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ISSUE 7A: Boundary problems for GMUs 578 (West Klickitat) and 388 (Grayback) 

BACKGROUND:  

1) Current GMU 388 (Grayback) & GMU 578 (West Klickitat) boundary:  

A) Confusing boundary description; part of GMU 578 actually lies east of a good-sized portion of 
GMU 388.  

B) Fragments popular elk hunting area into “East” and “West”.  

C) Inappropriately groups western forested habitat with eastern agricultural and arid habitats.  

 

HUNTING SEASON RAMIFICATIONS OF BOUNDARY CHANGES:  

***Note that other potential Regional and Statewide changes implemented during the 2009-11 season-
setting process could alter these ramifications.  

 

ELK HUNTING:  

Areas in the “new” portion of 578 would be included in the “WEST” elk tag area.  

Early Archery = No Significant Change  

Late Archery = Areas in “new” portion of 578 would now be closed  

Late Muzzleloader = Areas in the “new” portion of 578 would now be open  

 

DEER HUNTING:  

***All user groups = “new” portions of 578 would be removed from the 3-Point or larger area for deer  

***Modern Firearm = “new” portions of 578 would have longer general season and 2-point antler 
restriction  

Early Muzzleloader = “new” portions of 578 would be open  

***Late Muzzleloader = “new” portions of 578 would be open  

Early Archery = No significant Change  

Late Archery = “new” portions of 578 would be closed  

 

Do you support changing the mutual boundaries for these gmus? 

388 and 578 should both be 3 point or better. I hunt 388 late archery. Bigger bucks now that it is 3 point or better 

388 is managed as a mule deer population, its not, its blacktail, needs to be west wash black tail tag again. Handled by the 
vancouver office, or the yakima office needs to figure out how to manage a black tail population and set the tags 
appropriately. When they switched it from west to east. It separated my families 75 year old hunting tradition in half. 
Separated families and comradery. 388 greyback needs to be a west wa tag like it always has been and managed as a black 
tail population for deer. 

388 should have remained western. It never should have been changed the change sucks. Divides our seasons and families. 
This is absolute bullshit. Change 388 back to western. There isnt even a single mule deer in the gmu and its managed as a 
mule deer property. 
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ISSUE 7A: Boundary problems for GMUs 578 (West Klickitat) and 388 (Grayback) 
588 was changed to 388 3 years ago and now you are proposing to get rid of 388 all together? I assume to change the 
regulations on deer harvests. To change the area back to a western unit for elk, change the numbers back to 588, keep the 
current harvest restrictions as they are now for deer. Do not change this unit into a muzzleloader unit as it will be found 
unusable on state lands due to the high amount of snow. People are held responsible for knowing the boundaries and 
regulations for the units they choose to hunt in, no matter how confusing. The late season for archery should remain and 
never be compromised. Gmu unit boundaries need to be decided and left alone. Usfwd has definately interferred with to 
many changes and restrictions on both sides of hunting and fishing. We all understand that there needs to be rules and 
guidelines in order to manage the wildlife but with the high number of wildlife such as elk, deer, bear, cougar and turkey that 
are in 388, its best that things remain as they currently are. 

A managent issue that should be solely up to you guys. 

All 65 & older people should have a longer season & more gmus to hunt 

All areas are too dificult to understand. Lets use major roads and rivers, not survey lines throught the woods that take 
sightings on stars. 

Allow mechanical broadheads, led tracer lights on arrows. Arrows are more acurate than fixed brodheads and the led's allow 
us to see better 

Allow more 65 and older tags everwhere 

Allow more kills of bucks and bulls with fewer points and less kills with more points. 

Archery is hard enough, every year more and more land is closed for us making it harder to hunt in this state. King County 
has purchased so much of the land around Issaquah to Enumclaw. How is it that they allow bike riding, nature hiking, sight 
seeing, horse back riding , etc, but will not allow archery hunting. Why are Fish and Game not getting involved to help us 
sportsman. I hunt very little in my own state because of this. There is alot of great areas that I use to hunt that King County 
has purchased and closed to Hunters, but is open to the rest of the public. We hunters support Fish and Game and take care of 
the wilderness and wildlife much better then Bike riders who leave a bunch of trash all over the place.If the state does not get 
involved soon this state will be left with hunters who will not be purchasing Local license which help Fish and Game. I 
would love to show you the areas I am speaking about. Please help us long term residents of Washington State to win back 
the right we were born with ( using the land that we pay for ). 

Archery opertunity should be increased in another area to compensate for lost of the new portion of 578. 

Archery season to long---should be no longer than modern---they get the prime time 

Archery should never be closed in any gmus where it already exist. It has the lowest success rate!! 

Are you for reel? The units are fine it is nuts to change boundrys and create more confussion just hire people to replace 
missing road signs and put boundry markers on key roads.Big deal if muzzle loaders take 30% percent of the harvest bow 
hunters take maybe 8% and rifle gets the rest.you would be giving big chunk of grayback in the dead canyon area to the 
muzzle loaders and takeing away that area from bowhunters this is brain dead also taking away a area i muzzle load in the 
north east corner. Also I bowhunt west side elk and what moron called gray back the east side it is this side of 97???? 

As long as continuity of harvest data can be maintained 

As long as you dont cross the klickitat river 

Boundaries should be clear, reference to easily determined physical features, i.e. Roads, creeks, rail, etc. 

Boundaries should be on physiographic breaks and correlated to vegetative communities where possible 

Boundary descriptions need tobe simplified 

Boundrary lines should be easy to locate...roads, rivers, streams, road junctions, stream junctions, pipelines 

Bring back the late 4 day hunt (Thanksgiving) for modern firearm. Archery and muzzle have become high tech and are given 
gracious hunting opportunitities compared to modern firearm. 

Changing the boundry makes sense, and makes it easier for sportsman. 

Combine these units 

Disagree in including 578 w/ West elk tag. 
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ISSUE 7A: Boundary problems for GMUs 578 (West Klickitat) and 388 (Grayback) 
Do not hunt that area 

Do not hunt these gmus 

Do not hunt these gmus 

Do not let master hunter in. Allow more for 65 and older, they have have earned it and payed for it. 

Do not live in this area 

Do not support any: doe, spike or 2 pt for any weapon except for "damage units" 

Do not support loss of archery opportunity. 

Does not effect me 

Don't hunt the area and don't know the issues 

Don't Hunt There 

Dont hunt there so, good either way whatever you think is best. 

Don't hunt these areas 

Don't hunt this area. 

Don't hunt this area. 

Don't know the area 

Dont know the areas and wont hunt them to far 

Early season archery should be extended statewide. Thats my only disagreement 

Eliminate GMU 578. The majority of any county that falls East of the Cascades (basiclly the Pacific Crest Trail), which is 
Klickitat County, should not be included in or managed by a Western Regional Office. No other county seems to have this 
problem and thier county lines are thier Regional Boundries. Klickitat County should be managed by Yakima Regional 
Office which is closer by 50 miles and I feel will best understand and manage the needs of our region. The Klickitat County 
line should be the Regional Boundry, eliminating any further confusion because GMU 578 would not exist, so being, would 
not need Managed. East is East and West is West. Furthermore, because of the healthy Cougar population and lower Mule 
Deer numbers, the WDFW Rules Should chang to a Three Point Minimum. This is clearly showing a lack of insite in this 
decision. I'm concerned about what's first, The Deer or further reaching control of Vancouver into Eastern Washington. 

Eliminate the East West designation for elk hunting. Seasons are set by GMU anyway. 

Elk Hunting - Late archery should be open. Deer Hunting - Leave it 3 - point or larger late archery should be open 

Elk hunting in172formuzzleloader steep hill long shot privateland gave the muzzleloader on east side175 back 

Going to idaho. All you do is bleed us for every buck you can and nothing but bull shit in return. 

How can I support or not without seeing the map showing the boudary conflicts? I am very familiar and hunt this unit 
primarily we need to change the late muzzleloader season for deer back to align with our major Thanksgiving holiday 
season..... 

How many people were confused? Issued citations? If none, then I don't support. If a few, then REFUND their money and I 
definitely support. Failure to give a fellow, good human being the benefit of the doubt is what is ruining our society. 

How would this affect me in Walla Walla? 

I agree that the muzzleloader season should be open in some other areas, it would definitly take the strain and numbers out of 
the rifle season (as far as people hunting) 
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ISSUE 7A: Boundary problems for GMUs 578 (West Klickitat) and 388 (Grayback) 
I am strongly against this change. It is merely for the convenience of WDFW enforcement, some elk hunters, a land owner or 
two, and the muzzle loader deer hunters. I hunt 388, and this is a losing deal for 388 hunters. Displaced 578 hunters will 
pressure the remaining portion of 388. 388 is made smaller and gains no land from a neighbor unit. The new portion of 578 
will get the benefit of 2 years of 3-point antler restriction, and dilute the good work this management has done, unless antler 
restrictions are made and/or tags are limited. 578 is already over hunted in the muzzle load deer season and is a 2-point 
harvest area. Add to that issue 25 where consideration is being given to turn area 381 (which is not far from 388) over to 
M/L. This has the same late archery season as 388. Where will those displaced late archery deer hunters go? Some to 388 for 
sure. This is a lousy idea and will further hurt 388. 

I believe that traditional archery along with cap and ball muzzleloaders should have special seasons/A&B tags like Idaho 

I believe this a very wise choice and makes very good sense, should have been done years ago and does a much better job of 
managing the Klickitat Game Range for Deer winter range 

I do not hunt that area, and I am not familiar with it. 

I do not know that area or its problems 

I do support the change but keep the 3 point or larger in place 

I don not hunt these GMU's. 

I don't hunt that GMU so my opinion holds no value. 

I dont hunt in these areas so its not right to comment 

I DON'T HUNT IN THIS AREA 

I don't hunt over there. 

I don't hunt there 

I dont hunt these areas,but why would only late archery be closed.that should be the one open over any as it is much more 
difficult 

I don't hunt these units but it seems to make sense. 

I don't hunt these units so have not had the problems 

I don't know enough about the issues! 

I don't know enough about this issue and the description is far too vague. 

I dont like lenghting modern firearm, but droping late archery. Archers take far less game than Modern firearm. I like the 
clarification of the unit lines 

I dont support changes in the area hunts because,in the state of washington,you have to pick your weapon.less likely to fill 
your tag. Next 2009 iam not hunting big game.washington needs help other than a survey from hunters, 

I feel it should remain open as 388 for early and late muzzleloader due to such short seasons. 

I feel that you do a great job,its very hard to please. Blackpowder is what I will hunt most the time.we need to open some 
more space like lewis river and souxion there open for rim fire guns just give it a thought thank you scott burnett 509-427-
7222 

I have changed my weapon of choice to Archery and would not like archery portions closed. Open more areas please! 

I have hunted these two areas for 30 years. 

I have never hunted in these GMU's 

I have not hunted these areas 

I like the diversity of the current system. 

I lose my ability to hunt with my eastern tag 

I only hunt pheasant, so I am not familiar with the choices. 
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ISSUE 7A: Boundary problems for GMUs 578 (West Klickitat) and 388 (Grayback) 
I prsonally believe that it should stay 3 point or better. Give youth tags for any buck. 

I realy don't know any thing about the area 

I STRONGLY DISAGREE WITH THIS PROPOSAL!!! The boundary is not confusing and archers (which is a larger group) 
love to hunt this area also! Other issues in this survey also indicate that deer populations are struggling in this unit. 
Muzzleloaders are far more effective than archers and if this proposal is approved, it will not only hurt the deer population 
significantly, but it will displace archery hunters who will most likely migrate to unit 388. Your survey says that unit is 
already over-hunted also. This proposal would worsten the problems in 388. Elk in the eastern part of unit 578 are there 
because of limited of pressure due to lack of access. If you want to target elk in 578, allow more road access and longer 
seasons for archery hunting in that unit. Also increase the restrictions on deer harvests to 3-point minimum to protect that 
herd. 

I strongly support changing the boundaries as indicated above, because when you changed it the way it is now, the number of 
elk we've seen between Fisher Hill Rd and the Klickitat River diminished from 20 to 30 to 2 in 2006 and zero in 2007. We 
probably will not try this area again unless the changes are made ASAP! But, I think you are over complicating this issue in 
that you don't have to change the deer restriction from 3-point minimum to 2-point minimum, and you don't have to open the 
area from Fisher Hill Rd to the Klickitat River to muzzeloaders. All you have to do is make the area from Fisher Hill Rd to 
the Klickitat River a special Elk area that coincides with GMU 578 rules and leave the deer restrictions and type of firearm 
the way it is now, i.e. 388 GMU rules. 

I strongly support this proposed change because we used to see 20 or 30 elk between Fisher Hill Rd and the Klickitat River, 
but in 2006 we (7 or 8 people) only saw 2 elk and in 2007 we did not see any elk. But, I think you are complicating the issue 
by changing the deer restrictions and type of fire arm that can be used. Just make the area between Fisher Hill Rd and the 
Klickitat River a special elk area that has the same season dates as GMU 578. 

I support the boundary change but would like to see 578 3_point or better 

I support this as long as all areas to the East of the Klickitat River remain in GMU 388 and the 3-point antler restriction for 
deer remains in effect. 

I support this for the reasons stated, but recognize that if you convert that part of 388 to 578, you will also send those late 
archery hunters from that area to 388. Over hunting this unit is already a concern. If you do that, you need to allow some late 
archery hunting to continue in 578, which does not have the same problems, to reduce the pressure on 388. 

I think defining the boundaries so there is no confusion is the way to go, if that entails changes in the GMU and hunting 
regulations so be it. 

I think disabled hunters should be allowed to hunt before archery, muzzleloader, or modern firearms, to give them a better 
chance of filling their tags. 

I think more portions of these GMU's should allow Bow Hunting 

I think the state already has to long of hunting seasons for all weapons. Deer and Elk are ran in some way shape or form from 
Sept. To Dec. In most units. Add in poaching, winter kill, fences/Environment reduction, predaters (wolves, bear, cougar) 
and disease, WA does not have the wildlife numbers to sustain it all! 

I thought that 3- point or larger restriction were based off of biologists recommendations, how can you just change this by 
just changing a boundary line? 

I would like the 388 to be a west side elk but not to stop me from bowhunting late north of goldendale 

I would like to see "new" portions of 578 open during late Archery 

I would like to see grayback go back to a west hunt area 

I would prefer that elk tags be statewide and not just east or west. 

If it ant brock dont fix it. 

If moved the poeple in charge are stupid and need to be fired they are a wast of my tax dollars 

If turning 388 into 578 is the plan then i am for it 

If you would remove east and west and stay with game management units there would be no problem 
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ISSUE 7A: Boundary problems for GMUs 578 (West Klickitat) and 388 (Grayback) 
I'm confused-If this makes 578 larger and extends the boundary east then I'm for it, but If this makes area 388 larger and 
extends the boundary west then I'm against it. I would like to see the changes on a map. My consern is the Glenwood area 
and enjoying the the western rules and seasons for elk, deer and turkey. 

I'm not familiar witht the area. 

It appears that once again archery takes a back seat to modern firearm seasons and muzzle loading. I want to know why areas 
close to archery that were once open and that there are modern firearm only areas that are not open to archery. 

It don't matter to me, as long as, wildlife management sees it best for boundary accuracy. 

It is a hrd thing to get used to but there has to be a LINE distinctly differentiating east and west. Cleaner lines means less 
confusion all around. 

It is totally amazing that the game dept. Can remove the late Archery season in this area and not compensate the archery 
hunters with some other unit or a longer early season like most of all of the western states. They now state that "new" 
portions of 578 will be open for other methods, which were closed prior. Archery hunters are getting the short end here. 

It makes it easier to under stand I like it. 

It's too bad you couldn't include a town in snohomish county!!!!!!! 

I've hunted both of these units and found the descriptions tough to follow without close study. 

Late Archery = “new” portions of 578 would be closed WHY? 

Leave alone 

Leave it alone, 

Leave the late archery in the portion between Fischer Hill and the Klickitat river. 

Like the way it is. 

Long overdue. Rules should be made to be easier to follow, implement and utilize. 

Longer modern Elk season would be nice. 

Longer seasons and more areas to hunt! 

Longer seasons and the hunting of 2 points isn't in my opinion good quality game management. 

Make it easy to understand the boundaries 

Make it state wide for all weapons archery season one week later the 15thfor elk state wide. 

Make the portion east of 388 part of 388, don't take it away from east side tag 

Make the river the boundary 

Makes a lot of sense to me!!!! 

Making areas that have difficult boundry discriptions are comfusing, changing is a good idea. 

Making boundary descriptions less confusing is always needed. I hunt in that area and it took a while before I was really 
certain which unit I was in. 

Many boundary lines are confusing and should be revamped or combined 

Marking of areas didnot work 

More cow elk opertuneys for the disabled who cant grt into the woods 

Move the east/west elk boundary back to Hwy 97. I like to hunt Mt. Adams area on weekends, but be able to hunt close to 
Goldendale before & after work. 

Moving the boundary to the K. River would increase pressure on those areas west of the river that are east side type habitats, 
which would adversely effect deer populations there. I would suggest moving it further west, say to HWY 141? 

Muzzle Loaders would decimate the deer which WDFW is trying to bring back to former Glory 
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ISSUE 7A: Boundary problems for GMUs 578 (West Klickitat) and 388 (Grayback) 
Muzzleloader areas have been reduced in the last several years 

Muzzleloader season's need to longer, have no early, just a longer late season. 

Muzzleloaders already have the smallest unit 578,please leave it alone. 

My bigger concern is the west vs. East elk tag. I would prefer to not have to choose since I am torn between hunting westside 
with family or hunting eastside yakima areas... 

Never been there, no opinion 

Never hunted this 578 unit 

No change 

No Desire to Hunt either GMU 

No longer hunt there. 

None 

None; being correct is better than nothing at all. Government? Nah, you are kiddin...... 

Not familar with the problems 

Not familiar with either area 

Not familiar with this area 

Not partial 

Open early season elk hunting one week later and close at the end of the month. 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

People who put in for special hunts who have not been drawn should be first picked,not same people every year,in general 
not just this area 

Private land makes up the majority of the GMU 388, to take any away from this unit would be in appropriate. The boundry 
description should be changed in the regulations in order to make it match the current GMU boundries. 

Put 388 back in western washington 

Put Grayback back into WESTERN ELK!!!!!!! 

Should be changed to highway 141 

Should be open for spike or better 

Should only have to be 2point seeing as they shoot em with groth hormines that keep the racks small 

Should remove questions on boundary 

Simplify to reduce confusion 

Simplifying the borders of gmus is a good thing. You have to be a surveyor to know exactly where the borders are now. 

Sounds like elk hunter's want the graybback herd that is know off limit to muzzleloader's . And this would also make 
garyback less hunter friendly with maybe 10-25% left open too the public . 

Stop taking archery areas away from us. I am a land owner there and I will close my lands to hunting and I will get others to 
do the same. Make this another game unit and leave it archery. 

Stop the slaughter of elk by the native american "hunters" in the colockum 

Take down the gates for late archery in glenwood unit ! 

Taking away an archery area 

Taking away the late archery season for the Klickatat river would not be good, but moving the Western elk boundary because 
of where we hunt, to the river would be good 
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ISSUE 7A: Boundary problems for GMUs 578 (West Klickitat) and 388 (Grayback) 
That is my primary hunting unit, and these changes sound for the better. It is a great elk unit for late muzzleloader, and I fully 
support a longer season, and feel that it would also support the Trout Lake area by bringing extra income to the small 
community. However, any major encroachment of Grayback into the present West Clickitat I feel would not only damage the 
community by limiting the ammout of outside revinue, but also be unfair to the elk and hunters that call that unit home, by 
displacing them both from their "winter territories". 

That's the problem with you people...no one has a clue what your talking about...poor bourders and poor management. 

The 3 point restriction now in place for greyback is right and late archery should not be lost in this area. 

The 3pt min needs to stay and it needs to stay a archery unit in the late season 

The boundaries are extremely confusing. I got on to private land without knowing it and got off as soon as I realized what 
had happened. 

The grayback unit needs to be a late season archery unit and needs to have a longer doe season to get the doe to buck ratio in 
balance 

The Grayback unit should still be open as a regular deer unit and not as a mule deer unit, but should remain 3 point or better 

The hunting date for eastern Washinton mule dear Gmu 251 area are one week to early or should include both week toward 
the ene of october. 

The more you can do to increase the health and maturity of Washington wildlife, the BETTER!!! You job is to manage the 
health of our wildlife, not to give opportunity for recreation. The latter is a privilage we pay for. If it was me I believe we 
should be a draw state only like Utah. 

The number of archeryt kills is half what the muzzle loaders would take out of 578. If the point is to harvest more animals 
then adjust the lat season and make it longer for both the archerys and the muzzleloaders. 

The printed pages of the gmu and maps are not very clear (the images) please do better print quaility 

The proprosal would leave late archery out and late muzzleloader. Leave open for both if you are going to leave it open to 
anyone. Leave antler restriction to 3 point or better.. 

The WDFW should make the GMU bounderies the same as the counties boundery. 

The whole idea of east & west elk permits is stupid and limiting to hunter success. You people rely on bad science to 
promote unknown goals. 

There is no benifit for the boundary change. As with the boundary change of Lewis River and Marble. Just another stupid 
move. 

There should not even be a distinction between Eastern and Western Washington 

These areas do not effect where I hunt. 

These changes would make a great difference 

These units have been open for archery for late season for over 50 years please leave it that way.I know many people have 
bought small plots of land in klickitat just to have a camping spot for hunting late season and would like to hunt the late 
season as always I personaly know at least twenty archers that hunt the late season in these unit . 

This expands modern and muzzloader seasons at the expense of the archery hunter 

THIS INFORMATION NEEDS TO GET TO MORE PEOPLE THAT ARE INVOLVED IN HUNTING. 

This is a test; how many times can this survey be completed from the same computer? 

This is a wast of timew even thinking about this.. The people in charge should be fired for even thinking about this 

This plan will kill more deer 

This unit should stay at a 3pt min at LEAST... I think it should be a special draw unit ONLY for buck to allow the buck 
population grow. 

This will be a smarter way to go 
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ISSUE 7A: Boundary problems for GMUs 578 (West Klickitat) and 388 (Grayback) 
This would significantly reduce the buck to doe ratio as muzzeloaders and modern firearm hunters will kill more bucks with 
the two point anter restriction than the current system. 

To many hunting in area 

Tribal Indians shouldn't get preferance in GMU's 

Washinton DFW needs to do away with the east west tag limitations. 

We need more area and a longer season for muzzleloaders 

We should do what makes the management easy and effective for the habitat 

We should have cow only archery in Pacific County. To many bulls being taken so rifle hunters don't have many chances. 

We used to have a two week late hunt in this area for muzzleloaders. Give it back to us. 

Whats with kissing up to muzzle loader hunting when you keep restricting archery more and more 

Why cut archery out limit both 

Why most people who hunt 578 also have for years hunted grayback. 

Why open it for late Muzzleloader and not lat Archery? 

Without a map its hard to figure what you will do however it seem easier to just chop off the top NE part of 578 and add it to 
388 rather than the other way. 

Would like to see the restriction on spike only elk change to branch antler option. 

Would make it a lot easier if it was the river 

Would support if the new parts of 578 were open for late archery 

You are trying to cut down the muzzle loading season and still trying to go to a permit only type hunting 

You doing nothing but giving more area to muzzle loader at the expense of the archer. Shame on you!!! It isn't broken so 
don't try and fix it!!! 

You have damn well better leave the archery late seasons alone. This is NOT what we asked for and you know it. Do not 
banter with this at all. We all know what is needed...so lets do the right thing. The only thing that needs to chang is the elk to 
be counted as the west side tag.....nothing more, nothing less. LEAVE LATE SEASON ARCHERY THE SAME. LEAVE IT 
ALONE. DONT TOUCH IT. YOUR GOING TO SEE THE PRIVATE LAND OWNERS CLOSE UP THEIR LANDS TO 
EVERYONE IF YOU DO THIS....OR IS THAT WHAT YOU WANT. ...KILL THE DAMN CATS UP THERE....MAYBE 
YOU ALL SHOULD GO UP THERE BEFORE YOU VOTE ON ANYTHING...GET OFF YOUR CHAIR AND TAKE A 
LOOK. ASK THE LANDOWNERS WHAT THEY THINK.....DONT SIT BEHIND A COMPUTER WITH YOUR DAMN 
SURVEYS LIKE COWARDS....SET UP A PANEL OF NON GRAM CRACKER GRANOLA SMOKERS , YOU KNOW 
REAL HUNTERS AND CONCERVATIONIST. I SWEAR YOU GUYS ARE THE WORST STATE IN THE USA....IF 
YOU DONT LIKE HUNTERS JUST COME OUT AND SAY IT....YOU CHICKIN SHITS. 

You should not take something away from the archers just to give it to the muzzleloaders 

Your elk tag souldn't be E or W, many guys I know enjoy both places. A tag is Tag 
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ISSUE 7B: Boundary problems for GMUs 574 (Wind River) and 578 (West Klickitat) 

BACKGROUND:  

1) Current GMU 578 (West Klickitat) and GMU 574 (Wind River) boundary:  

a) Confusing boundary; uses high elevation USFS roads that are difficult to travel and 
impassible in winter.  

b) Essentially identical hunting opportunities and management issues.  

 

HUNTING SEASON RAMIFICATIONS OF BOUNDARY CHANGES:  

***Note that other potential Regional and Statewide changes implemented during the 2009-11 season-
setting process could alter these ramifications.  

 

ELK HUNTING: No significant change in elk hunting opportunity for any user group  

 

DEER HUNTING:  

Early Muzzleloader = “new” portions of 574 would be closed  

***Late Muzzleloader = “new” portions of 574 would be closed  

Modern Firearm = No Significant change  

Archery = No Significant change  

 

Do you support changing the mutual boundaries for these GMUs? 

again a lot of boundarys are confusing, should be revamped 

again would support if not closed to muzzleloader 

As a muzzleloader hunter, I would like to have more hunting opportunities. 

As long as continuity of harvest data can be maintained 

As with the previous boundary problem, if changing the boundaries and regulations to match makes it easier to follow then 
change it. 

buy a stinking truck and grow a pair of balls 

change to most appropriate 

Closing of any gmus at any time reduces hunter success rate. Leave it open. 

do not hunt that area 

don't hunt in this area 

dont hunt these areas 

Don't hunt this area 

Don't know the area 

Dont know the areas and wont hunt them to far 

Eliminate GMU 578 as previously stated in issue 7A and issue 7B would also be resolved. 

Go back to one tag for the State and cure the problem. 

have fewer master hunts statewide. it is not right, one thing they do and they are in forever. 
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ISSUE 7B: Boundary problems for GMUs 574 (Wind River) and 578 (West Klickitat) 
How can we support all hunting methods 

How would this affect me in Walla Walla/ 

Hunting these units has been a nightmare; often not knowing if you are leagal or illegal; no satisfactory maps easily 
available. 

I am not in support of elimnating any more muzzleloader hunting opportunities 

I didn't hunt that side of 578, but it'd be easier to follow. 

I disagree on closing muzzleloader in the new portions. 

I dislike the loss of any hunting area for any hunters. 

I do not hunt these GMU's. 

I do not know that area 

I don't hunt that GMU so my opinion holds no value. 

I don't hunt for elk, deer , etc. 

I don't hunt there 

I don't hunt this area 

I don't know enough about this issue and the description is far too vague. 

I don't know the area well enough to have an opinion 

I don't like to see any closing of early or late muzzleloader seasons. These seasons are usually to short anyway. If the new "in 
lines" are the issue, consider a primitive weapon season such as flintlock. 

I feel that archers should get a late archery oppurtunity in both the 574 and 578 units, 

I have never hunted in these GMU's 

I realy don't know any thing about thlis area 

I think the state already has to long of hunting seasons for all weapons. Deer and Elk are ran in some way shape or form from 
Sept. to Dec. in most units. Add in poaching, winter kill, fences/Environment reduction, predaters (wolves, bear, cougar) and 
disease, WA does not have the wildlife numbers to sustain it all! 

I think you should open the wind river unit to early and late muzzleloaders. 

if both modern and archery deer are not closed in 574, dont then close it for muzzleloaders. 

If it is that difficult to travel near the boundary, no one is going to be near there anyway 

If this the only problem is boundry and difficult to travel and impassible in winter, then maybe a little hard work with snow 
shoes and a GPS might help 

leave all boundaries alone learn too read a map or buy a 4x4 

leave alone 

leave as is 

leave as is. 

leave new portions open to muzzleloader 

losing more area during early muzzle loader is exactly opposite of where WDFW should go 

make it simple 

muzzleloader hunting is restricted enough now. We used to have a longer late season. 
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ISSUE 7B: Boundary problems for GMUs 574 (Wind River) and 578 (West Klickitat) 
Muzzleloader hunts have diminished in area in the last several years. 

Muzzleloader season should have a longer and more areas to hunt for deer and elk 

Muzzleloaders already have the fewest areas to hunt. 

Muzzleloaders already have too few areas. 

Muzzleloaders are the smallest group in washington, we need to expand opportunities not limit them 

need to look at on a map 

Need to see maps showing this I propose you open the late muzzleloader deer season back to the dates aligned with the 
Thanksgiving holiday season should not have been changed. 

never hunted there, no preference 

never hunted this unit 

no change 

no comment 

no comments its all good. 

No Desire to hunt either GMU 

none 

Notfamiliar with this area 

Offerer late season (Thanksgiving) for modern firearm. 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

please leave unit 578 muzzleloader seasons as is,stop taking our seasons away,elk is also being taken away in the late 
muzzleloader season with this change of unit 578. 

Please simplify all GMU boundaries as much as possible. 

reduce master hunters 

same as above 

Same as above!!! 

same as for 7A 

same as previous comment 

See previous comment. 

seems that the only seasons effected are muzzleloading. if there is a habitat/ animal problem all seasons should be adjusted. if 
it is just an access problem let the hunters deal with it 

simplify boundary descriptions 

Since I don't hunt in those areas i'm not really informed on the ramifications or benefits of the proposed changes 

Testing from the Commission office (Susan Yeager); how many times can one computer submit answers to this survey? 

THE ARE OK RIGHT WHERE,THEY ARE MUZZLELOADER SEASON IS TO EARLY IN THE YEAR AND TO 
SHORT 

The boundaries are only confusing to those who can't read a map. Hwy 141 is a poor choice. It will drive Muzzle hunters 
onto into an even smaller area. 
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ISSUE 7B: Boundary problems for GMUs 574 (Wind River) and 578 (West Klickitat) 
The muzzelloaders & archers by having arly access run most of the game out of areas by the time modern firearmers are 
allowed to hunt--especially difficult for seniors to have any chances of seeing game--please address this ongoing season 
setting user disparity!! 

there are things called snowshoes and hard work if the USFS roads are difficult to travel in the winter, just like the blue 
montains. 

There has never been any cofusion over boundries from hunters , the confusion lies within the game department officials. 

There should not even be a distingtion between Eastern and Western Washington 

trying to cut down muzzle loading season..Always giving bow hunters extra long season 

unfair to muzzle loader only hunters, perhaps early muzzle loader open and closed for late muzzle loader 

unless you can show muzz. hunters are harvesting too many animals. 

We don't have many muzzleloader areas. Please don't close the ones we have. 

we need more area and longer season for muzzleloaders 

WHAT EVER MAKES THE MUZZLELOADERS HAPPY, IS THAT WHATS ITS ALL ABOUT? AGAIN...U ALL 
MUZZLELOADERS?? 

what takes so long to fix simple problems 

What's confusing? As far as high eleavtion roads...WINTER HAPPENS DEAL WITH IT ! 

While there are muzzleloader opportunities in the state, most are on private lands and are used to reduce or eliminate heards 
on private property. Few good muzzeloader opportunities exist w/o obtain specail permits 

why 

why is it that the muzzleloader always gets the brunt of any changes 

Wildlife health, balance and maturity first.....opportunity for recreation second. 

Without seeing the proposed new boundaries I cannot support this proposal . 

Would like to see more oppertunity for big bulls 

you are cattering to the rifle hunters and are screwing those of us with primitive wepons just mark the boundries are any of 
you hunters? 

Your focus is in the wrong direction. These boundary issues are closing opportunities again. Is the focus to protect widllife or 
manage them? You seem to forget that hunting is a managment tool and that there needs to be more opportunities for that 
tool to work. How many does will the State kill this year by not managing them thru hunting? 
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ISSUE 7C: Boundary problems for GMUs 568 (Washougal) and 574 (Wind River) 

BACKGROUND: 

1) Current GMU 574 (Wind River) and GMU 568 (Washougal) boundary:  

a) Confusing boundary; uses decommissioned USFS roads, the USFS boundary (nothing physically 
present), and requires cross-country navigation to find the boundary.  

b) Very similar hunting regulations for deer and elk hunting.  

 

HUNTING SEASON RAMIFICATIONS OF BOUNDARY CHANGES:  

***Note that other potential Regional and Statewide changes implemented during the 2009-11 season-
setting process could alter these ramifications.  

 

ELK HUNTING:  

Late Muzzleloader = Areas in “new” portion of 568 would have a longer season  

Modern Firearm and Archery = No significant changes to hunting opportunities for these user groups  

 

DEER HUNTING:  

Modern Firearm = areas in “new” portion of 568 would have general late buck season  

Early Muzzleloader = areas in the “new” portion of 568 would be open  

Early Archery = areas in the “new” portion of 568 would have a bag limit of any deer instead of 2-point 
buck  

Late Archery = No change  

 

Do you support changing the mutual boundaries for these GMUs? 

a plus for muzleloaders for a change but still long seasons for archery. 

actually the only thing i don't support is the any legal deer in place of two point buck or better. 

Again I'm not familiar with the issues 

again mark boundries with gmu boundy markers and remark road signs who is confussed not me. 

All the micro-management of the different game units is stupid. If you did away with the GMU system you wouldn't have 
these stupid surveys. 

Any increased opportunities for muzzleloaders are great changes! Thanks. 

Any time the boundaries are hard to define they should be relocated. 

As long as continuity of harvest data can be maintained 

close early muzzleloader for this area and no archery 

combine these units 

Commissioner George Orr would like to know how many times one computer can be used to fill out the survey 

confusing yes and muzzleloaders do need more area to hunt 

consider allowing again a late archery season in that unit 

Cross-country navigation? Get a GPS! You should be more intrested in stpooing poching than wasting time with this crap! 

Deer are scarce compared to 30 years ago, when I started hunting, and we shoulld not allow does to be taken. 
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ISSUE 7C: Boundary problems for GMUs 568 (Washougal) and 574 (Wind River) 
Ditto! 

do not hunt that area 

Do you have more information on the boundries? will this be easy to understand? 

dont hunt 

Don't hunt this area 

Don't hunt this area 

Health of wildlife first....unter privilage 2nd 

hold two point min for early archery, and allow any deer for late archery, early buck only gives bucks advantage do to no rut. 
late season any deer would present a ethical challange to hunter for choice in animal harvest 

How would this affect me in Walla Walla? 

Hunt these areas & fully agree 

i disagree with the late season open for general public. think it should stay draw only. the deer wont have a chance and will 
be wiped out in 2 years. this will be due to everybody shooting all the stupid rutting little bucks. also we dont need longer elk 
seasons we just need to manage the herds we got. 

I do nor know that area 

I do not hunt these GMUs. 

I don't hunt that GMU so my opinion holds no value. 

I don't hunt there 

I don't know any thing about this area 

I don't know enough about this issue and the description is far too vague. 

I don't support Early Archery in "new" portion of 568 with a bag limit of any deer. I don't believe the does should be bagged; 
it should stay 2-point buck. 

I have never hunted in these GMU's 

I HUNT YAKIMA SO 

I see no reason why there is no late archery open in 568. I would really like an explanation why archery hunters are not 
allowed to have a late season in 568. 

i support except the change in any deer instead of 2 point min.....should be 2 point min or better statewide antlerless by 
permit only 

I support the early seasons for all hunting-late hunting, particularly mule deer is during rut and snow when the animals 
should be breeding and preparing for winter. I believe this stress is responsible for the low birth rates and general decline in 
the mule deer populations. 

I think muzzleloader is a long enuf season all together 

I think the state already has to long of hunting seasons for all weapons. Deer and Elk are ran in some way shape or form from 
Sept. to Dec. in most units. Add in poaching, winter kill, fences/Environment reduction, predaters (wolves, bear, cougar) and 
disease, WA does not have the wildlife numbers to sustain it all! 

If deer population is strong enough to support harvesting any deer I would be in favor. 

keep 2 point minimum 

keep it simple 

Keep late muzzleloader for season for new portion of 568 

Late Buck hunts in this area should be by permit only, No doe tags in general season. 
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ISSUE 7C: Boundary problems for GMUs 568 (Washougal) and 574 (Wind River) 
Late muzzleloader in 568 is all private land for elk and deer,stop taking our season away. 

Longer modern deer season would be nice. 

make elk 4point or better 

Make the changes!! I don't understand why anybody would disagree with the changes you have proposed on these GMU's. 
However , I think the Forest Service should maintain a clearly marked and legible boundary so there is no confusion for the 
hunter or our WDFW officers. 

Modern firearm,and muzzleloader should have either sex as archery 

more access to hunt 

mussel loader season to long 

N/C 

need more doe permits issued for 568 

No desire to hunt either GMU 

No Late Firearm buck season. 

no physical road or sign, need to redraw the line to definable landmarks or roads. 

none 

none 

not all that hard to understand boundries between these two units 

not the best thing for the over all hunting and population of the heard 

Obviously the muzzleloader hunters have been the major factor instigating these new proposals. 

One tag for the State 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Please simplify all GMU boundaries as much as possible. 

same 

Same comments as before. Boundary was marked, but signs torn down, washed out, missing. Really tough to know when you 
are legal or not. 

simplify area descriptions 

Support as long as area remaons open to taking of any elk...no 3 pt restriction 

TALK ABOUT CHANGING THESE BOUNDERIES NO ONE SAYS WHY THEY NEED TO BE CHANGED? 

There are way to many does in the washougal unit, it has been that way forever, no idea why you guys ever changed the 
archery seasons 

These boundaries should be very clear. 

This area to me needs the 2pt min to henhance the quality of the deer in that area:areas in the “new” portion of 568 would 
have a bag limit of any deer instead of 2-point buck 

Two point minimum should remain, again more archery oppurtunities. 

we need longer season for muzzleloaders 

we need more muzzleloader hunting opertunitys 

We seem to have a real leaning towards the muzzleloaders. What is causing this? 

why are we wasting peoples time even thinking about this 
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ISSUE 7C: Boundary problems for GMUs 568 (Washougal) and 574 (Wind River) 
would possibly hunt and have hunted the area before 

would prefer 3 pt or better 

yes i see a longer season. 

