Sadly, Mexican lobos arc among the most endangercd animals in the world despite the fact that
they play an important role in restoring ecological balance to Southwest forest. Incredibly, they
are routinely shot or sent back to captivity for killing livestock, or are illegally killed bv
poachers.

This is indefensible practicc: there is plenty of public land in the Southwest where wolves
could thrive rather than being confined to a ridiculously small, politically dcfined recovery
area.

There is one other factor to take into account: livestock and factory farming are one of the
major causes of environment collapse, from ozone depletion to ocean dead zones ~according
to a 2006 United Nations sponsored report. Though the report has been reinforced by further
studies in the past two years, it’s gaining momentum with the push to track the “carbon
footprints™ of corporations and individuals. Can we, therefore, put livestock grazing in the
balance to justify the persecution and killing of the wolf? Hardly.

Please take these comments into consideration in your rule change process to determine :he
future of the Mexican gray wolves in Arizona and New Mexico.

Yours truly,

(#) W%ﬁﬂ/@/
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Vicki A. Martinez
15602 North 62™ Street
Scottsdale, AZ 85254

November 21,2007

Mr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office
2105 Osuna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Attention: Mexican Gray Wolf NEPA Scoping
Dear Mr. Millsap,

It has come to my attention that there may be positive hope regarding the destiny of the
Mexican Gray Wolf in Arizona and New Mexico. Please consider this letter in favor of
supporting the future of these majestic animals. The future of these Mexican Gray

Wolves must be protected.

I sincerely request that you consider this as an opportunity to correct the mistakes of the
past (of almost complete extermination of these animals) and ensure the bright future tor
wolf recovery.

There is so much we don’t understand about how ecosystems operate. But keeping things
natural to the extent we can, is always the best bet. Putting the Mexican gray wolf back

on the land was one of the best bets our society ever made. It was and is the right thing to
do.

These wolves belong here!!!

The Mexican wolves need alt the help they can get to combat anti-predator prejudice and
violence, some of it institutionalized at the highest levels of our government - please help
make a difference!

Thank you in advance for your consideration.

Vicki Martinez
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November 27, 2007

Brian Millsap, State Admimstrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

New Mexico Beological Services Field Office
2105 Osuna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Dear Bnan:

Please understand that the citizens of New Mexico and Arizona wanl the Lobo to stay

and make a full recovery. While reintroduced wolves have thrived in the Northemn

Rockies - now numbefing over 1,500 -'the Mexican gray wolf population remains = - -~ -
dangerously low, with only about 60 wolves in an area twice the size of Yellowstone.

The difference is in the rules governing the program. Because of these rules, 11 wolves

have been shot by tbe government, 20 more died inadvertently because of capture, and at
Ieast 24 have been trapped and permanently remaoved from the wild since the

reintroduction began. Northern Rockies wolves are allowed to expand their territory.

Mexican gray wolves are confined to the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area, which

includes the Gila National Forest in New Mexico and the bordermg Apache National

. Forestin Arizona, But with good habitat outside of these areas, wolves often cross.thic. ~ .- * -« % -

" politicil lines in seatch of new homes and prey. When they chooseé to live outside the. - B

bovindaries, they are.captured and-relocated back into the Blug Range, which thwarts

' expansmn of the pépalation, disrapts-packs, and somettmes causes’serous injuties to .- TSN L
" “individial Wolves-.Curtent'rulés do not require tanchers 3 using pblic lands to remove o - it

" render inedible-(as By lime; for example) the carcassas of livestoek that die for a number -.i!~ AN

of non-wolf related reasons like disease and starvation. Wolves are attracted to and often
scavenge on these carcasses, and then begin to prey on live cattle or horses nearby.

After three livestock kills in a year, the wolf is either killed or placed in captivity. The
gray wolf reintroduction rule for the northern Rocky Mountains in Yellowstone Natiopaj
Park and cenfral Idaho required ranchers to remove such “attractants® and specified that
wolves that prey on stock near to where they were drawn by carcasses would not be
“controlled.” But the Mexican wolf never received this protection. Please don’t let them
be desttoyed Mexican gray wolves are critical to our natural environment. A healthy
wolf population will keep our elk and deer herds healthy and bring balance back to our
wild lands. This process is our chance to correct the mistakes of the past and ensure a
bright future for wolf recovery. Please spare their lives we should all be glad we are not
ar animal, nobody seems to care especially for the Wolves.

Sincerely
Wendy Morris

219 . Campbell Ave
Phoenix, AZ 85013



November 24,1 2007

Brian Millsap, State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service ~CElVEt
New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office

2105 ° Osuna NE

Albugquerque, NM. 87113 N{N 282“&1(

Dear Mr. Millsap: ASNAES

I fully support the Center for Biological Diversity, Defen-
ders of Wildlife, Grand Canyon Wildlands Council, Grand Canyon
Wolf Recovery Project, Sierra Club-Grand Canyon Chapter, Sky
Islands Alliance, and Wildlands Project in their deep convic-
tion that wolves belong in Arizona, and deeply respect their
clarion call to "Help us Save the Wolf!" : :

'm aware that the Fish and Wildlife Service is holding a
series of important public scoping open houses as part of a
rule change process that will determine the future of Mexican
gray wolves in Arizona and New Mexico.

