




















































































































































































































































































































Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2ZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”').

Dear Mr. Millsap:

[ would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concemns | have with these proposed amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

e The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

e The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

o Depredation on domeslic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

e A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock preducers themseives needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

» Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

» Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

= The removal of probiem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

s Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

« Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your aftention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, frue costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.
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Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildiife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2ZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(E1S) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf’).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

1 would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concerms | have with these proposed amendments.

The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be deait with immediately.

The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amnount
of harm and cost being done.

Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can #ts affects be proven
at this time.

The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

/ “/2% suble ! /%@v
pol BEBox RED3
o A/ FON S



Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecolagical Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

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

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”).

Oear Mr. Millsap:

I would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am wriling to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, hamming pets and killing livestock shouid not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be deait with immediately.

The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be aflowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal {ands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concemns, true costs and negative impacts to {hose rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,
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Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Offica
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

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

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepafre an Environmental Impact Statement
{EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr. Millsap:

I would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

Depredation on domestic peis on private, public or Trnibal lands needs o be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

Carcass removal by livestack operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

The removal of problem woives through lethal means needs to remain an option.

Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concerns, frue costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,
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21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2ZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
{EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr. Millsap:

1 would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concerns | have with these proposed amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

e The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in turn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

» The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

e« Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

+ A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

= Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

o Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

» The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

» Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

e Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your aftention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, frue costs and negaltive impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,
Dcilloce.. g//./r,//» Qreite
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office — — )
21050suna NE Sy Ly N5 7

Albuquergue, NM 87113

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

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmentat Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

! would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concerns t have with these proposed amendments.

s The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

« The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

« The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

« Depredation an domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

» A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

e Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

» Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic aption, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

« The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

s Diseases cairied by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

» Research needs o be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, frue costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely, —_—
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Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

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

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental impact Statement
(EiS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am wiriting to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tumn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themseives needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

Carcass removal by fivestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an gption.

Diseases cairied by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We iook forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,
S,0. /3oy 3
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Brian Millsap é.oém/.lle} N, FS
State Administrator o4 )
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services Field Office

21050suna NE

Albugquerque, NM 87113

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

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Woif (“Mexican Gray Wolf”).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

1 would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concemns | have with these proposed amendments.

The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealft with immediately.

The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

The current method of determnining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs {o be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to pratect private individuals.

A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this fime.

Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

The removal of problem wuolives through lethal means needs to remain an option.

Diseases carried by wolves that are harmmiul o humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources (o do so.

Thank you in advance for your attentton. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries. .

Sincerely,
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna Nt

Albuguerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2ZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EfS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf"). ‘

Dear Mr. Millsap:

I would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Woives that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

e The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnef should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in turn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

s The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

e Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themseltves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

e Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

e Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

e The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an aption.

» Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

« Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources fo do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concerns, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.
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U_S. Fish and Wildilife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

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

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”’).

Oear Mr. Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

e The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tumn only creates a longer term probiem with habituation.

» The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

o Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal {ands needs to be adeqguately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

¢ A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

e Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

» Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

s The removal of prablem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

» Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

o Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We locok forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, frue costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,

/
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State Admin’?strator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service CD g NM ¥75/7

Ecotogical Services Field Office
21050suna NE
Albuquerque, NM 87113

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

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr. Millsap:

1 would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concerns | have with these proposed amendments.

» The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

» The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tumn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

» The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

e Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

e A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

e Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

e Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

e The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

» Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

« Research needs lo be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,
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Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuguerque, NM 87113

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

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New MexXico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

o The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

o The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

e The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

« Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

e A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

» Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

e Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

« The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

¢ Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

« Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,
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Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

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

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental {Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr. Milisap:

1 would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concemns | have with these propased amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be deait with immediately.

s The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tumn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

» The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

s Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

s A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

¢ Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

« Carcass removal by livestock aoperations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

« The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

o Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

+« Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concemns, frue costs and negalive impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.
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Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

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

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental iImpact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”).

Dear Mr. Milisap:

I would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

o The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

« The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in turn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

» The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

» Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Triba! lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

« A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

» Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

o Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time. It is very costly and an unaffordable burden on those operations.

e The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

¢ Diseases carried by wolves that are hamful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

» Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concerns, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

, : yo . .
Sincerely, ‘?Zﬁll __,f/ C/aﬂ/_(//‘u/k/(— ﬁzl/gs_
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State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service ?7 }/ / ‘5

Ecoalogical Services Field Office
21050suna NE " e - _ -
A!buquel:que. NM 87113 A} O$ - 3)1(_: ~ 8\ —3_ ].9 ?

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

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental {mpact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf*').