 
 

ISSUE 9: Combining GMU 490 (Cedar River) with GMU 460 (Snoqualmie) in King County  

BACKGROUND:  

GMU 490 is a unit that includes the entire exterior boundary of the City of Seattle’s Cedar River Watershed 
(a municipal water supply source). 

GMU 490 was created when the Washington Department of Game believed that the City of Seattle would 
allow a special permit hunt in the Cedar River Watershed. WDFW has attempted to initiate a hunt in the 
Cedar River Watershed for over 20 years, but the City of Seattle Water Department will not allow hunter 
access. 

GMU 490 is now open to access for members of the Muckleshoot Indian Tribe (which includes access for 
hunting) by agreement with the City of Seattle. The City still will not allow non-tribal hunter access to GMU 
490. 

WDFW has special permits for deer and elk in the neighboring Green River Watershed (GMU 485) where the 
City of Tacoma Water Department maintains access for controlled access special permit hunts for non-
tribal and Muckleshoot Indian Tribe hunters. 

GMU 490 is a stand alone Game Management Unit with closed seasons, which is confusing for many state 
hunters. 

Any hunter that strays into GMU 490 can be charged with “hunting closed season,” a more severe penalty 
than trespass. 

Private landowners in Washington control access to privately owned properties. Public watersheds 
provide their own security for their water supply. A hunter closure in GMU 490 puts WDFW in the position 
of promulgating and enforcing access restrictions to the watershed rather than the city. Such access 
restrictions are the responsibility of the landowner. 

The boundaries of the Cedar River Watershed are well marked and the City of Seattle already has security 
personnel to manage trespass and access. 

The Fish and Wildlife Commission routinely gets requests from private landowners, municipalities, and 
local governments to close hunting for their particular lands. The Commission sets general seasons. Local 
law enforcement and WDFW enforcement respond to trespass complaints. It is not a good precedent to 
have a hunting closure simply for access control purposes and no conservation objective. 

There is no biological reason to maintain the unit. Telemetry studies have demonstrated that the elk and 
deer move between the adjacent GMUs and spend significant time in GMU 460. The forest habitat in the 
Cedar River Watershed no longer supports a large population of elk or deer. 

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

A better combination would be 490, 485, and 466 named WATERSHED , with special elk/deer areas 

A stand-alone closed GMU is NOT confusing!!! The WDFW is encouraging trespass and starting a fight with SPU. If animals 
move across boundaries then they become available in 460!!! There may someday be a public hunt in the watershed - don't 
make enemies too early. Does the biology REALLY support the merge? 

allow Seattle to suceed from Washington state 

Allowing access to one group of citizens, based on race, should be illegal in this State. I favor opening the unit to all hunter 
regardless of race. If the City of Seattle owns the land then they have the right to restrict access, but those restrictions cannot 
legally be based on race. 
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ISSUE 9: Combining GMU 490 (Cedar River) with GMU 460 (Snoqualmie) in King County  
Although I have never hunted in either of the GMU's, it stands to reason to combine both GMU's as those who hunt in the 
GMU's should have a continuation to see both areas. 

As long as non-tribal hunters can hunt the new GMU 

Bulldoze the city of Seattle to remove the need for the watershed, combine 460 & 490. Problem solved. I'd rather have an area 
I know is closed rather than have portions of a GMU treated differently. 

Close GMU 490 to all hunters, even Muckleshoots - give the elk a hiding place and keep people out. 

Combine 490 and 460, Create a 3pt/antlerless special elk area in the Upper Snoqualmie Valley. 

Combine 490 back with 460 and open it to general hunting. The City of Seattle should be sued and forced to open the 
watershed to non-tribal hunting now that they allow tribal hunting on taxpayer paid public land. 

Combine and send the entire administration of the City of Seattle to Petropavlosk. 

Combine both units but remove closure for 490....open both units. 

COMBINE BUT LIMIT MOTOR VEHICLE ACCESS,THIS WILL CONTROL TRIBAL OVER HARVESTING. 

Combine GMU 490 to make 460 with notes of no access into the prior 490 GMU boundary 

Combine GMU 490 and GMU 460 and then find a way to get tribes to enforce there own so called game laws in an attempt to 
stop the perpetual slaughter and waste of game animals by tribal members. 

Combine GMU 490 with GMU 460 as long as this doesn't mean that GMU 460 adopts the no access policy. (Which Im sure it 
won't) 

combine the units and allow hunting on seattle city property. We pay taxes on it, so we should hunt it. indian or not! 

COMBINE THEM ONLY IF THE GMU 460 REGS THEN APPLY TO BOTH 

Combine them; but do not even list them as a GMU. Just show them as watershed, privately owned. 

Combine. Recommend a new state law to override the City of Seattle an allow hunting. 

Comibining them makes for a disproportionally large area, even with much of it inaccessible. Leaving the 490 GMU indicating 
the closed status informs marginally knowledgeable hunters to not plan to go there to hunt! Other similar closed areas are 
specified in DNR annual regs (fishing closures, elk area closures, etc) so why not the watershed closures? Someday it would be 
nice to grant the public some access to the Cedar River watershed. 

Could care less have no desire to hunt either GMU 

Disolve GMU 490. Let Seattle manage this resourse that they are unwilling to share with non-tribal hunters. Maybe they can 
encourage tribal authorities to manage the wildlife resourses available within the boundaries of the watershed. 

do the easiest thing possible to ease confusion and allow more hunting with less penalty 

Don't agree with allowing the Tribes access when others are not allowed the same priviledges 

don't hunt area but if it is as dumb as propossed changes in other units no. 

Don't hunt this area 

don't let the tribes hunt if no access for citizens is allowed! Equal treatment for all, NOW! 

Early Archery season to start October first on the East side 

Either open it up for everyone or shut it down for everyone (tribal included) 

eliminate the unit 

Equality for all, no special allowances for Muckleshoot Indian Tribe 

General public hunter access needs to be preserved. Please continue to educate those in the city of seattle. 

Growing population should not effect this - people need to realize where they are living and building their HOMES. 

Health of wildlife first......recreaction opportunities second 
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ISSUE 9: Combining GMU 490 (Cedar River) with GMU 460 (Snoqualmie) in King County  
how can it be combined with the other unit if they do not allow hunting in this unit? 

how would this affect me in Walla Walla? 

Hunting closure is appropriate for access control purposes. 

Hunting elk would threaten the herd. This is a public water supply, so public hunting is inappropriate. 

I agree with combining GMU 490 with GMU 460. While doing so, I strongly suggest that the hunting regulations clearly state 
that the Cedar River Watershed (currently GMU 490) is owned by the City of Seattle and hunting within its boundaries is 
prohibited. 

I am against an special treatment to tribal members. We are all Americans, not tribal and non-tribal. If 490 is open to a specific 
group it needs to be open to all. 

I do not know that area 

I don't hunt this area 

I DONT SUPPORT ANY OF YOUR CRAP...YOU COULDNT MANAGE YOUR OWN OFFICE...LET ALONE 
WILDLIFE. 

I don't think we should be giving in to special interests (tribal or non-tribal) 

I have a rel proplem with Indian hunters being allowed to hunt Rocky Mountain Elk in GMU 490, because they are an 
introduced species and were not here in this area available to hunt before the game department transplanted them. If Rocky 
Montain Elk existed in the Cascades before Europeans settled this area, I wouldn't be against the an Indian tribal member being 
allowed to hunt in this game unit,but the same laws should exist for me and everyone else regardless of ethnicity. 

I have heard shooting coming out of both watersheds in past years, I thought there must be permit hunting already taking place 
in there, or Indians hunting I also have seen Indians hunting from the back of trucks driving around shooting at elk and deer in 
the stampeed area. 

I ONLY HUNT YAKIMA 

I support combining these units if it does not impact the deer or elk modern firearm seasons for GMU 460 

I think it is UNFAIR and very sad that our government has struck special deals for the Muckleshoot Indian Tribe. 

I think pressure should be applied to allow all citizens the same hunting opportunities. 

If indians can hunt the unit other hunter groups should be allowed to hunt the unit on a permit style basis. Equal rights - I was 
born in this country and should have the same rights as an indian born here. 

If Indians, which I am part, can use it so should everyone else. 

If its confusing make it clear and dont fine every poor joe hunter that makes a mistake that really is not his fault. 

If no one can hunt the area it may as well be closed to hunting. If the unit is to be combined with GMU 460 then the city of 
Seattle should be pressured into allowing hunters on the watershed. 

If the area is closed by the state for hunting, then how can anyone hunt there. Should be fining Seattle for allowing hunting 

If the city of Seattle won't allow game management on their lands then it should be removed from the GMU system ,then they 
can be responsible for the management of game and access. 

If the indians can hunt "public" land then that should mandate access for all especially those who pay the taxes. I dont recall 
the Muckleshoot paying for Seattle water, and they have a history of overharvest. 

IF THE INDIANS HAVE ACCESS SO SHOULD EVERY BODY ELSE. OR DO A STATE WIDE DRAW/RAFFLE 
HUNT.I DON'T BELIEVE THE TRIBAL HUNTERS SHOULD GET SPECIAL RIGHTS A 

If the indians have permits there than we should to. 

if the mucks can hunt in the watershed then I should be allowed also.this sounds like racial discrimination to me. 

If the natives have access we should too 

If the tribes are allowed and non tribal are not this is wrong. The color of ones skin should not dictate the season or area. 
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ISSUE 9: Combining GMU 490 (Cedar River) with GMU 460 (Snoqualmie) in King County  
If the tribes are allowed to hunt on State owned or publicly owned land, then so should anyone else. Seattle should leave the 
management of Game to the DFW 

If the tribes have access we should too!!! 

if the unit is closed for regular hunters then it should be closed to the tribe 

if this area is open for the Muckleshoot Indain Tribe hunters it should be open for all hunters or closed to all hunters. 

if this area is open to the indian nation it should have a season or permits for non-indians. treat us all the same!!! 

I'm confused. If there's no access to hunt the unit then just close it. 

I'm in favor of what's best for best managing WA wild resources and could care less about penalties for breaking the law. 

im tired of king county trying to eliminate hunting opportunities....but i dont think a change on this matter works in anyones 
favor 

in no way should my tax dollars go to suport seattle's bigotry against hunters, nor should the state aid and abet their userage. 

include east an west of the state as one 

Indian only hunting is discriminitve! Enough Indian Rights already! Absolutely open this area for non tribal!!!!!!!!! 

it is discrimination to allow tribal only access! it should be a drawing allowing certain amount of hunts available, and if this 
was possable then combine the GMU's 

It is unfair that tribal hunting can take place in that unit, but no on else can hunt. Infact, tribes should not be allowed to hunt 
unless the public can as well. Of course this does not matter because if the tribal hunters are stopped they will do it anyway and 
not be charged accordingly if caught. 

It is unreasonable that City of Seattle refuses to allow qualified access tot his unit. - while pandering to Tribal hunters,. Thuis 
should be grounds for a lawsuit on behalf of the non tribal stakeholders of Washingotn and WDFW should bring it. - 

It seems as though there would be officers freed from traffic enforcment if the GMU 490 was removed from the book and 
simply listed as a nonhunting area. The city could enforce their own law and do what they will with tribal hunters. 

it should be open to all not just the Muckleshoot Indian Tribe 

It would seem logical that if there is confusion amongst local hunters something should be done to eliminate the confusion 

Just another blue light special tribe hunt. 

Just give it all to the indians. You eventually will anyway 

Keep GMU 490 closed to all hunters including Tribal Hunters or open it to all Hunters with understanding of restrictions 
within the Watershed. 

Keep the west side hunters happy so they do not want to come to Eastern Wa and tresspass on my land!!! 

kep the west siders on the west side so what ever helps do it 

King County should not have any say unless they are running the State. 

Make GMU 490 a muzzleloader only unit 

Make Seattle manage and regulate if they're allowing tribal hunts. No longer allow it to be an option for hunters. 

Muckleshoot Tribe should NOT be allowed access to GMU 490 if US Citizens are not allowed access - grounds for legal 
action against the City of Seattle Water Department 

No change but allow late deer hunting in 460 again. It has been closed for several years 

no special permits for indians, treat all people the same. charge indians with trespess also 

Once again the jerks in Seattle controlling the liberal agenda. 

One tag for the State 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain herds. 
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open it to all hunters or close it to all. no special treatment for indian tribes. 

Open it up to all hunting and get the tribes out. If the city of Seattle wants it closed to protect the watershed then letting the 
tibes in defetes this objective. It should be open to all licensed hunters 

open these up this should be a prized coveted tag. 

Permanently close or remove GMU 490 and cease labeling as a GMU. Warn hunters on tags for 460 to be alert if they hunt 
south of I-90 

Public land should be open to hunting. 

public watersheds key word public . for all nodiscrimination 

race should not give anyone an advantage . 

remove 490 & show it as a watershed or tribal area only 

remove access for muckleshoot indian members. 

REMOVE CLOSURE FOR GMU 460: And the sooner the better. Many of us don't like to shoot fish in a barrel, so hunting 
scarce areas like this are a true test. 

Remove State closure and foce the City to explain to the public why tribal hunting is ok but public huntingis not. 

Remove state closure and monetarily fine city of Seattle until they honor their aggrement 

Remove State closure do not combine the units Indian hunting season opens earlier in the year than state resident's purchasing 
hunting licenses 

remove the state closure, all state and Federal lands should be opened to hunting 

same 

Screw King County I could care less bout them. Bunch of scumbags. 

Seattle needs to get thier ass out of thie heads. There would be no problem with that unit opening up. Seattle Sucks BIG TIME

Should not allow Indian Tribes more rights than State Hunters. 

Since the watershed is city property, owned and maintained by tax payers, file lawsuit for discrimination on the basis of creed 
against the city. 

special permit for non tribal or combine 460 490 the bulls are worth a trespass ticket 

Tell Seattle to pull it's head out of it's 4th point of contact. And tell them to pick up the tab for there water. 

Tell the scity that taxpayers support the watershed and the water supply system, open our lands to our access immediately. 

The City of Seattle has abused this unit for many years....politicians and guests fish the reservoir, In the past, they also allowed 
political figures to hunt, Years ago ,while working in the water shed, we saw an outfitter who had packed a camp in for some 
city dignateries. This is all wrong, and the City needs to allow tax payers the access they should have. 

The City of Seattle Political Correctness strikes again? 

The DFW should file a lawsuit to prohibit Seattle from granting access to land based on race. 

The Indians are hunting it, they have every animal in there collared! 

the indians have to much access to everything as it is, open it up to other hunters, we are all us citizens 

the indians should not have a private huntung reserve. open it up to everyone. 

the indians shouldnt be allowed if white people are not allowed. but everybody kisses there ass because of politics. 
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The only reason the City of Seattle consistently refuses to allow hunter access to the Cedar River area has to do with money. 
For every hunter that strays unknowingly into this area is fined. There in lies their motivation factor for the closure. As for the 
Native Americans, we all know that they invoke their rights as Native Americans and there is no legal leg for any government 
to stand on. The entire are should be closed to any and all hunting as there are plenty of other areas to hunt without having to 
utilizie this controversial area. The area can be deemed an area un safe for hunting based on local population as well as the 
potential for damage to the local infrastucture. This will circumvent any Native American claim for the right to hunt this area. 

the tribes should not be allowed to hunt for anything other than deer in this area because when the treaty was signed and 
adopted there were no elk there. the elk were introduced by sportsmen 

THE TWO UNITS SHOULD BE COMBINED. THERE ARE STILL AREAS THAT CAN BE HUNTED THAT ARE NOT 
CEDAR RIVER WATERSHED. WHY SHOULD THE MUCKLESHOOT TRIBE BE ABLE TO HUNT THIS UNIT WHEN 
SPORTSMEN/WOMEN CAN'T? 

The west side of the state does not impact my hunting. 

There should be no access by any hunters in GMU 490 or 460. 

this activity by the city of seattle is typical of the liberal left pandering to a small slecial interest group and leaving the main 
bulk of the population out of the picture . lets take back control of the situation as best as we can. 

This is unclear to me. If the units are combined, does that mean that if you stray into what is currently 490 you could still have 
a problem? Are you talking about deleting the unit 490? 

To many GMU and to many confusing rules. Doesn'thelp anything. 

Trabal and non-tribal hunters should have the same access to GMU's. 

Treat indians and non-indians alike, everywhere, all of the time. 

Tribal Hunting is destroying elk hunting in this state. When are you going to finally go public and tell what is happening? 

Tribal hunting should not be allowed if general access is denied 

Unit 460 does not have a muzzleloader season. Combining 490 with 460 would effectively keep it closed to ML hunters. 490 
should either be opened to ML hunting or 460 should be opened to ML hunting if the units are combined. 

WDFW should remove any and all law enforcement for 490. Seattle is responsible. Seattle should provide security. We may 
need to sue Seattle for not allowing hunting in 490 so as to reduce the poluting impack of deer and elk herds on the water shed.

Who is in control of wildlife management, Seattle, Tribal, Land owners, or Fish and Wildlife 

Why are tribal members allowed to hunt gmu 490, and not ordinary citizens?( I guess we should follow the money.) If only 
tribal members have access then let them be the gate keepers. 

Why is it that native americans consistantly get granted access where other hunters are not allowed 

 
 

ISSUE 17: Opening Day of General Cougar Season  

BACKGROUND:  

The current statewide cougar season opens on August 1 and ends on March 15. The Department has 
received concerns from hunters that it’s too hot in late Summer and early Fall and the spoilage risk of 
harvested cougars is high. If the opening date is moved later the end date would not change.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer?  

...Change " Opening " to October 1... 

Actually prefer year around season...most cougar harvest does not occur when hunting cougar as primary species but as chance 
or random opportunity sitings occur during other hunting seasons 

Allow hunters in stevens county to hunt using calls during the whole season. Do not take away the hunting time because of the 
dog hunters. 
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allow hunting with hounds 

allow the use of dogs 

Allow use of dogs to hunt cougar. 

allow year round cougar hunting without dogs 

allows harvest during bear season... 

Anybody that can harvest a cougar should be able to get it out in a reasonable amount of time. 

Anyone can get ICE! 

ARE WE GOING TO START HUNTING IN THE SUMMER? WHAT ABOUT HIKERS 

as a tool to manage cougar numbers I wouldn't mind it being opened year round 

At some point hunters should use their common sense. If weather/temperature is the determining factor where will this end? 
Soon we will only be able to hunt on days with certain temperatures? Don't shorten what little season we have left since dogs 
were taken away! 

Ban all cougar hunting 

bear meat doesn't spoil? If the hunter is responsible, there shouldn't be a problem . the cats hurt the other species,I say go year 
round on them. 

bear season is at the same time 

Chances are very low that a cougar will be harvested without hounds anyway, so spoilage is usually not a concern. Most cats 
taken are taken when hunters are in the field for another season anyways. 

change to October 1 

closing of seasons is rediculous. The average hunter has not killed a cougar in their entire life, and probably never will. No 
hunter should ever support the taking away of more hunting time. You guys suck for even asking. 

Come on...spoilage of cougar??? 

Concern of spoilage is valid, but if you change cougar then you should change bear. Temp depends on the year. 

Coolers 

Cougar are not that big. Easy enough to get one out. A person can always not hunt when its hot. 

Cougar hunting is for trophies and not meat. 

Cougar population needs more hunting please start allowing dogs 

Cougar should be open year around. You can not hunt with dog. The cougar population is growing out of site for their ranges. 

Cougars are becoming more of a problem, don't shorten the kill season. 

cougars kill the deer and elk. These animals need to be managed to reduce there numbers in areas were they are lowering the 
big game populations below carrying capacity. 

Cougars numbers are up in the areas i have hunted since i was a kid (i'm 52). We see lots of them, and boot hunters are lucky to 
get a few. They are hard on fawns, calfs, and turkeys. I am not buying a hunting license to raise predators. i buy a license to 
have a strong opportunity to bag a deer or elk or turkey. when you restrict my hunting so that we can have more cats it is 
extremely frustrating. MANAGE THE PREDATORS 1st as part of your overall plan. 

Couger should be open year round we have to many cats out there now 

Deer fawns and elk calves are vulnerable in August to cougar kills and having some hunters afield might help the survival rate.

DO NOT take awawy more time in the field do to an ethical concern. Hunters should be ethical enough to know when weather 
conditions hamper their chances of harvesting game cleanly. 

Do these hunters really eat the Cougars harvested? 
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Don't need WDFW to tell me the temp. Global cooling will take care of it. 

Don't need wdfw to tell me the temperature. 

Don't the indians hunt year around anyway? 

due to the high population of cougars in our state i do not believe the season should close at all. 

Ecxtend the season also 

encourage hunters to take the appropriate actions to care for their animal 

Few cougars are taken durring this period, cougar hunting should remain open as is, and CERTAINLY no later than the archey 
deer open. 

for those who have concerns they can start later, some only have early part of season to hunt them 

Game killed should have the best chance to be preserved 

general hound hunting should be allowed without a special permit 

have fewer master hunts. there is a whole page of them. 

have more 65 and older hunts. they have paid for it over 50 years. 

Having the option of carrying a cougar tag when pre-season scouting in August is nice. 

Honestly, we should be able to hound hunt and trap for these predators again. Possibly keep open year round 

how about year round hunting for cougars? They breed anytime so dates shouldn't matter, and their is too many of them 
anyway. 

Hunters can still start early if they prefer, but can always wait until a later date if they so choose 

Hunters can use their own discrestion not to take cougar when it is too hot. 

Hunters cna be responsible to process game in a timely manner. Moving date should not change this. 

Hunters either need to learn how to deal with harvest in hot weather, or don't hunt. Cougar season is too short already! It 
should be open year around to help with deer populations. 

Hunters have the responsibility to only harvest an animal they can care for regardless of the weather! 

Hunters need to be prepared to take care of their game no mater what time of year it is!!!!!!! 

Hunters need to consider weather conditions and proper care of game meat and hides. October can be hot! 

Hunters should be better prepared when pursuing these animals in this season. The weather is no diffrent in the first part of 
September during archery season. With the cuurent restriction of no hound hunting there should be more season to hunt these 
animals not less! 

hunters should be prepared with dealing with their game harvested in any season 

Hunters who harvest a cougar early have the responsibility to prevent spoilage. Those who are worried about spoilage shouldn't 
hunt cougar until they feel they can prevent spoilage. 

I actually would support a year around season as to address the growing population of cougars and declining populations of 
deer and elk 

I agree that August is too hot 

I also hunt bear Aug.1 . I dont let meat spoil. Next we will be asked to only hunt when the temp. is below 50 

I am familiar with units 388 and 578 and cougars should be open year round to protect the fawns and calfs. Why close it at all 
!!! I've seen more cougars in the past 5 years than I've seen in my previous 35 years hunting! 

I am most concerned about restricting 'boot hunters' in units where hounds are used. I see NO rational for this. Cougar 
populations need to be managed. Boot hunters should not be punished because some people are using hounds! In unit 204 the 
best opportunity to take a cougar is after snow falls and the cats are after deer in their winter range. Boot hunts do not have a 
chance when their cougar season ends prior to snow fall. Fix this!! 

Page 26 of 236 



ISSUE 17: Opening Day of General Cougar Season  
I believe cougar season should be open year round. Also cougar shouldn't have to be eaten. We need to control the number of 
cougars before we turn in to California. They have had over 20 deaths from cougars since they stopped hunting them. Let's not 
make the same mistake. 

I believe the WDFW should remove cougar hunting from game animals since state, throught referrendum, has removed the 
only effective way to hunt cougar. Lef the entire state foot the bill for controlling cougar instead of WDFW. 

I can't see any reason to change the season because good hunters know how to take care of their harvested animals. I don't like 
the idea of taking opportunities away from sportsmen (women), and this measure would take a full month away from the 
season. 

i doubt it is hunters propossing this not enough people concentrate on couger most shot incidently while hunting bear small 
animal not like a elk can be packed out whole in one shot spoilage should not be a issue if skinned and bagged. 

I harvested a bear in early Aug. It was cool enough, and all the meat was is in great condition. Education might help hunters 
prepare for warm weather hunting, saving hotter days for scouting, cooler mornings/evenings for hunting. 

I live in stevens co. I feel we should be able to hunt cats as long as everyone else in the state, it dosn"t make sense that a hound 
hunter can hunt after november and a foot hunter can"t, I feel there should be a qouta system on female cats and when that is 
filled , the season should stop for hound hunters and foot hunters. thanks 

I make adjustments to my hunting based on WX. It's not that difficult 

I oppose reducing the opportunity; cooler weather may occur particularly at high elevation. Scouting and pursuit does not 
necessarily mean harvest - that is up to the hunter's disgression. 

I think this is good start date for all the bow hunters. 

I think this question is a crock. I think some bunny hugger wrote this. You know as well as I, there are too many cougars and 
we really need a hound season again for who so ever will let them hunt. In the last year or so I personally have seen 4 cougars. 
All of them out of season. I have a cabin and four kids who love to play there. It would be a lot safer with the old hunting 
regulations. Thank you. Obviously if someone is worried about the spoilage they should not hunt in August. 

I would like to see the general season nonrestricted in GMU's 204 and 101. We have a huge population. 

I would prefer a January 1st through december 31st season with the use of dogs,bait, poison or any other means to reduce the 
significant overpopulation of Cougars throughout the state 

I would prefer a September 15 opening for both Bear and Cougar.This would lessen Hunter/ hiker interactions 

I'd actually like to see a real complaint of Cougar spoilage. 

If a hunter is concerned about spoilage where he shoots any wildlife he should not harvest the animal. Early archery hunters 
have the same issue with deer and elk seasn being very warm. 

If a hunter wants to wait to hunt in colder weather let him, the season needs to be long to hunt these cats. 

If an earlier date opening means more cougar will be taken, I'm all for it. 

If any thing Cougar sdould be open year round. 

If anything, season should be earlier than Aug. 1. Not later. 

If hunters feel it is too hot to hunt in August, then they should not hunt. Don't allow those few dictate whether or not others get 
to hunt. 

If I see a cougar when I am bear hunting in August, I would like the chance to harvest it. 

If it is too hot and an hunter doesn't have the proper resources to properly care for there game, simply use their preference not 
to hunt. These complaints are obviously not coming from hunters because a hunter would know to use discretion in this matter. 
The fish and wildlife dept. cannot predict the weather and should not base their seasons according. Today it is August and I 
need a long sleeve shirt and have turned the heat on. It has been this way for the last week. If you're going to start closing the 
early season because it's too hot, what's next, are you going to start closing the late season because it's too cold? 

If it is too hot, don't hunt 

If it was up to me it would be open all year to get the number of cougar down to a manageable number 
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If its to hot to hunt in August stay home until September 1 

If its too hot dont hunt 

If it's too hot for some, they should hunt at a later date. 

if its too hot then stay home and let the real hunters hunt. 

If it's too hot, prepare for it. Otherwise, don't hunt, but don't shorten the season either! 

If one doesn't have the means to harvest their animal before it spoils, then please don't harvest an animal 

If season is to be shortened consider re-enstating limited hound hunting 

if some people dont want spoilage then they should not hunt them untill its cooler 

If someone has that much concern, then don't harvest one at that time. There are people out there that feel confident that they 
could process the meat in an efficient matter where the heat wont't be an issue. 

if that is the case then bear should be backed up to . the chances of boot hunters killing a cougar are slim any way . Every one 
that I know that has got one was so exited they get it taken care of right a way because it is so rare to get one. 

If the end date won't be pushed back then there is no reason to shorten the season. It is not like the population has been 
dwindling. 

If there is a spoilage risk then the hunters can stay home. Why regulate this. 

if they are hunting in the heat they should be more prepaired to take care of the animal 

If you are lucky enough to kill a cat, you will be more than happy to hump it out and get the hide cared for. I know - I got one 
several years back. Cougar are everywhere right now, please do not shorten season ...if anything lengthen it! 

If you change the opening date, continue the duration of the season by changing the end date. Cougars are one animal that 
needs thinned out again. I suggest hunting with dogs be allowed again. 

If you don't want to hunt early, don't. It is the hunters choice. 

If you kill a cougar, it's the hunters responsibility to protect the carcass same as any other kill. 

If you move the start date to September than the end date should be in April. Don't take a month from the season. 

If you shift the end of season to 15 April then you are not losing any hunting opportunity. 

It is a hunters responsibiilty to arrange care of game. They should do so. 

It should be a year round season. You people don't have to live with them. There are not enough opportunities to hunt them and 
should be open year round. 

It should be even later than Sept. 1st. We usually enjoy an Indian Summer in this state that keeps the temperature in the upper 
60's to the low 80's. Not only do we need to be concerned with spoilage of the animal taken, we should be concerned with the 
welfare of the animal being chased and the animals doing the chasing. If any of the animals become extremely overheated 
during the pursuit they can die. We as hunters supposedly have the common sense to back off during such activities, but the 
animals only know fight or flight. 

It should be open year round with the problems that are happening. 

it someone is worried about spoilage dont hunt.please leave it alone 

It would be best to open cougar and bear seasons the day after Labor day to avoid conflicts with non-hunters 

Its still hot enough in September to spoil meat. 

its too hot for elk in sept.but they still hunt. if its too hot then wait and hunt latter, don,t take oppertunity away. 

Just a added bonus when bear hunting 

Just plan ahead for the weather. It can be very hot in the high country in October too. 

Keep cougar seasons open longer. We are seeing more cougar sign in 388 and 340. 
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keep it the same or fight king county voters to bring back the use of dogs and go back to traditional seasons they need to be 
managed either way 

Keep opening day, the same day as bear season opener. Less confusion. 

Keeping the existing date would give oppertunities to scout for deer and elk while hunting cougar. 

knowing the spoilage riosk amkes you take care of the animal quicker, nothing wrong with that 

Learn how to take care of an animal quickly. I have never had a problem. 

Leave open year around there are plenty of animals 

Leave the opening date alone many hunters see cougars while scouting for deer and elk. moving the opening day back would 
result in less chances for hunters to harvest cougars. Also bring back hound hunting. 

LET US KILL THEM WHEN WE SEE THEM...PERIOD...AND STICK THOSE "PRO" DOG HUNTERS UP YOUR 
COWEEMAN....HA HA. 

Lets keep the impact to Grouse Hunting on the opener to a minimum 

Lets worry more about the spoilage of the local livestock the Cougars are taking from our community and the numerous deer 
kills. Open Cougar year round! 

make Cougar harvest a year around season or allow dogs for pursuit. Tired of Cougars in White Salmon. 

Make it a year round hunt to help deer and elk numbers in many areas. 

Move to October 1 opener 

No change or longer season. Heat is a non-issue. Two cougar limits is enough to warrent longer seasons - NOT SHORTER 
SEASONS. 

No one has to hunt in August. Why restrict people who hunt in some areas it is not too hot and access is such that they can 
transport the game out rapidly. 

no one needs to be in woods prior to sept. 1 iths would cut down on poaching of deer & elk 

not much much differance in temp. hunters should prepare for hot conditons and adjust for them 

October 1 opener and April 1 ending. 

ok for september but must extend it to april 15th. 

Only if there is an extended season for hunters with out dogs later in year. 

open back up for hounds or we are not going to have any game to hunt 

Open cougar hunting to year round 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain herds. 

open it year round is my preference 

Open it year round. Let us cut down on the population. 

open N cascades early for cougar 

part of hunting is contending with, and preparing for weather and problems it may cause!! 

Please do not do this!!!!!!!! 

Please don't shorten any hunting seasons unless there too much risk to the species being harvested. 

Prefer a longer season because of the known predation problems. 

prefer opener consistant with deer season openers 

Publish caring for meat guidelines in hunting regulations - and plan how to get the meat into a cold area before you hunt 

Question......just how many people eat Cougar meat anyway? 

Page 29 of 236 



ISSUE 17: Opening Day of General Cougar Season  
Really, how big of an issue it this? I can't imagine enough cougars are even killed to warrant concern over spoilage. Plus, as the 
media has shown us time and again, cougars are becoming more of a problem. We need all the season we can get to controll 
populations. 

Re-establish the use of Dogs for all Bear & Cougar hunting before some one is killed by one of these 

reinstate hound hunting 

Responsible hunters always need to take appropriate steps to care for game meat regardless of weather conditions. Temps are 
usually cooler in higher elevations. Couger populations need to be controlled considering the large amount of deer they 
consume. 

responsible hunters take care of their game! 

Retain the earlier date to benefit the majority. 

Retain the longer season to reduce the cougar population. 

shoot cougar with any weapon if you have a tag during season --not the mess they have now 

should be open 24/7-365 

Should be open all year 

SHOULD BE OPEN YEAR AROUND 

should be year round 

Should open the day after Labor Day 

Since I'm not a cougar hunter the issue is foriegn to me, however if the people who do hunt are requesting a change for a valid 
reason then it should be changed. 

Since no hounds or baiting, I think the state could make more revinue if it sells hound hunts for a fee. If someone is out hunting 
Bear or Cougar they should have prepared for warm weather. 

since there is little to no management of the cougars, the longer the season, the better opprotunity to manage by the public 
without hounds 

Sounds like hunter education should include techniques to maximise harvest 

Spoilage is less of a factor for cougar than it is for bear because they are smaller and easy to handle. 

Spoilage is not a concern if you are prepared, as all should be. 

Spoilage risk, they are a small light animal. Most Cougar are harvested in hopes of saving human/deer/elk. 

Still gives a long enough season 

Still hot in September 

Suggest gathering actual data on the number of couger spoilage before making the change. Just because someone says the 
potential is high doesn't mean it can't be done correctly. If a hunter is that concerned they should take the precautions or not 
hunt. 

temperature-related 

That is bullshit.....there are hardly and cats harvested since dogs are banned and most people who do harvest do NOT eat the 
cougars. This is bullshit trumped up by animal rights activists. 

The cougar numbers are sky high in Whatcom county. The state needs to allow hound hunting for cats or our high country deer 
are gonna die off. 

The cougar population needs to be controlled. Spoilage doesn't concern me at this time. 

The higher presence of hikers, etc. in the woods in August also increases the chance of hunter-hiker episodes, as well as 
reducing the quality of the hunting due to animal disturbances. 
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The hunter that are complaining should just hunt in September then. Did you just see how hot it was in Sept this year. This 
change would not help anyone but the Cougars, who are over populated as it is. It is now unsafe to hunt, due to the large 
population of cougars now. You go hunting and see how it feels to be hunted by a cougar when all you have is a bow to 
defined yourself!!!!!! 

The Hunting dates for cougars may open when its to warm but close to early , only a handfull of hunters can run dogs to 
increase their chances, most of us hunters do not have that opportunity . The only chance hunters have is tracking them in the 
snow and you guys changed the seasons so we cannot due that why. ITs seems to me you do not want any cougars taken. I 
would like to see how many successfull hunter have taken cats with you new season without dogs. You guys go out to state 
land during our legal season and hunt cougars and i bet you wont get one ever. 

The longer the season, the better. I don't favor anything that shortens the season 

the risk is no higher than for black bear. these people with 'concerns' are probobly anti hunters. any responsible person will 
handle the animal properly . 

the risk of spoilage is minimal because the chances of success are so damn low without dogs. 

There are not enough cougars harvested to matter since we can no longer use dogs. If any change to cougar season is to be 
made. Allow us to use dogs again. 

There are not that many Cougar taken. And If you take care of your animal as you should be than it won't be a problem. 

there are not that many people that harvest cougars and for the one or two that do get killed it is population control. what is the 
difference between a cougar spoiling and a bear spoiling? you run the risk of spoilage with any type of hunting 

There are other hunts in August- Hunters should and do take care of meat in hot weather. We don't need to condence cougar 
hunters with a third of time to hunt is reduced. 

There is always a risk of spoilage, hunters must plan ahead to prevent spoilage of game animals- especially if it is hot. 

There should be no change based on "concerns". Change should be based on facts. If there is no evidence to prove or even 
suggest that a big amount of cougar is being wasted, then there is no need for the change. Leave it August 1. 

There should be no hunting seasons in August for the safety of other recreational outdoorspeople. 

There should not be a season! 

They do not have to hunt if they cannot figure out how to care for meat, other states hunt in 90 degree+. We need more cougars 
harvested 

They eat too many deer already!!!! 

they should be on the cougar better if they intend to hunt and trackand make a kill they have to follow the same rules any other 
hunter has and ethics comes into that 

This change would create overlaps with other seasons. 

this was a pretty cool August on the West side. let's keep the season long and let the hunter use his best judgement 

To mitigate spoilage risks, we're just going to close hunting? Bear season runs in August. Close it too? Hunters should 
understand the conditions in which they hunt and plan game care accordingly. 

Too Hot??? Are we hunting here or just going on a picnic? 

too many cougars in our state 

Two comments: 1- it is too hot in August, if you have to track an animal there is a huge chance of spoilage. 2- It would be nice 
if all the seasons would start around the same time. Bear, Cougar, ect. 

Very few eat Cougar meat anyway... so not to worry about the small amount of spoilage in August.. 

w/o hounds, its hard enough, long seasons help seem to help. 

We din't need big brother to tell us when it's too hot. 

We harvest bears in 204 8/1, we're smart enough to keep meat fresh. 
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ISSUE 17: Opening Day of General Cougar Season  
We have a cougar problem (Okanogan County). Please don't shorten the season as we need maximum opportunities to keep 
cougar populations in check to prevent loss of stock. 

we have a cougar problem, allow hound permits our deer population are not good, regardless of what your surveys say 

We have stopped use of dogs in most places & they are now beoming an issue to game animals, shortening the season is a step 
in the wrong direction 

we need to bait cats, the numbers are getting WAY to high 

Were you planning to EAT the cougar? If you think it's too hot, don't hunt. 

While spring turkey hunting, we should be able to harvest cougar 

WHO EATS A CAT ANYWAY. IT'S LIKE TAKING FLUFFY OUT AND SKINNING HER FOR DINNER 

Why can't both dates be moved to retain the same lenght leason 

Why the shortened season in Chelan/Okanagon areas? Why cant non-hound owners put in for a permit then hire dogs? 

Why would anyone want the season shortened? If they are worried about spoilage, they can wait to hunt. 

With a cougar running loose in downtown burbank and also in colfax we would like the season opened earlier... 

With growing populations of cougar why not have more time to hunt them? 

With the cougar problems, maybe it should be a year around season. 

Witht the amount of cougars in our area and the fact that they are so hard to hunt we need the long season 

year round 

year round season 

year round. Like coyotes 

You don't have to go early if you don't want to. 

You guys screw us with enough shortened seasons. If the dummys think it is too hot then don't hunt. DUH! 

You'd have to move bear and all other game animals too if you buy this argument. 

