EQC committee
Re: FWP license fee increases

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee,
I inst the i i f the deer, elk or antelope hunting ft erea e,
am against the increase in any of the deer, elk or antelope hunting fees. G - -
% y pe g (oo e )A.,u-\/oj 6‘4'—-2/1/%—8—-
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I have hunted big game every year in the state of Montana since 1963. In that 50 years I have seenFWP
constantly strive to manage the wildlife in excess of management objective thru 2005. After 2005 this
effort feel off a cliff.

FWP has instituted a policy of limiting the hunting of deer, elk and antelope to a five week rifle season
since 2005. As a result of this policy the following groups of people have been harmed.

1. Meat hunters have lost access to private lands that were previously open to hunting antlerless
deer, elk and antelope animals in seasons set byF WP in the general hunting regulations for
people to apply for in the usual yearly application cycle. Since 2005 these hunting opportunities
are no longer available.

2. Rural small businesses have lost the income from the hunters that went on these late hunts in
rural Montana. This includes but is not limited to resturants, sporting goods stores, motels, meat
processors, gas stations and more I'm sure.

3. Montana is loosing tax revenues from this lost income as resulting in lost tax revenue.

4. Landowners who outfit their properties are not allowed to let the public come onto their
property to harvest the anterless animals during the anterless only hunting seasons that were
common prior to 2006. 7 fis

5. FWP biologist who strive to manage deer, elk and antelope to management objective have lost
one of their tools to manage wildlife to objective as required by state law.

Observation: FWP is focusing their management efforts on landowners who will limit access to fee
only hunting on their property during the five week rifle season, rather than focusing on continuing the
hunting heritage of hunting and harvesting surplus anterless animals after the general season was over.

As a result of the policy decisions made by FWP management since 2005 that have reduced hunting
opportunities, caused elk populations to grow above management objective at a faster rate and lack of
concern for the small business throughtout rural Montana, I am against any increase in deer, elk or
antelope license fees.

PAY MORE WHAT FOR!!!

Brian McCullough Iy %%/'
2217 9™ Ave , '

Helena, Mt 59601
406-443-4639
cell406-431-4311
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ieSion Wi ST, Lle pUrpose of 57-1-321 through 87-1-325 is to require the

-202, L. ) commission, with advice of the department, to manage elk, deer, and antelope populations in a
- *m sustainable manner that keeps animal populations at a number that does not adversely affect
Mazch | ' Montana land.
o1 * History: En. Sec. 1, Ch. 553, L. 2003.
changes e 87-1-322. . Calculation of available habitat. When determining the total acreage that
Subject ; serves as habitat .for_elk, deer, and antelope, the commission shall consider public land and
‘ private land for wildlife management or habitat enhancement purposes. This calculation must
R be reconsidered and provided to the public by October 1 of each odd-numbered year. _
: e S ade DA e .00 Fupae R R R R R R e R A A D R R A ks ;
! 87-1-323. Viable elk, deer, and antelope populations based on habitat acreage — T}
; reduction of populations as necessary. (1) Based on the habitat acreage that is determined !{;
S pursuant to 87-1-322, the commission shall determine the appropriate elk, deer, and antelope %’
. numbers that can be viably sustained. The department shall consider the specific concerns of 7
i private landowners when determining sustainable numbers pursuant to this section. =
¢ (2) Oncethe sustainable population numbers are determined as provided in subsection (1), "
b s the. depaljtment Sh?.ﬂ implement, through existing wildlife management programs, necessary Q
ot i actions with the objgctlve that the popu]atlop of elk, deer, and antelope remains at or below the r
: & sustainable population. The programs may include but are not limited to: =
& i (a) liberalized harvests; =~ —— =
. f ; (b) game damage hunts; ;E
. 0’% [ (c) landowner permits; or #
P t () animal relocation. 3
S e (3) The department shall: '
{r 2011 Montana Fish, Wildlife, and Parks Statutest

.
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87-1-324 FISH AND WILDLIFE 266

(a) manage with the objective that populations of elk, deer, and antelope are at or below the
sustainable population number by January 1, 2009; and__.._

(b) evaluate the elk; deer, and antelope populations on an annual basis and provide that
information to the public.

History: En. Sec. 3, Ch. 553, L. 2003.

87-1-324. Sustainable elk, deer, and antelope populations program — funding.
The department shall use money from the fish and game fund, as described in 87-1-601(3), to
implement 87-1-321 through 87-1-325.

History: En. Sec. 4, Ch. 553, L. 2003.

87-1-325. Rulemaking. (1) The department and the commission shall adjust existing
wildlife management rules and plans to implement 87-1-321 through 87-1-325.

(2) The department and the commission may adopt rules for determining sustainability.
The commission shall consider average carrying capacity and use generally accepted animal
unit factors for each species in each commission region.

(3) Any rules adopted by tll'le department pursuant to subsection (2) must be adopted in a

timely manner.
History: En. Sec. 5, Ch. 553, L. 2003.

Part 4
Director of Fish, Wildlife, and Parks

87-1-401. Director to carry out policies. The director shall carry out the policies of the

commission and shall adopt rules authorized by law to implement those policies.
History: En. 26-106.3 by Sec. 17, Ch. 417, L. 1977; R.C.M. 1947, 26-106.3.
Cross-References
Appointment of Director, Art. VI, sec. 8, Mont. Const.; 2-15-3401.

Reports to Governor, Art. VI, sec. 15, Mont. Const.
Adoption and publication of rules — Montana Administrative Procedure Act, Title 2, ch. 4, part 3.

Member of Water Pollution Control Advisory Council, 2-15-2107.

87-1-402. Oath of director. Before entering upon official duties, the director shall take
and subscribe the constitutional oath of office and shall in addition swear or affirm that the
director does not hold another position or office or any position under any political committee or

party. The oath or affirmation must be filed in the office of the secretary of state.

History: En. Sec. 11, Ch.193,L. 1921; re-en. Sec. 3660, R.C.M. 1921; re-en. Sec. 3660, R.C.M. 1935; amd.
Sec. 14, Ch. 177, L. 1965; R.C.M. 1947, 26-111(part); amd. Sec. 2837, Ch. 56, L. 2009.
Cross-References

Oath of office, Art. IT1, sec. 3, Mont. Const.

Bonds of state officers and employees, Title 2. ch. 9. nart &



(TABLE 2) ELK USE DAYS AND EXPENDITURES BY REGION (2011)

156,669
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(TABLE 3) DEER USE DAYS AND EXPENDITURES BY REGION (2011)

1 222,886
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190,583

142,855
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$12.6M
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J (TABLE 4) ANTELOPE USE DAYS AND EXPENDITURES BY REGION (2011)

182

13,388
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5,733

12,270
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