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March 3,20LL

Dear Chairman Brenden and members of the Senate Fish & Game Committee,

This afternoon your committee will consider H.B. 47L whrchproposes to set a maximum objective of 15

breeding pairs of wolves for the entire state. We ask drat you oppose H.B.47L for a number of reasons:

1. This bill undermines Montanas wolf management plan which was developed through a collaborative
process that included hunters. ranchers. conservationists and many others. Montana developed a wolf
management plan that works and has developed a solid track record of adaptive wolf management. Montana's

wolf plan uses the number of 15 breeding pairs of wolves as the trigger for more or less aggressive management
acrions. If there are more than 15 breeding pairs in dre state, FWp can use regulated hundng and rapping to
manage the states wolf population. In addidon, FWP becomes more liberal in authorizing the lethal control
of problem wolves in response to livestock conflicts. If there are fewer than 15 breeding pairs, no regulated
hunting or trapping can be used to manage wolves, and the response to livestock conflicts becomes more
conservative. (See attached Table 1 from Montanas Wolf Management and Conservation Plan.)

2. Overri&ng Montanas federally approved management plan will only delay the day the state gets to manage

its wolves. Montana's wolf management plan and reguladons are approved by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS) under the requirements of the Endangered Species Act. This is a crirical step toward the
eventual delisting of wolves. This bill will dmost certainly cause the USFWS to reevaluate its approval of
Montana's wolf management plan.

3. H.B.471 sets an artificial cap on the number ofwolves in Montana by setting the maximum number of
breeding pairs at 15. This will require FWP to continue intensively (and expensively) monitoring the wolf
populadon to ensure the population remains securely recovered. Montana is legally require4 alongwith
Idaho and Wyoming to maintain a minimum of 30 breeding pairs in the region (10 pairs in each state).
Managing down to 15 or less breeding pairs could cause wolves to be returned to the Endangered Species List.

Montana's Wolf Management Plan was formulated based on extensive public input, in an open process that
included all stakeholders. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Seryice approved that plan and accompanlnng
regulations; since receiving that approvaf Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks has been the lead egency on wolf
management under a cooperative agreement with the USFWS even while wolves remain a listed species.

Amending Montana's plan now may void that approval and only furtfrer d"Ly delisting Let's respect the
wishes of the public and manage wolves like other Montana wildlife, such as elk and black bears, without
ardftcial caps on population numbers.

Please vote No on HB 47L mdprotect Montana's broadly supported wolf management plan.

Sincerelp

Barb Cestero, Montana Director



Table l. The spectrum of mmagement activities to mangs and ouserve wolves in Msntana-

the adaptive -u"ugg*""tmodel calls for selection ofdifferent rnanagsmeNrt strategies

as the nrr*Uer of wofpacta changes from less &an 15 to 15 or g",atff. Tbe different

manage,ne,nt seftings litrUtic Irds andMixd landovrmrships) call for diffe'rcnt

shategiee, dep€nding on landonnership pattsrns, sooial frctore, land use Ffisms,
biological constnainb, and fte physical atfiibttes of fte environment Some

managpg1ent shtegies may apply arrosc all mmbers of wolf packs or management

settings, as indicated by the right arows.
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Table 1. Continued.

* Montana slrares a legal with the states of Idaho and Wyoming to maintain a
minimum total of 30 breeding pairs in the region. Since not all packs successfully breed and
have prys w€ry ycar, Moabna will mainhin at least l+17 packs staten'ide to irnrre
achievementof a rninimum nurnber of 10bmeedingpairs wift atlaasttwo pups orr December 3L

WOL,FPACI(NI}MBER

L€ss Than 15 Prcks* <- I --t ffi Packs or Greeter
I

PublicLrnds

(Wantyow&
aarNdordhtb)

Mixd Lrnd
0rrncclipe

6*axpsap*
.dpMGIe&

iwrysd
grgzlicrfur,)

Pubn$Lrnds

(tu&n*yew&
nanIfu*l&rrla/

MiredLand
(hnercbips

@mW*e*gc
.rf pifrcbnfs

iwtpd
apfianblnl

Itfionbna
Flfi,

}?HHC
&Prrk

Sunnnrize srnual
mortali,ty; tackpack
nurr6ers using
USFWS &finition

Ensure human safety;
discourage wolf
habituation

No regulated hunting
mdtapping

->

Noregulated
hunting and
tepping; licensed

Wortsper$on may
be used to resolve
conflictwl
liveslock in lieu of
govcmment
re$,on3e

Srmrnarize grrual
mortality; trackpack
nun$ers using
combindionUSFWS
definition and other
technique

Dsco.trage wolf
habituation; more
proactive removal of
potential problem
wolves

Regulated hunting
and trappingw/
MFWP Conrdssion
oversight;
conservative harvest
on quotaorperrnit
systemdmandatory
rcporting

--)>

4

Regulated hunting
and trapping w/
MFWP Commissisn
oversigfrg hrvest on
quota or perrnit
systemd rnanddory
reporting; hryvest
quotarnore libqal as

oack#s increase

W[dHfe
Sctnicg

Muegcment
$tra@ic

Incremental
approadr,
conservative

Incremental
approach; lethal
removal ofproblem
wolves mare libryal

Incrernental
aprproach; lethal
renrcval rnay be lst
especially ot private
land

PriY&
Cttizcns

Non-lsthal
harassnent

Lethal take in defense
of life/pronertv

-*-+

43