 
 

ISSUE 19: Loss of General Cougar Season Opportunity in Areas that Allow Hunting with Dogs 

BACKGROUND:  

In areas with the new permit-only hound hunt seasons, general cougar seasons (without the use of dogs) 
were substantially reduced (from August 1-March 15 to September 1-November 30). Many hunters are 
concerned that the September 1-November 30 season does not provide late season hunting opportunity 
for general hunters without dogs.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer?  

"Boot" hunters have no significant harvest impact and should be given back late season opportunity. Giving hound owners 
exclusive allocation is unfair and everyone should be allowed to apply for permit hunting opportunity. 

Add some non-hound late season permits without reducing the hound permits. 

Again, I oppose reducing the opportunity. I would favor at least opening some GMUs for application by either dog or boot 
hunters. 

All cougar hunts should be allowed to use dogs and open all season starting August 1. 

All hunters should be able to apply for tags and cougar should open Aug 1 with the bear season. 

All units should be open for boot cougar hunting on top of the hound permit seasons. 
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ISSUE 19: Loss of General Cougar Season Opportunity in Areas that Allow Hunting with Dogs 
allow all areas open to cougar hunting regardless of season-too many cougars now-wait untill we have the wolf problem too. 

Allow all cougar hunters to hunt 9/1 to 3/31, permit hunters get to use dogs, simple??? 

Allow Aug-Sep season for all in all areas. They don't conflict. 

Allow both to hunt, but hunting with hounds requires a permit. 

allow co-hunting, dogs and general hunters! 

Allow Cougar hunting during any big game hunting season as long as the hunter posses a valid tag for that big game season. 

Allow dogs for hunting without a permit or special draw Aug 1st-Mar 15th 

Allow everyone too hound hunt cougars, bobcats, and black bear. Since it has been illegal to trap and also hound hunt for 
these animal the number of these predators from just my sightings has drastically increased and the deer/elk numbers have 
decreased dramatically. If these predatot numbers continue too rise, then you might as well kiss washingtons deer and elk 
number gone. Something needs too be done and it needs too be now 

allow hound hunting statewide there are no deer left on the peninsula thanks to the ban on hounds 

Allow hound hunting with permit purhase 

Allow hunters to hunt from Dec. 1 -Mar. 31 with no need to apply for a special permit. 

allow hunters to use hounds without a special permit for the full season 

allow hunters with no dogs to continue hunting between August 1 - march 15 without special draw or permit in all areas 

Allow hunters without dogs to hunt all GMUs Aug. 1 - 3/15; change hound permit numbers as needed 

allow hunters without dogs to hunt all the way through Mar. 31 

Allow hunters without dogs to hunt for the entire season, and permit holders to hunt 12/1 to 3/31 with dogs. There is no good 
reason why they couldn't hunt the same units at the same time. The odds of bagging a cougar without dogs are so small, it's 
pretty much a non-issue from a management perspective anyway. It just allows outdoorsman a chance/excuse to get out in 
the woods... isn't that what it's all about anyway? 

Allow hunters without dogs to hunt the full season and restrict dog hunters to Dec1-Mar31 

Allow hunters without dogs to hunt the same season without a special permit as hunters with dogs and a special permit. The 
permit should be to allow the use of dogs, not to exclude boot hunters from a specific area or season. 

Allow hunters without dogs to hunt. Permit only required for hunters with dogs. 

Allow hunting w/o dogs Aug 1 - Mar 31 in all GMU's and run the permit system for hunting w/ dogs. 

Allow LED Lights on Arrows 

Allow most if not all of the state to be opened to hunting Cougars with dogs. The Cougar population is very high and stable, 
and the cougars are hurting the deer, elk and other species. 

allow non dog hunting for cougars year round including ability to hunt them at night using artificial light and predator calls 

Allow unrestricted hunting, that is with or without dogs during general cougar season 

allow year round hunting including night hunting 

already made comment 

anybody should be able to get a permit, then hire dogs if desired. 

Ban (do not allow) Cougar hunting with dogs statewide 

Ban all cougar hunting 

ban cougar hunting all together and let the population rebound. 

Boot hunters and hound hunters should be treated equally. Leave it open for both. It is one in a thousand (probably more) to 
see a cat without the use of dogs. You could give away 100 boot permits and they would never be filled. 
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ISSUE 19: Loss of General Cougar Season Opportunity in Areas that Allow Hunting with Dogs 
Change the General season to Sept 1 to March 31 and add Hound Hunting don't change the general season not that many 
cougars are killed by the foot hunters any way. 

Consult with researchers from the Large Carnivore Research Lab at Washington State University before altering cougar 
hunting seasons. 

Cougar numbers need to be reduced greatly. I dont think the state realizes how many are out there or how many deer they are 
killing off. 

cougar population is high- let without dog hunters hunt cougars in any unit till march 31 

Cougar populations are increasing quickly.. Sightings & dead livestock in even Burbank 

Cougars ahould be hunted with dogs and without restrictions. 

Cougars are a problem and need to be hunted with dogs. 

do away with permits, open for hounds to anybody 

Do not allow hunting with hounds!!!! 

Do not close any areas to hunting without dogs. This allows an excellent opportunity to teach the next generation the value of 
tracking when it is the easiest, in the snow. 

do what makes the most sense in obchieving managment objectives 

Doesn't make sense that hunters without dogs can't apply for hound hunting. We would hire hound handlers because that is 
about the only way you are going to have any success. and would be a better way of managment. So allow hunters without 
dogs to apply so we can hire people with dogs like back in the years when we would use the point system like Deer, Elk, etc.

Dog hunters are still hunting with dogs when there not suppose to be, 

Dog hunters should not get longer seasons, lengthen foot hunters to same length as dog season by permit for dogs and by 
license for foot 

dogs are a choice not what is being hunted. 

Eliminate the "exeption" GMUs (Page # 59 in rules & regs) and make it statewide for everyone for the whole cougar season 

Even seasons. General Cougar September 1-December 31 and Permit-Only Hounds January 1-March 31 

everbody should be allowed to hunt with dogs, before the herds of elk and deer dissapear. That goes for wolves also its a joke 
what has been allowed to happen. What do we have to see some kids get malled first?? Lets be smart before their is nothing 
left to hunt like in parts of Idaho, Montana, Whyoming. 

Every one should be able to hunt with dogs if they want to August through March. 

Everyone eligible Aug-Mar. Groups don't conflict. 

Everyone should have the same oppurtunity. Just because you don't have dogs doesn't mean you don't hunt. 

Extend the general non-hound dates to match dates of all other units. NO BRAINER!!! 

Feed a few more of the libs who don't want dogs or any hunting to the cougars. 

give liberal predator calling season for hunting without dogs 

Give nonhound users Augaust 1 - March 15 

good deal....now bring it back statewide along with trapping 

Have dog and boot hunters with the season as it is until the cat poulation is down and the deer, elk, and turkey populations 
are up. 

Have the general season open to everyone, everywhere for the full time, but make the "use of dogs" require a special permit 
and only available from Dec. 1-Mar 31. 

Have the same long season for both and then have a draw for permit-only hound hunts 

Hound hunting should be allowed in all districts with a quota system that controls the number of cougar taken. 
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ISSUE 19: Loss of General Cougar Season Opportunity in Areas that Allow Hunting with Dogs 
hound hunting should be opend back up state wide, as it was before we had it put to vote by the brain washed non hunting 
public. 

Hounds only system for some areas is cathering to guides and outfitters. 

hounds should be allowed with out a permit 

Hunters without dogs should not have to aply it should be a given season 

Hunters without hounds get to hunt the full season (Aug. 1 - March 31) without a special permit, hunters with hounds need 
the permit to hunt their season (Dec. 1-Mar. 31) 

Hunting cougar and bear with the use of dogs should be allowed in the clallam and jefferson counties the way it used to be 
allowed permit or no permit 

Hunting with dogs for olny some if not fair for those of us that do not have hounds. I t is only benificial for people that own 
hounds. If hound hunters want special tags they should have to pay alot for tags, because they are going to profit from it. I 
think all special permits should cost a little more if drawn. 

Hunting with dogs is unfair chase. period. 

I can't imagine why there are any restritions on hunting these cats within legal ethics. 

I do not recommend allowing dogs to be used to hunt Cougar in GMU's during Modern Fire Arms hunting of elk. 

I dont believe that using a hound should be permitted. You are trainging an animal to track and attack another. Putting a thin 
line between something like dog fighting and hound hunting. 

I don't like any of the alternatives. The units with new permit-only hound seasons should retain the same general season for 
hunters without hounds. There is no reason to shorten the season for someone who is only going to harvest a cougar by a 
chance encounter. 

I don't see an option for running the non-hound tags for the normal satewide season in your options. With all the trouble with 
dangerous wildlife you should be maximizing hunting opportunity for all types of cougar hunters. 

I dont think hunters should use dog to hunt big game cats 

i DONT UNDERSTAND THIS CRAP....WE HAVE A COUGAR PROBLEM....WOULDNT YOU WANT EVERY GUN 
TOATIN SUMBITCH OUT THERE NOCKING THEM OUT? ONCE THAT TAKES PLACE PUT YOUR LITTLE 
GIRLY SCOUT RULES ON IT. 

I don't understand why we should apply for a permit to begin with. There are plenty of cougars and insuffecient Elk and Deer 
#'s 

I don't understand. You ask about how to stop declining herd populations and yet you talk about eliminating non-hound 
cougar hunters for parts of the year. Without dogs, cougars are near impossible to hunt successfully anyway. Why restrict the 
non-hound hunters at all. 

I drew that permit last year and hopefuly again this year. there is enough cougar over there that I believe that it should be 
open for every one . I caught some where between 15 and 20 lions last year and only harvested one . there are plenty of lions 
to go around . however with the wolves in winthrop I hope I dont get drawn for that area .The grey wolves are a bad idea 
down here . 

I feel anybody should be able to hunt cougars until a number is reached. 

I FEEL HUNTING COUGAR WITH DOGS SHOULD BE OPEN DURING THEIR WHOLE SEASON 

I prefer a ban on hunting cougars with dogs 

I think everybody should be able to use dogs that choose to. 

i think it should stay the same or make it a state draw for everybody were u can build points. 

I think that general cougar season should be open in Chelan and Okanogan counties like it is throughout the state. There are 
many of us who love to make hunting a challanging experience, and not use an ANIMAL to hunt another animal. 

I think the more cats that can be taken the better the elk and deer will do. Everyone should allowed to take cats from Aug.1-
Mar.15 
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ISSUE 19: Loss of General Cougar Season Opportunity in Areas that Allow Hunting with Dogs 
I think there should be some avenue for hunters without hounds to harvest a cougar throughout the season 

I'd like to have equal opportunity! Set aside some high frequency sighting GMU's for those of us without dogs! 

If we want decent deer hunting we need to just go back to the March 31st or year round for any hunters with or without dogs.

It is my understanding that if one has a "tag" to hunt cougar with dogs. That the cat can only be treed and not shot. If this is 
so, this is nothing but a sorry joke. What's the point? Stress the cat by being chased by dogs and then tree him and then leave. 
This is a joke. If there are going to be permits issued to hunt cougar with dogs, lets not "play" hunt, lets go ahead and shoot 
the cat. 

It seems ridiculous to not allow general hunters to harvest a cougar if they see one because there is a hound season in the 
same GMU. What you should do is allow both hunters the same hunting time but only those with hounds to hunt with the use 
of hounds. 

Just because you do not use dogs should not limit your season! This is just another way WA State is increasing fees! 

keep open for both hound and foot hunters without permits 

Keep the longer season open for hunters without houns and moniter the harvest and close it to all if needed. None of the 
alternatives listed are acceptable 

kill all cougars all year and provide bonus points for each carcus. wolves and grizzlies included 

Leave it open for everyone. Dogs or no dogs 

leave it open to all, we have too many cats that are thinning our deer herds 

leave it open to hunters without dogs and allow permit holders to use hounds 

Leave it the way it is but let anybody hunt with dogs in any unit as long as they have a pertmit for the use of dogs. Ohter wise 
keep it just the way it is now. 

leave seasons august 1 to march 31 for any hunter without dogs 

leave the general season aug.--march. hound season should be in the winter when tracking is easer 

leave the general season w/out dogs alone August 1 - March ? 

Leave the season dates Aug1 thru Mar 15, with or without dogs. Keeps it fair for all. 

leave the season the same and allow hound hunting throughout the whole time statewide. 

Leave the season the same Aug 1st- March 31st and if a guy wants to use hounds or not that should be ok...Nice try on giving 
the options to benefit your out come. 

Let any one apply but dog ownership is not required 

let anyone hunt with hounds without permits 

Let both dogs and none dogs hunt at same time if THEY choose 

let everybody hunt and issue more permits there is no shortage of cats in eastern washington 

Let everyone hunt with dogs with out a permit. 

Let the houndsman hunt without restrictions. 

Let them both have the same season. There are to many cats as it is. 

let them hunt together 

let us hunt period, already hard enough on foot 

Limit hound hunting....do not limit hunters that do not use hounds. 

Many hunters, including myself, do not have hounds and yet very much enjoy getting out and hunting cougars. Yes the odds 
are slim but it beats being a couch potato and I have killed two without the use of hounds so it can be done. Please do not 
limit non hound hunters ability to hunt cougars in their neck of the woods. 
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ISSUE 19: Loss of General Cougar Season Opportunity in Areas that Allow Hunting with Dogs 
most cats will be taken with dogs. Allow them throughout the season. 

Muzzleloader, archery, and permit holders hunting during deer or elk during an open season or permit season AFTER 
November 30 should be allowed to legally take a cougar without dogs incidental to deer or elk hunting if they have a valid 
cougar tag within the areas that allow hunting with dogs. The department completely misrepresented my comments regarding 
this issue to the Commission in the recent meeting where the pilot cougar season allowing hunting with dogs was modified. 
As an archery hunter, I have purchased a cougar tag, not so much to harvest a cougar, but to allow me to legally kill one if I 
meet up with one while hunting. While I have not personally seen one, I know several hunter who have, or have found 
cougar tracks following their own tracks made about an hour earlier. I am completely opposed to having a special season for 
one group (hound hunters) by closing a season for another group (muzzleloader or archery deer and elk hunters with a valid 
cougar tag) that IS ALREADY HUNTING and would have little to no impact on the resource! 

No change - additional hunting pressure (and demands for access) conflicts with maintaining minimal disturbance in big 
game winter ranges. 

no dogs for hunting cougar. 

no dogs with or without permit 

No hunting with dogs... We did away with dogs hunting bears... 

No use of dogs ever for Cougar or Bear, fair chase only. 

None of the above! Let the non-dog hunters hunt until March 15 and have a dog permit season from Dec 1 - March 31. The 
sooner you reduce the number of cougars in Klickitat county the sooner the fawn and calf survival rates will increase, 
because now on the Plateau the cougars are getting an excessive number of fawns and calves. 

Only hound hunters are going to buy permits to hunt cougar. For the rest of us cougar are "targets of opportunity" or 
"something to hunt after big game season in over." I would rather see no hounds at anytime and keep the season long. 

Open all units .Dogs or no dogs.Our deer population has decreased since no dogs were allowed 

open all units in the eastern area of wash to open aug 1st end mar 31 without date restrictions in certain units 

open cougar season all year long with or without dogs its not like you can shot kittens anyways 

open cougar year round, get some control on the population 

Open GMUs to everyone 

OPEN IT UP FOR BOTH PARTIES 8-1 THROUGH 3-15. 

open it to the state wide rules for non hound hunters and let the hounds still do their thing! 

Open the GMU to all cougar hunting and have the hound permits at the same time. The loss of hound hunitng took away a 
large opportunity for me and my hunitng partners and I want to see it returned in full. 

open the late season to all hunters, few hunters are able to harvest a cougar without dogs. 

open the units to all and have permits for the use of hounds that can be applied for.so all have oportunities. f 

Open the whole state to cougar hunting w/ or w/out dogs from Aug. 1 to March 15 

open to all hunters to apply for permits after hunter with dogs to allow the dogs there chance for keeping there training sharp 

Open to hunters without dogs from September 1 through March 15 and leave the permit season with hounds alone 

Open White River Unit 3 point min Elk for archery. More than enough elk to sustain herds for 3 years. 

Open year round 

Over rule the ridiculous ban on hound hunting and allow cougars to be hunted with or without hounds at the hunters 
descretion throughout the state. The public should NEVER be allowed to vote on hunting seasons or rules. In general they are 
uneducated on wildlife management and vote with their emotions, not on fact or science. 

permit with dogs / open without dogs 

population exploded after ban remove ban go back to hound hunting all season. 
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ISSUE 19: Loss of General Cougar Season Opportunity in Areas that Allow Hunting with Dogs 
Provide permits for a late hunt and aloow ample permits to be issused 

Pull your head out and allow dogs in all areas therefore letting the deer populations come back and reduce the growing 
cougar population concerns! 

Put the seasons back the way they were 20 years ago. 

Re-instate the full August 1-March 15 seasons for hunters without dogs 

Remove the permit process, open til March 31, for anybody 

Remove the reduction of general seasons for non-hound hunters. I can not see a reason why general hunting should be 
reduced. It appears that cougars in many areas are already impacting deer populations and are a real safety issue. 

Remove the restriction and allow hunting with dogs in all cougar seasons. Safety first to protect our citizens. 

retain the August 1-March15 dates for hunters without hounds 

Return the no dog seasons to August 1 to March 15 without any permits for no dog hunters. 

Return to General Season $5 Cougar Tag that allows hunting from September 1 through April 30 w/o dogs 

Revert back to an August 1st to March 15th for cougar hunting in all areas. 

season year around some dog hunters can apply from dec 1 march 31 

set aside some GMUs on a rotation for late season hunting without dogs ie: (2009 GMUs 101,108,215 - 2010 GMUs 204, 
105, 111) 

Set aside some smaller units for non-hound hunters, especially along the Canadian Border. GMU 209 would be a good 
example. 

set aside some units that will actually have cougar 

set up a quota system, where a certain # of cougars can be taken every year. Close the season after the # has been met. 

Shoot anytime during deer & elk season 

should be able to use dogs everywhere, but since they can't, they should have their own area in which to run the dogs 

Should be open the same time frame for all, whether dogs or not from Dec 1 to Mar 31 and only restricted where hounds 
conflict with other hunts. 

Should not even be a permit. should be allowed to hunt with or without dogs year around. To many Cougars! 

Some hunters can afford dogs and some can not, should this restrict hunting opportunities 

Split the units and let everyone apply, or split the tags, half to dog hunters half to non dog hunters. However if the goal is to 
reduce cougar numbers then the dog hunters should probably be given more tags than non dog hunters as they are probably 
much more likely to be successfull. 

take away the use of dogs. or let me hunt deer with a helicopter. 

Th more cougars killed the better...You will never over harvest them without using dogs. 

The infinitesimal harvest of cougars without dogs would allow for the longer season. Put it back the way it was for hunters 
without dogs.Have a general season from Aug. 1- Mar. 15 

The non hound hunters do not harvest enough cougars to make a dent in the population. As I have heard the DFW say before 
it is a accident if the "foot hunters" get a cougar. So allow the "foot hunters" to hunt the full season available in the entire 
state. 

The number of cats taken with dogs was enough to keep a balance with our deer and elk herds. Open the state back up to dog 
hunting, collect the licenses and watch the herds grow. I would rather see 35 deer or elk each year than one cat. 

the people spoke on this once no hunting with dogs period 
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ISSUE 19: Loss of General Cougar Season Opportunity in Areas that Allow Hunting with Dogs 
The regs need to change so those of us who do not own dogs can retain someone who does to hunt cougar with dogs. As it 
now stands, the few with dogs take the majority of the cougars. I have discussed this with friends who own dogs (Chuck and 
Brian Smith) who would like to take me should I draw but as the regs not stand I am not allowed to apply for a permit. 

The state needs to go back to allowing hounds to be used everywhere and harvest by permit only. And allow those without a 
permit to pursue only. 

The use of hounds causes to many harvests,give the cougar an "unfair chance" and will significantly decrease the population. 
Make the use of hounds illegal. 

there aren't many sportsman that actually target cougar most have the tag in their pocket incase they happen to see a cougar. 

There should be no season with out dogs 

there should not be a season 

They need to be hunted thru the winter. They don't hibernate or does your science tell you that they do? Do you people even 
get outside? 

This state as well as almost all western states have seen a dramatic increase in the cougar and bear population due to the 
reduction of hound hunting and baiting, which has greatly impacted the deer and elk populations thruout the west. I have seen 
the deer population decline to about 1/3 of the population that was within this area (Klickitat County) compared to just five 
years ago, you add unecessary doe permits and less forage, increased cougar/bear population, and one bad winter, equals no 
deer eventually. 

Use the dogs. It is as justifiable a sport as hunitng birds. Simple. 

Very confusing. Can't tell which is best. Get a professional to word these questions so that they are understandable. 

WDFW get out of the cougar hunting business unless state allow WDFW to open cougar hunting with dogs as it was before. 

We all pay you (The Govenor) to hunt, so let us hunt. You have turned it in to a lottery, and we see what good that is doing. 

We got to many cats out here now 

We have to harvest cats....dead is dead....let the dogs come in and get the damn job done. 

we have too many cougars. we need more permits or open the season for dogs 

we should not have to apply to hunt cougars without dogs. and the season should be left open to non dog hunters through 
march. 

We should not restrict the usage of an entire GMU because we want to provide hound hunters a few permits. I am not sure of 
the appropriate answer, but I do not think it is right to cut the season down to only 3 months for those people who do not 
draw tags and use dogs. Do we really think the dog hunters are going to take so many cougars that we need to so greatly limit 
the hunting for everyone else? 

Whatever kill the most cougars, especially in the Blues, where they present a huge risk to the elk herds 

Why can't hound hunters and huters without dogs hunt in the same unit at the same time. It seems like most cougar harvests 
are incidental. But there should be a limited number of hound permits in a unit. 

Why can't the people who do not have dog permits still hunt the regular season in those GMU's. It doesn't make sense to limit 
it to permit hunting only. 

Why do you hound hunting when it is open to everyone with correct tag. No hound hunting during open season for hunters 
with muzzle loader or late archery or rifle. this is stupid. hound hunters during reg season!!! 

Why does my County Okanogan get reduced Cougar hunting----- you are putting our children, pets at risk as the amount of 
cougar sightings , contact increases...... 

Why limit? With our without dogs the season should be expanded! Permit only with our Cougar populations? Quality dog 
opportunities will be so very limited as very few have quality hounds since the limiting of hound hunting. Open this up to all 
at all times. 

why not allow both? we have a huge problem with bear and couger fawn and cal kills in the spring some units much worse 
then others common sence should tell you which units need help with this problem the most. 
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ISSUE 19: Loss of General Cougar Season Opportunity in Areas that Allow Hunting with Dogs 
why not let everyone apply for permits??? not just those who own dogs!!!! 

Why not make it general season for Aug 1 to 31 (no dog) Permit Sept 1 to Nov 30 (dog) and then open again general Dec 1 
to March 15(no dog) 

with or without dogs, the animal needs to be managed, I don't believe we will erradicate the cougar from any one area from 
over hunting 

Without a late season hunters without hounds can not track cats without snow on the ground. 

year round. Like coyotes 

You should be able to hunt cougers with dogs anywhere 

You think it was reduced. Allow all users Aug Mar dates. 

Your Alternatives Lack the obvious one Open Season for Cougars with or with out Dogs from Sept 1 -- Mar 31. That is my 
recommendation 

 
 

ISSUE 23: Low Deer Population in GMU 388  

BACKGROUND:  

Several factors suggest a suppressed deer population in GMU 388, indicating a need for more 
conservative harvest on female deer. These factors are:  

-Spring survey trends have shown a decline in population.  

-Buck harvest remains below historic levels.  

-Hairloss Syndrome is documented in at least 10% of wintering deer.  

Archers take the majority of antlerless deer in GMU 388. Opportunity for antlerless harvest by modern 
firearm hunters has already been reduced. Antlerless opportunity is only allowed by special permit for 
modern firearm hunters. Removal of antlerless deer hunting opportunity from other areas has attracted 
hunters to GMU 388.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer?  

1. Reduce the cougar population. Our group has hunted here since 1956. We have never seen so many cougar. Bring back 
hounds. 2. Get the hunters in campgrounds and off of the habitat. Too much of the 13,000 acre Klickitat wildlife area is a 
campground for Rifle and Archery season. This area is transitional winter range. Camping is destroying meadows and feed. 
3. The 3-pont restriction is working. We see much improvement. Give it more time. 

3pt or better, leave the does alone 

all deer bonce back as time gos on 

allow antlerless hunt only....no buck 

allow dogs in cougar hunting, cougar kill 50-60 dear a year, block indian hunting, winter feeding 

Allow Mechanical Broadheads 

Allow more doe Tag but if a hunter receives a doe tag then they can only shoot a doe not a buck. Idaho does this and it works 
great. 

Allow more kills with fewer points 

Allowing anterless deer to be taken in a unit with low deer population does not make any sense at all. Why would this even 
be a question? 

Also allow additional special permits to cull out diseased animals to eliminate any undue suffering of animals afflicted with 
sliphair disease. I don't know exactly how to approach this, maybe if a hunter takes an afflicted animal out of the herd, he/she 
can then have the opportunity to purchase an additional tag. 
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Anytime there is low number of animals we must not take females 

Archers harm too many deer and should have more restrictions. 

Archery hunters have to long of a season 

archery hunters should have to put in for anterless permit in all areas just like mordern firearm. the current system is 
discriminatory. 

Archery is hard enough 

Can the unit be hunted by permit only for one or more years until the population can recover? 

change all deer seasons to branch until population rebounds to previouse levels 

change season to buck only until pop. increases 

Change the season to buck only untill the population grows 

change to buck only in the early season 

Change to spike buck only for a few years once population gets back up 

Close 388 for two seasons to deer hunting. Then open for an antlerless archery and muzzle loader only for one year. Then the 
fourth year return to three point for modern firearm, and either sex for archery and muzzle loader. 

Close 388 from 2009-2011 to let the population recover to a point where harvest can take place. 

close all hunting untill the population has returned to optimum levels 

Close it all together, let the deer rebuild 

Close the entire season, both archery and modern firearm until deer populations recover then open with limited season 
expanding until a conservation level is reached. 

Close the unit for 1 year and check levels the following year, you do this everywhere else what the problem? 

DFW should base these decisions on their analysis of deer populations, not public input, in order to keep herds healthy. 

Discontinue the doe permit that will reduce hunting presure which will increase deer population. 

Do not allow any antlerless harvest in this GMU with any weapon 

Do the same for antlered too. Offer late archery permits if appropriate. 

Do what is best for the deer population. 

do what it takes to keep healthy deer populations 

Don't offer less opportunity for archers, how about a traditional archery area or 2 (longbow, recurve) 

Early season any deer, late season 3 pt min for archery with permits as necessary for antlerless 

Either close GMU 388 to hunting for a couple of years or open up the antlerless opertunities in other areas. 

Eliminate all doe tags to reverse the population trend. 

eliminate antlerless hunting for the 09-2011 time frame ....bring it back in 2012 if population allows 

eliminate general archery and make it a permit archery unit for 3 point or better 

Ever since Dan retired, the state has received inadequate herd counts in this area. Martin was very close to having the area 
figured out. The herds this spring on Grey Back were very large. Remember this is a migratory area. The poaching level is 
out of control also, more time and money needs to be dedicated to this area for this. The 3pt. minimum has only been in place 
for a few years, that needs more time to show the effect, it is working, the amount of younger bucks has increased, but was 
only noticable for the first time this past year, give that time to do what it was intended to do. 

Four point min for archery and modern and reduce the season in this unit 

Game animal numbers in GMU's adjacent to the Yakama Indian Reservation suffer from year around tribal hunting activities. 
I would like to see more enforcement and larger penalties for tribal off-Reservation poaching activities. 
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get rid of archery season all together. I've been archery hunting and I will say that I've seen more wounded, than dead 
aminals. 

get rid ofthe three point restriction. You have no idea how many small bucks are shot and left because the antlers are too hard 
to see behind the ears. You would probaly have a decrease in the deer killed because of this, because the accidental kills 
would be taged and reported. 

Give the heard there a break. Between hair loss and human pressures the numbers are too low. 

Have deer exceeded their habitat capacity that could be contributing to "suppressed deer population" (what do you mean by 
suppressed? - fawn:doe ratios, doe survival, declining trend in numbers) 

Here again you think that the archery hunter takes a large number of does out of these areas, look at the past history the 
amount of unecessary doe permits for modern firearm users that has been established within this unit and the adjacent unit 
578 for the last ten years, it has been 100+ for one unit and 50+ for the other, and the WDFW is now saying that the late 
archery hunters are depleteing the doe population, give me a break! 

Here we go talking about a 3 pt. minimum. The "former" hunters that I know are just that, Former Hunters, because to begin 
with Washington is not a Trophy destination and never will be. The regulation are restrictive enough. 

How many people taking this survey will know that GMU 388 is Grayback and where it is? Alternative 1 is suspect. Reduce 
general season if warranted. Increase general season in future years, if warranted, but don't shut the valve and then use 
permits as the method to allow future hunting opportunity. 

How much herd loss is due to predators? 

Hunter's concerned about horns....nah... 

I chose one, but I don't believe that the State is trying to increase the doe population by offering late permits (even if 
appropriate). It probably would not be appropriate for that three year period. 

I feel it is the Game Departments job to manage the herd. If the survey shows a reduction below optimun levels then this 
should not be a democratic issue....REDUCE THE NUMBER OF TAGS 

I feel that you should make every unit in Washington a "draw unit" and only allocate a certain number of tags per unit 

I have hunted here for 30 years I personaly cannot support the fact that archers are harvesting too many does . Also this unit 
is amainly a migratory hunt which would account for the low spring numbers .The buck harvest would also be low for the 
same reason without extreme weather in the early season there are not as many bucks also the modern firearm season used to 
be during the peak rut years ago so using that data would show a higher buck harvest. I personally hunt here every year and I 
feel that the deer population is thriving the 3 point min restriction was a great change it has really helped the young bucks 
survive especially during firearm seasons. 

I HAVE HUNTED LATE ARCHERY DEER IN GRAYBACK FOR YEARS AND I AM SEEING MORE DEER THAN 
EVER 

i have hunted this area and know people who live in this area and we have noticed an increase in the couger popolation, 
maybe GMU 388 should allow hunting with hounds. 

I have hunted this unit for 40+ years. I believe the herd is improving. Issues that could help is to: 1) make the 3-pint 
restriction and true 3-point, not a smal 2-p with one eye guard. Do not allow hunters to count the eye guards. 2) Heavy 
poaching exists. estblish voluntary patroling if the budget does not allow official patroling. 3) Control predators. Anyone in 
the woods in late season will see coyotes chasing full grown animals and there are more bears than I have ever seen. I know 
that they are harming the fawn survival more that hunters are right now. 

I have no idea where you get your statistics, but I have hunted the 388 for the past 5 years and there is definately not a low 
deer population. 

I have seen roughly 20 to 1 doe to buck ratio in 388. My concern if we limit antlerless hunting is that the ratio will be even 
more lopsided. 

I hunt 388 consistantly and have no evidence of reduced populations of deer 

I support even stronger steps to increase populations. I see both blacktail & mulies with some whitetail moving in 
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I talked to two local farmers/ranchers who claimed to have severe damage to their hay crops. I'm told that Mr. Thiele was 
allowed a substantial number of doe permits for his land and the other farmer told me that he asked the local Indian 
community for help with his deer problem. He told me they responded with hunters from George Ville and in two days killed 
35 deer on his land. Is the Department of Fish and Game aware of this and is this practice condoned by them? If so, are there 
more farmers/ranchers doing this and why is it allowed, when more liberal seasons could handle the surplus deer? 
Additionally, last winter was rather severe and a deer winter kill is to be expected. Why would you allow low deer counts, 
following a bad winter, to be used to set long term reduced seasons? The deer population fluctuates from year to year and this 
is not the first spring with lower deer counts. Just wait a year or two and I expect you will find the numbers right back up. I 
like the 3 pt. minimum regulation. I am seeing a lot more bucks and bigger bucks than prior to the 3 pt. requirement. I had 5 
bucks in my yard a week ago, all 2 pts. Please leave the seasons and bag limits without change and let nature have a chance 
to heal this issue. 

I want what's best for proper deer management. If no season is required, so be it. Do what's right for wildlife, we'll adjust. 

I would prefer more more hunting opportunities, not less. We already can only get 1 buck and a doe if we have a permit, 
which has to be applied for. 

I would prefer there be no doe hunting period in areas with suppressed populations. That seems like a no-brainer. 

If bucks are low in and area, make it antlerless only (temp.) in those areas until buck numbers go up. 

If it is a biological need. Would like to see and ending strategy included 

If low deer population everyone should be affected. I do archery and know I could get a buck every year, why do I need to 
take producers of future deer. No late season for antlerless at all! 

if the deer herd is suppressed stop harvesting of all does for three to five years to help restore the herd. 

If the DEER POPULATION IS SO LOW THEN CUT OUT ANTERLESS HUNTING FOR A FEW YEARS. hOWEVER 
CLOSELY MONITOR THE DERR AND IF THE DISEASE SPREADS MORE REPIDLY, THEN MANAGE 
ACCORDINGLY. 

If the herd needs building up, do what is necesssary to do so 

if there is a problem with hairloss syndrom raise the number of modern permits for this area. 

If they don't need to be harvested...why allow harvest? 

If you are going to change the anterless restriction, make it applicable to both early and late seasons 

If you are short on deer, reduce the opportunity or number of permits. 

If you change the boundary between 578, you'll have no alternative but to reduce the antkerless harvest. I believe that there 
are several other apporaches that could be utilized instead. Increase the bear, cougar, coyote harvest to reduce preditor kill. 
Create more road closure during late season. Patrol for poaching and make hunters camp in designated camp gorunds instead 
of in the wintering range of the deer herd. I see empty campgrounds and littered camps on range land every season. 

In this case it seems appropriate to reduce harvest in an effort to bring populations back to objective levels. 

increase predator hunting opportunities in the unit, including cougar hunting w/ dogs. 

It is stupid to reduce archery, without also a reduction in modern firearm. Modern Firearm kill far more deer than archery, if 
Population is a concern, then reduce the #s taken by Modern Firearm as well 

It seems prudent to error on conservation 

I've been hunting wdfw lands in 388 for the past 18 years and have noticed a drop in the deer herd in the last 5 years alot has 
happened in this time mostly a large increase in wild turkey and a large increase in turkey hunters on wdfw lands.Before 5 
years ago you didn't see turkys very often there now they are everywere and you rarely saw turkey hunters there in the spring 
but now they are everywere I think maybe it has to do with to much disturbance in the nursery and the deer have just moved 
on, maybe you should close some areas during the off season to reduce disturbance. but one thing is sure there are very few 
deer at anytime of the year up there anymore. 

Keep archery Archery - start limiting the abilities of bows - I don't want archery to become what "muzzel"loading has 
become (their now just glorified rifles). 
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keep the damb Indians from poaching in this area 

Late hunt archery is too late and should be removed completely. Let every type of arms have one hunt only. 

Leave it alone and use other management tools first. I question whether the areas where you do your surveys at are giving 
you the same information they did back when the survey areas were established. Development and habitat change has 
changed migration routes and the winter range is now fragmented. I have a cabin and 100 acres up there and some relatives 
have a section. My family and hunting friends spend a lot of time there year round. I think your survey needs to adapt to the 
changes if they have not yet done so. Here is more of my 40 years experience in the area and my 2 cents. Don't take away the 
West part of 388 and give it to 578.That will increase the pressure on 388. Don’t take late archery in 381 and make it M/L. 
That will also pressure late archery deer in 388. To take away part of the unit, and flop a neighboring archery unit with the 
same season dates to another user group, and then take away the kill opportunity of antlerless is unfair and lousy 
management in my opinion. If you are wondering why hunters migrate to 388, well changing the boundary and taking away 
other archery area is a prime example of how to facilitate this process. .Next, CONTROL THE PREDATORS. We have seen 
more cougars (and have seen a few killed) in 388 since the dog ban than in the previous 25 years. We NEVER saw them in 
the 60s-90s. The same thing has occurred with bears. M/F either shouldn't have antlerless tags or damn few in most cases. 
They can shoot up to 1000 yards. A bow shoots 50. It's an apple and oranges comparison that makes no sense. Archery 
success is nowhere near what rifle success is. Buck harvest is low because this is a migration hunt area and the dates for M/F 
no longer extend into Nov or the rut, unless by draw/permit. I don't know how far back the historical data base is you are 
using. The M/F season now ends in late Oct. If there is no hard weather to bring the migratory population in, the rifle season 
does not experience a good success rate. The late archery season now has the dates that are more conducive to seeing and 
harvesting deer. You need to consider this fact. I and others in our group applaud the 3-point restriction. Please, go further 
and make it a "real" 3-point. Do not count the eye guards. Older bucks are exponentially wiser and more elusive. The young 
ones are dumb and easy targets. Take them out of the legal population and watch the herd grow. Also give this 3-point 
restriction more time. Two years have passed and it is not enough time. We are seeing a tremendous improvement already. 
There was very little winter die off last year. Again, we (20 or more of us) hike a lot all year up there, and we talk to the 
biologists as well. The road closures by Boise (now WPT is helping immensely). Some of the deer now winter range this 
timber property if weather and snow pack allow. The herd is disturbed less both during and after hunting season because of 
this. Recent logging is creating more feed while good cover still remains. Snow packs have not been severe in most of the 
recent years. All this adds to why you are likely not seeing the spring survey numbers in the old counting areas at the same as 
historic levels. I think nature has adapted. Migration routes have changed somewhat and winter range is fragmented. I 
challenge you to disprove this possibility. Here are a couple of tough ones. Get the cattle out. Next, and maybe tougher, get 
all the hunters to camp into camping areas. The wildlife area is not a campground. This allowed practice is hard on the 
meadows and transitional winter feed. Also, you can't have hunting success if you are camping all over the prime hunting 
area. You have got to do this. It is ruining the area. .I can't speak for the hair loss. We have seen only a few with it in the 
early spring. Damn few. In closing, I see some really positive things that have been done. Namely 3-point and road closure. I 
also believe you can do a lot better for our deer herd in 388 by taking these other actions before removing I can't speak for 
the hair loss. We have seen only a few with it in the early spring. Damn few. In closing, I see some really positive things that 
have been done. Namely 3-point and road closure. I also believe you can do a lot better for our deer herd in 388 by taking 
these other actions before removing The antlerless opportunity in 388 late archery 

LIMIT VEHICLE ACCESS AND THE DEER WILL RETURN 

Log more. you'll have more deer 

Make 388 permit only for antlered and antlerless for late archery. 

make anterless only and by draw for both archery and modern firearm 

Make antlered and antlerless achery hunting by permit only in the late season. 