This process is our chance to correct the mistakes of the
past, and ensure a bright future for wolf recovery. T strongly
urge you NOT to let the vehement demands of self-serving, pro-
fit-driven hunters and ranchers to influence your decision on
behalf of the wolves by ruthlessly stacking the deck against
these besieged, much maligned and misunderstood animals. Wolves
are an intergral part of the delicate balance of nature, angd
they deserve to survive in the wild.

I strongly urge you to live up to your name by protectively
serving the needs of the animals for which your agency was ori-
ginally created and established. We have the ability to save
and preserve this magnificent and unigue® wolf species. We must
not allow them to go the tragic way of so many extinct species.

) Sincerely
Donna WOrth{ng%on
1413 N. 72nd St.
Mesa, AZ. 85207

Attn: Mexican Gray Wolf NEPA Scoping



=CEIve
November 28, 2007

Brian Millsap, State Administrator of
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services o 26 augp
New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office -

2105 Osuna NE IS-NMEC
Albuquerque, N M

87113

Subject: Mexican Gray Wolf

Shooting Park at Munds Park Arizona
Sir:
To make myself clear I'm recommending YES YES YES for the introduction of the Gray
Wolf in Arizona and New Mexico. The wolf will balance the eco system as it has
successfully done in Yellow Stone Park. Ranchers are important but should not rule the
Public land that they use. It belongs to all of us.

Again to be clear about the Shooting Park recommended at the Munds Park sight, NO
NO, NO. T have lived there in the summers since 1983 and the reasons you do not want
to build a shooting park are numerous.

1. Noise: regardless of what the shooters say it will be heard. 1 tive at the furthest
point in the park from the freeway (I 17) and I can still hear the cars. [ will
definitely hear fire arms.

2. Fires: regardless of what you say, want or do the shooting park will bring many
more people to Cocinino Forest. This will dramatically increase an already frugal
forest with the potential for fires.

3. Wildlife: There is a large wild turkey area exactly where you plan on
building a park. This fall I saw an increase in elk herds due to the fire at
Mormon Lake. The shooting park will only disrupt the wild life more.
Has any one completed an impact study showing the effects of a shooting park
in the area?

There are other considerations such as lead poisoning to the ground, the ability of the
infrastructure in the area to accommodate the large volume of people.

Piease consider the wishes of the residents. This is our home.

7 you,

Janet Geretti

7575 E Pasaro Drive
Scottsdate, Arizona 85266
jgeretti@gmail.com




December 6, 2007

John Slown

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office
2105 Osuna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Dear Mr. Slown:

As part of any rule change process involved in determining the future of Mexican gray
wolves in AZ and NM, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service needs to keep in mind the one
basic fact that every form of life on this planet has its place or it wouldn't be here. Natural
selection marks species for extinction when they no longer have a niche, Humankind
is but one strand in the web of life and does not have the knowledge or the right to
destroy at will simply because we've failed to discern how to co-exist in harmony with
nature's other creatures.

The Mexican gray wolf has just as much a right to live freely in this world as does
mankind. As the supposedly "most intelligent" species, we should strive to become more
adept at adjusting our way of life to fit into the patterns and components of nature rather
than struggling and fighting against them. Attempting to eradicate elements we do not
appreciate not only shows a great deal of ignorance and arrogance but has far-reaching
effects that no one can accurately predict. We must respect the balance of nature and
work with it, not against it, or we may find ourselves being singled out for extinction. It's
a pack of wolves here, a species of owl there, a swamp, meadow or rainforest somewhere
else, and little by little we change the environment that supported us so well for so long
into one that can no longer sustain human life. Since we are not wise enough to
accurately see the big picture, we must tend to the smaller details of respecting and
nurturing all forms of life, understanding that nature will remove them when they no
longer have a purpose to serve.

Finally, in the words of Mahatma Gandhi, “The greatness of a nation and its moral
progress can be judged by the way its animals are treated.” Persecuting and/or eradicating
any animal species is beneath the dignity, intelligence and fortitude of the human race.
Surely we are compassionate enough and smart enough to figure out how to live in
harmony with wolves—or aren’t we? I say we are. What do you say?

Sincerely yours,

Deborah Bird
1284 N. 16" Ave.
Show Low, AZ 85901



925 West 11t Place
Mesa, AZ 85201-3117
December 14, 2007

Brian Millsap, State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office
2105 Osuna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Attm: Mexican Gray Wolf NEPA Scoping

[ am writing on behalf of a specie that cannot speak for itself: the Mexican wolf. Your
Standard Operating Procedure 13.0 is negatively impacting these wild and reintroduced
Mexican gray wolves. Your “three strikes and out” rule is being arbitrarily applied and
is resulting in biological instability and targeting wolves NOT guilty of depredations.
The first wolf to be caught in an area where a “permanent removal” order has been
issued is going to die, even if it doesn’t belong to the pack that has the order issued for
it. Why? This is being done to appease local ranchers. These wolves are endangered
and need more protection thab you are giving them. They are disappearing due to
human causes. The wolves, not cattle, are endangered. Do you want wolves to be
extinct? 1 believe extinction is the goal of the trigger-happy ranchers. Don’t give them
that power.