Dear Mr. Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

« The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problemn, it
in fum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

« The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

« Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

s A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

» Boundaries should not be expanded untit this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

» Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

» The removal of problem walves through lethal means needs to remain an aption.

o Diseases camried by wolves that are hammful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

» Research needs to be done on wolves by [and grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your aftention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

%/M/W
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Sprind A
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21050suna NE &1147)

Albuquerque, NM 87113

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

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental impact Statement
(ElS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf’).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concerns 1 have with these proposed amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and kifling livestock should not be atlowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

s The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnei should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

o The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

s Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

» A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

s Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

« Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

e The removal of problem wolves through [ethal means needs to remain an option.

» Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

« Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concerns, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,



' .
ﬁiﬁﬂ K R A
o HeR 62 pordT
g;atgxgﬁnﬁstmtor /()ng ny /?, )7//, 577 y 0

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

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

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Woif’).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

« The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

« The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Garne and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tumn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

s The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

s Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs lo be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need o be available to protect private individuats.

=« A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

+ Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

» Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor ¢an its affects be proven
at this time.

« The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

e Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

« Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward fo an EIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communtties that are within the program

boundaries.

Sincerely, ‘ Z <
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Brian Millsap //’O/W A NN §774)
State Administrator <7 ?{A

U.8. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

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

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Popufation of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concerns i have with these proposed amendments.

» The issue of human safely must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

s The continued feeding of walves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

s The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

o Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs o be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

» A compensation and interdiction pragram managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

+ Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

e (Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time. It is very costly and an unaffordable burden on those operations.

« The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

¢ Diseases carried by wolves that are harmfut to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

¢ Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant univessities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention, We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concems, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,

Ve BN
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State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service ﬁ X Q//

Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuguerque, NM 87113 _{‘/f/: 474, W hn F2747

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2ZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
{EIS} and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr. Millsap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concerns | have with these proposed amendments.

s The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

« The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed {o persist. Ailthough it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in turn only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

» The cuirent method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

» Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

e A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
fo be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

e Boundaries should not be expanded unlil this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this fime.

« Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

e The removal of problem wolves through (ethal means needs to remain an option.

« Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

« Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concerns, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely, %
~



Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM B7113

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

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr. Milisap:

| would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be altowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done,

Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

Carcass removal by livestock aperations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

The removal of probiem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concerns, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely, 9‘_‘/7”, M— CS m .8{,{5 }:D
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Brian Millsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildiife Service
Ecological Services Field Office
21050suna NE

Albuquerque, NM 87113

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

RE: Notice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Population of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf”).

Dear Mr. Millsap:

I would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concerns | have with these proposed amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, harming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

o The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personne! should not be allowed to persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in tum only creates a longer term problem with habituation.

s« The current method of determining depredation does not adequately caplure the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

» Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Trnibal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

s A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

¢ Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

e Carcass removal by livestock operations is not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

e The removal of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

+ Diseases carried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

= Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your attention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concemns, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries. :

jncerely,

£ Da)
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Brian Miilsap

State Administrator

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service e et 218 el
Ecolagical Services Field Office _

21050suna NE A per s ol

Albuguerque, NM 87113

Fax (505) 346-2542
Email: R2ZFWE_AL@fws.gov

RE: Natice of Scoping Meetings and intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Socio-Economic Assessment for the Proposed Amendment of the Rule
Establishing a Nonessential Experimental Populafion of the Arizona and New Mexico
Population of Gray Wolf (“Mexican Gray Wolf").

Dear Mr. Millsap:

I would like to comment on the above referenced scoping process. As a resident of New Mexico, |
am writing to express the following concems | have with these proposed amendments.

e The issue of human safety must be addressed. Wolves that stay around homes and
communities threatening children, haming pets and killing livestock should not be allowed to
remain in the program and must be dealt with immediately.

¢ The continued feeding of wolves by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Game and Fish
personnel should not be allowed lo persist. Although it may alleviate a short term problem, it
in turn oniy creates a longer term problem with habituation.

» The current method of determining depredation does not adequately capture the true amount
of harm and cost being done.

» Depredation on domestic pets on private, public or Tribal lands needs to be adequately
addressed and effective remedies need to be available to protect private individuals.

« A compensation and interdiction program managed by livestock producers themselves needs
to be created to address the real cost of the losses private individuals are experiencing.

« Boundaries should not be expanded until this program can show some type of success nor
should it be considered at this time.

« Carcass removal by livestock operations ts not a realistic option, nor can its affects be proven
at this time.

= The removat of problem wolves through lethal means needs to remain an option.

o Diseases caried by wolves that are harmful to humans and domestic livestock needs to be
addressed.

« Research needs to be done on wolves by land grant universities that are unbiased and have
the resources to do so.

Thank you in advance for your aitention. We look forward to an EIS that addresses the real
concerns, true costs and negative impacts to those rural communities that are within the program
boundaries.

Sincerely,

ke LS e