Make it a 3 pt. Min. unit no antlerless 

make it a 3pt only untill population increases/open other GMUs for antlerless&3 pt min 

Make the appropriate changes to meet goals. 

Make the area a 3pt min for all hunters, no antleress hunts. 

maybe a harvest of antlerless every other year. 

Maybe best to close GMU 388 altogether to let populations get healthy. 
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Modern firearm opportunities have been reduced to only two weekends by cutting off the third weekend. It is wrong to cut 
off that third weekend. 

modify the above by eliminating the warm Sept archery hunt to allow retention of the full late archery season and reduce the 
deer permits for the muzzleloader and rifle in proportion to the reduced archery Sept hunt. Thank you for the consideration. 

more opportunity for the modern firearms person 

more permit only access through out the state not just here 

My opinion is that cattle grazing and clear cutting has increase significantly over the last several years on the lands E of 
Fisher Hill Rd, and N. of Klick/Appltn Rd. This has had a dramatic impact on the amount of forage avalible. 

My opinion is to stop any harvest of female deer for all weapons until deer numbers increase to a satifactory level. 

no antlerless hunting for anyone till the herds rebound 

NO GATE CLOSEURE FOR LATE ARCHERY 

none of the above! QUIT KILLING DOES!!!!! IF YOU MUST OVER HARVEST KILL BUCKS-NOT DOES!!! 

not broken; don't fix it!!! 

offer early archery only; no late archery. 

Ok another no brainer, stop the doe hunts or reduct the take as needed, why do you have jobs at WDFW? 

Open for more Cougar hunting 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain 

Open other GMU's to antlerless, depending on population health. 

over hunting 

Predators have a large impact as does the affects of winter snows 

Quit killing the does let the population build back up. 

Reduce anterless opportunities in this area during this 3 year period to help deer pop. recover 

Reduce Cougar population and watch deer population grow. 

Reduce or eliminate all opportunities if the population is struggling; but don't favor archers over firearms 

reduce season length for all hunters in this unit 

Reduce the amount of antlerless firearm tags issued in that unit. Archer are not causing the short fall. 

Reduce the cougar population and poaching (get enforcemenbt officers in the field after 5 in the evening) and the deer 
population will come back. I have hunted that area for over fifty years and this is not the first time i have seen this problem! 

Reduce the early 388, 30 day archery hunt and keep the late 388, 19 day archery hunt. Do not due any permits. 

Reduce the season length or stop anterless hunting until population is back up. 

Reinstate antlerless deer hunting opportunity in other areas to relieve pressure on 388 & control exploding deer populations 
in i.e.GMU's 284 & 136 

Remove ALL anterless seasons in GMU 388 

Remove all deer hunting in the GMU until the population increases to the level the area can withstand. 

remove antlerless harvest until the population recovers,with a 3 pt min 

Remove antlerless option alltogether 

remove modern firearm antlerless permits 
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Restore antlerless opportunity in other areas where it was removed--if the resource will allow it. I know archers have agreed 
in the past to restrict antlerless hunting in an area following harsh winters or fire to allow deer numbers to recover--but NOT 
to a permanent end of antlerless hunting. 

Restrict GMU 388 to handicap modern firearm & handicap archery antlerless permits only. 

Restrict to only 3pt min for ALL hunting methods (don't blame the archers).. 

Scientificly and biologically address the actual cause of this declining deer population. 

Seems like a fairly straight forward issue. Decline in population, low buck harvest, and sick deer..... I may not have a degree, 
but making it more likely for the does to survive seems like a logical solution. The key is to return antlerless opportunities 
when the population will support it. Don't take it away and never give it back. 

Sounds like we have two problems? hairloss and low numbers. Fish and wildlife need to manage 

Stop antlerless hunting in the area. It's a no-brainer. You can't make them all happy. Do what's right! 

stop shooting doe's....change to 4 pt. min. 

stop the anlerless hunting to increase the population 

Take a lesson from the east, Doe harvest help eliminate competition in late winter and allow less younger bucks to breed. We 
should be allowing rifle hunter to start taking does to increase the quality of the herd. I can not believe this is an issue. It has 
been proven that doe harvest in the east has increased the health and number of whitetails. 

Take away all anterless permits for a few years. The archery floks need to look at the whats avalable for harvest and be happy 
with it. 

take away the modern rifle permits also altogether 

The archery people get enough time in the early hunt. I disagree with the spring time survey. You don't look in the right 
places 

The cougars are a big part of this problem 

The cougars are killing all the deer, I see more cougar tracks now than deer tracks. It isn't the hunters. If the population was 
so low and anterless harvest was the problem why are you giving out anterless only "B" tags in this area? Limit the extra BS. 
before you shorten or change an exsistiing season. 

The permits could go to black powder hunters too. As of now there isn't a season for us at all...... 

The problem in GMU 388 between Fisher Hill Rd and the Klickitate River relative to declining deer and elk numbers is the 
large numbers of fawns and calves that cougars are getting. I think you should leave the cougar season without dogs to end in 
March and add the dog season as you have suggested elsewhere. The sooner the cougars are reduced in this area the sooner 
the deer and elk numbers will increase. 

The way this sounds... if the anterless season continues, 388 wont have a season. 

The way to increase the number of deer and elk in GMU 388 is to reduce the number of cougars ASAP! Leave cougar 
hunting without dogs the way it is now and add dog hunting ASAP. 

The welfare of the herd should not be open to public opinion. If reducing antlerless harvest is critical to the welfare of the 
herd, it should be done. 

There are more deer in this unit then I have seen a 15 years of hunting here This is a migratory herd that in the spring time 
has already moved back up into the grayback moutains an the yakima indian reservation. These surveys you are using are not 
collecting data in the winter, hunting season. You are already tring to make this unit smaller, and have increased the antler 
requirments, and now want to take away the either sex option. The farmers in this area are already complaining of the deer 
damage this is only going to make it worse. 

there should be no doe kills when population is low 

These should be the first to be reinstated when the population increases 

This GMU is overrun with cougars and i believe has alot to do with low deer population 

This is a common sense change. 
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this is what you are paid to do. Issues that involve the actual management of game should be up for public input. Mange by 
science, not public opinion!!!!! 

This would be another reduction in the harvest for archers. 

This would only push hunters into other areas causing the problem to spred to another area. 

To help reduce archery opportunities I recommend reducing the amount of time allowed in the September archery hunt in 
this GMU. Additionally the dates eliminated should be from the first (hottest) part of the month 

to many deer taken illegally on private property...mostly archery 

too many people, too many predaters. 

unit should go back to 2 point and concentrate on huge poaching issue i have seen satus pass area devistated by poaching 
what what was once a great hunt is almost null and void of deer call me at 1-360-834-4060 Wade Huss would love to talk 
about all issues as I spend more time in the feild then the avarage hunter 

UUUH THE TURKEYS ARE STILL THERE....THERE ALL ON THE FRICKIN PUBLIC LAND....WERE YOUR 
LETTING THE LAND OWNERS TREAT THEM LIKE PETS....WHO THE HELL IS PAYING FOR THEM 
TRANSPLANTED BIRDS....US OR THE GRAM CRACKERS FEEDING THEM ON THERE LAND????BEYOND 
HISTORIC LOWS.....WERE THE HELL IS THAT DATA...NEVER EVEN HEARD OF THAT WEAK SUPPORTING 
DATA. 

Want Deer? Quit shooting the femalers. 

We have alot of female deer in the Greyback 388 unit , kill the cougars and there will be more deer. Leave the 3 point 
minimum intact. 

We should only be hunting animals that are part of a healthy heard. If we have low numbers of does then we need to rebuild 
the herd and then use responsible hunts to maintain the herd. 

What about encouraging hunters to harvest males with a 2 pt min and no antlerless for the 2009-2011 period? Then institue 
permit only hunting of antlerless for 2012-2015, leaving the 2pt min in place during the permit period. This should allow 
sufficient time to review whether hunters are contributing to the mortality of does, or if there is another issue at work. 

What are the Cougar and Bear populations in 388? Are there methods of dealing with Hairloss syndrome? Limit hunting but 
deal with the root of the problems as well. 

What does reduce late archery antlerless season opportunity mean? Make modern firearm hunters (who have a greater 
possibility to harvest due to increased shooting distance) harvest buck only; same with muzzleloader if applicable. 

When is hair loss occurring? Maybe eliminate late season instead? 

where is GMU #388? why cant you put that on your survey 

where is GMU 388? 

why do you think the cause for reduced population is anterless harvest .... could it be something else??? 

Why not allow late archery hunting by permit for 3pt min or antlerless? A quality hunt with less crowding. 

Why not leave the seasons alone and restrict the harvesting of does by archery 

Would have voted for 1st choice had "if appropriate" been excluded. 

you have listed factors that suggest a declining population, but what are the factors that are causing the decline? 

you should do what is best for the deer herd so we have some animals 

Your bad science has limited doe hunting in areas where they are overpopulated. I don'tbelieve there is a shortage of deer in 
the unit. You people obviously don't get outside and actually survey populations but rely on your electronic models of reality.

Youth doe hunts 
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Having a Positive Effect  

BACKGROUND:  

Both GMUs are currently managed under a 2-point minimum antler restriction. This is not a biologically 
sound approach for management of these deer. Approximately 60% of yearling bucks in this area are 2-
points and about 10% of adult deer have only spike antlers. This strategy may encourage breeding by 
smaller-antlered bucks. The current antler restriction takes away harvest opportunity for the hunters that 
would take spikes. The excellent escape cover and low road density in GMU 574 means that antler 
restrictions aren’t necessary. Less forested habitats of GMU 578 may still need some restrictions to 
achieve buck escapement goals.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer?  

3 point both areas youth tags for 574 for smaller bucks 

3 point may work better in this area 

3 pt restriction doesn't work. Only big bucks get killed and end up with huge two pts. or little bucks to breed. 

3-point antler restrictions are absurd as many yearlings can have 3 to 4 point racks.(old biology wrong) 

add some any buck permits 

Again, why do we pay you to be so indecisive. Grow balls and make a choice. What were you hired for? 

All of my hunting party (6) would love to see a 3-point minimum in GMU 578! 

Allow more cougar hunting. 

Allow more kills of animals with fewer points 

As long as populations remain strong, Most deer remain on private lands 

both units should be changed to 3 pt or better 

Change both 574 578 to 4 pt. min. thin doe's back.....Buck-to- doe ratio should be 6-to-10. This permounts fighting amoung 
"bucks" for mating opp. and makes for healther herds. 

Change both areas to 3 pt or better. It has helped the Okanogan mule deer population around our farm greatly!!!! 30 yeqrs 
ago the MD were 60% of the population by 1990 it was reverse (WT 60 to 70%) with the 3 pt law it is back to 50% each. 

change both GMU 578 and 574 to 3 point minimum 

Change both gmus to any buck. 

change both to 3 point minimum 

change both to three point minimum 

Change both units to 2 point maximum; exclude hunting for three point or more. 

Change for at least 3-5 years, then review. It is believed that some units have seen genetic shifts to "2-point mature" bucks as 
a result of generations of this type of management. 

change the whole state to any buck. 

could the state implement a system of 3 pt minimum but every 3rd or fourth year have an only shoot spike or 2 points to 
occasinoally get rid of the smaller antlered, but older deer. 

crack down on the mexican poachers 

Deer and Elk seasons could be better managed by allowable dates. Present "seasons" are generally too early. Better would be 
something like Colorado where hunters (regardless of weapon) have opportunity to select their hunting dates, early, mid-, 
late. If you must, control the number of permits/tags per each 7-10 days of hunting opportunity. 

DFW should base these decisions on their analysis of deer populations, not public input, in order to keep herds healthy. 

Do not allow any antlerless permits in these areas 
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Do the fish and wildlife biologest have an education in wildlife? if not hire some 

Don't certain groups hunt any animals they chose regardless of the restrictions? 

Due away with the 2 pt min in all the state. 

Eliminating 578 would automatically put it under the Three Point Minimum. (Read previous statement in issue 7A. 

for a couple of seasons and then, reevaluate 

general season for 2point or less and permits for larger bucks 

Go with the biologists recommendation for herd management 

harvesting spikes may be fine but make it atleast a 4 or 6 inch spike not some 1 inch toe head ....it is wastefull to take these 
young bucks as the yield very litte meat 

have a one year harvest of spikes and 3pt, them restrict to 3pt or more only 

how about spike or 3pt and better in both units 

I agree with the 3 pt minimum, but would like to keep 574 at the 2 point minimum. 

I believe in the 3 point min for every GMU open. Let the young ones grow up, which in turn would mean more older bucks 
for harvest. 

I have had shots at bucks in these areas with long spikes but couldn't establish a fork on them. They were big deer. 

I have hunted this area ever since the 2 point min was put in.the main reason for this is to get away from hunting pressure.If 
you open the unit to spike hunting there will be many more hunters in the area. I thought that this unit was being managed for 
deer. Not the elimination of deer. 

I have seen a remarkable improvement in the quality of bucks and the number of smaller bucks in the 388 unit where there is 
a 3-pint minimum. Each year when i seen all of the smaller bucks, it excites me to know that next yera there will be more 
larger bucks. It was hard to accept at first, but I think it was a good change. Given time by a dramatically increased young 
buck survial rate, everyone will enjoy opportunities at largers buck, that's if the habitat will support the quantity of animals. 

I prefer 3 point minimum state wide to compensate for cougars and tribal hunting. 

I think 3 pt. rule for both units will enhance a stronger buck population. Increase antlerless permits numbers. 

I think ALL units should be a 2pt or even better a 3pt min with more special draw for any deer. This allows for buck 
population to grow while keeping deer population in check. 

I want what's best for proper deer management. If numbers are low, reduce/restrict harvest! 

i would like to see the entire state go to a three point minimum 

I would say the whole state is in the same boat as far as the breading of small bucks with your your 3-point min for most all 
of the state. 

If deer are declining, it is probably loss of habitat more than hunting, Any buck is th option. 

If the yearlings are breading then we may want to change the unit to a spike only for a season or two. 

if there is no biologically reason why change? 

If you knew what your doing you would have never made it 2pt. min in the first. 

I'm not familiar with the area but I am concerned that if the majority of the adult bucks are only spikes then opening it up to 
any buck you greatly reduce the herd. Now if they are over populated and a reduced herd would me better food that could 
result to antler growth, then I would be in favor of it. 

It sounds like it best for the deer 

It;s your job to see that the buck to doe ratio is correct so fix it ,you have the info you need 
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ISSUE 24: Antler Restrictions in GMUs 574 (Wind River) & 578 (West Klickitat) Don't Seem to be 
Having a Positive Effect  
Just about anybody I know would shot a spike, we need to modify antler restrictions to 3 point min or horns wider than the 
ears 

Keep two point restriction but offer "new" any buck tags 

LET US SHOOT ANY DAMN DEER...YOU DONT OWN THEM...YOU OBVOUSLY DONT KNOW HOW TO DO 
WILDLIFE CONCERVAION OR THERE WOULDNT BE ANY LOWER THAN USUAL TRENDS....MAYBE YOUR 
PROGRESS SHOULD BE UNDER THE MICROSCOPE...MAYBE YOUR ACTIONS NEED TO BE ACCOUNTED 
FOR.....MAYBE A FEW NEWS CHANNEL FRIENDS OF MINE ARE GOING TO GET AHOLD OF THIS CRAP AND 
HAVE A FIELD DAY WITH YOUR EXTREAM IGNORANCE. i CANNOT WAIT FOR THEM TO UNCOVER YOUR 
CORRUPTION AND UN ABILITY TO DO THE JOBS THE PUBLIC HAS HIRED YOU TO DO... 

lot's of big bucks, but you can't find them on the road, get out and enjoy the back country 

make both 3 point minimum 

MAKE BOTH GMUs 547&578 3-POINT MINIMUM 

Make both units 3 point 

Make both units 3 point restricted 

Make it all 3-point. the older the better 

make the best management choice 

make them 3 point or better then they will be a little older. this state is about the quanity of tags sold and not the quality of 
animals. all you people in olympia care about is money and not the future of our animals. 

Make them both 3-point minimums 

make this GMU a spike only unit for 3 years to allow more mature deer to breed. Then open it up to any buck. 

Male both units 3-point minimum restriction 

Manage the unit to allow for future hunting with the appropriate game management tactic. 

Many units around the state have similar problems. There should be 2-3 years of taking only small bucks and letting the 3 pt 
or greater bucks live and breed for several years. 

maybe 10-15% and they are usally a 1-2 574 has dropped o because of the lack of feed due to almost no logging bear creek 
and willard have plenty of deer just more cover should go back to a late buck for the unit but not in west klickitat as the area 
is much more open and harvest would be to high poaching is huge problem by migrate workerd around white salmon and bz 
corners area 

maybe in the case of these deer and mule deer look at Colorado management methods 

No desire to hunt either GMU under any circumstanses due to influx of I-5 Corridor wannabe hunters. 

No unit in the state in my opinion should a hunter be able to harvest a spike buck. 

not alot of deer...no new logging area has brought deer down. 

Not much of a survey. Not enough alternatives. Suggest 3 pt. minimum for both areas 

Only hunt waterfowl 

Open a special handicap hunters permit for any buck in GMU 574. 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain 

Open the any buck hunt for 2 years, then go back to 2 or 3 point. 

Or make both 3pt min and have youth, senior, etc. permits for spikes 

please follow suit and change the whole west side to three point or better, start managing correctly 

poaching has a major impact in these units 
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ISSUE 24: Antler Restrictions in GMUs 574 (Wind River) & 578 (West Klickitat) Don't Seem to be 
Having a Positive Effect  
Poaching may be an issue that should be aggressively addressed. 

Real sportspersons that have to get out of their car won't kill does, spikes or 2 pts anyway! 

Scientifically sound management needs to dictate in this situation. 

Set up a 3 point minimum, but allow the taking of spikes as well. 

Smart deer survive. Whenever possible increase archery opportunity - this is both responsible management and good equity 
distribution of opportunity. Far too many rifle hunters. Manage opportuinity. 

Spikes are just yearlings that should be given the chance to at least age past their first year in order for them to mature 
enough to get past the "dumb" stage and therefore will be more intelligent and able to survive longer and thus boosting the 
number of quality bucks and in turn will create a more mature breeding field. 

state wide 3 point minimum with drawings of spike tags and no doe tags due to lack of population statewide. There are way 
less deer today than 5 years ago in western washington. 

stop anterless hunts 

the 3 pt min. should be lowered or remove once goals are met. 

The current management is the reason there is still a viable deer population in these units. 

There is not a large volume of deer in West Clickitat, and due to this, hunters generally take the first legal buck they see. 
However, this is where the largest bucks in the state come from. Our family has taken over 40 record class deer from this 
area, and holds the 7th largest of all time harvested in the Trout Lake Area. I feel changing it to 3pt or better will drastically 
reduce the hunting success, and in turn displace hunters, which is unfair to those who depend on that unti every year. I feel 
that changing it to any buck could possibly allow for more escapement for the bucks, because hunters will shoot the first 
bony growth. This will allow older breeder deer to escape and breed (rather than having a spike breed a doe), allowing for 
more legal animals the following year. I feel that as a hunter, changing to 3pt would leave me with no meat in the freezer, but 
going to any buck would attract more people, but in the end have a better effect on the animals. 

There's your science again. All GMU's should be 3 point minimum. I'd tell you why but it's really too simple for you people 
to understand. 

These are very hard units to harvest anything bigger than a 2pt. Pls, pls, pls do not change to 3pt min!!! 

These kinds decisions should be made by biologists with the goal of longterm healthy herd management. 

This is where I live and play. The deer populations are way down over the past eight years. Maybe we should go to 3-point in 
both units to make sure the does are getting bred properly. 

Three point or better all units. 

We are seeing more 3 point bucks now due to the 3 point minimum in GMU578 , make GMU 574 3 point minimum also 

we must get the small genetrics out to produce nice adult racks. 

why doesn't this apply to all units and just these 2 

Why have a min. antler limit on any deer if it is not "biologically sound"? 

Why not a 3 point minimun in both units? 

Wouldn't it be better to make the 2 units 3pt min. Allowing young bucks to grow older. 

You do not supply enough infromation on these type of question. How heavy is the presure in these areas and are the 
population low or over run with deer? 
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ISSUE 26: GMU 578 (West Klickitat) is Not Achieving Deer Population Objectives  

BACKGROUND:  

Muzzleloader hunters harvest approximately 30% of deer in this GMU. 

Much of Klickitat County is important wintering deer habitat. 

Changes are proposed to GMU 578. If the proposed changes are adopted, a new area of GMU 578 will 
include important deer wintering areas. 

Liberal, late, general muzzleloader season compromises ability to achieve post-season buck to doe 
ratios. 

Attractive liberal, late season draws hunters from other portions of the state.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer?  

10 or 12 days might be better 

8 day season with a liberal amount of permits 

Add Attractive liberal, late season in other portions of the state. 

Add more GMU to hunt in to reduce hunter density 

Add more units to all muzzle loader seasons and rotate units years to year 

Again, poaching pressure. 

Allow Archery opportunity 

Apply rules to all hunters regardless of skin color. 

are you kidding get rid of the riffle hunters in this area and poachers andthe problem solved ispend 2 weeks every year either 
bow hunting gray back or muzzle loading west klickitat a pass a ton of bucks looking for good one and enjoy being in the 
eild or 2 weeks leavt it alone ang hire more enforcment to work 24/7 you would more then pay for their wages in ticket 
revenues 

as in grayback lots of private ground with on hunting of does or any deer, whos ground are you looking at? 

But need to open other late hunting opportunities 

By eliminating 578 and putting it under 388 rules plus reducing the late muzzleloader season would be a step in the right 
direction. 

Change for now and see what effect this has 

Change late ML season to permit only to allow greater control of the harvest but open up other late ML opportunities 
elsewhere in the state to compensate for the loss and take pressure off the few units that are open to late ML seasons. 

Change the late season back to align with the Thanksgiving holiday and make it a lesser season 5 or 8 day..... 

change the number of hunters by permit system give these animals a chance with less pressure buck only permits 

CHANGE THE TAG TO A TWO DEER TAG, ONE BUCK, ONE DOE 

change to 3point min no does and control predators better 

Close the season entirely for 2009. Open on a limited basis for 2010. Review deer populations in 2011. 

Consider droping the late permit tag hunt or reducing no. of tags 

Consider reducing (but not eliminating) ML opportunity if needed to improve herd. Review result in 2 years. 

current muzzleloaders are far to modernized and should be managed along with modern firearm oppurtunities 

DFW should base these decisions on their analysis of deer populations, not public input, in order to keep herds healthy. 

Do not allow any antlerless permits in this area. Allow a 2 day late muzzleloader season Thursday & Friday 

do not reduce any muzzleloader seasons 
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ISSUE 26: GMU 578 (West Klickitat) is Not Achieving Deer Population Objectives  
Do what is best for the deer!!! the seasons are HUNTS not KILLS! 

Do what needs to be done to hit desired harvest quota. Why are you (a biologist) worried about public opinion from 
uneducated people? Do what you are trained to do, or get a new job. 

Either reduce season or change to permits is an okay option. Science should dictate which will produce the best results. If 
there's not enough science to determine then choose one option by input from hunters and revisit in 2-3 years. 

Establish winter habitat zones 

give muzzleloaders a either sex season to help with the overflow, just make it earlier than the late season 

Have more muzzleloader areas to draw hunters away from this GMU 

Have muzzleloader season the same time as modern firearm. 

here we go again...trying to go to permit only hunting like oregon east side 

Hunting deer on there winter range in december should be by permit only. 

I have issue with the current "muzzleloader" technologies- many do not appear to be "promitive " wapons now 

I think that 30% harvest by muzzleloaders isn't the issue,Modern Firearm season hunters pound this unit. 

I will always favor non-permit hunts if population objectives can be achieved. 

If it has to be cut down then go to 12 days before going to 8 

if ml kill only 30% why punish them? decrease opportunity for the other 2 user groups for a change! 

If the ML season is achieving post season goals, then why change it 

If they can't hunt in state, they are going elsewhere. 

if you do this you should give the muzzleloaders a decent late season somewhere in the state to hunt. 

If you really want to increase the number of deer and elk in this area, adopt an aggressive cougar reduction approach, because 
cougars are getting a large number of fawns and calves now. 

I'm disabled and this is where I hunt.. I need a longer season and access to gated areas 

Impose a 3 pt-minimum buck and antlerless special permit only for 2009-2011 seasons. Retain 15-day 

Increasaing doe kill during archery should achieve population objectives. 

increase cougar hunting 

ITS BAD ENOUGH YOU MAKE US START DEC 1ST NOW . STOP SCREWING THE MUZZELOADER HUNTERS. 

Kill ML season. Make short general season or do a permit only 

Late muzzleloader seasons in GMU 578 slaughter the migrating bucks , the big breeding bucks. Late muzzleloader seasons in 
this unit is a huge mistake by the WDFW. 

Leave the muzzleloader season alone. Restrict modern firearm seasons instead. Why not offer more muzzleloader seasons in 
more GMU's, thus reducing pressure in 578. MORE OPPORTUNITY- NOT LESS 

Let disabled hunter hunt either sex during muzzleloader season 

let more couger tags out to be hunted with dogs in all klickittat gmus. 

Let the heard recover from past "sell as many tags as possible" practices. 

LET THEM GO FOR IT.....THE DAMN DEER HAVE BEEN HUNTED THERE FOR THIS LONG...IT WASNT A 
PROBLEM TILL YOU ALL DESK JOCKY, ADMIN POGES GOT YOUR SAUSAGE FINGERS ON THE KEYBOARD 
THAT IT STARTED TO FAIL.... 

Limit number of hunters 

Many other late muzzleloader hunts have already been shut down (GMU 133 in past seasons) save a few 
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ISSUE 26: GMU 578 (West Klickitat) is Not Achieving Deer Population Objectives  
maybe have a antlered season for a few days and the rest be antlerless only. 

maybe the indians are killing all the deer on the yakima res why dont you make them buy a permit 

more permit only access through out the state not just here 

much of the area is now closed because of the land-swap. It didn't work for sportsmen!!!! 

muzzel loaders have a tough time with areas being open, i think that with the economy currently compromised, there will be 
a short fall of hunters in the years to come that arwe willing to travel very far thus predicting even the switching of wepon 
desired, more prominently in the last two years of the three year planning objectives. 

Muzzle Loaders already are at disadvantage. Don't hinder them any more. 

Muzzle loaders are almost like modern firearms anymore and must be regulated closely. If you were to give small late season 
opportunities throughout the state that were unit specific tags, that might reduce the pressure from this good late season area 
that has unlimited over-the-counter tags. 

muzzleloader has to have a decent spot to hunt, and decent time also, they havent, for a while thats why i dont hunt with 
them, otherwise i would. 

muzzleloader hunter's allready get screwed in every other season and area 

Muzzleloaders are too effective. they are as good as a modern firearm these days. DON'T GIVE THEM MORE OPEN 
AREA TO OVER HARVEST!!! Leave the boundary alone between 388 and 578! 

muzzleloaders don't have enough oortunities now. 

My hunting party (6) would like to see late elk/deer overlap again in GMU 578! 

Need more general season GMU's for muzzleloader 

need to extend the muzzleloader season 

Need to open more GMUs for muzzleloaders to hunt. That will lessen impact in the few open areas they have. 

Normally I would say change to special permit but that means imosing a fee and I am tired of all the fees for everything. 

open more unit's too muzzleload hunting this will spread out puressure 

open this unit to hound hunting of cougar to control predation 

Permit only is a better option for the fish and game to manage and hit objectives still giving hunters great opportunity. 

permit season should also not run concurent with general late muzzleloader to encourage tags to be filled in general 
muzzleloader early/late seasons with quality deer 

Please look at opening GMU 653 to Elk 3 pt min. at least for archery. Give more permits for modern and muzzleloading. 

Reduce Archery season as well! 

reduce paoching would increase populations 

reduce the season and/or make it 3-point 

reduction should be for all hunting methods not just muzzleloaders 

Remove late season if populations need increasing with strict time limits (3 years max.) 

should open another unit elsewhere for an open season to make up for the permit only loss of the area if not drawn 

Since this is subject to review in 3 years, I support a reduced season. Open it back up if b:d rations improve. 

so ml kill 30%. that means modern and archery kill the other 70%. if you cut back on the ml, you should also cut back on 
modern and archery hunting opportunities. 

Special permits are the only way to effectively manage hunter numbers in a given unit. Shortening the season only 
concentrates the same number of hunters and reduces the enjoyment of the hunt. We need to find ways of reducing hunter 
numbers, and increasing deer escapement. The permit system works. 
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ISSUE 26: GMU 578 (West Klickitat) is Not Achieving Deer Population Objectives  
stop anterless 

Stop taking away our muzzleloader season give back our Nov.23-Dec.8 season. 

the decrease in the time allowed to hunt in a given unit seems to have increased the # of hunters one encounters on a day to 
day basis as for when the season was longer it allowed people to hunt during different times 

The harvest in so high because that is when the majority of hunters come to that area. Snow makes it unforgettable hunting, 
and it would be a shame to change it. I feel if you are to cut back the season, make it end on Dec. 1, rather than start on that 
date, and allow a elk/deer split season, which will take pressure off the deer, because elk hunters will focus on that, rather 
than deer. Also an earlier season will allow for the deer to have less pressure put on them when the snow gets deeper, and 
allow them to conserve energy they will need to survive the winter. 

The late buck mule deer is a draw tag but open to blacktail. How stupid is that 

The quality late season hunts were already taken away. The correct measure is to open up other muzzle loader hunts in other 
units to lessen the impact on 578. Current open season encourage everyone to converge on 578 in this region. 

The reason that us Muzzleloader hunters have a higher success rate is that we are alot more serious about hunting and 
harvesting deer. We actually get out and hunt hard. Not only are the weather conditions alot tougher for us to hunt in than the 
rifle hunters but we also have other disadvantages like open sights, one shot, and trying to keep our powder and caps dry. The 
reason that the rifle hunters dont have as high of a success rate is that probebly way over half of the guys buying rifle tags are 
just going to deer camp to hang out with the buddys, camp in the nice weather, get out of the house, away from the wifes, etc. 
Of course there are some rifle hunters that take hunting serious, but its a fact that most of them go hunting for the reasons that 
I already mentioned. And most of them, if they do even go out and hunt and dont stay in camp because their too hung over 
from drinking with their buddys the night before, just go out and drive around in their rigs all day and never get out and 
actually hunt. I personally think you should make everything 3-pt. or better and I know for a fact that the number of deer 
harvested would be cut way down and it would give the deer a chance to grow bigger because we all know that when they get 
bigger, they also get smarter and tougher to hunt. It would even cut way down on the number of deer that the muzzleloaders 
shoot too. I realize that you get most of your money from the rifle hunters because there are so many more of them than us 
but please dont penalize us any more for taking our sport way more serious and having a higher success rate then them. I 
know that I'm just one person but I promise you that if you make all deer hunting 3-pt. or better that it will help the deer 
population a ton. Just try it for the next 3 year plan and if it dont work you can shut down muzzleloading completely and 
blame me for the whole thing! Thank you for giving me the chance to voice my opinion. I just hope that somebody really 
reads these and gives some thoughts to the opinions of us muzzleloading minoritys. Thanks again. Larry 

There are already too few late muzzleloader hunting opportunities, especially for Thanksgiving season. 

These kinds decisions should be made by biologists with the goal of longterm healthy herd management. 

Think about revamping entire "season" concept. 

This should be a temporary change with a review of the issue for the 2012-2015 period. Though this still leaves an ample late 
season in surrounding GMUs, I don't want to reduce hunting opportunities for fellow hunters. However, population 
maintenance should be the primary goal. 

This still allows the muzzleloader fraternity an opportunity to harvest an animal without overstressing late season wintering 
habitat. 

too many people. 

trial / if goals not still not meeting objectives -- make additional changes 

What will it take to manage the deer population in all areas, we have game management units to manage game. 

What you don't offer is reduced rifle opportunity - reinforcing the modern firearm bias this department ( small D) is 
renowned for. Overall the reduced harvest rates are probably best served by archery hunters rather than 100grain .45 cal 
muzzle loaders that are equally as effective as modern fireatms at <150 yards. 

Where do you guys get your POPULATION OBJECTIVES? Maybe look at those..Why pick on just muzzleoaders 

Who is taking the other 70% of the deer in that GMU? Any restrictions should be on all hunting methods. 

why don't you explain the objectives???? 
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ISSUE 26: GMU 578 (West Klickitat) is Not Achieving Deer Population Objectives  
Why pick on the muzzleloaders. If they are harvesting less than 1/3 of the deer then either modern firearms or archery are 
taking more than thier share. 

With technology today, muzzleloader rifles are nearly the same a high powered rifles - Are muzzleloaders becoming more 
similar to rifles? 

Without knowing more of the metrics for how, when and where these smoke-pole hunters are taking these deer, I'd 
recommend permit only. 

You have to be kidding me.... you have the numbers and know the solution. I think job cuts are needed. 

You need to keep a more accurate check on the indians.. I know one who shoots and either doesn't follow them or he just is 
too lazy to track them if they don't fall down on the spot. Last year he shot 14 deer and recouvered only 6 of them. With elk 
he shot 11 and only recovered 2 of them....... 

You objectives for the unit must them be for the deer to reproduce like rats and run in packs of 6-8 does. Get outside please! 

 
 

ISSUE 28: Effectiveness of Antlerless White-tailed Deer Special Permits in Northeast 
Washington  

BACKGROUND:  

The Department is considering making antlerless special permits for white-tailed deer more effective. 

Currently, 15-20% of hunters who receive a conventional special permit for antlerless deer, kill a buck 
during the general season rather than a doe with their permit. 

Antlerless white-tailed deer permits might be more effective if they were offered as 2nd deer antlerless 
permits. 

In a given year, the total number of antlerless permits might be lower under a second deer strategy. 

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

2nd antlerless special permit only reduces potential youth hunters from harvesting "easier" deer and enjoying a positive 
hunting experience. 

2nd deer permits only benefit private land owners. Allow hunters to draw tags to hunt these private lands with large 
populations. 

3 piont buck minimun 

A better solution might be to offer 2nd deer buck permit to those who apply for anterless but they must harvest anterless first

A lot of hunters are trophy hunters now, not so many of us just hunting for meet 

Add a youth only anterlees season 

Adjustments to the number of tags offered can reach desired goals. Liberalize "B" tags for youth, D/A, seniors. 

Again, this generates a special tag at a fee. Make it more effective by free drawing. 

allow applicants to draw second permit without loss of points -- as in 2007 

allow hunters to retain their points if applying for the 2nd deer permit 

Allow hunters under 16, 65 and those disabled to purchase a second permit for those areas affected. 2nd permit for all other 
hunters 

Allow the archers to take a doe and a Buck. 

also increase # of permits to reduce white tail #s that compete with native mule deer populations. 

Also working with property owners would help, look at the state of Montana, a land owner working with the state will help 
manage wildlife. 90% of northeast properties are posted NO HUNTING. take a look yourself 
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ISSUE 28: Effectiveness of Antlerless White-tailed Deer Special Permits in Northeast 
Washington  
And make the permits only for antlerless deer 

Another thought is to have a drawing for late whitetail and require the permitee to harvest a doe before taking their buck. 
Many eastern states require this and it seems to work well. 

Anterless deer only. No Anterled deer under an Anterless Permit. Trophy hunters are using these permits as a second chance 
and are not always concerned with herd management. 

Antlerless "A" tag first. Once checked give a buck tag 

Are these areas open to antlerless hunting during general season? Perhaps an extension on the end of the general season open 
for antlerless deer only would take the entire permit issue out of the picture, as that seems to be difficult enough each year 
without worrying about antlerless permits. 2nd deer permits sounds like a great opportunity for wdfw to have an excuse to 
eventually decrease hunting opportunities. I am not entirely against 2nd deer permits, but I beleive there are other 
possibilities to explore first. 

As a hunter in this area there are few whitetail areas that are clearly public areas. Most of the deer that are seen are on private 
land or public land that is not clearly public land. I believe a county by county (for sale) map system that clearly identifies 
public land would help in this case 

As a landowner and archery hunter in Unit 113, I'm concerned with the lack of a late season archery hunt for deer and elk. 
Why is there a late season for muzzle loader, but not archery? If we're concerned with preserving the population, why are 
muzzle loaders allowed to hunt the late season? 

At all costs keep this a trophy deer area. It has the potential to be world class! 

Ban all antlerless hunting. 

Be nice if the antlerless permits would run the whole deer season - this would make it more effective. 

but offer more 2nd deer permits to archery hunters 

But only in units that are over populated and need a correction in the buck to doe ratio. 

Change all antlerless deer special permits to 1st deer permit. And 2nd permit to 3 point or beter 

Change all NE doe tags to 2nd permits WITHOUT loss of points if drawn for these permits. I would only apply for these 
types of permits if my points were not impacted. 

change nothing. issue 15% more permits. 

Change permit so it is a 2nd permit but you can harvest either sex with the first tag. That way a hunter can harvest 2 does 
resulting in fewer bucks being taken. 

change so that if you draw a doe tag you have to harvest a doe 

change some premits to anterless only 

Change the special permit to antlerless only, where the hunter exchanges his tag to antlerless only if drawn 

Change to must fill doe tag prior to buck tag. 

Change to no kill on anterless white tail deer for 3 years then do permit only. We are depleting the white tail heards in our 
area by letting disabled, and junior hunters bag anterless white tail. 

concerned about hunters putting in for these permits also being allowed to put in for quality buck permits 

Conduct a late 1 weekend doe only all tags hunt. 

Consider anterless permits as 1st permit; expand selected buck permit draws as 2nd permits. This should be considered for all 
units throughout state for deer. 

Could require that a hunter drawing an anterless permit cannot shoot a buck. 

DFW should base these decisions on their analysis of deer populations, not public input, in order to keep herds healthy. 

do a late antlerless hunt as a second chance for hunters 

Page 57 of 236 



ISSUE 28: Effectiveness of Antlerless White-tailed Deer Special Permits in Northeast 
Washington  
Do away with antlerless hunting for 3 years. 

do away with permits, let everyone have the same opportunity in a shorter season!! 

Do earn a buck tag. If a hunter draws a doe permit they must shoot a doe. Then they can buy a either sex second tag. 

Do not allow any antlerless permits at all. Do not give any 2nd deer permits statewide 

Do not use preference points!!! I will NOT apply!!! 

Do what was done in the 70's, Late buck can be for Doe or Bucks. No special permits required. It worked well back then. 

Does your science also tell you that blue tounge is caused by overpopulation? This is the first good idea in this survey. 