Sincerely yours,
A
(Mrs.) Jan Peterson

CcC



To: Brian Millsap, State Administrator
US Fish and Wildlife Service

2105 Osuna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113
R2fwe_al@fws.gov

Attn: Mexican Gray Wolf Scoping
December 13, 2007

Dear Mr. Millsap,

I am a strong ideological, financial and vocal supporter for reintroduction of the Mexican
Wolf back into the wild. As an informed citizen, I have for years supported smart
management of wildlife—which includes reintroduction of apex species like the Mexican
Wolf into their rightful place in nature. I see that the world is waking up to the short-
sighted actions that humans seem to keep inflicting on nature, The results? Devastating
wildfires, decline of pollinator species, run-away carbon emissions and other global
catastrophes.

Don’t let short-sighted policy on how we co-exist with other living species create more
natural disasters. I am atvare of the relationship between apex species and all the
subordinate species in their domain. Living on a wild-life corridor, 1 do my part by
running all electricity off solar and wind and by conserving other resources. I would
welcome reintroduction of the Mexican Wolf onto my own land in a heart beat as the
natural wonders of the world cannot be even closely approached by human hand.

However, human hands CAN bring back species whose existence is threatened or
endangered. I strongly support responsive and responsible reintroduction of wolf species
throughout America. Don’t et the frightened, greedy few run the show: commit your
resources without hesitation today to bring back our natural allies—including the
Mexican Wolf.

Sincerely,

Cari L Spring, Ph.D

POB 8874 D> I

Catalina, AZ 85738
520.260.9713




December 12, 2007

Mr. Brian Millsap, State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office
2105 Osuna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Dear Mr. Millsap,

I am writing to ask the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to give the Mexican gray
wolf a chance to thrive here in Arizona and in the surrounding areas. The
Mexican gray wolf is an important part of our ecology and environmental
structure and deserves the right to survive in our state.

As a wildlife lover, | am very happy about the reintroduction of the wolves in
Yellowstone National Park. The wolves have proved to be an important predator
keeping with the natural cycle of wildlife in Yellowstone National Park. Special
effort was put into effect in this part of our country and [ believe a similar
program can also work to help the Mexican gray wolf. [ would like to ask for rule
changes that are in progress to help determine a positive future for the Mexican
gray wolf. This process is our chance to correct the mistakes of the past and
ensure a bright future for wolf recovery.

Thank you for considering my comments on this matter.

Jill Kyriakopulos
150 Palo Verde Circle
Sedona, AZ 86351
(928) 284-4605
Jillkvvs@yahoo.com

)

Yl

!
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December 10, 2007

Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S.Fish & Wildlife Service

New Mexico Ecological Services
Field Office

2105 Osuna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Dear Mr. Millsap;

I am writing this letter in behalf of the Mexican Wolf and its future in New Mexico
and Arizona. | am a staunch supporter of having the wolves in both states. They
are a natural predator and a native of both states. Please lets correct the mistakes
of the past in allowing the annihilation of these animals by making sure that they will
be allowed to inhabit both states. | appreciate you allowing my voice to be heard and
by taking into consideration the recovery of the wolves in the southwest. | am a native
of Arizona and feel that | should have a voice in this matter. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frno Er @ O

Irma England
1601 Quail Ridge Cr.
Kingman, AZ 86401



11/28/07

John Slown

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office
2105 Osuna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Dear Mr. Slown,

[ am contacting you as [ am very concerned at the dwindling number of Mexican Gray
Wolves. Iam hoping and feel that it is very important for the Fish and Wildlife Dept. to
fulfill its mandate under ESA to recover Mexican Gray Wolves. | feel the focus needs
not to be on wolf control but rather wolf survival in the wild. Changing the designation
of these wolves from “experimental, non-essential” to “experimental, ¢ssential or
endangered” would seem like a logical and helpful designation.

I understand that the Recovery Plan has not been revised for many ycars, but feel that it is
important not to revise this plan until it is well understood what constitutes true recovery
of these wolves.

I also would like to see the territory of wolves expanded to outside of the limits of the
BRWRA and that (urther there should be a reduced “take” of wolves, in general.

In short, I feel that wolves are an important part of the ecosystem and morc than that, are
a beautiful representation of life in the wild. They are part of our heritage and part of the
great outdoors: something that should be protected and valued.

I hope you will support whatever plans there are or will help create and/or revise plans, to
help the Mexican Gray Wolves truly recover. We are losing wild America at an alarming
rale. Let’s not make thesc wolves the next victim of our shortsightedness.

Thanks for your consideration.

Sincerely,
(Do a DYt~
Claudia McNiff

1623 E. Candlestick Dr.
Tempe, AZ 85283



Brian Miilsap, State Administrator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office

2105 Osuna NE o ' WDt
Aibuquselrlgﬁe,NM 87113 it oidien "W fean M E@éﬁ
peph Teo g

Dear Sirs:

As you well know, our wild predators play an important role in controlling the other wild
species.

Please explore ALL avenues to allow natural species to co-exist with domestic animals.

I realize this is a difficult question but one that deserves careful decisions that don’t wipe
out species.