Don't allow permit holders to take antlered deer. 

Duh, issue more permits in appropriate areas. No extra tag purchases 

Feel free to issue a couple dozen permits for my back yard. 

For a season or two allow a hunters to purchase a second antlerless tag for areas that are over run with deer. 

for those hunters that want more meat, offer 3rd or even 4th over the counter tags. 

Get rid of Whitetails altogether, so that there is only Mulies!!! 

Gie archery a special slot forthese - Overall, the harvest rates for acrchery should be preferential to rifle hunters. My feeling 
is this is way out of balance. 

Give more 2nd deer antlerless permits. 

Give out special youth doe tags 

Go back to NOT having to use up preference / bonus points to draw a 2nd deer permit. I refuse to use up trophy buck permit 
points on a doe tag but would love to help out with the high doe levels . 

Having a second deer permit for antlerless only will increase the numbers taken if that is the goal. 

How about if the hunter chooses to shoot a buck there done. If they choose to shoot a doe and use it like they are suppose to, 
then they can have another deer permit option. 

How about opening up some general anterless. In many parts of the public National Forest, it is difficult to get an opportunity 
to take a deer because of the thick vegetation in many parts especially in the Far Northern GMU's in 101,105,107,etc. 

How about where there are to meny whitetail doe's then you should try it just for 3 yrs to make those area's Antlerless only to 
get the buck doe ratio back to where it needs to be and make it doe only with NO special permit required 

How about: Cost on first tag-doe only. Validation then second tag issued, no cost, either sex. 

Hunter sucess is too low as it is, make it if you draw an antlerless tag it is good only for does and fawns 

Hunters should not be allowed a 2nd deer. Their doe tag should be used for a doe. 

I am not familiar with this area. However, I used to hunt the anterless season in Southeast Washington when it was offered as 
an early season. When the antlerless season was moved to post-general season, anterless activity and success rates appeared 
to decrease. I beleive an early antlerless season would increase activity on anterless permits and reduce pressure during the 
general buck season as tags would already be filled. 

I am over 65 years old and so is my brother in law. We both hunted white-tail about 5 years ago just out ov Colville because 
iof the any deer provision for hunter our age. We found the alfalfa fields full of deer but no land owner willing to allow us 
access. I believe that there should be no crop damage payments to any farmer who does not allow access to hunters. 

I believe this approach will encoyurage hunters to take more antlerless white tailed deer, which I assume is the objective. 
However, there are still some serious access issues on private land in these units, and if the goal is to increase white tail 
antlerless harvest or reduce the wt deer population, increased permits alone will not address this unless the private land 
access issues are also addressed in some fashion. 
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i do not mind paying for a 2nd deer tag, i hate paying to apply for a permit, would like to see the state sell 2nd tag over the 
counter 

I have not hunt here before, but have heard of some state that make the buck permit conditioned apon havesting a doe first. 
Allow hunters who have harvested a buck to purchase late seson doe tags in these specific areas as a way to leghten their 
hunting season. 

I know that the state needs sales to generate funds. We need to do away with the youth, over 65, and permit huntting of 
antlerless white tail in northeast washington for at leaste two years. 

I love this idea. I have been talking about this change for years. 

I suggest we go to a any season any weapon hunting season. give youth and the elderly the same special seasons. in addition 
to regular seasons. 

I think the second deer permits are great, but I won't apply for them anymore as I don't want to loose my points. 

I would prefer to minimize anterless harvest all together. 

id put in for it but only to toss it out like i did in 06...once again just another way to sell a tag not manage deer 

Identify opportunities to de-couple youth permitis with the general season and increase permit opportunities where found. 

If a doe tag is drawn, no buck should be taken. Antlerless only-shoot antlerless only 

If a hunter can shoot any deer with their altlerless deer permit they will take the first buck they see. If we change that permit 
to an additional doe permit and only a doe permit the hunter can for a buck with general tag but also have the opportunity to 
purchase a doe tag this is a win win for the whitetail population. It will help stabalize the buck to doe ratio, and at the same 
time save some of the younger buck population because a lot of hunters will suplement their freezers with an additional doe 
tag, while holding out for big buck with their general tag and more than likely not use the general tag small bucks that need 
to get bigger to sustain a healthy herd. 

If a person draws a special permit antlerless deer tag ,they should be required to shoot only anterless deer. 

If concern is not enough does are taken, increase the number of anterless permits to compensate for bucks taken during 
General Season by permit holders 

If hunters apply for a doe tag then that is what they should harvest. Doe's taste a little better than buck's. If hunters want a doe 
have then shoot a doe. Also allow a 2nd doe tag 

If I shot a whitetail buck I would be able to get a special permit for second deer, antlerless whitetail. 

If needed make an anterless season by its self 

if the antlerless permit season was earlier would it encourage the hunter to harvest does before the regular season? 

If the desired harvest rate can't be reached using the current number of tags just increase the number issued. Also consider 
running the doe season longer. It may give the counties some added economy boost. 

If the goal is to more effectively managing antlerless Deer then the over all number of antlerless permits must be increased 

if they arent going to kill a doe then why get a permit just in case thats not fair to the other people who need to fill their 
freezer 

If you are trying to lower the population...HAVE DOE ONLY SEASON...when population ok then have 4pt or better permits

if you do change enhance opportunities for youth, Seniors and handicapped folks. 

IF YOU DRAW A DOE TAG FOR A UNIT A DOE IS WHAT YOU HUNT FINAL 

IF YOU DRAW A DOE TAG,YOU CAN SHOOT ONLY A DOE 

if you draw a permit that is what you hunt.youhunt with the permit or you hunt the general season not both 

If you feel that changinf all anterlees permits to 2nd deer is a good management policy then do it if not then use 2nd deer 
permits where it is beneficial and continue with anterless in others. I consider WT as a weed inthis state but understand that 
they are a viable game animal. In unit 204 where I live, I believe they compete too much with the mule deer. 
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If you get a antlerless deer permit that should be all that you could harvest ! 

if you get a antlerless tag that is all you should be able to shoot 

If you purchase a doe permit, then that is what you hunt. If you purchase a buck permit, than that is what you hunt. Period. 
Limit the number of available buck tags for the GMU's in that area. 

If you put in for and draw a doe permit, you must kill a doe first, then issue a buck tag. If you want to kill bucks, don't put in 
for anterless 

if you want a doe permit forfeit your chance for a buck 

Implement an antler restriction and instead of shooting yearling bucks, many will opt to shoot does. More escapement for 
young bucks and increased harvest for does. 

In areas with excessive doe populations require hunters to take a doe prior to being allowed a buck tag. 

In NW Spokane County we have a huge surplus of anterless deer.. There should be more anterless tags issued. 

In select areas make it so that an antlerless deer must be havested before a buck can be taken. 

increase anterless permits per season 

Increase number of anterless permits as one deer only. Increases income from permits and distributes success to more 
hunters. 

Increase the number of antlerless permits period but don't change it to a second permit. The same number of bucks will be 
harvested as before but it would allow for more does to be taken to make the goal of WDFW. 

Increase the number of permits available by 15% to offset loss of use by hunters who harvest bucks. Opens more 
opportunities for those who don't harvest a buck. The risk is that on a given season, the number of bucks taken would drop 
and the doe kill would be more than planned. 

Initiate QDM for this area 

Issue 15-20% more special permits 

it is the poor does on forested public lands getting wiped out because there is no access to the thousands of deer on farmlands 
and in urban areas 

It would be nice if the season was the same also. You would be able to harvest your buck and doe during the same season. 

It's a great strategy for managing doe populations. Offer the buck/either sex general tags and limit them accordingly, but 
manage the doe second tags seperately. It's two different programs and should be managed as such. 

its time to start getting a hold of the whitetale population under hand, before we start pushing out mule deer, and the spread 
of desiese. 

let's not get carried away. 

LOTS OF ANTLERLESS, NEED TO THIN OUT 

make a antlerless permit one in which no buck can be taken that season but a doe can all season long. 

Make a permit that is antlerless only and those hunters cannot shoot a buck. Its not fair they get 2 deer when most of us have 
a hard time getting just one. 

Make all special permits as your only hunt opportunity not 2nd deer 

make all tags either sex in the region 

make an antlerless only season for muzzleloaders for whitetails. 8 day late season in all northeast GMU's. 

Make antlerless deer permits available as over the counter with limited number as trade in for buck tag. WDFW could stamp 
the current tag as antlerless only in those selected units. 

make antlerless its own season 
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make antlerless permits antlerless only! 

Make antlerless permits availible to hay producers on a free basis by acreage/permit, then they can sell them to compensate 
for hay loss. I loose over $3,000 of hay a year measured by enclosures with no compensation. At least I could then get a little 
meat and maybe a few $ for access to compensate as well as this targeting permits to areas where damage is occuring. It 
would also build alliances with hay growers in our area whom despise F& W practices. 

Make hunters with these second deer permits havest a doe first, before receiving their buck permit in the same unit. Allow 
hunters who hunt bucks in other units (Mule deer or Blacktail) apply for "late season anterless only" second deer permits. 

Make it if you draw a doe tag, you can ONLY shoot a doe. 

MAKE IT SO YOU FILL YOUR ANTLERLESS TAG BEFORE YOU FILL YOUR BUCK TAG OR HAVE YOUR 
ANTLERLESS SEASON BEFORE YOUR BUCK SEASON 

Make second deer tags available for resonable $ OTC purchase with restriction that they must be antlerless only 

make so if they draw a doe permit they have to kill a doe, makes more managment , I still like the chance to draw a B tag for 
some extea meat but not go against my perferance points or I won't put in for the draw 

Make sure applying fopr these permits does not affect the regular preference point system for special hunts 

Make the hunters for this kill and check in a doe before harvesting a buck 

Making it second tag only would reduce the chances for new hunters or hunters without access to good land to get that first 
deer--add second tag on a limited basis (as needed) if you need additional antlerless deer taken, but would not remove the 
chance for guys/gals who won't see a good buck but will see many does 

Many areas in NE WA need a reduction in the herd this is the best way to accomplish this. 

MAYBE YOU ALL SHOULD BRAWL WITH THE DEER....GET YOUR BUT WHIPPED BY A CAT...THEN VOTE 
FROM A BARN YARD....YOU IDIOTS. 

might offer more youth opportunities to help with populations 

More second deer permits. more time for antlerless harv est by youth and seniors 

Most of the deer populations that I see are down in the valley bottoms on private land. The permits need to be for the lower 
areas where deer populations are higher. 

Must harvest a antlerless deer prior to harvesting a buck (3 or 4 point restriction) . 

My family and I have had several whitetail antlerless permits over the past several years in mt spokane unit. I really like the 
opportunity the permit offers to improve the odds of meat in the freezer and to increase the odds of the family to be 
successful during the season. I think that the current permit system is good, odds are decent at being drawn. 

Need more liberal opportunities for Youth, Disabled and Seniors in these areas. 

No change for the most part, however, when a 2nd deer permit is applied for, winners of that permit should retain their 
special permit application points accumulated from prior years because it is a permit issued more for managment than a 
special opportunity. 

Offer an antlerless only permit 

Offer enough antlerless permits to achieve desired results including the 15-20% of permits that are used for bucks. 

Offer more second deer permits to compensate for the 15-20% then reduce if objective are reached 

only if it doesnt reduce the number of permits given out. 

Only let them get 2 if they are both doe, conserve the bucks encourage doe hunting 

Open a special season in the northwest part of the state for disabled hunters to shoot Anterless 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain 
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Open it to either sex for the early season hunt. Sell over the counter second deer antler less in areas needing more population 
control. 

Or if you draw a doe tag you can only shoot a doe.....not a buck. 

Perhaps specifying archery only for the second permit would attract more second permit applicants 

Provide better access to land that actually has the deer on it. All the public land seems to be vertical and nearly inaccessable 
while the deer are all in the farmers hay fields in the valleys. 

Provide more antlerless oppotunities for youth hunters. 

Quit killing so my does, what do the bucks have to breed? 

rather than make them 2nd deer permits, coincide the doe permits with the general season-hunters will take the available 
oppurtunity (a doe) rather than wait for a buck 

reduce white-tail doe harvest and require 3-point minimum restriction for all northeast units 

Require buck hunters to hunt bucks and allow antlerless hunters to apply for two antlerless. 

Require hunters to harvest does before being allowed to harvest a buck. Works in other states very well. 

run doe seasons with general seasons 

second deer permit hunters harvest antlerless animal first 

See what effects this will have 

sell a buck tag as well as a doe tag like they do back east 

sell over the counter 2nd deer doe permits for archers I'll buy one 5.00 dollars or 10.00 

set an early doe only season by permit and then the hunter could hunt the bucks second 

So are you trying to harvest more deer to keep numbers in check? If so, then whack away with the 2nd deer permits. 

So long as the 2nd deer REQUIRES the harvest of an antlerless animal. In many states, a drawn permit carries such 
requirements. 

Some units should have antlerless permits available and others should not. 

stop paying damages to farmers who will not allow hunting on their private property who claim game damage 

Suggest you change archery to automatic two deer with only one being a buck--same for muzzle loaders 

The 2nd deer B tag has been a great program since rolled out in unit 127. We have seen a better balance in our overall deer 
herd giving the game biologists control on implementing quality deer management. We need to continue harvesting the 
proper number of does and limit late season buck permits and keep the 3 pt antler restrictions. We have seen an increase in 
the number of quality bucks over the last 4 years. 

The 2nd deer permit needs to be a Doe only permit if reduction of the population is desired. 

The department is about 10 years late with this change. Whitetails have overrun the Mule deer habitat. 

The other side is, that if someone shoots a doe, then 1 more buck may survive. It is the hunter's choice. Doe seasons are too 
liberal now in the NE with all the youth, senior, disabled hunts, and all the permits and general seasons. 

There are too many antlerless deer in many areas. Offer a second tag- a win-win for everyone as the WDFW makes more 
license fees and hunters have more opportunities to hunt. 

There is a huge population of deer in this area, and further opportunities would be welcome. I don't hunt for trophies, I hunt 
because I enjoy the sport and to fill my freezer with nutritious meat. 

There is no reason to lower the total number. The problem in NE washington is the fact that there is so much private land that 
is unavailable to hunt in. 
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these are all question that you should be able to fix with out our help. why don't you fix the game book so we can read it 
without our attorney present 

This is a good idea and should be offered to all hunting types(archery, black powder and modern) 

This is a long needed strategy. 

This is also a problem in GMU 136, antlerless permit holders kill a buck if opportunity arises. 

This is an excellent idea. 

This seems to be a logical way to work it. 

Those permits control a lot of deer on our family propertys. They would most likely be hit on the road by cars. iwould rather 
see these animals harvested and give more 2nd deer tags out for 124. 

Too much private land, too little public land available in ne wa. to achieve objectives. Most antlerless killed are on public 
land, not in the valley/towns where overpopulation is. Allow harvesting of valley/town deer liberally with archery or spear 
season. 

transport some of those does to western washington so I can have 15 to 20 % chance at killing a buck 

Unless the herd in the Northeast is not reaching management goals, I would not want to change anything. 

Use second antlerless permit as needed for specific area control. 

use the 2nd deer permit in areas where more does need to be harvested,only 1 deer in the rest 

WDFW should make it into the law that when people get drawn for a doe then that is all they should get or a high pentalty 
because there are to meny doe's 

We do this in Oregon and I understand it is an effective management tool; it helps to have the season overlap somewhat. 

what you folks need to do is decrease antlerless permits and antlerless seasons. 

where there is a doe harvest problem make more b tags available in that area or even a c tag for a third deer, doe. 

Whitetail are putting the squeeze on mule deer, this would be a logical step to reduce populations. In some areas allow 
hunters to purchase 3 or 4 doe tags if you need to harvest that many. 

why do thoes people put in for a permit if he or she would not use it. 

Why do you not just make them anterless only permits??? 

Why not make it Illegal to shoot a buck with a Doe tag 

wWhy not go to a rule that if you put in for an antlerless tag and get drawn, you must shoot antlerless? 

You could also take away the general buck tag if someone pulls a special permit so that they can only get the antlerless white 
tail. Maybe save some of the population. 

You worded the solution wrong. Change all Special permits to 2nd deer antlerless. Change GMU to a Antlerless only for a 
year. 

Your first alternative would put serious pressure on bucks. Consider making licenses doe only and buck only to better control 
the harvest. If the deer are overpopulated in areas you could use "earn a buck" tags that require doe harvest before tagging a 
buck. Minnesota has been doing a good job of managing areas with different deer concentrations. Take a look at their 
regulations. 
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BACKGROUND:  

Currently, every year the late (November) modern firearm general season for white-tailed deer ends on 
November 19 to avoid hunting the peak of the rut and over harvesting bucks when they are at their most 
vulnerable. 

This proposal would extend the late season through the last Sunday before Thanksgiving. 

In 2009 the season would run through Sunday, November 22; for 2010 the season would end on Sunday, 
November 21; & in 2011 the season would end on Sunday, November 20. 

If implemented, this would likely increase the overall harvest of white-tailed bucks due to their increased 
vulnerability during the peak of the rut. 

Higher harvest levels on white-tailed bucks in northeastern Washington may not be sustainable; 
consequently, the average harvest success per hunter may decline substantially over time.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer?  

"the average harvest success per hunter may decline substantially over time" Does it need to last forever, make it a revolving 
program. cyclical. 

3 days? 2 days? 1 day?, you people act like the NORMAL working person gets to hunt ALL of the late hunt. If you actually 
look at how many days 95% of the deer/elk hunters get to hunt you'll find it's very little. For instance, the regular season mule 
deer hunt in NE washington. You get 4 days!!!!!! That is ridiculous. I think a better way is to make the modern rifle season 3 
weekends, fri sat sun. or a wed, sat sun. Or, base the number of days off the total % of hunters per their choice of weapon. 
Why should muzzle loaders or archery hunters get the same number of days or actually more days to hunt than the 
overwhelming bulk of the hunting population? 

A four point antler restriction would allow more white-tailed bucks to survive. 

add additional 1 week 

Add permit only late buck hunt as appropriate in some GMUs. 

add some late buck permits after general season 

Add three days to all three years, but take 7 days off the front of the late season. If these dosent work out change the season 
again and there some thing eles. I would like a late 4 point hunt. 

ALL BUCKS 4 POINT OR BETTER 

Allow antlerless only on Sunday before Thanksgiving. Yes, it can be enforced! 

Allowing for some Archery hunts during the rut would be nice. 

another tag selling gimmick no wonder why we have shrinking deer nubers around the state our state dfw just wants the 
revenue from tag sales 

As an archer, as well as a local business owner in NE washington, I can approch this from different perspecitves. As an 
archer, this change obviously would bite into the archery seasons in some units, however I feel that is fine-archers have a 
failry long season anyway. As a business owner that not only benifits financially, but has steady interaction with deer 
hunters, I see and hear many opinions about the late season. Of course, most want back the hunt through thanksgiving, 
however, this proposal for ending the Sun before sounds VERYencouraging! Not only do the hunters benifit with an 
additional full weekend-with times getting tougher financially we will see many more 'weekend hunters', but the state benifits 
from sales generated by hunters having the full weekend to hunt later in the season! IE: food, fuel, hotel, sporting goods-I'm 
probably preaching to choir. I strongly encourage the commisioners to implement this idea. 

Can't you just offer an antlerless deer only extended season? Give a week off to clear the woods of buck hunters and then do 
a do hunt. 

Change all Eastern Washington White Tail hunts to 3 point minimum. 

change deer tags to area tags-4 to 6 areas- to reduce crowding in any one area 
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change the season to include the last Sunday but increase to a 4pt minum 

Close it on Saturday instead, thus adding 3 days over 3 years instead of 6. 

Close more roads!!! 

Close the regular season earlier and have a 4 day late hunt around Thanksgiving 

Confine late season whitetail archery to Ferry County only. 

conserve bucks hunt doe 

Deer get way to much pressure during the rifle season do not extend if anything shorten 

DFW should base these decisions on their analysis of deer populations, not public input, in order to keep herds healthy. 

Do not allow for the late extended season. The late season took too many mature bucks 

Do not permit any antlerless permits 

Do something really brave and let it go through Thanksgiving. 

do this with a minimum point restriction and there shouldn't be a problem 

Don't take any time away from archers its hard enough, 

Ending seasons on a Sunday makes the most sense. If the change proves detrimental to health of the deer population, than 
shorten the season. 

Extend by 3 days in all years is better 

Extend it thru thanksgiving for antlerless, thin that whitetail herd out before disease sets in. 

Extend the closing date to the last Sunday before Thanksgiving, even if it means less success per hunter. 

Extending the late buck rifle season will unfairly reduce the late buck archery season, which has lower success rates and buck 
harvest than the late rifle hunt.The late buck archery hunt opener should remain on November 20th, as it has always been. 

Give people with JOBS a chance to hunt all weekend 

give us back our late buck season as it was in early years, my sons only get to come home to hunt during thanksgiving 
weekend and all deer seasons are closed. They grew up hunting the late season. Make it 4 point or better if need be. 

Give us back the tradition of Thanksgiving hunting. Especially for those who reside in Northeast WA. 

Give us working guys a break! include weekends! 

Have a late doe hunt for the disabled during the late buck hunt 

Have a special season for Americans only. 

have been seeing a lot more bucks in july, in area 101 

have fewer master hunters and fewer master hunts 

Have the season start later and end later. 

How about a late season in the Sherman area around Republic 

I am against any deer or elk harvest during their Ruts. Let the strongest breed and improve the heard without human 
pressures. 

I appreciate common sense, I grew up rifle hunting on thanksgiving but that doesn't mean we should have those same rules 
today. 

I believe a four point or bigger antler restrict on one side , would help with over harvest of whit-tailed bucks during the rut. 

I believe our deer seasons should be longer throughout the state. 

I favor ending seasons on non-weekend days. 
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I hate how the seasons are now, we pay the money for the tags so we as hunters should get ample opportunity for more time 
to hunt. To me it is just another way for the fish and game dept. to screw us over. i do not favor anything the fish and game 
dept. does and frankly i am pissed off about all of this. It would not decrease the harvest success!!! more deer get hit by cars! 
The car to harvest ratio is outrageous. I say we need to check back the population, they are not decreasing if anything the doe 
population is on the increase. You should open a season for does too. Quit trying to pull the wool over our eyes, with the 
seasons as short as they are now how can you justify charging us $32.00 for a deer tag?! Also the elk season is only a week 
long, now we all know that is not enough time to hunt elk.......cause you know most of us have to work weekdays. So for a 
weekend warrior hunter that is a pretty difficult time frame. 

I have no problem with this proposal if its impacts are evaluated and made available as part of the next 3 year cycle. 

I hear other states allow modern firearm hunting during the peak of the rut. I believe the same should be true for those of us 
who hunt in northeast Washington. I want to put meat on the table, and this gives me a better chance of doing so. 

i hunt this every year, there are already plenty of bucks shot. 

I like it like it is 

I would recommend to extend the season, and re-evaluate at the end of the period to determine the actual impact, possibly 
restrict again. 

If a change, just allow doe harvest the last 2 days 

If changed, we would be overharvesting the mature bucks that should be doing most of the breeding. 

If modern firearms would harvest to many bucks, only let them hunt in restricted areas where you need the bucks removed 
and open the other areas up to muzzle loaders 

If necessary, based on deer populations add a late season draw for white-tailed deer for 5 days after the 19th. 

If the 19th is a Saturday then close on the 20th 

If the deer decline substantially over time then hunting restrictions could be put in place when and if that time comes. 

If the increased harvest is not sustainable and extending the season will be bad for the herd, it doesn't make sense to lengthen 
the season. 

if you want to extend the season make the last 3 days antlerless only 

I'm not a proponent of over harvesting but if more deer need harvested at this time but you want to limit the number then 
open it to archery or create a shotgun only season by permit. 

implement for three years, if harvest increases and pop declines, close the season early the following 3 years 

Include the Sherman 101 GMU in the late season hunting regulations for white tailed deer. 

Instead of the Nov 19th closing date - change to the Saturday before Thanksgiving 

issue permits for three extra days at end of season 

Issue special permits for a limited number to be able to hunt the later dates listed.Or change the any buck to 3pt. 

It is hard to find time to hunt if the season is not open on your weekend. 

It is not going to hurt the deer population in that part of the state by taking out a few older age deer. It actually may give 
some of the younger bucks that are getting kicked to the side a chance to breed some does and create a stronger line of 
genetics in a given herd. 

It makes no sense to open the season into the rut,therefore taking out the best of the breeding stock. The only reason to make 
this change would be to make hunting for the big trophy bucks easier to attain. 

It won't make that dramatic of a change. 

It would be nice to have a late season Archery whitetail season in the blue mountains. 162, 163 ect 

It's only a day or 2. try it for 3 years and see what happens. It can be swithhed back. Right? 
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Keep this a biological based management , not a trophy hunt. Yeras back the season ran through Thanksgiving but was cut 
back because the harvest was way too high. Let's not do it again.When you look at the last four days of the current season it's 
obvious the harvest rate goes up significantly and extending it further will take even more of the mature animals. Consider 
havinf some late hunt special permits for 3+pts. That would also bring some economic advantage to these counties. 

late season for modern weapon buck only, odd years and late muzzleloaders antlerless only on even years. 

Late Season should last through the sunday after Thanksgiving 

Late season should start on Thanksgiving day and end three weekends later. 

Later season will hurt the big buck population. Local landowners will be over run with hunters and will close more of the 
private land. 

Leave some for archers! Stop the preferential treatment of rifle huines. 

let everyone shoot one buck and one doe whitetail every year. 

Let the deer go to church on Sunday with no hunting pressure. 

let's try it and if we kill to many bucks we'll go back to the present system 

Look at the change again before the next 3 year cycle 

Look at your own data and see how many bucks per day are killed the last 2 days of season. Your own data shows you what 
is likely to happen, this won't be sustainable. I have already witnessed a major decline in mature buck numbers. I think your 
survey will show a desire for more mature bucks. People need to make sacrifices to reach that goal. Extending the season 
would be detrimental. 

Look very seriously at the harvest of the LATE SEASON MUZZLE LOADERS TOO, ESP 113 sullivan N 1/2 

Make it 3 point or better and allow hunting through thanksgiving weekend to boost the economy. Used to be a boon to 
Colville economy in 70's with late buck season, my business would increase dramatically. 

make it a 3 point or better buck and extend days 

Make it a two point or better. 

make it better for the deer and the hunter will keep comming! 

make the general season 3 point or better and the extended season to 4 points or better. better yet have a 5 day thanksgiving 
hunt by permit only.. this would replace if drawn the gereral season hunt for the drawer.. 

make the last (or first) 3 days anterless only in appropriate (biological need) areas 

Make the modern season shorter 

make the regular and late season shorter 

Manage by the numbers, adjust seasonally 

manage the does (seperately if necessary) and increase number and quality of bucks. There aren't enough rutting buck 
hunting opportunities to begin with. Why cut across the grain? 

Maybe change it for 3 to 5 years and see what happens with the buck population. 

Modern firearm seems to be the primary weapon for most hunters. Opening the season would likely decrease the number of 
good mature bucks and greatly impact hunting opportunities in the Northeast. 

More opportuniteis for youth, disabled and seniors to harvest a nice buck in these areas. 

Most archery hunters depend on the late season in December and need a large amount of bucks for this hunt. 

most hunter only have the weekens to hunt and the dates only allow them to hunt eight days a year if they can hunt every 
weeken when most cannot. 

muzzleloaders only hunt 
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My understanding was that there is an overpopulation of whitetail in Northeast Wa. 

one thing that might help john q public is take away the pick your weapon so those hunters who want to hunt later can use a 
bow to go after the big bucks. it wont hurt the population because not many hunters will succed but will have a chance at the 
big bucks 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain 

Open Late buck for Does and Bucks. This will bring down the over populated doe ratio and help keep more bucks in hte field

open up more antlerless, and keep the doe to buck ratio 

Or leave open for does only thru the Sunday before Thanksgiving 

Peak rut whitetail hunting is generaly reserved for archery hunters to provide them with a greater opportunity to harvest a 
mature deer, I have huntd this area both modern firearm and archery and feel that the current general modern firearm season 
provides ample opportunity to harvest a deer. If anything move the archery season up and provide a later rifle season 
towarsds the end of December. 

Please consider adding GMU 127 to the late hunt but make it only the Mica Mountain area, a special GMU of it's own for the 
late modern rifel hunt because I have seen numerious old and mature white tail bucks in the thick of this mountain. Please get 
rid of the ATV's that are making it almost impossible to get a deer to stand still for any length of time in this area as well! 
The population is getting dense on the mountain area and my game camera proves it. 

Please have more road closures. 

reduce whitetail doe permits, require 3-point whitetail statewide, keep late buck in northeast open til Nov.31 

Reduction of white-tailed deer herds in this state is a GOOD thing! 

Require does to be taken during the last three days of the season. They are the ones doing the damage ! 

retain current status, but possibly consider doe only between Nov 19th and Nov 22nd in 2009 

Retainthe closing on the 19th, but add "late season" special permits. 

Rut doesn't start at a specific time Often times I find the deer in rut far before Nov 19th 

shorten overall season but leave open later, deer in NE get hunted from Sept to Dec, that is to long. 

Should alternate years on Sunday or not, one year open, other not. People plan ahead. 3 extra weekend days is more line 6 
weekday level of effort. 

Some of us hunters like to hunt when there is snow on the ground. Nice to get a large buck. 

Suggest increasing youth permits in this period as the children would be out of school and more able to participate. 

Surprise Surprise an extended season. What a non liberal idea! Wait sec... I'm marking my calendar. 

Sustain healthy populations. 

that's the way it was a while back 

The bow hunters deserve the peak of the rut time, I am a rifle hunter and with the current dates we still get some rutting 
activity every year. 

The changing of the extended buck season in Eastern Washington has taken away a part of the season that some of us 
preferred to hunt. I personally preferred to hunt the late season for the snow conditions and the fact that the rut occurred 
during that time was just incidental for me. 

The current reasoning makes the best sense from a conservation standpoint. 

the harvest will not decline and it just mit let a young hunter get his or her buck 

The Inland Northwest Wildlife Council wouldlike to stand as an organization that does not support the change of the 2009 
season to include the sunday before thanksgiving,in effect reducing the our breeding stock of large bucks at a vunlnerable 
time. 
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The late modern season should have antler restriction, and be by permit only, and be considered a trophy hunt, and should 10 
days maximum. 

The late season archery hunter would benefit from not having to hunt gun-shy whitetail deer 

The statistics show the peak historical harvest on the 19th - this is sufficient to balance harvest/sustainability 

The whitetail buck ratio is already low and this will make it worse. The late buck season used to run through Thanksgiving in 
the 60's and 70's and the buck population got extremely low. Hunters from all over the state come to Stevens County as most 
seasons are closed elswhere when the season runs late. Increased hunter numbers and the increased use of ATV's makes too 
much pressure for Stevens County deer. 

the whole rest of the whitetail hunting world can hunt during the rut (how about a five doe season ,) ,and you wonder why we 
are so dissatisfied with wild life management in this state 

there is no bioigy to support this idea. 

These extra couple of days (two average in the next three years) offer great opportunity for hunting families to fill tags if not 
already successful. 

this change may help hunters to bag a larger buck. I think the season should go back to nov. 19 in 2012 

this hunt should be a 10 day trophy hunt 8 point or better......there are many barren does, indicating a low buck to doe ratio. 
Any increase in the moderm hunt would be dissastorous. Cut this hunt back to 10 days and review when indicators support 
change. Wildlife is supposed to be managed with science, not emmotion and not for economic reasons. There is already too 
many people using limited slow recovery resources , there is alo of hunter opportunity in this state, more than many others, 
and if anything, we need additional restrictions on user groups based on acctual harvest, not percentages. Modern weapons 
hunts do not need to be made longer or easier.....success in most cases is directly based on effort applied. Do not allow this 
hunt any more days......restrict it. 

this hunt should remain the same with more trophy permit hunts. 

This is my primary hunt. Do not change it. I believe it is perfect just the way it is. 

this is the only advantage a muzzle loader hunter has... 

This should be a 3 point hunting area for rifles-far too many young bucks are killed during rifle season in these gmu's 

This take away from the archers that typically hunt that late season, if its more bucks you want harvested extend the early 
season. All of you people must be rifle hunters. 

This woudl be a bag program over time. I would agree with this option if we moved to a permit & or 4 point antler 
restriction. Way too many young bucks will be taken with this option and it will go against a solid quality deer management 
program. 

This would be a very big mistake if the change was made! 

This would be an irresponsible action to cater to rifle hunter complaints! 

This would coincide with Montana and make enforement easier. The same amount of deer would still be harvested. If you 
make it later I would consider three point min. 

This would effect the mozzle loading season which you said has low numbers 

This would impact thelate archery deer season. 

This would run over the muzzle loader late season open, not good. 

Two issues here-increased opportunity for mature bucks this time of year will likely result in increased harvest, also family 
traditions revolving around thnksgiving hunts. Perhaps rather than extending the regular late buck season you could allow 
some antlesless hunting during the Thanksgiving period to allow some family tradition type hunting without impacting the 
mature buck situation? 

WDFW can manage the deer herds instead of the hunters. 

Page 69 of 236 



ISSUE 29: Extending the Late White-tailed Deer Season in Northeast Washington to Include the 
Sunday Before Thanksgiving  
WDFW pretty much destroyed the century long tradition in NE WA of the family going out hunting on T day and the 
following weekend, usually the only time the college kids get time off to come home to hunt. WDFW as usual canned the 
whole hunt instead of making it 3 pt or even 4 pt or better to reduce kill. I want the traditional T day and following weekend 
late buck season back. If nothing else for county residents only!!! Screw the west siders. 

we are large landowners in NE Washington and have a terrible poaching problem with hunters hunting from the highway 
during late buck season, especially during weekends. This problem would be amplified should the season continue longer. 

We are talking about a few days at most. And the weekend is when most hunters have an opportunity to get out and actually 
hunt. I drive nearly four hours to hunt deer somtimes, hardly worth going up for one day. 

We do not need increased opportunity to hunt whitetail 

WE DON'T NEED TO HUNT DURING THE RUT, IT GIVES US AN UNFAIR ADVANTAGE THAT WOULD LOWER 
OUR BUCK POPULATION DRAMATICALLY 

We don't need to ruin the WT size! leave it alone! 

we need to keep good hunting oportunities and managment for the coming years. hunters will just have to get out of vehicals 
and off the roads into the brush and really learn to hunt! 

We shouldn't be rifle hunting during the rut- use the "trophy" states for an example and get the gun season changed. 

What is the motivation for this? Is this based on research, or just pressure from people who want larger seasons? It should be 
based on sustainability. 

What will 1,2,or 3 day extension do for the management of whitetail deer peak of the rut? 

What's the reason for the extension? Is the buck population too large? If not, why mess with it? 

WHITETAIL TASTE GOOD. 

White-tailed bucks would be easy pickings for modern weapons during the rut. It’s a very bad idea to extend the modern 
season into the rut. 

Why can't it be open during thanksgiving like it was in the 70's and 80's and go from there 

Why would you even think of something like this, this department has already destroyed some of the best hunting areas in 
this state thruoght mismanagement. 

Wish it would close the Sunday after Thanksgiving as it used to. 

would really prefer to hunt during thanksgiving weekend 

would this change the late archery seaon? I would rather see the buck escapement 

Yes! Many people today have precious little time to hunt; Thanksgiving season is a great opportunity for those with little to 
no other opportunity due to reduced vacation time realities today. 

You could make hunting either sex like Idaho does and eliminate tags that would be used on big bucks. 

You need to create more opportunities to hunt if you are going to successfully use it as a management tool. 

You really need to institute 3 point limit in some NE WA areas to increase number of quality deer 

You talk as if the rut is the same exact days every year; it's not even close 
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BACKGROUND:  

This is a long-standing proposal, county commissioners and some hunting groups feel that an antler 
restriction would increase trophy buck harvest and stimulate the local economy. 

Currently, the general rule for all hunting methods in northeastern Washington allows for the harvest of 
any antlered white-tailed deer. 

An antler point restriction would likely increase the average age of harvested white-tailed bucks. Most 
yearlings and other bucks with fewer than 3 or 4 antler points on the high side would be protected until 
they live longer and grow larger antlers with more points. 

An antler point restriction might increase white-tailed buck escapement for yearlings, but likely at a 
significantly reduced overall buck harvest. 

An antler point restriction might increase the buck to doe ratio in the white-tailed population. 

In a recently conducted hunter opinion survey, 44% of hunters support a 3-point minimum antler 
restriction for white-tailed deer, while 42% oppose. 

An antler point restriction in northeast Washington might reduce hunter participation, as seen in other 
areas where similar restrictions were implemented.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer?  

2 point and under should not be harvested,they should be allowed to mature, but some very old bucks don,t have large racks 

3 p[oint minimum 

3 point for all hunters 

3 point minimums should be by county of Pend Oreille and Stevens 

3 pt restriction for all but seniors & youth, 4 pt if brow tines are included 

3 pt restriction is good idea, but WDFW screwed the opportunity to add to NE WA economy with the elimination of the 
traditional T day and week following late buck season. BRING IT BACK 

4 point restriction 

4 point restriction is the way to go. 

4 pt minimum on all species. let youth and elderly shoot any deer. It is much easier to identify a 4 pt mule deer than a three 
point. Almost all whitetail bucks with three points have eye guards to make the 4th point. 

4-POINT OR BETTER ANTLER POINTS ONE SIDE 

8 point or antlerless....this would work to reduce does and could be reviewed and modified as neccessary. 

A 3-point restriction in 113 would help the survival rate of mature bucks, we live in PO county and the number of mature 
whitetail bucks has been on the decline for the last 10 years. 

A buck is not that easy to find on public land as it is for god sakes. 

A LONGER RUNNING LATE BUCK SEASON MIGHT WORK WELL WITH AN ANTLER RESTRICTION 

a three point restriction around colville would be a disaster. Far too many deer there. 

a very good idea 

A. The landowner that I lets me hunt on does not care about how many points are on the deers head, only how many deer are 
eating his alfalfa.B.If you took a survey if hunters want to kill a big buck vs. get a deer at all, you may be surprised that meat 
is the issue. Montana found this out years ago. C. I see huge bucks all the time during archery season. the conditions are so 
dry and the air swirls so bad that they are just plain hard to hunt. What I have noticed is that rifle hunters particularly often 
camp right in the middle of the woods, often in ares that I see these big bucks. This causes the bucks to go nocturnal. D. 
Sporting good industries that want to lure in big buck hunters are ignoring the problem that the localk farmers are having 
with huge inreases in fertilizer and fule prices. This might help out the motel and small store sales, but not the poor guy who 
is having his fields reduced 10-15% by an overpopulation of deer. 
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Absolutely not pamper trophy hunters. Use points as herd management tool, not quality of hunt assessment. Many have time 
to be selective, others do not. 

AGAIN THIS IS JUST ANOTHER WAY FOR THE FISH AND GAME DEPT. TO SCREW US OVER!!!!!! I 
ABSOLUTELY DO NOT FAVOR THIS AND I WOULD NOT PARTICIPATE IN HUNTING IN WASHINGTON 
STATE ANYMORE IF YOU IMPLEMENTED THIS RESTRICTION!!! I WILL PAY THE MONEY AND GO TO 
IDAHO 

Ahhh, now this is a good one. And I belive it will need to be adjusted each year as populations will increase with a point 
restriction. 

all hunters always have a choice to harvest or not some are meat hunters others are trophy let the hunter make the choice 

Allow a limit any buck special draw tag. Possible youth only hunts. 

allow youth to harvest any buck. 

Allow youth to still harvest any buck 

Alternate two years of antler restrictions two years with out. This removes some lower quality bucks. 

Alternate years an a 2 year cycle of having a point restriction and then not having a restriction 

Antler point restriction for modern only! 

antler point restrictions should be implemented throughout NE WA- 

antler restriction is a hunter honor system. I hate to think more deer will be left afield because of the restriction. caring 
individuals or groupes will set there own restrictions. 

Antler restriction would fit nicely with a late rut hunt 

Antler restrictions and a larger doe harvest lead to larger bucks. Myself, I pass on small bucks all the time 

Antler restrictions on deer have proven to be bad practice, the WDFW should eliminate all deer antler point restrictions 

Antler restrictions on whitetails is a great program and we need to continue doing this in more GMU's. Hunter participation 
will not drop but more hunters over time will have better chances at trophy deer. Eastern washington has great habitat & 
genetics but we need to shoot less young bucks and harvest the proper number of does each season to attain a quality deer 
herd that we all can enjoy in years to come. 

Antler restrictions only serve to genetically weed out bigger bucks. It is a failed system and should be scrapped. 

any antler point restriction should be accompanied by an "or anterless" provision 

any buck for youth hunters 18 and under otherwise 3 pt or better 

Any hunter looking for trophies only isn't a meat hunter which is what I like to see. I like venison or I wouldn't hunt at all for 
it. 

ANy whitetailed areas offer the4 youth and new hunters to harvest available younger bucks and should be continued! 

Archery and muzzleloader any buck, Rifle 3 pt minimium. 85% of people rifle hunt because they have by far the highest 
success rates and best seasons. People would move to other weapons if they felt a quality hunt was available without a 
permit. 

As a family we hve hunted GMU 113 for over 30 years. As a Grandmother I have hunted and watched three generations hunt 
this area. There is no lack of older bucks if you get out of your ruck and hunt. We are competing with Idaho hunters in this 
unit who have much more liberal rules than Washington and that will not change soon. I would like for my grandchildren and 
great grand children to have the oppostunity to get that less wary buck when they are old enough to hunt and a restrition in 
this area hurts Washington hunters. If a person wants to find tropy bucks he just eeds to do a little walking. 

As a landowner and archery hunter iin Unit 113, I'm concerned with the lack of a late season archery hunt for deer. Why is 
there a muzzle loader late season, but no archery late season? If the concern in overharvesting, then why let muzzle loaders 
(who have a higher success rate) hunt the rut, but not archers? Please add a late season archery hunt in this unit. 
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As far as I can tell this is already one of the best big buck hunting opportunities in the state. Why do we need to fix 
something that doesn't appear to be broken. The only people I see to benefit from an antler restriction are land owners. I drive 
a long ways to hunt up there and if they made this restriction I would no longer make the drive. That is a popular opinion and 
how would that help their economy? 

As pointed out in a prior comment about hunter reduction because of the restriction, I feel that would be very likely! As an 
archer as well as a business owner in NE Wash. I feel the restriction to all groups and units would have a negative impact on 
the participation. NE Wash brings many familys and youth hunters during the reg and late seasons. All who have the 
opportunity to harvest a whitetail without restrictions. If the Late rifle season is lengthened to Sun, possibly placing a 
restriction on some of the units would be a wise decision, but some units definately need to retain the any white-tail deer 
opportunity. 

At least in the more rugged areas like sullivan 113 north 1/2 and so on. 

At least try it in a few units if not in all NE Units. 

Best choice: place restriction on popular areas with low buck/doe ratios while still providing ares without restriction for 
hunters to harvest yearlings. Even rotating the restriciton year after year to the hard hit areas can help. 

Change 105, 108, 111, & 113 to 3 Point Minimum.. Good solid populations, & Varied hunter groups 

change to an antler point restriction in the late hunt. 

Close more roads and you will have a chance at more mature bucks as well as young bucks for those that prefer young deer. 

Close more roads!!!!!! 

Close some more roads. 

Closing more roads can accomplish an increase in mature buck opportunity without spoiling it for the people that want to 
harvest any buck. 

Consider a any deer permit for youth hunters, and 3 pt. minimum for adult hunters 

Consider restricting modern firearm only across multiple GMUs. 

Contrary to popular opinion, most of us are not trophy hunters, we simply want a good chance to put some meat in the 
freezer. "Quality hunting experience" doesn't mean antler points to most of us regular joe hunters. 

Could include some "any buck" permits for all user groups. 

Deer mgmt is for the resource NOT the economy. Get serious! 

Deer populations should be managed for sustainable numbers and to maintain a healthy population, not for antler size 

Do away with weapon choice for deer. 

Do not allow any antlerless permits in any of these areas 

do not have so many hunts for masters. 

Do you want trophy hunters or hunters??? Local economies depend on numbers of hunters not low numbered trophy hunters 

Don't have a problem with the antler restriction if more doe tags are offered. 

dumb idea , its hard enough to harvest a buck ,us blue collared working guys (most of the state) are also feeding our families 
,we're not trying to harvest a trophy ,stop catering to the elitist mentality ,if you guys keep going we wont be able to afford to 
hunt 

Except youth, WA has minimul opportunities to incent youth into the hunting sports. 

Folks should be allowed to hunt if deer are there; narrowing down so that a few guys can get trophies, at the exense of the 
multitudes, will reduce hunter participation and favor those with money, guides and large areas of private land. Give the 
ordinary guy his chance. 

For archery especially its very difficult to harvest an animal so way not keep archery as it is. 
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For those of us on the far west coast, it's hard to travel 7-8 hours and have a high likelyhood of not getting a 3-4 point 
minimum buck. While a "spike" is only a backup, it sure helps when you're taking about bringing home some meat for the 
year. 

Gating and Closing more roads will be a more effective tool while still allowing people to harvest any buck 

give out more doe permits 

give out more doe permits. 

GMU 101 use to have this 3 pt minimum...I've hunted in this unit for 22 years The population of deer in this unit has been 
reduced since the any point buck rule that has been in place for about 10 years. 

GMU 49 Degrees North - thick Highly dense unit, bucks are already hard to get, especially 15-20 yds away. Any restriction 
will probably take hunters out of these areas. 

Go to 3 point or better (counting eye gaurds)...it's been the best thing you have done in the Blue Mtn's. Lots of very nice 
mature bucks. 

GO TO A 4-POINT MINIMUM 

hasnt it been proven that culling the does increases the buck ratio and increases more healthy deer 

Have the antler point restriction in the late hunting season. 

Have the frist hunt a 3 point and the late hunt a 4 point. The late hunt to run from Nov. 16 to 25. You could only hunt one 
hunt a year ( early or late ). 

Having hunted in northeast texas in the past, I find the 13 inch spread limit very effective as well, so I believe a spread limit 
should be incorporated some how 

Heavily forested-escapement. The cyclical winter kill takes bucks early often. Quit kickin a dead mule! 

Honestly I am more concerned with getting the meat. I think if this is passed that more B tag options should be available so 
people can still put meat in their freezer. 

how are fewer hunters going to stimulate economy? 

How many deer are killed by cars between Colville and Spokane. Turning the management of our wildlife over to stimulate 
the local economy is not wildlife management, also most of us can not afford a 10,000.00 hunt 

Hunters should be concerned with the quality of the hunt and the harvest of meat, not antlers. 

I am against any deer or elk harvest during their Ruts. Let the strongest breed and improve the heard without human 
pressures. 

I am not familiar with the North East so dont want to vote on something that I dont know about 

I believe having an antler restriction would make hunters have to postively identify there target, thus reducing the risk of 
accidental shootings. 

I do not think the hunting success possiblity should be reduced just to get bigger bucks. The season is too short already. 

I don't see how the local economy would improve with point restrictions. This idea would do nothing to bring trophy hunters 
who currently hunt in Idaho, Montana, Wyoming and other states to northeast Washington. I am not a trophy hunter and this 
is the area where I have traditionally hunted. I want to put meat on the table; I don't believe these units would ever be 
considered a trophy hunt area. There are still many who hunt with open sight rifles and they would have a difficult time 
determining how many points a deer has from 200 yards. 

I dont think the WDFW should be concerned with "trophy buck" or local economy. The WDFW should only be concerned 
with maintaning a healthy deer population and doe to buck ratio. 

I drive for 5-6 hours to get to the Northeast to hunt deer, and it's getting more expensive to do it each year. By imposing 
antler restrictions, I will probably stop going up there, and therefore will not be spending my money at local businesses. This 
will hurt the Northeast economy. 
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I fully do NOT support a restriction. Buck hunting in this area is a sport for all ages and skill levels. To cater to those "trophy 
hunters" I feel degrades available opportunities for recreational/traditional hunters. Additionally I also fear this may impede 
interest from the next generation of hunters, most notably our youth. I do not buy the statements of increasing the tourism 
financial potentitial from trophy hunters as I feel an equel amount of money would be lost due to traditional hunters giving 
up hunting altogether due to a diminished opportunity to actually harvest a deer because of an antler restriction. The terrain, 
timber, and foilage/brush makeup of areas in eastern Washington would make it even more difficult to count antlers before 
taking an educated shot at a deer, thus increasing frustration and decreasing the enjoyment of actually having an opportunity 
at a harvestable deer. Your responsibility is to ensure the tradition of this sport, make opportunities available to all, and to 
keep the interest in this sport elevated for families, our youth, and the youth to come. If a "trophy" hunter wants a trophy then 
they need to act as a trophy hunter and hunt harder, smarter, and more dilligently to achieve the goal of harvesting a "trophy" 
animal. It defies the implied concept of harvesting a "trophy" animal by a "trophy hunter" by making more "trophies" 
available. Last I heard "most" hunters also have the goal of putting some meat on the table and in the freezer to enjoy 
throughout the following year. It doesen't matter how many "points" it had when it's on the table. I hunt to "eat it too", not 
just stare at the horns on the wall. Quit catering to a selfish few and do your jobs to ensure this sport and tradition remains 
available for us all. I have hunted in northeast Washington for 31 years and vehenemtly oppose the thought of creating better 
opportunities for the self absorbed, selfish, "chest thumping", egotistical, "trophy" hunter at the cost any other traditional, 
family oriented, sport, recreational, or youthful hunter in this region. Sincerily, J.S. 

I have been spotting a large number of very large 2 point mulies in the Methow Valley. I am concerned that the 3-Point 
restriction may lead to breeding by inferior, but protected, bucks 

I have lived in Northeast WA and worked as a Biologist for the forestry industry. There are already many trophy bucks in the 
area they are just obviously difficult to find. An antler restriction will no doubt somewhat increase the number of large bucks 
but they were not be any easier to find. If hunters want larger bucks, they are there, they will just have to hunt for them. I 
doubt that the economy will change because of a slight increase in larger bucks. WA will never be known as a large producer 
of trophy bucks, although many don't realize that they are here. 

I have seen this work in unit 388. I did not like it at first, but it is more fun to hunt and see bucks even if you can't shoot 
them, than to see no bucks at all. I have hunted elk in the Wenaha unit also and the same is true there. Overall, I feel 
restricting harvest will eventually improve the sport. 

I hunt for meat not antlers 

I hunt with a muzzle loader in eastern WA. I have only two gmu's to hunt and the deer populations are not that great in those 
areas. Implementinga pt restriction means less hunter sucess and more killed by cars. My son is just starting to hunt and to 
make him look for a trophy buck is crazy. He should be able to shoot and deer as a youth hunter so he can learn to enjoy the 
hunt, not the failure of, another small buck I can't shoot. 

i like it the way it is i am not a trophyhunter i hunt for the meat to feed my family 

I like to hunt deer but am not a trophy hunter. It is already hard to harvest a buck, don't make it more difficult. 

I live in 204 and hunt 101 and 105. I am so damned tired of finding dead 2-pt muleys in the weeds. Why add wasted 
whitetails? 

I prefer no change if adequate overall deer populations can be maintained using the current method. 

I strongly disagree with this proposal due to the simple fact that I like to eat. Those hunters that are not looking for a trophy 
buck have not been considered. My fellow group of hunters and myself let a lot of small whitetails go in the early season and 
often harvest on the last day of late season, a smaller buck, just for the meat. Lets face it nobody wants to get just a spike and 
most of us won't take one until its our last resort. I would not feel that way if the population was in crisis and we needed the 
genetics to survive but this is not the case. Their is alot of big bucks in the woods already, you just can't expect to find them 
on the logging roads you have to work for the big boys and I feel those that are requesting the restriction aren't getting off the 
roads. I also feel that the change will increase the number of poachers due to the frustration of not being able to fill their tags. 
Please lets not turn a lot of good law abidding hunters into criminals, lose revenue because of less participation and let us 
feed our families. Thank you 
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I strongly opose any antler restriction on whitetail deer in northeast washington. antler restrictions rewards the few hunters 
who have the time and means to trophy hunt, and punishes the majority of hunters who wish to harvest a buck deer , 
sometimes their very first deer. there is no biological reason to emplement antler restrictions. if people wish to trophy 
hunt,there are plenty of big bucks out there, they simply have to get out of their vehicles and HUNT I am a property owner in 
Pend Oreille county and have hunted whitetails and raised a family of hunters who carry on our hunting tradition. my 
grandaaugher's first buck two years ago was a beautiful 4 point that any hunter would envy. last year she shot a spike. Her 
choice. my point is that when there is no biological reason to protect the herd, then hunters should have the choice of the deer 
they shoot...If we are to perserve our hunting heritage,we must make opportunity for success to thosewho will continue to 
support hunting. one last point' the state of Idaho has the most liberal of seasons inthe same area,and their deerherds are the 
same ones we are hunting in washington There is no shortage of big bucks in the Idaho Panhandle. The trophy hunters are 
happy and so are the hunters who are happy to kill their deer. Do not put antler restrictions on our whitetail hunting in NE 
Wash 

I think a lot of 2 point bucks would be shot "accidently" and their carcasses left behind. This happens too much in the 
Winthrop area and it's most unfortunate. 

I think point restrictions are not sound management and have you tried to count points on a running white-tail GOOD 
LUCK!!!! 

I thought I was smart with my last comment until I got to this page. Oh well. 

I took a small two year old with 3 points in this area in 2007 - it may encourage breeding with immature bucks, which effects 
fawn survival. 

I vehemently oppose this change - I come from San Diego to hunt. I contribute to your economy and I want a decent chance 
to take home a deer!! 

I would perfer to leave it the way it is . maaay be shorten the season a little 

I would recommend a trial period in a couple GMU's to determine population effects along with hunter success. 

I would sugest those farther north not 124 

if an antler restriction is implemented, allow youths to harvest any white-tailed buck 

If I was going to pay to hunt "Trophy" deer in another state, Washington would be my last choice, of any state. You folks 
have got to be joking. If you want to stimulate the economy,stop implementing restrictions. You should be letting hunters, 
hunt Achery AND Muzzleloading AND Modern Rifle, if they want.Once they get their deer, they are done, even if they 
purchased inclusive method tags. I and ALL the hunters I know, which are very few due to the hunting regulations in this 
state, would gladly pay and extra 10 or 15 bucks to hunt by more that one method and talk about stimulating the economy. 
You would have people buying archery and blackpowder and rifle gear and RV's and camping gear. That is how to stimulate 
the economy. If you guys implement antler restrictions, I know people who will never buy another hunting license in 
Washington state and I am one of them. I have no problem paying the out of state fees to hunt in Wyoming, which I am do 
this year, or any other western state. Idaho is just 10 minutes away. Washington will never be a hot spot like Colorado or 
Montana, the state is to small. Next you people will want to implement hunting by lottery permit only. This only encourages 
poaching. 

If population control is an issue then why limit the harvest further? 

If population supports it should not include "All" user groups and allow archery hunters to still harvest "any" buck 

If the county commissioers would like to stimulate their economy they should look in other directions, If you let crap like this 
tare place you are going to drive the average hunter out. I like to hunt for the fun and challenge and would have to quit 
hunting if I had to pay to hunt or hire a outfitter. This is what it will come to. 

If you change this to a 3 point session to meet the needs of the so called big game hunters from seattle i my self will close all 
my land to the public and in know a lot of land owners that fill the same as i do in the county there are way to many people 
that hunt in and live in northeastern washington that arte not horn hunters the hunt for meat and can care less about horns.I 
have lived in this sate all my life and so did my dad and granddad i grew up on the coast and have seen this hapen before and 
it is not a good thing for the people. 

If you look at most trophy management system that produce quaility trophies it is based off genetics, not an antler restriction. 
This is what is wrong with the whole management plan in this state. 
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if you want to change make it a 3pt minimum and add a doe tag for a second deer 

if you want to have people stop hunting and the young get discouraged for not shooting a deer and have the hunting licences 
sales go down the drain and you not make money on sales then make the restrictions. but look what the hunter numbers were 
for the blue mountain elk. from 18,000 to 4,0000 for spike only. 

If youare trying toreduce whitetailed numbers, do so. Anybuick, anydowe. Use archers fiorst! 

I'm concerned that the idea of "stimulate the economy", would spawn more private outfitters (pay to hunt) that cater to the 
upper class, reducing opportunities for the general public. 

I'm not convinced there's a shortage of mature whitetail bucks in NE WA, they're just hard to find. 

Implement an antler point restriction for all user groups except youth under 16 years old 

implement antler restriction for modern rifle only they can harvest deer from greater distances than a bow 

implement in half of those game units 

Implement the change in two or three GMUs to see how the herd and harvest are affected. I think it is ok to reduce the 
number of deer harvested in order to improve the overall quality of the bucks in the areas. I do not support antlerless hunting 
if the herd is low in numbers. We should only hunt antlerless when the heard is strong and the poplulation large. 

In my experience, the antler point restriction is a noble effort but, unfortunately, the WDFW does not have enough 
enforcement capability to enforce it. So what really occurs is that unresponsible hunters continue to kill bucks with antlers 
too small to comply with the regulations and then they leave them to waste. I have found too many wasted animals in areas 
with restrictions that confirm my observations. 

Include GMU 101 in the late hunting units in the NE 

increase doe permits 

Increase the number of antlerless permits, early season youth permits and second deer antlerless permits. 

intial concept in pennsylvania was strongly opposed, but 3 years later larger racked buck are being seen. 

It is a very good idea to make NE washington 3 point or better. I have hunted this area alot and the yearly bucks that make up 
the one and two point class of deer are generally very dumb acting and not conditioned to run from humans. I have found that 
it is not as challenging as a hunter to shoot these deer but I have done so when it is time to fill the freezer.I am willing to pass 
up on shooting these dumb ones if I knew it would increase the number of 3 point or better deer out there. 

It is hard for me to comprehend why we would change to this restriction based on the desire of a hunting group. There has 
been no biologist request based on need,nor any statistics that show that it will help in the over all deer herds. Since when do 
we reconstruct our conservation and wildlife management tools based simply of the desire to have larger animals to hunt. If 
someone wants assured trophy hunts go to a ranch. Untill this is shown to be a needed tool it should never be considered. 

It is not as easy as people think to get a legal deer. 

It is not worth paying the price for a deer tag now as the chances of seeing a nice rack is very low. I own 1,100 acres in the 
best deer area in Stevens and have hunted all my life and this summer I haven't even seen a spike coming in to the alfalfa 
field. Four points or better are very rare now as opposed to when I was young you had a chance to see a tropy buck every 
time you went hunting. 

It is very important to have some general buck opportunity in eastern washington. we already have many 3pt areas. 

It would be nice if the above change happens with a 2 tag (one for does) change for deer. We have too many does at home! I 
live in GMU 105 

I've been hunting deer in Eastern Washington for about five years. I saw a buck once, but never got a shot. It's hard enough 
for a weekend hunter like myself to get a deer. Make it any harder and I may just quit hunting altogether. 

just close more roads 

Just close more roads. 

just close roads 

Just wonder if this will start the shoot and check rule! Whoops too small. Like the Mule deer hunting 

Page 77 of 236 



ISSUE 30: White-tailed Deer Antler Point Restriction in Northeast Washington  
Keep archery hunters at "any deer". 

Keep it the way it is because it is really tough up in that country up north to count points because I know how hard it is in 
GMU133 to find a thrid point on a white tail and that is way more open than up north and it this gives kids a chance at any 
buck. 

Leave it like it is and let the folks that are hunting for meat get the meat . antlers are not very tasty 

leave the 65 and older group with the any buck choice 

Let the kids shoot any buck, say up to 16 years old. 

Let youth have no antler restriction, and the rest obey a 3pt min restriction. 

Lets try areas 117 & 121 to see if there is a rebound for mature whitetail bucks, as a test group. 

Let's try it in 1 or 2 gmu's too see if it works. Try offering doe tags for sale to any hunter. 

like to see more muturebig buck, pont restictions would, let the young get there. 

make it doe only without needing special permits 

Make it easy and make it state wide. You can always offer permits accordingly for each GMU to manage them. 

make the late hunts for muzzle loader or archery hunting only. 

make them all the same...otherwise all bucks will be "legal" when they are put in the truck 

Manage buck ratios through length of season 

manage year to year for the units that need the controll for better buck to doe ratios 

More road closures will help. 

Most hunters would like to go out and harvest a deer for meat on the counter. this would only increase the traffic in the 
woods and extra pressure on the animals. when most hunters would have already harvested their deer they will still be 
running around trying to find a legal deer, Also our new junior hunters will hunt for many years before harvesting a legal 
buck. Bucks at this age are so smart most hunters will be discourged to the point of not wanting to purchase a tag that has a 
small chance of being filled.. Its seems to me that this will cause alot more poaching of deer in general . 

Most in my group pass up the small bucks anyway. 

My family hunts for meat, and trophy more so meat. 

No change unless you extend the season. 

No change, i want to harvest animals not horns!!!! 

No crop damage fees unless a farmer agrees to allow the harvesting of animals by general population without charge. 

no no no, point restriction and I quit hunting there! 

no point restriction for youth and senior hunters 

not a 3pt - too drastic, prefer a 2pt. min. 

Offer some any buck permits. 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain 

Open the season to 4 pt min or antlerless. 

Phase in for other GMU's over several years that surround the original GMU restriction points 

Placing a point restriction will drive most hunters to areas that don't have restrictions. The percent of spikes and two-points 
taken are very low, adding the additional numbers will not make a significant difference. 
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Please do not change this. Many of the largest bucks continue to grow and get larger because some people shoot the first 
spike they see. This will not only put a damper on all whitetail hunting (one of the benefits is that you can hunt deer there and 
have a higher probability of filling your freezer for the winter, thus making it more worth the long drive there from any other 
part of the state), but it will result in more of the larger deer being killed because more people will only be shooting large 
ones. 

Please quit catering to the elite trophy hunters and don't stick us meat hunters with tougher meat. It already costs too darn 
much a pound to have to tenderize it! 

PLEASE use road closures to limit access. 

Point restriction would increase accidental shooting of illegle bucks 

Point restrictions have too many secondary impacts. Want a big buck? Work harder and smarter. 

Prefer two point or better statewide. 

Provide for both hunters who prefer any buck regulations and those who prefer antler point restriciton. try antler point 
retriction in a couple of units for 3 years, look at the data, and decide whether it is worth continuing. Antler point restrictions 
do not always work, and I am also concerned that they send the wrong message to the non-hunting public, many of whom I 
believe perciece antler point restrictions as "trophy hunting", which most surveys show is generally not supported by the 
public. 

Put in 3 Pt minimum in one or two NE Wash GMUs but increase Antlerless permits in those GMUs 

Putting size limits on the deer will cut back on the amount of youth hunters and seniors. Point restriction would be good to a 
an extent, but allow the seniors and youths to harvest smaller size game. 

Recent reports from game check stations indicate an adequate population of older big bucks. This change is unnecessary. 

Reduced hunting opportunity does not lead to increased economic activity. That logic is stupid. 

Retain any buck and anterless harvest around populated areas to reduce conflicts 

Retain any whitetail for youth, over 65, and disabled 

retain current late season archery "any whitetailed deer" 

Retain the ability to change which GMU's will be under restriction each year based on surival and b:d ratio. Again, subject to 
3 year re-review makes it palatable. 

Rotate through the GMU's 2-3 years at a time. 

See comment on issue 28 

See how antler restriction effects participation in one or two typical high harvest areas. 

See my final comment; I am for an earlier opening for pheasants in Eastern Washington!!! 

Select areas that would likely test if we'd grow trophies. I think Illinois and Iowa already have the lead on trophy WTs, lets 
look at growing our trophy BT's. 

Set an antler point restriction and allow any antlered deer the last two days of the season 

some hunters don't take the time to make sure that the buck is a legal three pt or more before they shoot, increasing wast in 
the field. 

Some of hunt for meet not trophies. Please keep the oppurtunities open with no anlter restrictions. 

Still hunting in the brush is not condusive to counting points. Not everyone sits in a tree all day. 

stop trying to take away hunting oppertunities.If it ain't broke,don't fix it!!! 

Taking out the old bucks, lets the inferior spike or 2 point buck mate, not the older more genitic bucks for mating. 

taking spikes would increase health of herd. 

The antler point restriction would be good during the late season. 
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THE 44 % SUPPORTERS PROBABLY KNOW LAND OWNERS WHERE ALL THE DEER ARE,NOT HUNTING 
PUBLIC LANDS LIKE ME 

The 44%in support must surely hunt on private land, where the 42% like me are hunting on public land. The three bucks 
harvested in the past 12 years by me does not warrant a change. My 81 year old father hunted for 10 years and never even 
saw a buck. This is certainly a joke to those who play by the rules and remain on public land. 

The community in NE does not want to create $$$ for their deer, they want the experience with their families. The young boy 
or girl that has their first hunting season, makes a mistake, thought there were 3/4 points. now that young person may be a 
criminal. common sense. NE has as rough and tough of habitat of any in the state. the ability to discern between 3/4 points or 
even 2/3 is extremely hard at times even for the most experienced hunters. If people want a bigger buck then they should get 
off the road. I haven't shot under a 3 point in eastern washington since the early 80's. there are enough mature bucks if a 
hunter is willing to not shoot the first deer they see. 

The econimic issue has nothing to do with harvest issues and retaining a good hunting number of deer. 

The Inland Norhtwest Wildlife Council stands on record of being strongly against this change for a antler pint restriction. 
There had been no report from th biologist nor any statistics that show a need. This is simply poor game management to 
make a change that would not benifit the population of animals and is based on the desire of hunters wanting larger bucks. 

The local landowners prefer to keep it the same. We are over run with does and small bucks and hardly ever see good large 
bucks any more. Don't try to harvest the large ones for the sake of pleasing the public for late hunts and so called trophy 
hunts. 

The only people that benefit long term would be private land owners who could have private hunts $$$ 

The only way antler restriction would help economy is the landowner selling hunts. Otherwise it would hurt economy 
because of less hunters. I do think certain areas could be 3pt or better, like the Little Pend Oreille area where it is a defined 
area and patrolled. Also maybe creating smaller GMU's out of the real large ones with part going to 3pt min to see how it 
goes. 

the three point fixed the buck population, GO FOUR POINT 

The three point restrictions is a great idea. Too many people kill spikes or 2 points. How will little bucks grow to be big 
bucks? 

the white tail population is large, if you place an antler limit, then increase the antlerless harvest opportunities. 

Then if you take a whitetail buck with three points or better you would be able to get a second permit for antlerless whitetail.

There are better hunting opportunities in states without these useless antler restrictions. Why? 

There are hunters that hunt for meat and privilage to experience the outdoors. Not for restrications on antlers. 

There are lots of mature bucks in this part of the state, I have trail cams set up all over to prove this. You start shooting all 
these mature bucks and I see the trophy size deer disappearing and lots of 2 points popping up as seen in Douglas County. 
Plus being able to shoot any whitetail buck, gives the new hunters a good experence by keeping them in the hunt if there 
sucessful. Every good hunter only needs to shoot a couple of small ones till he wants a trophy. All that said, its nice for me to 
hunt on my short vacations knowing that I have a good chance to put some food on my table that year. 

There are too many deer in this area. Until you controll the whole population at a healty level you shouldn't worry about how 
big the bucks are. You people are just too stupid to try and utilize logic to justify your bad science and think it will pass by 
unchallenged. 

There is no science that suports the notion that antler restriction produces biger bucks it sometimes promotes poor genetick 
which can produce 4year old 1, 2, and 3 point bucks. haditat, feed, genetics, age class 

These GMU's have probably the best chance for QDM in the state. If things look favorable then impliment in other areas 
where possible. If this takes off the opportunity for mature or trophy bucks will certinly bring the King County dollars back. 

These GMUS offer the best opportunity for youth hunters to have a successful hunt. Leave things as they are... 

this absurd there are too many deer now make us shoot a doe before we can shoot a buck 

this area has a low Mule deer population, reducing the # of whitetail bucks will help them. 
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This area is a great place to hunt. Not all hunters are looking for a trophy, rather just meat for the freezer. 

This comes up every year, yet year after year the harvests are healthy and strong. I'm missing the point 

This didn't work for Mule Deer. It won't work for Whites. 

This has been VERY positive for the Mule Deer, it should also work for white tails! 

This is basic biology. Antler point restrictions concentrate harvests on older bucks leaving just the young to do the breeding. 
Not a good idea. There will be less trophy bucks in the woods. The herd will decline. 

This is crazy, The young youth hunters would have to become trophy hunters instead of good ethical hunters. 

this is for trophy hunters of which i do not support trophy hunting in any way. I hunt for food 

This is not biologically necessary, and not supported by science 

This is significant. It is not easy to bag a whitetail buck in the thick cover of Pend Oreille County. Determining points is 
always a challange, but a whitetail is less cooperative than a mule deer by far. Who would this benifit ? guides and those who 
wish to make money from the sport. The local sportsman and family hunters would experience less success... The deer 
numbers seem good, what do the biologists think ? I am strongly opposed to this proposal. 

This is the last area in WA that doesn't have a restriction. The herds are large and withstand the current hunting.Let's keep 
this area open so the average hunter who isn't trophy oriented can have an opportunity. It is also a great area for youth 
hunting for bucks. 

this is VERY special interest biology 

This makes no sense ecologically, you remove the older wiser bucks while leaving too many of the younger ones that will die 
off anyway, which also consume more food 

This needs to be coupled with increased doe harvest to maintain healthy populations; OTC second deer antlerles tags should 
be made available 

This rule change enfuriated many of my friends and family. Relatiing it to the 14th century when only the kings were allowed 
to harvest the animals. There are still alot of people especially in poor counties that hunt for FOOD not a trophy on the wall. 
The way it SHOULD be. . . Besides not even a descent return when only arround 10% of bucks are taken under 3 point. 

This should be determined with the deer population in mind. Is there enough food to support the population? Is the buck/doe 
ratio out of balance? Can the area support more deer if restrictions implemented. One problem of only having a few GMUs 
with antler restrictions could result in hunter confusion. 

this should be done in combination with more antlerless deer permits being given out. 

This will help buck survival and make higher trophy potential for the NE part of the state. 

This would allow hunters to harvest older bucks instead of killing young deer! 

This would be great for all Northeast GMU's and raise the buck to doe ratio 

This would make it more difficult to harvest any buck. We need to promote hunting not make it more difficult. 

This would reduce hunter participation on our public lands and would only benefit the profiteering private land owners. 

Three point or doe might solve both problems. 

Time is critical for many people, I'm lucky to get 5-7 days to hunt. Antler restrictions will have a negative impact on hunters, 
you may lose hunters to this area. 

to help harvest-bow/primetive waepon 3 point or antlersless to help over pop. of does in 105-124 GMUs 

Too many mights. Let land owner manage "trophy" deer. Hunting is not a "trophy" sport. 

Try an antler point restriction, you could always go back or change the point restriction. 

Try getting young hunters a 3 point or higher buck, I have 3 nephews I take hunting, There elated to get a spike there first 
year out, the next year they always go 3 point or higher and if they get sku,ked thier just as happy to have gone hunting. 
Getting more youth hunters to get involved with hunting and conservation is hard to do with the youth hunter 
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try it and see if the quality of the bucks gets better after 3 years and then look at more GMU's 

Try it in one gmu and if it works implement it in others. Or implement it for late buck only 

Try it in one or two units and see how it's received by hunters and if it results in more mature bucks. 

Try it in some units to see if it will make a differance 

Try it out in a couple GMUs to determine its overall effect. 

try one or two units first to see how it works 

two reasons for this one i agree with the harvest of mature deer but people have to be eased in to these things. secondin the 
short run i feel that it would reduce the participation in the short run but after the bulk of hunters see the fruits of managment 
then they will be greatfull, to comclude; a couple of gmu's easing in to all. 

Under 18 years old any deer. Over 18 two points or bigger. With a doe only option 

Units (like 166) that have point restrictions have seen positive return. Again, there are numerous well-oiled deer management 
programs out there. Do what is right to increase, number of deer, quality and hunting oportunities - in the long run. This is 
about our future. 

Unless and until the deer population reaches an unhealthy balance and level. 

Until there is a late buck general season south of the Spoakne River (GMU 127, 130), pressure in GMU 124 is higher than 
necessary. Also, many contacts I have in GMU 127 are unhappy individual landowners cannot address there own abundant 
deer issues on their own property. I could support antler restrictions in GMU 124 if the seasons in GMU 127, 130 are the 
same as GMU 124. 

Use road closures. 

Use the data obtained to refine the decision making options. Antler point restrictions make hunting safer 

washinton state need to increase the quality of there bucks, implement retrictions on points 

Watch the results and decide about a moree widespread point restriction , based on the findings of 2-5 yrs 

WDFW could offer Antlersless or 3 point or better stamp as an option to non-restritive tag. 

We cant kill all the big bucks and have immature deer doing all the breeding 

We have a verittey of hunters some young and some old and a lot just want the meat and some tuff old buck. 

we must maintain control of the white-tailed populations and hunter participation is paramount 

We need to increase our buck to doe ratios and even out the age structure of our herds. This is probably the easiest way to 
meet that target. 

We should be maintianing optimal deer populations, and also recognize that among the 9 county commissioners in Ferry, 
Stevens, and Pend Oreille counties, none are biologists and few if any are active knowledgeable hunters. Most of their 
polcies on land use, and issues like ATVs on public raods, are deeply anti-wildlife and therefore anti-hunting. 

We would also need to keep the antlerless populations under control with the afforementioned second tag availability. 

what are you trying to do make all hunting a rich mans spot or what you lied about the elk and mule deer restriction so why 
would we belive any thnig now NO NO i will not support any of this 

what is the deer pop. currently? is it above/below healthy carrying capacity? why not use what's best biologically! 

When hunting WTD in timber/brush, you have about 5 seconds to decide whether to shoot a buck. An antler restriction 
would severely reduce hunter success. It works in the open country of the Blue Mtns. but not in the northern units. 

While this might reduce buck success rates in the short term, a hunter will get a bigger buck plus a lot more meat. 

White-tailed deer are pushing out an Mule deer in the stated area and Mule deer are already on the decline. By allowing 
hunters to take any buck harvest will remain higher and hopefully hold down the numbers of white-tailed deer giving mule 
deer a better chance to survive. 
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WHO CARES ABOUT POINT RESTRICTION....i THOUGHT IT WAS NOT A GOOD INDICATOR OF A DEERS 
AGE....AND DOESNT AGE HAVE MORE TO DO WITH BREEDING THAT ANTLER POINTS????? 

Why are we not doing deer season like elk, to encourage bigger bucks, not smaller? What the state has done with elk is 
tremendous. Why will it not work with deer? 

Why are we worried how the businesses are effected? We should be concerned about the deer harvest. I would be less likely 
to take my 3 sons and myself to northeast Washington if I knew they would have a poor chance of harvesting a bigger buck. 
Furthermore, it is unrealistic in very densely wooded areas to have a lot of time to be counting if the buck had 3-4 points. If 
this point restriction were in place I would not drive to northeast Washington and those business owners would lose my 
business. Lets get real, Washington is not a trophy buck state. Sure, we can get some nice bucks, but come on, who are you 
trying to kidd? 

Why not combine some of the desire from option 29 with this option and create a special permit only season in late 
November for 4 point or better bucks in these units? 

Will increase poaching 

will not hunt northeast units until 2-years after point restriction is initiated 

With as many deer as there are in these units, an any deer season would help reduce farmer conflicts and auto accidents. 

Worked in SE WA whitetail units. Did not work in Mule Deer Units. 

Wouldn't a higher buck to doe ratio make everybody (including the deer population happy)? The research seems to support 
closer ratios and overall herd health. 

YES!!!! Mature deer = healthy heards. 

You have already done that in Roosevelt. You fail to mention the deer left laying on the ground because they were shot and 
were 2pts or less. Picture a hunter in the trees jumping a buck, how long does he have to count the points before he shoots? 
LITTLE IF ANY!!!! You want to make a restriction ? Plse quit listening to the senior citizens who can hunt the entire 
seasons. This is a BAD idea and is only based on special interest groups. You use the statistics fo 44% of hunters compared 
to 42%. What you fail to also add in is " of hunters surveyed". If you actually could poll "ALL" hunters you would find that 
your %'s would be way off. MOST hunters reject this change. 

You are taking away from the common hunter who is going for meat willing to take a spike, we are not trophy hunters you 
cant eat the racks 

YOU CAN'T PLEASE EVERYONE ALL THE TIME. ALTERNATIVE #2 SEEMS LIKE A MIDDLE GROUND 
APPROACH. TRY IT. tHINGS CAN ALWAYS BE CHANGED IF IT DOESN WORK. 

YOU WOULD GREATLY LOOSE HUNTERS IN THESE AREAS 

You would lose hunters if you do this 

youth and handicaped hunters any buck 

 
 

Issue 30: If an antler point restriction is implemented, would you suggest a 3 or 4 point 
restriction? 
2 point 

2 point 

2 point if anything 

2 point restriction 

2 pointe if i had no choice 

2 points or better 1x1 or1x2 + 

2point 
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restriction? 
3 is better than four if it has to change 

3 point gives time to become prediter wise & hunter wise difficult hunt is the most rewarding . 