— m
Dorothy T. Baker.
November 26, 2007

190 Wildwood Drive
Prescott, AZ., 86405



November 24,1 2007

Brian Millsap, State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service cCE\VE
New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office

2108 ° Osuna NE 9
Albuguerque, NM. 87113 NOV 28 2000

Dear Mr. Millsap: NS NAMES

I fully support the Center for Biological Diversity, Defen-
ders of Wildlife, Grand Canyon Wildliands Council, Grand Canyon
Wolf Recovery Project, Sierra Club-Grand Canyon Chapter, Sky
Islands Alliance, and Wildlands Project in their deep convic-
tion that wolves belong in Arizona, and deeply respect their
clarion call to "Help us Save the Wolf!"

Ii'm aware that the Fish and Wildlife Service is holding a
series of important public scoping open houses as part of a
rule change process that will determine the future of Mexican
gray wolves in Arizona and New Mexico.

This process is our chance to correct the mistakes of the
past, and ensure a bright future for wolf recovery. I strongly
urge you NOT to let the vehement demands of self-serving, pro-
fit-driven hunters and ranchers to influence your decision on
behalf of the wolves by ruthlessly stacking the deck against
these besieged, much maligned and misunderstood animals. Wolves
are an intergral part of the delicate balance of nature, and
they deserve to survive in the wild.

I strongly urge you to live up to your name by protectively
serving the needs of the animals for which your agency was ori-
ginally created and established. We have the ability to save
and preserve this magnificent and unique wolf species. We must
not allow them to go the tragic way of so many extinct species.

) Sincerely -
Dwmcm v~

Donna Worthington
1413 N. 72nd St.
Mesa, AZ. 85207

Attn: Mexican Gray Wolf NEPA Scoping
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DEC 2 ¢ 2007 December 21, 2007
USFWS-NWESFo

Brian Millsap, State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office
2105 Osuna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

As I recall, the reasoning for the Mexican Gray Wolf recovery program was to establish a
viable wolf population in the Southwest. And of course, the obvious objective was to
prevent their extinction as well as to eventually re-establish thelr presence as a vital and
important predator in the natural setting of our area.

The primary reason that more progress has not been achieved is the livestock interests
conflict with this recovery effort. There are others that express concern about predation
of game animals, such as deer and elk.

The vast majority of the wolf recovery area is on public lands that belong to all of us not
just some of us. At the same time we can’t ignore that cattle are using the same area.
Wolves are native to these lands just as surely as elk, coyotes, deer, lions, bear, and
bunny rabbits---they are supposed to be here!

In order to achieve the original objectives of this program stronger recovery measures are
needed. Fortunately for those of us that like to eat beef, cattle are not on the verge of
extinction---but wolves are, and we need to make certain that doesn’t occur. What is
needed is a conservation alternative that changes the classification for these wolves from
“experimental, non-essential” to “endangered” because these wolves are already listed as
“endangered” under the Endangered Species Act---the desired result is not being
achieved with the present rules.

It is unreasonable to expect wolves to not disperse into surrounding areas anymore than
we would or could restrict movement of any wild creature. Rule changes that allow new
releases throughout the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area(BRWRA) should be put into
effect as soon as practicable. In the revised rule, there should be no exclusion of
geographical areas from potential occupation by wolves.

[ believe what the professional wildlife people say about the importance of the wolf to the
overall health of our other wildlife and to our public lands. Recognizing there will
continue to be wolf/livestock conflicts it is important to work to reduce the amount of
predation but discontinue the removal or killing of wolves---we must remember, the goal
is to re-establish a viable wolf population. The reintroduction objective of 100 wolves
has not been accomplished---no one knows for certain how many wolves are out there.

In any case a revised rule must allow no “take” of wolves. There should be no cap set on
the numbers of wolves in the wild populations. The FWS needs to revise the recovery



plan before or concurrent with this rule change so that rule changes do not preclude
future recovery actions. And there should be nothing in the language of the rules that
would preclude future recovery options.

On the ground USDA predator control personnel must be advised appropriately and

timely of all rule changes, when they occur, to prevent incidents that are detrimental to
wolf population recovery.

Sincerely ,

Gary V. Christensen

PS: Please withhold personal information from public review.



December 15. 2007

Brian Millsap. State Administrator

1).S. Fish and Wildlife Service

New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office
2105 Osuna N.E.

Albuquerque, New Mexico 87103

Attn: Mexican Gray Wolf NEPA Scoping

Dear Mr. Milisap,

[ am writing to urge the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to continue the Mexican Gray
Wolf recovery program. Please do not be swayed by opponents of the Wolf who want
the recovery program to end/fail and the Wolf to become extinct.

The recovery program has taught us about ecosystems and how they operate. The
knowledge gained from studies of the Wolt may well be applicable to other endangered
species. Already our generation has been associated with great numbers of species which
have become extinct. Let us stop this trend and become better stewards of wildlife.

What changes in rules that occur must be for the benefit of the Wolt in Arizona and New
Mexico. Keep the changes as close to natural or nature as is possible.

Thank you tor your consideration of my letter. Thank you for the good work that the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has accomplished these many years.

Sincerely,
gy i dises s DD
j
ﬁé’én S. Miyake, M.D.

11105 E Dale Lane
Scottsdale, Arizona
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Mesa, AZ 85215 JSFWS-NMESFO USFWs NMESFO

December 17, 2007

US Fish and Wildlife Service

New Mexico Ecological Service Field Office
2105 Osuna NE

Albuguergque, New Mexico 87113

Attention: Wolf Program
Gentlemen:

The Arizona Republic wrote a compelling editorial this day, explaining why the Mexican Wolf
Program should continue and offering several changes that would make the Program more
viable and more success oriented. | am in total accord with the content of the editorial.
Among other things, they pointed out that

1. Ranchers could do more to prevent wolf depredation by removing dead cattie from
the wolf recovery area or treating the carcasses with lime to make them inedible.

2. Additional acreage should be opened up to wolf habitation as the wolf population
grows.

3. The Government should re-assign the wolf designation to “endangered species”
{NOT the current "non-essential, experimental”).

The Defenders of Wildlife is compensating ranchers for cattle kifled by wolves. This top
predator of the food chain should be allowed every opportunity to re-establish itself in the
appropriate areas. | worked with P.A.W.s early in the 1990’s to help re-introduce the Mexican
Wolf to the wild and | am dismayed that progress is so slow and lethargic. Please move forward
with this important effort.

Sincerely yours,

Patty A. &Iilliams



/)

Stephen E. Sample

5912 E. Tally Ho Drive RECE

Cave Creek, AZ 85331 07
VB
480-488-6429 Home e 2
| 480-688-7187 Mobile W\ESW
ssample@ccim.net \}S\:\NS -

December 17, 2007

Wolf Program

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Program

New Mexico Ecological Service Field Office
2105 Osuna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87133

Re: Stop Rancher Killing of the MexicanWolves
Dear Sir,

Please add my input into the public comment period regarding the re-
introduction of Mexican Wolves in Arizona and the Southwest.

Continue Mexican Wolf introduction program and stop any killing of wolves
by ranchers. Their cattle are very destructive of the ecosystem and those
cattle should be taken off of public lands, not the wolves.

Ranchers should not be allowed to undermine the re-introduction program.
They are a minority interest in the scope of things.

Wolves will help restore the health of the wild for more reasons than can be
listed. The wolves were here before the cattle.

Sincerely, i
s //
\\' \_///// e

‘ Stephen E. Sample .



DOMINIC J. VERDA PH.D.PH.D.
F.I.-1.5.S. S.A. - D.C.S.S. g\\\\v

9815 NORTH 96th  PLACE
SCOTTSDALE, ARIZONA %5253 - 4701
12-17-07

DIRECTOR - WOLF PROGRAM
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
NEW MEXICO ECOLOGICAL SERVICE FIELD OFFICE
2105 OSUNA NE
ALBUQUERQUE NM 87113

Dear Sir:

This is in reference to NOT reintroduce endangered Mexican gray wdlves int
Arizona and New Mexico!! L B

AS senior of a family of adults ten ( 10 ) who own qQr live -in Arizona .

and also in New Mexico we are L007 against the introduction of any type

of wolfes back into the wild or on federal lamnds ov parks-or private
lands!!

Hisotircally, relatives that go back to the great depression times

found that killing the wolves and foxes in the mid-west for State

Bounty money was the only way a lot was able to provide some money to -~
feed their starving childreen. The toll of animals and childreen to
adults that were attacked by wolves back then to now days is not in

any interest of the public. Being a susposed endangerad .animal which
there is no real proof of in the world shows that your agency places the
lives of animals along with historical reptils above the lives of -
humans beings when any citizen tries to protect an attack by killing
one with a firearm. o o

No animal or reptil should be placed above a human life and firearms
should be allowed to be carried by any citizen to protect themeselves ™

in the wild or in populated areas; too many such cases where even coyotes,
wolves, rattle-sankes and mountain lions and skunks have killed

people who .are trying to.enjoy even just a walk in the woods or—park.-...
or forest areas run by: federal, state or municipal agencies.

The place for any type of susposed endangered animal is in the " Z0O '
in all states if you want to place them there; however, first as
a historial investigation .should be more. accurate -that the Z00S-as-in
say St. Louis have proper trained people taking care of their specific
animals in certain areas. REF: 1970s Africian male elephant was killed -
becasue they did not let the male mate with the female when seasons was_
correct, second - black spitting cobra also in 1980s was killed when
they tried to place it back into its cage, -third just-in 200s the. -- - -
2 white polar bears were found dead in zoo - along in 1970s the American
Grizzle Bear. None of these have ever been réplaced which théy should™ ™~
be also the black or dark color alligator in snake house died in 1980s
early for not knowing how to care for it.

G e
DOHINIC VERDA PH.D.PH..D. T T T
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TO: US FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE December 18,2007
ATTN: WOLF PROGRAM, NEW MEXICO
ECOLOGICAL SERVICE FIELD OFFICE
2105 OSUNA
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87113

SB: WOLF RECOVERY PROGRAM

This response is to the editorial in the Phoenix news paper. Whoever wrote the article is missing the good
Things Ranchers have done for wildlife.

Ranchers in Arizona have developed many water holes across the state. If the ranchers are forced out who
V/ill maintain, | do not thing the maintenance will be done by the National Forest Service since they seen to only
have enough time to patrot the forest roads in their vehicles, the water holes used by both livestack and wildlife.