3 point minimum not counting eye guards 

3 point minimums are an ineffective way of management. Too many bucks shot and left due to hunter error. I would be 
supportive of antler restrictions for archery hunters due to the fact that they are closer to their quarry and less chance of error. 
At long distances, eps for whitetails, it is easy to make a mistake. Hunters who do face an ethical dilema. Turn themselves in 
for an honest mistake? walk away and hope you dont get caught? One season, I personally saw four two point mule deer that 
were shot and left. Some of those hunters will go on to shoot another buck. What a tragedy. I have read studies in other states 
that show the 3 pt rul is NOT effective in increasing quality bucks. it actually increases pressure on mature bucks and reduces 
overall trophy quality. This is a bad idea and I am opposed to it. I am also opposed to the current 3 pt minimum rule for mule 
deer. 

3 point not counting eye guard. 

3 point or better should be for the late season only, if implemented. 

3 point whitetail are most likely a juvenile deer and it is not uncommon to have a four point whitetail deer that is 2 1/2 years 
old 

3 PTS ON ONE SIDE AND AT LEAST ONE INCH HIGH 

3-pt minimum on one antler side, not counting any eyeguards. 

3pt or doe 

3pt whitetail are just 2pts w/browtines and are usually 11/2 yrs old. Any restriction should be 3pt on main beam or 4pt. 

4 pnt restriction would reduce legal harvest and increase illegle harvest since eye guards are hard to see 

4 point is ridiculous. Even a three point is a drawback to those who hunt for meat. 

4 point rule would create quality hunts. 

4 point western count, right? 

4 points even on young deer are not that uncommon, at least I see them. 

4 pt if brow tines are included 

4 pt restriction only if antlerless pemits are increased. 

4-point might be too much to start with. Do a large scale 3-point restriction with opportunities for anterless tags to start. Then 
pick a couple units for trophy areas and make them 4-point min. 

A 3-point restriction is not effect for protecting yearling whitetail buck unless it enforced as 3-points not including brow tines 
(or use a 4-point minimum). 

Absolutely opposed to serving a few to the denial of many. 

Again offer more doe tags to offset the reduction in harvest 

Again, please do not turn this region a trophy only area as some young hunters feel that a spike or 2 pt is a "trophy". 

Again, this will need to be adjusted in the future as populations will grow. After a few years this area should be know for 
bigger bucks. 

Antler point restrictions increase the number of small bucks shot and left to rot its a joke, manipulate seasons not antler 
points 

Antler point restrictions look really great on paper and are fine for muzzle loader or modern rifle but they are the bow hunters 
worst scenario as the required distance from the animal is much closer and there is often not ample time to count every point 
especially when there are branches and brush all around the antlers. The rifle or muzzle loader hunter can look through the 
binoculars and make a good decision with the distance cushion that they have. If antler retrictions are placed at all it should 
only be for the rifle/muzzle loader dates. 
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Issue 30: If an antler point restriction is implemented, would you suggest a 3 or 4 point 
restriction? 
Antler point restrictions should be the same as for Mule Deer, so no confusion where species ovelap 

Any Branched Antler 

any buck 

any buck should be just fine where is a kid going to fine a his frist one at you really are making this a rich mans spot 

As a military member I've had the oppertunity to hunt many states, When there is a point restriction many bucks are shot and 
left to rot because the individual thought it was a shooter buck 

Be more specific, if brow tine is counted, your 3 would be few and far between, the 4, or 8 pointer counting brow tine is 
common and easily recognized. 

Because of the rate of growth for white-tailed bucks often times even a very young buck can achieve 3 points 4 point min 
would help keep the population sustained while offering the oppotunity to grow more mature bucks 

Better wall hangers! 

BREAK UP THE UNITS BY ANTLER POINTS AND CHANGE UNITS EACH YEAR 

bull sh---it 

Caution: It can be very tough to get a good point count on whitetails in heavy brush and timber. Expect that many 
"undersized" deer will be shot and left to rot if a minimum point count is implemented. 

Could include some "any buck" permits for all user groups. 

Create a trophy pportunity in an area that produces a lot of deer 

do not do this it will ony institute illegal game taking 

Do not implement an antler point restriction. It is not needed. 

do not support any restriction 

don't change it. absolutely not. 

Don't do this 

dont over do it. 

even though this reduces the amount of deer taken, in the long run it produces more monster bucks 

Four points seam to be few and far between in those GMU's. Maybe after a few years of antler restrictions more will be 
available, and the minimum can be raised. 

Four points should make most of the deer at least 1-1/2 years old before harvesting. 

give out more doe permits. 

great posibility for trophy units if this passes 

Hell, make it 6, 7, 8..who cares. It's a deplorable change anyway. I have several Native American friends who hunt on the 
spokane reservation, i have even went with them. There is NO shortage of mature bucks there. Their season is way longer 
and they have a much smaller land mass in which to hunt. There is little if any "private ground". 

how about two point 

How about you leave it the way it is. 

I am against any deer or elk harvest during their Ruts. Let the strongest breed and improve the heard without human 
pressures. 

I do not beleive an antler restriction in this area will help the Washington hunter as we share this herd of deer with Idaho 

I do not believe antler poit restrictions are an effective method of controlling deer populations. 

I do NOT support any type of antler restriciton. 
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Issue 30: If an antler point restriction is implemented, would you suggest a 3 or 4 point 
restriction? 
I don't know who came up with this 4 point non-sense but I have been following this issue and this is the first I have heard of 
it. If it has been a subject of your planning process (4 pt or better) you have done a poor job of informing the public. 

I don't recommend any point restrictions. This will cause many bucks to be shot and left lay. It is very hard to tell a point 
count on whitetail deer especially if they are running or more than 50 yds away. 

I don't want an antler pt restiction so I have no preference. Should be either buck or doe. 

I enjoy hunting in this area, but would not travel that far with point restrictions in place. 

I have seen a large increase in number of very large 2-points since 3point limit was established. I don't support this measure. 

I strongly oppose antler point restrictions. I can not shoot a deer closer to home for much less money. 

I think a 3-year trial of a 4-pt minimum in a couple of areas is reasonable, especially considering I supported the previous 
proposal of lengthening the late buck season. 

I think even a two point would help yearling survival 

I think it should be a two point on one side or no spikes... 

I will not even give you a answer 

I would like it so that only forked horns are leagale to shoot, and let the baby button heads and little spikes escape for the 
following years harvest as nice little 2pt bucks. to 

I would like to see some units in a 3 point and some in a four point restriction 

I would sugest two point or bigger 

If a point restriction must be implemented, try 3 points first. Then go to 4 points next cycle if 3 does not produce desired 
results. 

If an antler restriction was going to be made for trophy deer I believe you would have to make it a 4 point minimum because 
yearling bucks with good genetics often have 3 points. These yearling bucks with good genetics would be taken by hunters 
leaving the bucks with bad genetics to survive. 

If antler restrictions are imposed spikes and 5+ point bucks should be taken and the 5 poits should be allowed only after you 
take a doe. 

IF need be a point restriction allow spikes and/or 3 points or more... 

if people vote 3 they will really like four the second year after implemenation 

If there were to be an antler restriction then it should be implemented allowing spike harvest at he same time as 3/4 point 
min. 

If we are going for trophy hunting lets go all the way. Make it 4 pt min and have limited permits to make it a quality area in 
all NE WA. 

if you include eye guards 

in brushy or poor visibility situations this offers to many honest mistakes . 

including brow tines 

It has been affective in the south east GMU's 

It is hard enough to count three points in a lot of these areas, let alone four. 

it is hard enough to find a larger buck among all the does and young bucks. 

It is much easier to identify a 4 pt animal in the field. Let youth and elderly hunt any buck 

It must be a 4 pt restriction because a 3 point restriction will allow the best young bucks to be killed the first year and this 
actually works against trophy quality. 

It's hard enough to harvest a buck then to have to try to figure out if it has 3 or 4 points, no change 
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Issue 30: If an antler point restriction is implemented, would you suggest a 3 or 4 point 
restriction? 
leave it alone. 

leave the youth season with no antler resrictions 

Let 'em go...let 'em grow. 

Let the majority and the county commissioners have their way for three years. 

lets get on the map for big bucks, more out of state tags means more for our sadly underbudgeted W.D.F. 

Make it any buck or antlerless for youth, senior citizen, and disabled. 

make this apply to native indans as well as all other hunters 

Many yearlings I see here sport 3 point racks 

Maybe you could have some GMUs be 3 point and others be 4 point. 

most people up there cant count to 4 

Much of this country is so thick it is very difficult to count points properly. 

My computer is not allowing me to check boxes as I would have liked. My preference here would be a three point 

na 

NEITHER 

no change 

no change 

no change to current rule, leave well enough alone 

no change, leave as is 

NO CHANGE. Leave the NE (stevens, north spokane, pend orrielle, ferry) as is. This only benefits the older, stoughy 
hunters, that watch too many hunting shows on private ranches, that believe the State should make bigger bucks for them to 
kill. they say it would bring in more $$ but all it would do is take away from the local communties opprotunities. 

No crop damage fees unless a farmer agrees to allow the harvesting of animals by general population without charge. 

no less than three point restriction and set aside a trophy/quality deer management gmu for 4 point min. 

no limit unless you don't want to sell any tags. people will just quit hunting. or start poaching 

no no no, point restriction and I quit hunting there! 

No points!!!! 

NO POINTS....THE YOUNGER THE TASTIER.....EVEN THE COYOTES AGREE.. 

No restriction...we have enough restrictions. 

NO RESTRICTIONS 

NO RESTRICTIONS ///////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////// 

no restrictions the more you restrict people the less revenue you will generate guarantee it. 

No, it won't work and it will leave a lot of dead yearlings laying in the woods. Cut ML & archery out!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

NONE 

not a 3pt - too drastic, prefer a 2pt. min. !!! 

Once again, I am adamantly opposed to point restrictions in these GMUs. I don't see any need for them. 

only if we are given longer seasons to hunt including bringing back the traditional late buck that started Turkey day and went 
thru following weekend. 
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Issue 30: If an antler point restriction is implemented, would you suggest a 3 or 4 point 
restriction? 
Only if you extend the season. 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain 

Open up more doe hunting without a permit, (late buck/doe season). This will take the presser off the older mature breeding 
bucks. 

or a two point restriction 

Over 90% of "3 point" whitetail have an eyeguard. A 4 point restriction would allow forked horn whitetail with eye guards to 
survive. This would be beneficial for improving age structure. 

please keep it the way it is 

Point restrictions have worked well in the SEportion of the state, 

prefer no change to previous question 

prefer no limit 

Prefer two point or better statewide. 

Preference would be 2 or 3 point restriction. 

Provide incentives for land owners to manage their herds to grow larger bucks. Incentives might be special permits to help 
manage doe populations, etc. 

provided 3 means 3 plus brow tines, an 8 pointer 

provides mature deer for harvest 

Scientifically supported management practices should dictate 

see above 

see above comment about antlerles tags 

see above comments 

See above! 

Set at point that is most beneficial for the herd. 

Since the majority of whitetail bucks have brow (G1) points, you run into the same issue as the 2-pt mule deer point 
restrictions. Many of these 3 point deer are 1 1/2 year olds. 

since this the most commonly used restriction go with it. 

Spike or bigger..... 

spikes or better 

start getting the genes back to produce a nicer rack. I have noticed a big number decrease in point scale on older bucks 
latley!! 

Strongly prefer no antler point restrictions in NE Washington 

The biologists should make this call 

The economy of this area has too many problems for this issue to make a noticable effect. 

The tribes have to comply as well or it won't work. 

This didn't work for Mule Deer. It won't work for Whites. 

this idea is stupid 

this includes eyeguards 

This is stupid with all the escape and hiding cover that exists in NE WA. 
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Issue 30: If an antler point restriction is implemented, would you suggest a 3 or 4 point 
restriction? 
this state needs a trophy area for large bucks. Why not here 

this will only help the hunters in these gmus not the states hunters 

This would allow for much better quality hunting and may attract more out of state residence 

This would keep the unit at the same restriction as many other units if it is implemented 

three point restrictions would be less limiting on hunter success than a four point restriction 

to give the bucks time to age and breed that way instead of the younger bucks breeding and conquering the gene pool with 
nondominating genes. 

To me, a spike is a trphy. 

Trophy hunting should only be allowed on private lands food hunting is public domain. 

Two Point Minimum would be better 

useing a three point minimum over a four point minimum will cut the odds of shooter error, and will grow more mature 
bucks. 

washington lacks the adult buck population it need to draw out of state hunters and there money! 

Watch the buck to doe ratio...an unserviced Doe is eating food a "serviced" one needs. 

WE NEED A 4 POINT RESTRICTION 

we need these youger bucks harvested we see a lot of nice bucks takin off 3 family farms. 

We need to increase antler restictions to 4 point. Lots of 2 year old deer fall into the 3 point antler restriction class. 

We need to let the bucks grow 

We need to use the easterners' description for whitetail points. Eight point or better. 

why not 2 point 

With a three point restriction everyone should be happy, hunters will be harvesting 2-1/2 to 4-1/2 year old deer and 
maintaining a healthy herd. 

With the amount of money the hunters spend on fee’s that are apply to our states resources, surprises me that hunters are 
forced to pay private land owners a fee to hunt our states resources. Changing these to “point minimum” hunts helps who? 

you get a lot of 1.5 year old deer that are 3 points 
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ISSUE 34: Mule Deer Antler Point Restrictions  

BACKGROUND:  

The current 3-point antler restriction for mule deer buck hunting seasons varies in its effectiveness. The 
intent of the restriction is to provide adequate survival of a cross section of age classes, including 
yearling bucks, through the hunting season. The effectiveness of this antler restriction is related to how 
open the habitat is, as well as whether the local mule deer populations are migratory or relatively 
stationary. 

In some places where habitat is open and bucks are highly vulnerable, WDFW research has shown that 
90% of 1.5 year-old bucks that exhibit a legal buck antler configuration are killed. In many of these same 
locations, bucks surviving past the hunting season are made up entirely of yearling bucks. 

In these situations, different hunting season structures might be more effective in producing older age 
classes, given the habitat and the local mule deer population dynamics. In some Districts, the current 3-
point minimum antler restriction would continue to be used. In other Districts, other approaches to 
hunting season structure might be necessary.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

"and monitor for 3 yrs." if it will solve over crowding of hunters then, yes please try it. 

"OTHER APPROACHES?" 

2 point minimum to cull some of the trophy 2 point that are out there. I mean big body,wide antler2 points. 

2 point or less deer hunting would not be good. not only is it unsportman like because these yearling bucks are not yet 
educated but it takes away the chance of coming home with a trophy. If mule deer hunting was changed to 2 point or less I 
would no longer hunt mule deer in this state and my money would go to states with better management. 

2 point or less would make antler "point counting" even tougher due to frequent small size of "eye guards" - already tough 
enough when trying to determine if a buck is a 3 point 

2 points or less, NO special permits for more points 

3 point minimum for some districts. & others have a limited draw to allow for a number of Mature breeders Survival. 

3 pt antler restriction was shoved on us after the killer winter of '96...we have had to watch plenty of deer walk by over the 
last 14 seasons. If the present 3pt restriction was in effect I would have never killed my first, second or 3rd deer. How many 
kids are watching their first buck walk by due to this 3pt rule? 

4 point or better, any buck by special permit 

4 point restriction 

Absolutly not, Last time you said 3 years, You lied. It will turn out just like elk and 20 years later we will still be hunting 2 
point or less 

Again not enough choices. Suggest 4 pt minimum 

Again, Shooting the muture bucks permotes inferior genictics for the species. Open a season to take out more does, and 
smaller bucks and let hte muture bucks mate. 

Again, I don't favor antler restrictions, but a mixed approch is better. 

Again, limited enforcement and slob hunters will waste game if antler restrictions continue. 

Again, special permits imply a fee which I do not support unless you lower some other fee to compensate. 

All mule deer hunting by permit only 

all the good genes have been shot out of the snake river breaks, need to kill some 2 points and let some big branched bucks 
reproduce. 

Allow 3 point or better by special permit lottery. 

Antler point restrictions should be the same as whitetail so no confusion where species overlap 

Any buck or Permit only 
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ISSUE 34: Mule Deer Antler Point Restrictions  
Any buck. No special permits. THIS ISN'T WORKING. 3 point or better has already been monitored for more than 3 years 
with no change in population. 

At some point a draw is needed. Particularly where low escapement is a problem. 

Better yet have permits for all classes, 2 point or less, 4 point or more, doe?? 

By keeping the 3 point antler restriction in all mule deer hunting areas eventually it will produce bucks with fewer antler 
points. I think some kind of rotation needs to occur in mule deer hunting areas where there is a switch from 3 point 
restrictions to 2 point maximum on a three or four year rotation. 

Change 1 or two areas to trophy by permit & see how it plays out 

change 3 pt to 4 pt min 

Change all GMU's to 4 pt. min. and monitor for three years. 

Change antler point restriction to four points. 

Change antler restriction to 4 pt 

change it to any mule deer buck because they are hard to find 

Change Modern to 3 pt min Muzzelloader to 2 Pt. min and Archery to any Buck 

Change one gmu to any buck for 3 years 

Change one of the Gmu to any buck for 3 years. 

change some areas to four point and reduce late archery and early archery 

Change some areas to spike or better 

Change some units to 4 points or larger and monitor for 3 years 

Change some units to 4-point minimums 

Change the antler restriction to four point, to allow more younger buck to survive 

Change the season, and allow any buck 

Change to 4 point antler restriction for all mule deer hunting. 

Change to 4 point min. 

Change to 4 point minimum for all units 

Change to 4 point or better for a three year trial. Kill all the little bucks this fall and we'll have no bucks next fall. 

Change to 4 points minimum, we need older bucks to service the does. 

Change to a 4 point antler restriction which should allow 1.5 year old bucks to survive 

Change to a 4 point antler restriction. 

change to spike only ,with 4 point minimum permits with appropriot number of animals to be harvested. 

close mule deer for 2 years. seems radical in thought but the herds still haven't fully recovered from the hard winter kill 
several years ago. And why are private land owners in the hawk creek area clsing and blocking access roads to state land and 
the sheriff and the game department won't do anything about it. 

Close Mule deer hunting altogether for two years and reopen by permit only 

consider another option for eliminating 3 point restriction. There is an increase of older 2 point buck due to this restriction. 

Consider shortening seasons for larger bucks in other GMUs 

cougar populations in chelan co are at all time highs fire any biologist that disagrees for they are deaf and blind 

Definately should be monitored especially after the 2008 weather related winter kill numbers 

Page 91 of 236 



ISSUE 34: Mule Deer Antler Point Restrictions  
Definitely try it. 

disallow counting eyeguards as antler points 

Do away with the weapon choice for deer. 

do not allow any antlerless permits 

Do NOT limit Selkirk. There are sufficient mature bucks and they are already hard enough to hunt. 

don't kill any of the mature bucks in test area for 3 years. 

Drop the antler restrictions 

Every year i hunt where there is a three point minimum Mule Deer limit. The problem I see are SEVERAL dead 2 points 
abandond because they were accidentally shot. I would much rather do a lottery raffle to hunt mule deer period, than have a 
point restriction. Many other states do this and it seems to work. I would rather not hunt deer every couple of years and then 
when I do get drawn be able to shoot any buck. This would make hunting season more pleasureable as well do to the 
reduction in other hunters. I dont know one single hunter that likes to go out opening morning and stumble over hunters the 
entire day. 

Expand on "SOME DISTRICTS". Again a clasic Fail on your part. There is SO MUCH private land in Lincoln county you 
can't even begin to make me believe that 90% of 1.5 or anything even close to that % of bucks are killed. YOU NEED to 
make some trails in the Swanson Lake area accessable to pick up game!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! For the $$ WE spent on that land the 
usage of it has deteriorated to almost NOTHING. Very FEW people hunt that area. You also NEED to put some food plots in 
there and rope em off from hunting to KEEP the animals in there. I cannot empasize enough that you need to put some trails 
in there so hunters can get reasonable access to retrieve a deer. I really don't understand what you people are thinking most 
the time with most any of this. Now would be a great time to put in some trails in that area as a lot of it has burned. That'd 
take some work though on your part..hmmm. 

Follow the advice of the local WDFW game biologists. 

For several years now, I've watched the Columbia Complex region mule deer, and there are scads of 1.5 year old, 2 point 
deer running around. With the massive hunting pressure these deer endure, I agree with either higher antler point restrictions 
in an effort to increase buck escapement and increasing buck hunting opportunities down the road. 

Four point restricttion ? 

From talking to other hunters unit 133,136 and possibly 130 need to 2 points or less. 

Get rid of these damn restrictions altogether. 

Give some 2pt or less tags out to youth hunters to weed out some of the yearlings. 

Give teanaway GMU 335 back its 3 week season you took away in 1998. 

Go to a 4 point hunt. 

Going to permit for big bucks would be sad. Compromise and increase the restriction to 4 point or better. Especially in 105-
133, there are lots of 4 x 4's and larger if you spend some time looking for them. 

How many 1.5 year old bucks will have 3 point or greater, I do belive it is none 

howeber you will need to offer new and more permits for these areas 

I am against any deer or elk harvest during their Ruts. Let the strongest breed and improve the heard without human 
pressures. 

I believ going to a 4 point restriction would be effective in retaining larger class bucks. Rotating units every few years would 
also be an effective way to accomodate this issuse. 

I believe there should be 3 points and go to a permit system like Oregon. Lets get some big bucks 

I disagree with the part about special permits for mature bucks, just reduce the point requirement in certain open areas 

I don' t be leave that a 3 point only a 1.5 years of age more like 2.5 years 
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ISSUE 34: Mule Deer Antler Point Restrictions  
i DONT KNOW ENOUGH ABOUT THERE ANTLER GROWTH OR THE AFFECT ON LONG TERM POPULATIONS 
TO VOTE. 

I don't like the idea of changing to a two point or less general season with mature bucks by special permit only. Most of the 3 
points and better would be killed, as well as 90%+ of the two points and less. I would rather see more GMU's go to permit 
only completely instead of being open for the general season hunts. Especially the more open areas such as 381 and 149. 

I don't like the restrictions at all 

i feel theese changes should be for at least five years to allow unexpected variables i.e. wheather ect. 

I have been asking for a 4 point restriction in Gardner, Perrygin, Entiat and Desert for years. There are a staggering number 
of hunters that would be content hunting and not tagging out if they were seeing lots of bucks, even though they are not legal. 
Understanding the genome of some bucks will preclude them from ever being 4 points, add a 3 point permit to these units to 
cull the gene pool, preferably for youth or 65+ since its in open areas. You have argued 4 point restrictions dont work, well I 
would have to point out the 4 point hunts in Montana. Every year its the most popular hunt applied for there and everyone I 
talked to have had nothing but wonderful things to say about the hunt and the amount of bucks they see every day, even 
though they couldnt harvest one until it was a 4. I really think you guys are missing the boat on this and would look into it as 
a option. It would increase the buck to doe ratio, give them a chance to mature and give the hunters a chance at a real trophy 
rather than having to go out of state every year. If you want to increase the age of the bucks its simple, dont let the younger 
bucks be hunted. With the advent of digital cameras you would be surprised how many hunters would be okay taking a 
picture of a nice big 3 point as opposed to killing another barely legal 3 point. 

I have been seeing a large number of large 2 pt mulies. I'm worried that we may have too much breeding by genetically 
inferior bucks. 

I have seen a big increase in deer pop. with the 3 point min. and better hunting. No Change 

I hunt gmu 272 and I believe there are several old small antlered deer that will produce small antlered young and then you are 
left with alot of small bucks kind of like it currently is. 

I like how this has worked in the Wenaha unit for elk. You need to leave enough areas open to allow hunters opportunities 
and to make up for those who move to another unit. 

I like the 1st choice but think it will be hard to insure there is no or limited poching. 

I like the idea of special draw for trophy bucks. 

I like the idea of trying something and learning fromt the test which should help in future management of the deer population.

I like the sound of that. I think we should manage more GMU's for trophy quality. 

I live up the Entiat, the three point restriction has worked wonders - don't change it. Take away the multi-season tags. 

I quit hunting for Bucks a couple years after the 3 point restriction went into effecttoo many hunters were popping 2 points in 
hope of finding an eye guard when they got closer to the kill, we hunted the Carlton area and every year we would see a 
dozen or more dead 2 pts, discusting to say the least, 

I sent this idea in when the 3pt restriction first started. We need to give the breeder bucks safe passage for a few years to 
build up the population of mature bucks. 

I strongly agree. 

I support any point restrictions to be 3 pt minimum. 

I support special permit hunting only for all mule deer. 

I think change to spike only and a drawing for 3 point drawing. are not spike bucks a gentic dafect deer? 

I think that some units may have to go to a draw only system. This will improve the populations and provide trophy deer 
opportunities. 

i think that you should be able to harvest mule deer spikes mabey you could make that a youh only thing. 

I think you are also breeding two point bucks. I have seen too many mature mule deer with two point racks. 
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ISSUE 34: Mule Deer Antler Point Restrictions  
I think you should consider closing mule deer hunting in unit 113 for at least 3 years, we haven't seen a mature mule deer 
buck in over 6 years. 

I would prefer to see "any buck" - your statistics seem to prove that most kills would be the 1.5 year old bucks and a few of 
the mature bucks would be harvested for those that might get the opportunity. 

I would propose a state-wide 4 point minimum, with a 21-28 day hunting season. we have all but eliminated mule deer brow 
tines/eye guards by our killing any legal buck (2pt w/eyeguard), and our current season eliminates any chance we have in the 
field to pass up an immature buck. The longer season may allow us the chance to harvest a more mature mule deer. 

I would support a 4 points or more restriction if I could pick the season time. For most migratory mule deer (esp. Chelan Co) 
the season ends before the deer really start moving. The present extended season draws are way too restricted in number. The 
herd could stand some increased doe harvest (say a 1st permit antlerless only) which would be effective early in the season. 
A draw 2d permit for bucks (any antler or restrict as you wish) should be a possibility. For mountain areas, seasons should be 
set to 5-9 days but different weeks offered. That would spread out the hunting demand (you wouldn't have everyone in the 
woods the same dates). Some units might need to have only certain weeks open, but migratory units could be much better 
managed, people controlled, and more satisfying harvests if hunters at least felt like the OPPORTUNITY was there. No one 
appreciates "hunting" a migration area when it is too early for any migration to have started. Not everyone has horses to pack 
into the high country where the deer still are. 

If any of you visit the Blues you will find a large number of big 2 pts. I think you have a gene issue starting. 

If the change doesn't appear to make a difference then change it back to 3 point min 

If the existing management plan is not working tyr something different in the needed areas. Where it is working, leave it 
alone. If it ain't broke don't fix it. 

If the herd is not meeting the goals I support this type of change. Additionally, by thinning out the 2 point or less, the 
genetics of the herd may improve as well. 

If there is a problem with older bucks surviving, then make all buck hunting by permit in those areas, but don't start shooting 
the younger bucks 

If there is a problem with overharvest of mature bucks, institute a permit only buck hunt. 

If this will allow for an increase in mature mule deer- I'm fully supportive of an increased chance to harvest a mature mule 
deer, even if it meens waiting for a permit. 

If we continue on with 3 point or better all it does is kills off all 3pointe deer we need to go back to any antler deer we are not 
seeing that many 4 pointe or better. When we had the chance to hunt for any antler deer we saw more verity of pointes not so 
much today 

If we expect the buck population to age- then mak ethe restriction 4 pts. too and study the effect there. 

If you shoot all of the younger bucks you have nothing replacing the older bucks. If anything raise the antler point 
minimums. I hunt in Montana a lot for this exact reason. Spike only elk hunts do absolutely nothing for our elk herds. They 
are younger, dumber, and are usually with a bunch of cows making them more visible. By raising the antler point restrictions 
you get more mature animals that are more wary. 

Implement a liberal special permit system for ALL mule deer every year. That way, a hunter has a much higher chance of 
harvesting a deer because the hunter would only hunt perhaps every 2nd or 3rd year. I would much prefer that system than 
the current one with hundred of hunters in the same area shooting at a smaller number of bucks. 

implement draw system and qouta for each individual unit based on population and quality- increase the quality of deer 

In areas where bucks are not surviving to acceptable breeding age implement limited entry only. 

in areas where escapement is an issue reduce the hunting season to permit only 

In more brushy areas the 3 point restriction is to restricitve, I would favor a mix of 2 point and 3 point restricitons. Example 
the Yakima river coridor - a 3 point restriciton makes no sence and there is a high deer population with I-82 accounting for 
the highest mortality. Let the hunters take the deer rather than cars. 

In my experience, this has been very positive in all the areas I hunt in. 
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In the Okanogan units, buck recruitment is high because of their migratory nature; hence the 3 pt rule makes good sense. 
However, on the snake river breaks (especially the units near Lower Monumental Dam, I have obvserved many genetic 2 
points that may be as old as 6-7 years and have huge rack dimensions (26-30" wide). This population in not migratory and 
the 3 pt rule should not be used here. I'd like to see a 4-6 year span when only spikes, 2 pts and does can be taken; then re-
evalute the population dynamic. The immature deer and the mature 2 pt bucks (that genetically don't have eyeguards) are the 
ones doing the breeding now at the detriment of the overall population. 

INCREASE RESTRICTION TO FOUR POINT 

Increase the number of "Youth - Any Buck" tags to recruit more youth hunters and to cull out the 2-point gene in mature 
bucks. Alternatively, every 5 years open the PMU to "any buck" to cull out mature 2-points. Lastley, making areas "Special 
Permit" without point restriction but controlling the number of hunters in a GMU would be my preference. 

increase to 4 point minimun and allow the bucks to mature 2-3 yrs before harvest 

It has been my observation in the unit that I hunt in that the shortened seasons and 3 point restrictions have resulted in 
condensing more hunters into "favorable" units resulting in increased presure in those units. For example, in 243 Manson I 
see significantly more hunters than I did 30 years ago when the seasons lasted until the end of October and then a "late" 
season in mid to late November. As a result the deer are constantly being pushed from one hunter to another and so the 
likelyhood of survival for a legal buck is greatly reduced. When seasons were longer there were fewer hunters in the area at 
the same time and so the deer had a better chance of evasion and then rest. Also with the extended seasons, hunters had the 
time to hunt in different areas resulting in the hunting presure being spread over a larger area. When the seasons were 
shortend then hunters had to choose the one or two areas that they would hunt and then concentrate in those areas. Also, 
because of the reduced hunting time, the areas chosen tend to be those considered to have higher success rates. Finally, in the 
last 8 years or so, the 243 Manson unit has seen an increase in Cougar activity resulting in higher predation rates. If the goal 
is to provide for the survival of a cross-section of age groups, then the solution is going to have to be one that has the effect 
of spreading hunting presure across a larger area and a larger time frame. An example being to change the opening date from 
Saturday to the following Wednesday statewide (lower initial number of hunters in the field on opening day); close the first 
"season" for mule deer on the second Sunday after opening (results in the first season being extended by three non-weekend 
days, but the whole season ending a week later than current); close all mule deer units on Mondays (gives the deer a "rest" 
day of no presure and provides and interuption to hunters, many of which will then go home); set a point restriction of 4 
points in high probability areas for the first mule derr season (results in higher survivability of 1-3 point animals); open a 
"second" mule deer season with the same time structure as the first in mid-late november in areas without elk populations 
(hunters must choose to hunt elk or mule deer, not just an "add-on" of mule deer to their existing elk hunt); set the point 
restriction to 2 point only during this "second" season (protects the larger bucks during the later season); provide a permit-
only ability to hunt "any anltered deer" during the second season (allows the department to manage the harvest as necessary 
in each unit). 

It has worked on the elk, It will work on the mule deer and the whitetail. 

it hasnt made a differance in 388 there are less deer now 

It is very difficult to see antler points. Errors occur either way, but would prob. increase with option 1 above. This would 
waste more game left to lay... 

It works well in WY to restrict hunting of mule deer to 4-point minimum to grow trophy bucks. 

It would allow the mature bucks to do the breeding 

It would be interesting to see how many trophy hunters are out there if they were the only ones who had to apply for permits.

Keep it the same. Possibly allow for a few antlerless permits. 

Keep restrictions less for youth, seniors, and disableds 

keeping the genetics up, produces a nicer trophy 

Leave the mule deer alone, let them increase their numbers. 

Let's give it a try, but if it doesn't show any improvement, please go back to the 3 point antler restriction for all mule deer 
hunting. 
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lets let the little bucks met with the does ok we should get really good big bucks then right you better take a look on what you 
really are doing here becuse what you are doing is not working at all we see up to 20 bucks a day and no 3 pionts at all and 
you told us about 15 years go just 3 years right we do not belive you will keep your word now!!!!! 

Lower to 2 point minimum, I have seen multiple dead 2 points every year and left to waste. Let these people use thier tags. 
Looks at the history, before 1997 it was ANY BUCK, and the populations were fine.Until they 1997 winter kill.Im fine with 
permit, but give out ample permits. Not the measle permit system you have now, where all your doing is taking our hunting 
rights away. 

make all modern firearem mule deer units permit only (like oregon does) 

Make all open areas as described above permit only. 

make it 2 pt only and see if it works out leave the yearling spikes to mature 

Make some of your more vulnerable areas mule deer draw units only. 

Make the 3-point restriction not to include eye guards as a point 

make the option a buck handicap hunt we have a lot of chances to harvest does but not a buck 

make the permits AHE and include all weapons 

Make this hunt a 16 and under disabled, and handycaped permit like they used to have those eather sexed tages 

mandate that the eye guard does not count as the third point 

mature deer only 

mature mule deer are in desprate need of our help, definatly permit only for mature mule deer!!!!!! 

Mature mule deer special permits should be late season permits 

Maybe put all permits under draw only and allow 3 pt minumum on those who draw 

maybee offer tags for smaller deer instead of 3 point general 

mix units close together just makes chance for error.Error in the wrong unit and its pouching!enough. 

more doe permits south of the Spokane and Columbia Rivers might help 

more permit only access is better 

Mule deer hunting with a muzzle loader is hard enough we don't need any more restrictions. 

NEED TO HAVE A ANY BUCK ONLY FROM SEP.1-16 FOR BOW SEASON THIS WILL LEAVE MORE MATURE 
BUCKS FOR BREEDING AND LEAVE LESS HUNTERS IN THE LATE SEASON. HENCE MORE BIGGER BUCKS 
FOR BREEDING 

Need to move all GMU's to permit system for bucks this is a great program and would stop the slaughter and reduction of our 
mule deer population in washington. There should be NO 2 point or less option only permit for bucks. 

Needs to be 4 point rule restriction. 

nice approach, and worth trying. You guys get high marks for an ongoing effort to optimize the seasons and populations of 
deer. 

No buck season in GMU 136 for at least two years, increase antlerless permits and monitor totals, based on personal 
observations. 

NO more Special permits so we can be bled further 

NO MORE SPECIAL PERMITS, GIVE EVERYONE EQUAL OPPORTUNITY, EMERGENCY HUNT COUGAR 
W/DOGS 

No mule deer hunting for 5 years 

No one wants to be restricted to shooting a "dink". Take pressure off the bigger bucks with an any buck season, but shorten 
the season to only 5 days instead of 9 in open land areas 
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Not to include I gards 

Offer more opportunites for youth, disabled and seniors to harvest a nice mule deer. Almost all of the permit opportunities 
are for antlerless deer as if those hunters in that category are not capable of selectivity. 

Open areas should be restricted to shotgun, muzelloader, archery only. antler restrictions are not efective. 

Open general seasons to all bucks. I strongly oppose special permits for mature bucks for general seasons! 

or look at permit only structure to harvest any buck in some units 

people want to hunt for trophies don't take that away 

perfer 4 point restriction 

Permit only for all mule deer hunting. 

please make sure you give a fair amount mature buck tags,because everyone that gets one will not fill them 

PLEASE.... unit145 

Possibly allow special permits for any buck in the units with a high amount of younger bucks. The Department should not 
make seasons to sell the most tags and licenses, but keep the deer population top priority. Meaning go back to more unti 
being permit only i.e. Umtanum area 342. 

put more any buck tags in gmus 

Really need to look at allowing a second tag for does. The doe population in Eastern Washington is approaching levels where 
thay are becoming a nuisance. 

Reduce rifle harvest rates as a managenemnt tool, Increase archery opportunity. 

reduce the number of master hunters. 

reduce your preditors and especially the cougars and your survival of mule deer will imporve. 

Refer to Colorado mangement model. Point restrictions do not work as well as limited pressure. 

Restrict bow hunters to same 3 point!!!!!!!!!!!!! I watch them ride around in backs of trucks launching arrows at muley does 
standing dumbly by the road, many times running off into the woods to die, un harvested. I have also found whitetail does 
with arrows stuck in their shoulder blades walking around as they were shot at by bowhunters not knowing they were not 
muleys. Horn requirements would cut down on this wasteful reduction of the mule deer heard and "collateral damage" as our 
president likes to say. 

Restrict small buck harvest completley. Restrict doe harvest by half 

save our mulies. 

Save yourself some policing headaches; any buck. Over average harvest, your results will be similar. The trophy folks will 
get the 3 or better, your desperate for a chance to shoot will balance out and get the younger age classes. Decrease your doe 
population with open doe hunt and your ratio will be fixed. Less population is best for interference on drought open range, 
stock water trough disease, highway grazing, and disease spread in the overpopulated. There just is not the forage to go 
around during these last 8 years of severe drough in Eastern slopes. 

SHOOT MULE DEER....WHAT DO YOU WANT JUST THE RICH HUNTING OR SOMETHING...i KNOW LETS 
MAKE IT COST A MILLION DOLLARS...AND YOU CAN ONLY HUNT ON MONDAYS FOLLOWING A FULL 
MOON, BETWEEN 9 AND NOON. YOU CAN ONLY SHOOT AN OLD ASS TUFF DEER, SO IT TASTES LIKE 
CRAP, AND YOU THEN HAVE TO PAY A TROPHY FEE WHILE WE SELL YOUR HUNTING LAND TO A 
SPECIAL INTEREST GROUP THATS BUILDING HOUSED IN ELK HABITAT......YOU CARE MORE ABOUT YOUR 
STUPID ANTLER RESTRICTIONS MORE THAN YOU CARE ABOUT THE LOSS OF HABITAT???? eVER HEAR OF 
CARRYING CAPACITY....YOU DONT KNOW.....YOUR LOOKING DOWN YOUR NOSE AT THE PEOPLE WHO 
PAY YOUR WAGES... 

Shorten general seasons to nine days including two weekends. 