The article stated that the Wolf has developed a taste for beef due to the ranchers nor removing dead livestock.
Wolfs are like their cousin the Coyote who is an opportunist and will most always take the easy prey and what
Could be more easy than the ranchers young calves.

The article also stated that ranchers are paid for lost livestock due to Wolf predication, this may seem simple
enough, but maybe the Rancher in Montana and 1daho should be contacted concerning wolf problemns and the hassle

- getting Paid for livestock loss duc to wolfs,

I suggest that a prime lime TV program should scheduled showing a Wolf kill, being caten alive is not the most
humane was to die.

Lastly, if not for the Arizona ranchers we would not have a Elk herd in Arizona for the Wolf to hunt and eat.
The ranchers must be a major factor in any wildlife program to succeed and prosper.

o AL

Sam Lochr

Hunter and Conservationist
5324 E Emelita Ave

Mesa, Arizona 85206



United States Apache-Sitgreaves P.O. Box 640

l%A Department of National Forests Springerville, AZ 85938-0640
@l Agriculture (928) 333-4301 FAX: 333-5966

TTY: (928) 333-6292

File Code: 2670
Date: December 18, 2007

John Slown, NEPA Specialist R E C E IVE D

New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office

US Fish and Wildlife Service pEC 2 1 2007
21035 Osuna NE
Albuquerque, NM 87113 USFWS-NMESFO

Dear Mr. Slown:

Several members of the Forest Leadership Team of the Apache-Sitgreaves National Forests and
a number of Forest biologists met and discussed the various aspects of the Mexican wolf project.
John Oakleaf. Ficld Project Coordinator. Mike Godwin. Arizona Game and Fish Department
Region I, and Cathy Taylor, Forest Service AMOC representative, were present to answer
questions. 1 am submitting this letter with our comments for the public scoping phase of the
proposed preparation of an EIS to amend the project.

As managers of the Apache-Sitgreaves National Forests, we support allowing wolves to establish
home ranges outside of the Blue Range Wolf Recovery. As wolves disperse to the western
portion of the Forests, the western portion of the Lakeside Ranger District and most of the Black
Mesa District have very low densities of people. Native prey such as elk, are quite abundant in
those arcas and would provide sufficient food resources. Most of the range allotments in that area
are six-month allotments, reducing the exposure of the wolves to livestock and the opportunities
for livestock depredation. In addition, there is a large area that is not allocated to livestock. We
believe that there is good wolf habitat on the western portion of the Forests, which extends onto
the Tonto and Coconino National Forests.

Another method that would facilitate wolf dispersal would be to expand the Recovery Areato a
size that maximizes the chances of a successful population recovery and minimizes current
movement restriction issues. An important consideration of allowing wolves to move west, is the
continued participation of the White Mountain Apache Tribe in the Project.

Wolves dispersing west of the current Blue Range Recovery Area may cause more nuisance
problems in the more populated areas around Pinetop-Lakeside and Show Low (PTS). Wolves
will encounter more pets and stray domestic animals. interactions that will likely be detrimental
for both wolves and pets. It would be critical that the White Mountain Apache Tribe (WMAT)
continue to allow wolves on the Fort Apache Indian Reservation (FAIR), which would allow
wolves to move to the west through the more isolated forests of the reservation. If the WMAT
pulls out of the project and requires that wolves be removed from FAIR, problems in the densely
populated PTS area would escalate to the point that the residents may demand the removal of

.
@ Caring for the Land and Serving People Panted on Retycled Pagor W



wolves in that area as well. I urge the US Fish and Wildlife Service and the Adaptive
Management Oversight Committee ta carefully evaluate this situation and to develop additional
measures to confront potential conflicts between wolves and local residents.

Wolves are likely to follow their prey when they drop below the Rim during heavy snow years
onto the Tonto National Forest, Fort Apache Indian Reservation, and the San Carlos Apache
Reservation. We believe that this natural movement should be allowed to the cxtent possible,
recognizing the opposition of the San Carlos Apache Tribe. We expect that in most cases, the
wolves would return to the high country as their prey move back north when the snow melts.

In order to maximize management options, we also recommend that initial releases from
captivity be allowed anywhere in the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area. [f the Recovery Area is
expanded, initial releases should be allowed in new areas for specific purposes. This provision
would maximize the potential for establishing new breeding pairs and maximize the potential to
increase heterogeneity of the genetics of the population.

As the population expands. we would like to see additional. well-defined provisions for
harassment of wolves by the public. We expect that there may be increased nuisance behavior in
areas with more private land, especially around Pinetop-Lakeside and Show Low, and Heber-
Overgaard. The public could then assist with negative conditioning of wolves that stray near
residences, or demonstrate little fear of humans. Harassment could take the form of throwing
rocks or other objects directly at the wolves, the use of rubber bullets or bean bag projectiles
(after required training), or chasing wolves with vehicles. These methods could also be permitted
for deterring attacks on pets, whether on private, tribal, or public lands.

An active, involved and more extensive public education program is a must. The benefits are
multiple: Education enables local understanding of 1) how to prevent wolf encounter problems
caused by inappropriate pet food and garbage practices and by letting pets roam frecely, 2) how to
{ive with other wildlife as well (wolt, coyote, bear, raccoon, etc.), 3) how to behave appropriately
should a wolf be encountered and what actions are legal and effective, and 4), how the wolf
functions in a rich and diverse ecosystem. All of these things would enhance recovery of the
Mexican wolf.

Additional methods to deal with depredation and nuisance problems are needed because it has
been demonstrated that the permanent removal of many animals is limiting the potential recovery
of the wolves. As public land managers, we have the responsibility for multiple use of public
lands, including ranching as well as threatened and endangered species recovery. We are
committed to working with our permittees and the wolf reintroduction project to find mutually
acceptable changes in livestock operations that would reduce the potential for wolf depredation
on livestock. Some potential examples inciude:

» Encourage changes in animal husbandry practices, such as confined calving or seasonal
calving or other practices that would decrease depredation potential. through incentive
payments or reimbursement of expenses to convert management.

7 Encourage regular riding to determine herd health, remove and/or treat injured or sick
livestock, and to find and treat carcasses and prevent depredation through reimbursement
of added expenses for increased management.
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> Consider an incentive program that would pay an upfront fee to ranchers based on the
number of wolves using the allotment.

» Pay for additional fencing or other structures to protect livestock and animals not
considered livestock.

We recommend that changes in livestock operations or practices such as carcass removal be
considered on a case-by-case basis, when specific conditions exist. The Forests will consider
such actions and will work with permittees to find the best practices for individual operations.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the Mexican Wolf Reintroduction Project. We
look forward to our continued involvement in the recovery of the Mexican wolf.

Sincerely.

- 7 .
(./_ &4_,__-»{ 3—:.—_;-

ELAINE J. ZIEROTH
Forest Supervisor

cc: Ed Collins, Rick Davalos, Frank Hayes, Kate Klein, Jeff Rivera
Brian Dykstra, Bob Csargo, Charlie Denton, Vicente Ordonez, James Copeland,
Linda WhiteTrifaro, Lance Brown, Cathy A Taylor
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December 18, 2007
FAX Transmission Sheet  1-505 346-2542
Re: Do not allow any killing of the Mexican Wolves

Attm: Wolf Program, U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service, New Mexico
Ecological Service Field Office

From: Gita S Saraydarian ,,_/QZ—; (%2 M

Continue Mexican Wolf introduction program and stop any killing of wolves
by ranchers or anyone else. The cattle that they sometimes kill are very
destructive of the ecosystem and those cattle should be taken off of public
lands, not the wolves.

Ranchers should not be allowed to undermine the re-introduction program.
Wolves will help restore the health of the wild ecosystem.

Sincerely, Gita Saraydarian

6g)a E. '75///% nfv2
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TITLA & PARSI, PLLC

ATTORNLEYS AT LAW g
Steve M. Titla P.O. Box 1143 General Counsel for the
245 South Hill Street San Carlos Apache Tribe
Admilted in: Globe, AZ 85502
Arizona Phone: (928) 425-8137 Also serving the
San Carlos Reservation Fax; (928) 425-9048 Phoenix Metropolitan arca

E-mail: steve/@titlaparsi.com

December 20, 2007

RECEIvEp

D
John Slown "2 a7
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service USFWS-Ny ESFp

New Mexico Ecological
Services Field Office
2105 Osuna NE
Albuquerque, NM 87113

RE: Comments on Proposed FWS Changes to 10J Rule for the Mexican Welf
Reintroduction Program; Mexican Gray Wolf NEPA Scoping

Dear Sir:

Cattle ranching is an essential measure to the San Carlos Apache Reservation’s economic
health and social welfare, as well as important to San Carlos Apache culture, traditions and spiritual
beliefs. The uacontrolled introduction of the Mexican wolf is causing significant harm to our
people, our natural resources, and to way of life.

The San Carlos Apache Reservation is comprised of S cattle associations and 2 tnbal herds.
The 5 cattle associations consist of Apaches from the reservation. These cattle associations are the
Ash Creek Cattle Association, the Anchor Seven Cattle Association, Point of Pines Cattle
Association, the Tonto Livestock Association and the Slaughter Mountain Cattle Association. The
San Carlos Apache Tribe has 2 tribal herds and they are the IDT cattle and the R100 Tribal Herd.
All these cattle associations cover the entire area of the San Carlos Apache Reservation. Many
Apaches are members of these associations and are prideful of their ownership of horses and cattle.
Sale of cattle is very important to individual Apaches, as the reservation exists in the midst of

poverty.

Depredation of cattle by wolves thus greatly injures the financial well being of Apache
tribal members. Expansion of the wolf range and program will most certainly hurt Apache cattle
interests because wolves will have more chances to enter the Apache reservation from more areas.

I



The San Carlos Apache Tribe has also spent over a million dollars revitalizing its tribal
cattle and horse herd. At one time the Tribe had a large herd and derived a tremendous amount of
income that contributed to the well being of Apache people. The Tribe is now attempting to
revitalize its horse and cattle program with a large investment. Initial signs show that the process is
working and the project is well on the way to becoming a successful operation by improving our
base herds. Depredation by wolves of this large tribal investment would substantially hurt the Tribe
financially.

The livestock industry on the reservation does not only provide an economic benefit but,
more importantly, it helps provide a social health and cultural benefit to the Apache Trabe. The
livestock industry composed of Apache horses and cattle reaches a long way back in the history of
the Apache people. Apaches were horse people before the era of reservations. Once Apaches were
put on reservations, cattle were introduced and Apaches became successful cattle ranchers.
Apaches today would be the grandchildren or great grandchiidren of these early cattle ranchers. In
other words, the grandparents or great-grandparents of today’s Apaches started and successtully
worked cattle on the reservation. Horses and cattle thus became embedded in the culturc and
tradition of the Apache Tribe. Apaches are proud to be associated with cattle and horse ownership;
and the depredation of wolves on Apache livestock causes harm to the culture and tradition. This is

priceless.

On the other hand, wolves are not part of the culture and tradition of Apaches. In fact, the
San Carlos Apache Tribe has decided by motion and then by resolution that wolves are to be
removed immediately from the reservation upon sight by the Fish and Wildlife Services. The
response by Fish and Wildlife Services has not been adequate and needs to be greatly improved.
Because of this lack of timely response and consideration or compliance to Tribal laws, it is costing
the Tribe substantially not only in lost revenues from our livestock losses but also losses to our
wildlife in income as well as adversely impacting our Tribal wildlife management program.

There is a concern regarding the lack of federal or state agency response to tribal concerns
of wolves being seen on the reservation. Flight data is not provided despite the fact that regular
over flights are made by Federal agency personnel. If Apaches report wolf sightings to the Fish and
Wildlife Service, there is a lack of response by any of the agencies in charge of wolf management.

There is also a lack of response to or interest in the need to build infrastructure in the area so
that cattle association and tribal personnel can monitor and report wolf sightings to prevent
depredations. Effective, timely and responsive support would result in decreased wolf depredation
and improved herd management and compliance with Tribal policy regarding no wolves.

There is also lack of response to monitor wolf activity. These wolf agencies do not keep the
San Carlos Apaches aware of wolf movements, locations, predation, and updates about “problem”
wolves, wolves that are habituated and could be a danger to our children. San Carlos Apaches
expect early, real time notice of wolves that are close to the reservation boundaries. A “buffer
zone” zone of several miles would help the Tribe.



There is a critical need to maintain the deer and elk herds on the San Carlos Apache
Reservation as tribal members traditionally and culturally hunt deer on the reservation. The Tribe
also has a thriving Recreation and Wildlife Program that provides hunting opportunities to non-
members and raises needed income for the Tribe. There have been reports of the impact of wolf
sightings on the reservation by tribal members and the problems of habituated wolves on the
reservation that interfere with Apaches in their annual and traditional hunting areas. One Apache
Family has in fact abandoned traditional hunting areas because of habituated wolf activities.

A way to reduce wolves coming on the reservation would be to create a “buffer zone”
between the San Carlos Apache Reservation and the wolf program area. This “buffer zone” should
be about 5 to 10 miles along the border so those wolves would be prevented from crossing over into
the reservation. Any wolf sited or located in the buffer zone would be immediately removed. Fish
and Wildlife Services would thus monitor closely these “buffer zone” areas to respect tribal
boundaries and Tribal policy.

The Apache Tribe’s sovereign governmental powers to make these decisions about the
health, safety and welfare of its people should be respected by the Fish and Wildlife Service. The
Tribe has the sovereign authority to manage its own wildlife in the best interest of Apaches.

The Tribe’s decision to remove wolves from the reservation by agency personnel should be
respected by an adequate appropriation of funds to the tribe for monitoring activities. Currently, the
tribe has to react to federal policy without adequate funds to address the federally created problem.
The expansion of the 10J area would certainly hurt the tribe financially and culturally.

In summary, we ask that the decision of the San Carlos Apache Tribal Council to remove all
wolves from the reservation when they are discovered on the reservation be respected, and that the
expansion under 10J not be instituted by the agency. Finally, a buffer zone should be established
around the reservation by the Fish Wildlife Service to prevent wolves from entering the reservation.

Sincerely/> 7.

Steve’M. Titla
Attorney at Law

Cc:  Chairman Wendsler Nosie, San Carlos Apache Tribe
Vice-Chairman David Reede, San Carlos Apache Tribe
San Carlos Apache Tribal Council
All Board of Directors, Apache Cattle Associations
Board of Directors, Point of Pines Cattle Association
Senator John McCain
Congressman Rick Renzi
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Larry Messina
P.0.Box 1856
Pinetop, Arizona 85935
928-368-4192

U.S.Fish and Wildlife Service

. Attn: Wolf Program

2105 Osuna NE
Albuquerque, NM 87113

Dear Project Coordinator,

As anative of Arizona and a resident of the affected area I would like to comment
on the Mexican wolf re-introduction program, When the area was initially settled by
Europeans it made perfect sense for those few settlers to take advantage of the abundant
forage to feed their personal herds of livestock. Of course the impact to the environment
was minimal and localized. As the population grew the need to feed those in the
surrounding area would have naturally dictated growing those herds and controlling
predation. The impact to the ecosystem would have increased also. At some point in 