SHORTEN RIFLE MULE DEER SEASON IN OPEN AREAS 

shorten the season in the areas where the kill rate is too high. 
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Shorten the season or increase to 4 point...do what is best for the deer! Manage GAME...NOT PEOPLE!!! 

Some regions would be fine as a 2pt minimum where high country and vast thick forests are able to protect the deer, out in 
the Palouse the deer are taken within the first day as it is. 

some units may benafit from a spike / 4 point min management to allow more mature buck harvest and culling of small buck 
genes. 

Special drawing for all bucks in every unit. Basically go to a draw only hunt for each unit. 

Special permits should be a last option always. Raise the antler restriction to let deer get old and smart or shorten the seasons

St Andrews Unit would be a good unit for the test. Too many mature 2 pt bucks & very few 3+ bucks. 

Start regulating the number of permits or tags that are allowed. Many other states in the west have every unit on a draw 
system, I wish Washington would do the same. 

Steve,I asked you in Belligham if we could hunt peragin also with permit with etiniat to ease some presure 

survival of the fittest 

Take all the pressure off of only the bigger bucks. Go to an Any Buck harvest but shorten the rifle season from 9 days to 5 in 
Columbia Basin (open land) units. I hunt with a rifle, bit high powered, scoped rifles in open country is what kills the 
majority of the bucks. 

That is, if you can ever go back after a trial of special permits. It doesn't happen much. 

thats a great idea 

The 3 point restriction has greatly improved the Mule deer hunting in the Sherman Area north of Republic. I've hunted this 
area for over 40 years and I've never seen a better population of big bucks. 

The 3 point rule works well. I know I'm out there seeing it for myself 

the 3-pt minimum has been very effective 

The Department of Natural REsources is selling off too much timber. The goals of the DFW and DNR are not congruent as 
the logging is opening up the land too much. Unit 328 has essentially been desimated and it impacts the elk as well. 

the season is to short, extend it and make it draw only 

There are several Mature 2 points out there that will grow no more than 2 points. They need to be culled. 

This aproach would be fine if you give out a reasonable number of mature buck permits. 

This could allow to harvest the lifer 2 pts. that never grow into 3pts. 

This has produced some terriffic quality and opportunities in elk areas like Dayton and Wehaha. I think it would work for 
deer also. 

This is a great idea, you also should consider having a special permit season in GMU's that are designed at getting the genetic 
2 points out of the herd so a two point or less permit. Give those people slightly better dates so they are successful 

this is a GREAT step to good bioligy 

This would be very bad for hunters, why even buy a tag if we can go for a big buck, also you are limiting our deer to 1.5 year 
or younger deer, why? 

This would help spread the genes of mature bucks and and allow for yunger bucks a chance to become more mature 

Three Point needs more time to fully see the result which I think will result in Better Trophy Buck oppotunities which means 
more hunter participation and improved economic impact for communities. 

to get more mature deer in washington we should go to a draw system for every one . so many hunters hit the wood at once 
the deer cant get away from people they keep running into people . go to a draw system and limit the number of people in the 
gmu at one time . spraed it out into three seasons so not every one is there at the same time. 

to many 2 points being shot and left 
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Too bad the immigrents that came a few hundred years before the caucasions can not be controlled! 

Too many special permits which reduces hunting opportunities. Go 2 pnt or less by GMU not PMU & no spcl permits 

Treat each GMU individually blanket managment is easier but not always best 

true lots of young buck get killed each year but, the doe's still calf in the spring! some body is breeding them! wether its a 
few young bucks doing all the breeding or more than we see are out there i don't know but i speculate! 

try one or two units and see if that is a good success rate that could later be broadened 

try some units 4pt. restriction 

two minimum in all units 

Use the point count to the best herd management, not trophy. Alternative years or biannual changes might be more effective. 
3 years is too long. Snap the line quicker 

WDFW should adopt this proposal in several PMUs, not just one. Run a decent study and monitor it adequately. 

We are having enough of a problem keeing mule deer herds healthy. Keep the 3 pt min. 

We as hunters have to start somewhere on helping our game departments in sensible management of our wildlife resources. 
This seems like a fair and equitable way to see if the monitoring helps stabilize the herd, three years is not that long of time to 
see if we as hunters can have an active part in protecting our resources. 

we have situations where there are veryt mature bucks with only 2 points and no browtines. I believe these deer are passing 
along this trait genetically and producing male offspring which are only growing 2 point racks. We need a way to alert 
WDFW of this situation and get these deer out of the genetic stream. 

we need the three point restriction in eastern wa. biggest problem i have observed is the tribes are allowed to shoot anything 
they want starting in july or august depending on the tribe. when hunting off the reservation they should be required to 
observe the antler restriction for the area hunted.I am aware of their treaty rights,but feel they should be made to comply with 
moderen rules if they are using modern hunting means off their lands 

WE NEED TO GO 1-1 ONLY 

we should manage the population for larger bucks to survive. meat hunters can get doe permits. 

we used to be able to hunt deer until the end of Oct. We now have 1 week with (2) weekend to hunt. If we had any buck 
seasons open we would have do to the fact most of the deer haven't migrated yet. Go back and take a look at success ratios 
before and after 3pt. restrictions went into play. I am not a trophy hunter nor do I pass up legal bucks because they are not 
management bucks like they do on the hunting shows on T.V. 

What is a PMU......... 

What is the total harvest now vs. when there were no point reequired for bucks? Go back! 

whatever you guys think is best for managing a healthy mule deer herd 

What's a PMU? 

While hunting in Starbuck and Ayres areas I have seen a number of 2 pt bucks shot. Better enforcement is requiered. 

with seasons running so short. Have any buck seasons again. There would still be escapement because most deer are never 
hunted by rifle hunters. You might consider not having archery late seasons open for bucks unless drawn 

With the current state of the Mule deer populations, we need to do more effective monitoring and controls and change 
harvest rules when they can be more effective. 

Work on habitat. See other proposals: your restristions don't work. 

Ya can't hunt the big ones when you're skinning the little ones. 

You are not going to get trophy deer this way, either drop the point restriction or leave it the way it is. Not that it's working 
either. 

you need to explain what "other approaches" are before asking for true comments. 
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You need to identify the areas before a determination can be made. 

You need to work this on a GMU Basis. Some areas locally are lacking in pressure and impacting farmers. 

you talk about open habitat when talking archery is 20 to40 yards rifle 100 to 600 see the diffrance 

Your proposals you offer should be spicific to each of the three wepon classes. Archery hunting in open country is much 
difrent than using a modern firearm!!!!! 

 
 

ISSUE 25: Allocate Hunting Opportunity in GMU 381 to Muzzleloaders Instead of Archers  

BACKGROUND:  

Many requests have been received from hunters for a late muzzleloader season. Few GMUs in eastern 
Washington offer late muzzleloader general deer seasons. A late muzzleloader season existed before 2006, 
but was eliminated to allow establishment of the late archery season. 

Archers have not responded in significant numbers since the establishment of the late archery season. 
Dryland wheat/CRP provides little cover for archers (i.e., shots are too far). Archers prefer to hunt 
elsewhere during rut. 

Overall, hunter participation has declined since the change was made. 

Adding a late muzzleloader general season would require eliminating the late archery general season to 
prevent overlap of seasons. A late muzzleloader general season would increase pressure on migratory 
deer that generate crop damage complaints.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

"Adding a late muzzleloader general season would require eliminating the late archery general season to prevent overlap of 
seasons." Why worry about preventing overlap? Other states run a late archery & muzzleloader at the same time. 

381 currently has a late season muzzleloader hunt by permit only Nov20-Dec8th, which I think is great and should not be 
changed. When the area was open general season on the late hunt it was way to over crowded with hunters. I've been hunting 
Juniper dunes wilderness for years, it is a much better hunt in the late season but it was getting way to crowded when it was 
open general season. My dad drew a permit for 381 in 2006 and we had a very nice peaceful hunt and he pulled a nice buck at 
Juniper. Please don't open it back up for General Season, there are some very nice bucks in this area and we usually select this 
hunt for our #1 or #2 pick on our permit applications. I would rather only get drawn once every 4 years or so and have a quality 
hunt in this area instead of having the ability to hunt it every year with crowded hunting grounds and not as many mature 
bucks. Also I think the crop damage complaint is a big joke, there are very few farmers in any part of GMU 381 that give 
muzzleload hunters permission to hunt. Most of them only allow friends and family in, and these are probably most of the 
people complaining to have it back open for general season. 

4-point minimum 

ADD A LATE MUZZLELOADER HUNT TO COINCIDE WITH ARCHERY 

Add a late muzzleloader season and eliminate the late archery season. Why didn't you list this as an alternative 

Add GMU 124 to late muzzle loader season, we need more choices! 

Add late muzzleloader and retain early muzzleloader 

also allow more 65 and over hunts 

Also more special buck permits for late muzzleloader seasons. I.E Alkali, Kahlotus, Manashtash. 

An example of bad planning in the first place. The implication was that WDFW simply wanted to eliminate harvest entirely. 

Any deer 

archers have simply not learned of the opportunity, the deer are not that hard to get in range 

Archers have the best of all worlds. Share a little of the wealth 
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Archers have WAY too much advantage, too many seasons in too many locations. They especially have ALL of the best 
seasons, especially those late during the rutt. We need a better balance with other hunters! 

archery seasons are already to long 

Archery seems to leave a lot of wounds and unused meat in eastern washington. 

Archery user groups, clubs and organizations should be made aware of crop damaged areas and encouraged to hunt by the 
landowners in the area... as is most archers feel it may be an inconvienence to bother a landowner to ask permission to hunt 
their land. 

Are you sure about the antler restrictions with the first choice? 

Being primarily open land, bow hunters and muzzleloaders should be able to have safe overlapping seasons. 

Better would be a "traditional only" that would include sidelock muzzleloaders & Long/Recurve bows only 

By permit only. 

Change muzzle loader late season to youth , disanled or seniors and (modern ) and prevent so many nice bucks from dying a 
slow death from Muzzle loaders. 

click. boom. smoke cloud. let em hunt. 

Combine the seasons. It never used to matter that Archer's Muzzleloaders and Modern Firearm hunted together. 

Continue early muzzleloader ; eliminate the late archery; and add a late muzzelloader 

Create a muzzleloader late season in the 100-124 GMU's even if overlaps archery seasons. Archery hunters are given too much 
of the allotment as it is. 

Do this for muzzleloader and leave the klickitat area discussed earlier to the archers 

do whatever is requested by the hunters that won't adversely affect farmers. 

don't eliminate early muzzleloader and add late muzzleloader with 3 pt. min. 

Don't eliminate the early muzzleloader hunt, just add the late one, but probably should eliminate archery late 

Don't take away hunting opportunities but dump the point restrictions if you are serious about protecting mature breeding 
bucks. 

Either hunting method requires the hunter to get close to animal. Archers and muzzleloader can overlap. 

Eliminate archery, keep early and establish late muzzleloader seasons. 

Eliminate muzzleloader season and let them hunt in th modern firearm season. 

Eliminate Muzzleloader sersons because muzzleloads have advanced to far and are much the same as modern fire arms. If it 
would stay flint lock style then yes, but the current products being used and allowed are providing to much advantage and our 
deer herds suffer. 

eliminate Muzzleloader special seasons, have them hunt with modern firearm seasons. Modern muzzleloaders are as effective 
as modern firearms 

Eliminate the 3 point antler restriction as well. 

Extend the muzzleloader late season to Nov. 20-30 and push the archery season to Dec. 1-10 

get rid of the restriction by category, let one license allow all methods 

give property owners with crop damage tags and let them hunt either way 

Give the muzzleloaders MORE areas in the state so they don't have to drive so far and bunch up in big groups. 

give units in northeastern washington a late muzzleloader hunt and bring back the ability to hunt with multiple weapons. The 
choose your weapon is the most restrictive, sport killing regulation ever dreamed up by WDFW. 

Haven't you figured archers out yet? They (we) already have toomany concessions. 
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I am not in favor of a three point minimum for any reason. 

I believe there is not enough muzzleloader GMU designated in washington state 

i disagree with any point restriction 

I discontinued muzzleloading due to lack of adequate deer and elk seasons. 

I do not see why the two can't hunt in the same area. 

I hunt archery and am learning to crawl and stalk method, the hard part is waiting to get up and draw on the animal 

I see no mention of modern firearm, muzzleloder and archers are not the only hunters I see no fairness in this 

I want to hunt muzzle loader and have bought tags for deer and elk this year. However, your hunting season are pitiful for 
muzzle loader. These areas like 381 are a sad excuse for hunting opportunities so I don't care what you do this this unit 

I would actually prefer a modern firearm late hunt. by permit. 

If archery hunters are not a significant hunting group, why not add the muzzeleloaders? They will probably eliminate the 
archery hunters by their mear presence and you will not upset a hunting group by removing a season. 

If the archers are not able to acheive teh harvest goals, the muzzleloaders should have a chance at it. 

If the late archery opertunity is eliminated in this area then that opertunity should be increase elseware. 

If there is crop damage, that is on them, let them open their land up to the hunters, you make it easy on them and accomadate 
hunters will never be allowed on their land 

If this is to change to Muzzle loader only, Leave them out of West Lkiclitat so the deer have a chance in Klickitat 

If this was done, archers would hunt the areas with more cover, and muzzleloaders could hunt the more open areas. 

if you open for muzzle then open for modern firearm as well 

It was dumb to make this area an archery hunt and was only done to satisfy the Commission's direction for equal opportunity 
for rifle & muzzleloader hunters and archers. 

keep the early and add a late muzzleloader season 

land owners need to open up their property they will not allow access to bow hunters Ive been harrassed by them 

Less presure = healthy herds 

Let the farmers open their lands to hunters; problem solved. 

Let's kill all ML & archery seasons in favor of just general, early & late seasons. 

make the best management choice 

make the late muzzleloader special draw only. 

more info! what is the population of deer doing? Stable and mature bucks, leave the same. 

muzzelloaders have too much already 

Muzzle loader Nov 26-30 & Archery 20-25 Late season 

Muzzle loaders and archery hunters already have more opportunity than Modern rifle lets be more proportional give the rifle 
guys and gals a few more days at them. 

MUZZLE LOADERS ARE GAY RIFLE HUNTERS ............WHAT THE HELL IS GOING ON WITH THIS CRAP.WHY IS 
MUZZLELOADERS GETTING ALL THIS SPECIAL CRAP....WHAT IS THERE SOME KIND OF WHINER LAWYER 
UP YOUR BUT CRACK SAYING THAT THE MUZZLELOADERS ARE NOT BEING TREATED FAIRLY???WHAT A 
BUNCH OF BABIES.......... 

Muzzleloader hunters have the least amount of hunting days allotted. We should have almost as many days to hunt as archers. 

Muzzleloader hunting is a farse... these rifles are bascially modern firearms. Restrict the guns used. 

Muzzleloaders are getting to refined. The harvest numbers would be to high during a late hunt. 
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Muzzleloaders should hunt with modern firearm, they are getting that accurate! 

Muzzleloaders taking advantage of this will require access to the units being considered. 

need more than ten days like Nov. first through the twejnty fifth. open more GMU'S for late muzzleloaders and not give just 
ten days. 

Need to have better seasons for muzzleloader 

No crop damage fees unless a farmer agrees to allow the harvesting of animals by general population without charge. 

not broken; don't fix it!!! 

Not enough information on this subject, but I don't like the idea of taking any hunting opportunities away from people and 
giving it to someone else. specially if the method used for harvesting has a higher success rate. 

not in favor of any special muzzleloader seasons 

offer late tags for muzzleloader in the area that is open to archery 

Once again, I appreciate the concern for archery hunting, but don't understand why the pheasant hunter must beg to get back 
the opening of the first weekend in Oct. 

Only in GMU 381!!! 

Open a non permit doe season for that time. Does are over populated. 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain herds for the 
next 3 years 

Open up muzzleloading seasons only after banning 209 fake muzzle loaders 

Overlap isn't the end of the world. Pretty unlikely for an archer to carry a muzzleloading sidearm. 

permit only hunt 

Prefer eliminating all early and late muzzleloader and archery hunting. Make them all at the same time like it was years ago. 

Quit taking what hunting opportunities we have left, work out opportunities for all hunting methods. 

Recommend breaking Late Archery up into Late Archery followed by Late Muzzleloader with no point restriction. 

Reduce to any buck 

Remove late Archery and add late muzzleloader season with no retrictions. 

require a 4 point min 

Show the numbers that prove this. See my comments on issue 23 

So many deer and elk are wounded by archers! 

Solve the late archery season issue. Provide a good unit for late archery, 162, in exchange for 381, then allow the muzzle 
loaders to hunt 381. 

Split the late season in half and give 5 days to the archers and 5 days to the muzzleloaders 

Swap the weapon, but eliminate the point restriction. 

The deer already have enough pressure during the early and general seasons with (as you said) very little archery pressure. The 
muzzleloaders (aka firearm hunters) already have the elk rut (where most states give that to archers) what do they need now? 
Give them some youth does tags! What the hell else is there? MANAGE THE DEER POPULATIONS BETTER!!! Then divy 
the numbers up AFTER the numbers exist. 

the more opportunity the better, for everyone, overlaps are ok 

The trouble with Nov. 20-30th is thanksgiving. In the middle if hunting we have to pack up and go home for the holiday, by 
the time we get back and set up, we have lost prime hunting time. Not to mention time off work. 

Then give the archers something in another unit, not just keep taking area from the Archers, And I'm a Archery hunter. 

Page 103 of 236 



ISSUE 25: Allocate Hunting Opportunity in GMU 381 to Muzzleloaders Instead of Archers  
There are already to many seasons for deer anyway. Reduce the amount of seasons. 

There is NO REASON why season's cannot overlap. 

there is not enough gmus set aside for late season muzzleloader and they are already hard enogh to get following modern fire 
arm so I think it would be a great idea to expand as many late season gmus as possible especially in damage control areas. 

This gives both venues of hunters the opportunity still have a hunting season in the GMU instead of getting one of the groups 
upset. upset and wasting resources on disputes between the two groups 

this should be by permit only...muzzleloaders are extremely effective...Don't create the opportunity and kill too many deer and 
damage the herd age diversity 

This should include antlerles as well... ** Both early seasons are a waste of time as the deer move in late to this area 

This sis a problem everywhere there are fields. Why not get rid of the firearms choices and issue one tag for every hunter. Try 
making less rules for a change. 

Today's muzzleloaders do not need special seasons. 

we need more eastern washington muzzleloader opportunites, even overlapping the two seasons would be worth a try, even 
alternate gmu's with each alternative 

What about a permit system for late modern firearm. I think this would draw more interest than either of the other options. 

What about modern firearms? 

Why are the bow guys your pets? If they don't want to hunt an area it should be open to others. 

Why cater to a group that can't / won't use it. Create more opportunity for modern or muzzle if archery is not practicle. 
Promoteing or tollerateing the chance at longer archery shots hurts all of us. 

why does the early muzzleloader season have to be dropped 

Why don't you allow us to choose whatever weapon we would like? Adopt an Idaho type system. 

why eliminate the early muzzleloader season? 

Why not permit modern firearm as well. Limit the easy harvest to all. 

Why not trade archery for muzzle without all the other restrictions? There no 3 pnt min now. 

With overlapping muzzleloader & archery; require all hunters to wear blaze orange in GMU 381 

You consistently reduce archery opportunity. What have you done to incease landowner opportunity for acrhers? 

your problems would be solved if we did not have to choose our weapon.hunters would be more apt to hunt these areas if the 
hunter did not have to chose only one weapon, 

Your seasons are too short. Try looking at other state season's (Idaho). Go from November 20 to December 20. Give hunters 
more time. I would not like to add the 3-point minimum. There are a lot of spikes and old 2-points that need to harvested. 
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ISSUE 33: Late Season Muzzleloader Opportunity for Mule Deer in the following Chelan County 
GMUs: 243 (Manson), 245 (Chiwawa), 246 (Slide Ridge), 247 (Entiat), 250 (Swakane), and 251 
(Mission).  

BACKGROUND:  

Chelan County’s late season special mule deer buck permits are highly valued by hunters of all three 
methods. Muzzleloader late buck permit opportunities have been limited to only one GMU within the 
Wenatchee District. Muzzleloader hunters continue to express interest in hunting opportunities in other 
late buck permit GMUs in Chelan County. Almost all muzzleloader permit opportunity within the Wenatchee 
District has been for antlerless deer. Muzzleloader opportunities constitute only 1% of the late season 
special mule deer buck permits in Chelan County.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

after late season archery 

Again, I think it would be a better idea to allow disabled hunters greater opportunity for filling their tags. I think allowing them 
to hunt before any other groups, as well as, throughout the regular hunting season, within special GMUs with road access 
would be the best. I think too much weight is put on generating opportunity for regular hunters, whether they use modern 
firearm, bow, or muzzleloader. 

All late season hunts should be speacial tags. and reduced due to winters vary, and affect populations of every species. shorten 
all late seasons. 

All three categories of hunters should have some access. 

Allow all groups late season opportunities. 

Allow all three methods and opportunity, just limit the tags, or the days by the success rates that each weapon has historically 
enjoyed. Modern firearms might get less opportunity than muzzleloaderd, who would get lees opportunity than archers. 

allow more 65 and over hunts in various areas 

allow muzzle loader hunters to apply with rifle hunters in the additional units and use weapon consistent with thier permit. 

Allow the same amount of tags as allocated for modern firearm 

Amen 

Archers need to have special permits in additional region 2 GMU's to offset the lost of opportunity in GMU 247. GMU's in 
north chelan and south okanogan county were in place before. they need to be avalable again 

Archers receive far too many permits in these GMU's, and have far too high of success rate. ML should be given opportunity. 

As I saiod in the last issue, give muzzle loader hunters better oppottunities even of you must take some away foprm others. the 
permits will be so few that this alternative will not make a hill of bens of difference but at least it will satisfy a few hunters. 

As long as the late archery season isn't shortened. Archers need more time in the field to increase opportunities for success. 

as long as there is no more permits issued than now - perhaps less for added success over archery hunts. 

As long as this does not decrease archery opportunity I support more muzzleloader opportunities. 

Both muzzleloaders and archers should get more oppurtunities through out the state. excellent idea. 

but for patch& ball only, maybe traditionals aswell. i believe inlines should be illegal in this state 

But monitor carefully, as the migratory big bucks coud be overharvested. 

by permit only, 10 in each GMU, cut the archery permits to 50 

CANCEL THE PERMITS AND GIVE EQUAL OPPORTUNITY TO ALL WITH SHORTER SEASONS! 

Change the system to allow using any method of hunting. If you draw a permit, what does it matter if you use a bow, rifle or 
muzzleloader? 

combine all late season permits in a single season and require hunters to use the weapon on their tag. 
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ISSUE 33: Late Season Muzzleloader Opportunity for Mule Deer in the following Chelan County 
GMUs: 243 (Manson), 245 (Chiwawa), 246 (Slide Ridge), 247 (Entiat), 250 (Swakane), and 251 
(Mission).  
Consistent reduction onarcheryopportunity ios outrageous. You ahve demonsttrated this bais historuically. Manage this as 
aharvest rate isuue andif archers arenot reposnive - offer landowner incentives ( tax breaks, spedcial permits for fee) or stop 
trying to shop this to muzzle loaders who are only slightlyless effective than modfdern firearms. 

Current modern muzzleloaders are as effective as modern fireams. Continue to limit their late seasons. 

Deer in these units do not need the presure from muzzleloader hunters. 

Divide permits like you say you do everywhere else, base on percentage of tags purchased 

Do this but reduce the over all number of special permits and save this herd. I've hunted here 20 years and it is being miss 
managed 

draw only. 

exclude gmu 251 from these permits. No late archery tags in there so no MZ either. 

Fix the seasons first. Stop favoring one weapon over another, especially the archery crowd. Then bring your definition of 
"muzzleloader" into this century. Your hunting population is growing older!!! Many of us stay with modern firearms because 
we need some level of optics. It doesn't have to be a 15x but the 2x-3x option on modern blackpowder rifles (yes, including 
209 primers) is a reasonable compromise. It might help entice a few young people into hunting as well. 

give some late season buck permits to youth hunters instead of just antlerless 

got to share the tags for these units amongst all groups. 

How about all of the above? I live and work in the mission area. Plenty of room for all three here. Not like deer run in herds 
like elk. 

How about Okanogan Counties? Muzzleloader season would give some local hunters a chance to hunt without the crazyness of 
the modern rifle season. 

I agree to expanding more hunting and harvesting late season hunts through out washington state by implementing the same 
season hunts as ahe hunters for bettewr damage control hunting oppertunities. 

I am against any deer or elk harvest during their Ruts. Let the strongest breed and improve the heard without human pressures.

I forget what Elk tastes like, why do I have to buy elk meat from tribes?OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, 
closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain 

I had switched to muzzle loader deer, but the seasons are quit poorly laid out. This would make me change again 

I personally don't hunt with muzzleloader equipment, but if all of the hunting practices could come to some understandings in 
their hunting seasons it would benefit all hunting groups in the future and increase the amount of conservation dollars spent by 
the select groups to enhance our game populations for the future. 

I'd like to suggest muzzleloader overlapping with the archery season. 

If alternative 1 is chosen give archers late permits in Mission and Slide units . Create a special deer unit in the Entiat that 
would be for archery (95% of the unit and thus not require resource allocation for late permits) 

If the muzzleloaders want to use their weapons they can do so when they draw a modern firearm special permit. There does not 
have to be a special season for the super efficient muzzleloader. 

If you are drawn on one of these exhisting late modern tags,you could use a bow or muzzleloader already.so why give the 
primitive weapons more opportunity than the modern hunters. 

if you are trying to build a mule deer population why harvest anterless deer? 

If you need more harvest 

I'm not a muzzleloader hunter but still believe that more hunting opportunities should be provided where ever and whenever 
they are feasible. 
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ISSUE 33: Late Season Muzzleloader Opportunity for Mule Deer in the following Chelan County 
GMUs: 243 (Manson), 245 (Chiwawa), 246 (Slide Ridge), 247 (Entiat), 250 (Swakane), and 251 
(Mission).  
It seems like it would be best to give muzzleloarders more opportunity but as they are similar to rifle hunters have their season 
overlap with rifle hunting, reducing the number of rifle and archery permits by some equalizing amount based on success rates.

it show's in the hunting reg's that Modern and Bow hunters hunt 90% of all the GMU'S, and the muzzleloaders get 2% 

It's already a "steal from Peter to pay Paul." What is your long-term solution. More and more people are gravitating to 
muzzleloaders because it's the squeeky wheel and offers firearm guys a chance at some competitive and special hunting 
opportunities (often even better than archery). It's only logical. BUT, what you can't do is just take from other groups. Manage 
better. Increase populations. Generate more numbers to play with. OR, just keep forcing us to hunt other states. Whatever... 

I've noticed a steady decline in muzzleloader areas and time in the field over the past years 

late buck muzzleloader 3 point or better in GMU 243,245,246,247,250,and 251 

Lets give M.L.'s a chance at quality bucks. I'm a bow hunter. 

liberal archery permits and poor ethics have the locals who own habitat like myself upset with wdfw 

make this state more draw tags and CHARGE MORE MONEY for the privilage...get rid of the bums 

Make units 245,247,250 archery & muzzleloader permit only. Eliminate modern firearms from these units. 

Manage the deer....not the people...do what is best for the deer! 

modern, archery and ml should all have equal opportunities to hunt in each of these gmus. 

more opportunity for modern firearms hunters 

More restiction need to be place on the muzzleladers of today. The new gun shot as effectivly as a modern rifle. 

Muzzle loaders are awesome, but they shoot too far and are accurate. Really, they are a 150 yard rifle. I think care must be 
taken not to be too liberal with muzzle load seasons 

Muzzle loaders have too many advantages now. The weapons are too similiar to modern firearm to be even considered a 
muzzleloader. 

Muzzleloaders and archery have more than adequate late hunts. Leave something for modern firearm hunters. 

muzzleloaders meed more oportunities to hunt 

muzzleloaders should be lumped into modern firearm since most of them are "modern muzzeloader" 

Muzzleloaders will ruin the hunt for the archery hunters...split the current rifle allotment between muzzleloaders and rifle 
hunters 

Need to open more GMUs for muzzleloaders. 

new muzzle loaders are more effective than an old 30/30. they don't need any more advantages. 

No anterless permits shuld be issued for Mule deer 

No crop damage fees unless a farmer agrees to allow the harvesting of animals by general population without charge. 

No early or late seasons is preferred. 

no late permits in 251 

No more ML or archery seasons, just early, late & permits 

NO MORE MUZZELOADER SEASONS. THE ADVANCES IN TECHNOLOGY MAKE THEM A MODERN SINGLE 
SHOT LONG RANGE RIFLE 

No reason to not allow hunting with a muzzleloader in these units. 

No special treatment for muzzleloaders. 

Not enough information on this subject. 
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ISSUE 33: Late Season Muzzleloader Opportunity for Mule Deer in the following Chelan County 
GMUs: 243 (Manson), 245 (Chiwawa), 246 (Slide Ridge), 247 (Entiat), 250 (Swakane), and 251 
(Mission).  
OFFER A MUZZY SEASON FROM DEC 8 TO THE 12 IN HALF OF THOSE LISTED 

Offer late season permits in direct proportion to hunting method selected. 

Offer more late season for Modern firearm and add late season for muzzleloader opportunitites 

Offer muzzleloader and archery in equal numbers and do with modern as you always do. 

Offer some late muzzleloader permits, but not in all six units. Offer them in one or two of the units. 

Opportunity needs to be spread amongst the three user groups to attempt to allocate both hunting opportunity and harvest 
opportunity. 

Please offer such opportunities to muzzleloader hunters 

Provide more late season opportunities to primitive weapons and not modern rifle 

Quit trying to equalize harvests. There wouldnt be that many good archers. Manage resource/area instead of a pie in the sky 
archery goal. 

reduce modern fire arm permits for muzzle loader permits- maintain or increase draw units for archers 

see previous comment 

seems like the fair thing to do, would like to see mission ommitted from this list though, too much private land issues. 

Take 35 Entiat permits from archery and give them to muzzleloader 

take away half of the permits for modern firearm in the above units and give them to the muzzleloaders 

take away the choose your weopon and problem solved 

Take care with the number of late season opportunities provided, especially in locations where fires and sub division are 
effecting deer winter range. 

the more opportunity the better 

THE MUZZLE LOADERS ARE NOT REALLY AN EFFECTIVE CONCERVATION TOOL ANYWAY.....LETS GET 
SOME HE ROUND AND GET SOME JERKY GOING.... 

The number of permits issued for Rifle and Archery should be reduced to allow for Muzzleloader permits. The reduction of 
each should be based on previous success ratios for both Rifle and Archery. 

The permits in these units fro the late seasons have taken tomanybig bucks. When it was asmall anount(15) there was much 
more opportunity for quality bucks. The number of late permits shuld be reduced so the bigger bucks have a chance to grow. 

Their is a reason those tags are desirable!!! 

There is a historical connection to late archery in GMU's 245 and 250. Would only support if late archery would continue in 
these area. 

There is little incentive for hunters to participate in muzzle loader hunting since ML hunters are severely in season length and 
areas open to them. Offering more late season ML permits is a step in the right direction to correct this disparity. 

There needs to be more enforecement of the type of muzzleloader utilized to hunt. 

This is an unballanced way of dealing with this, the modern firearm people are going to vote no change and they out number 
the muzzleloaders!? 

This would be a great change to open more of the Chelan areas to late season muzzleloader permits, why should only modern 
firearm get this opportunity? 

Too much preference for Muzzle loading cut them back give the rifle folks a chance 

Very limited 

We need to know :of the permits issued, how many are actuary filled? 

Page 108 of 236 



ISSUE 33: Late Season Muzzleloader Opportunity for Mule Deer in the following Chelan County 
GMUs: 243 (Manson), 245 (Chiwawa), 246 (Slide Ridge), 247 (Entiat), 250 (Swakane), and 251 
(Mission).  
What impacts would this have on permits already offered in this Area? 

why not, whats the problem?????? 

Would like to see you limit rifle hunting in these areas. That is the problem. 

Would Muzzleloader later season overlap archery late season? If so, then NO , archery is difficult enough! 

Would support late muzzleloader permits if they came between modern firearm and archery permit seasons, ie;move archery 
seasons later. 

You need less pressure on the animals. They can't be hunted for that long. Offer more permits earlier in the season. 

 
 

ISSUE 35A: GMUs Open for Muzzleloader General Season Deer Hunting  

BACKGROUND:  

Muzzleloader hunter participation is lower than modern firearm and archery, most likely because the 
opportunities provided are not as widespread or as long. 

The average percentage of deer hunters that participated in muzzleloader season for the years 2001-2006 
was 6.1% (range 5.0% to 6.8%). 

During the same period, the average percentage of deer hunters that participated in modern firearm 
season was 81.2% (range 79.0% to 83.5%) and the average percentage of deer hunters that participated in 
archery season was 12.6% (range 11.5% to 13.9%). 

Currently, 80 GMUs offer some form of muzzleloader general season deer hunting opportunity compared 
to 130 GMUs for archery (94% of total) and 132 GMUs for modern firearm (96% of total).  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer?  

"most likely because the opportunities provided are not as widespread or as long." just an opinion, i would hunt 
muzzleloader if the restrictions of the firearm was more clear as to what is legal to use 

"Rotate" the units that are open in each unit instead of promoting the yearly pre-modern season rousting of the 
deer in the same units year after year. 

209 black powder primers should be legal to hunt with during general firearm season 

Absolutely! Open more GMU's to general muzzleloaders. 

add a few more GMUs for muzzleloading deer, not necessarily 80 or 90 % 

Again, limit rifle hunting. 

Again, the muzzleloaders are deadly, They can use them in any modern firearm season they want. 

Again, they do not need any more special seasons. 

all 3 hunting methods should have an equal choice of gmu's 

all hunting methods should get the same amount of GMU to hunt 

All hunting methods should have as close to the same areas to hunt as possible. 

All users groups should have same or close to same access. This will bring more hunters to other methods and reduce 
pressure during modern season. This will also create a safer hunt because the amount of hunters will be spread out over more 
GMUs. 

allow hunters to hunt multi season, like other states in our nation. 
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ISSUE 35A: GMUs Open for Muzzleloader General Season Deer Hunting  
Allow scopes on muzzleoaders so the hunders of hunters that cannot focus on open sights will be able to hunt with a 
muzzleloader 

Allow use of 209 ignition muzzleloaders in this sate as they are available for purchase here, are more accurate and preferred 
over traditional by the hunters who use them. The deer don't care. 

and also elk 

And maybe a September season in some Western GMU's before the weather gets too rough. 

archery should be shorter 

As long as the dates don't overlap with modern firearm and archers 

as long as they are true muzzleloaders, no fiber optic sights 

As the numbers show it would not be a significant impact. What it does do is allow hunters who do muzzleload to do so 
where ever they live and not have to travel as far. We sould continue to support any type of primative hunting over modern. 

Because hunting is in decline the State really should go back to the "3 Season" hunter where license holders can hunt archery, 
muzzleloader and modern all on the same license. Would boost hunting and economy. Practice never should have bee 
eliminated in the first place. 

But offer more prime time oppurtunities through out the state for these hunters. 

Change MUZZLE AND ARCHERY to "primitive" and change MODERN to "any method". Muzzle & archery are no longer 
"PRIMITVE" 

Change the deer season to the 2nd weekend in Oct. 

Change the method to be able to hunt muzzleloader AND modern rifle. 

Change the present choose your weapon method and allow all hunters to hunt in any season. deer and elk tags would be good 
in any hunt choice. This would help the local economy and spread the money out over a longer period. 

Change the restrictions on muzzle loading weapons to allow for the modern style firearms with 209 ignition systems, scopes, 
etc. 

Change the system to allow a hunter to use any method to hunt. 

combine muzzle loader and modern firearm seasons....limit hunter to one deer total. 

CUT BACK BOTH MUZZLELOADING AND ARCHERY TO THE PERCENTAGE OF ACTUAL USE. 

Definitely need more general season opportunities but retaining some control over how many will reduce the overall number 
of hunters which is the reason many of us choose this method of hunting. 

Delete the Archery and muzzle loading permits etc. Change the general season to a two week season and open to all 
wjhatever they want to hunt with. Delete the requirement for hunter orange and make it plain red like it used to be. If the 
archers and muzzle loaders were required to wear hunter orange, there would be less wounded and lost deer and elk because 
there would be fewer arhers and muzzle loader nimrods. 

Dial back the modern firearm opportunities and balance them with muzzleloader. It's insane how many modern firearm 
hunters are crammed into some of the public lands during their seasons. 

Do away with muzzleloader preference. 

Do not reduce archery opportunities! 

Don't take from archery. they only have 12% 

Early muzzleloader seasons are too short. Should be at least 2-3 weeks. 

eliminate muzzleloader elk season-way too much wounding of elk with muzzleloaders!!! 

eliminate the choose your weapon program entirely..it does nothing but restrict participation and revenue. Go back to 
allowing hunters to try with a bow, then muzzleloader, then modern rifle...he/she only still gets to fill the one tag. 
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ISSUE 35A: GMUs Open for Muzzleloader General Season Deer Hunting  
Equalization of hunting time, if open to muzzle during general, why the so numerous late season opportunities. Equalize the 
opportunity. 

expand muzzleloader opportunities to reduce crowding of modern rifle hunters!!! 

Focus on what you need HARVESTED, not how many days people get in the field. Herd healt first!!!! 

For units with Archery, muzzle loader and modern season in sequential order the deer and elk do not get a break from 
hunters. I don't think muzzle loader seasons should be increased. Maybe decrease general season in some GMU and add 
some special late hunts in other units? 

get rid of their special season 

give all of hunters an equal opportunity to hunt in this state. 

Give late hunts or longer seasons where appropriate fot muzzle loaders 

give them a 5 day late hunt in the rut with no other hunting activity atleast 7 day prior to season same gmu"s 

have your archery, muzel loader, rifle seasons like you do but let every one hunt with the weopen that is open at the time and 
when the have harvested there animal they are done just like it is now 

I am all for giving any hunting group the opportunity to increase their odds for the filling their freezers. 

I am for offering muzzleloaders more area and more time to be consistent with their ration of hunters provided the seasons 
are not the rut or migration seasons. They are far too effective to be allowed those kind of seasons. 

I am not a muzzleloader hunter, but I have many friends who are. I believe they deserve a bigger piece of the pie. 

I choose this option but only if it does not reduce archery and modern season's. At this point they are only 6.1% of the 
hunters. Making more opportunities for them should not reduce the opportunities for the other 93.9%. If that would be the 
outcome of this change. Then you should change my answer to no change. 

I don't believe that a muzzleloader, especially with todays technology, is a disadvantage. Therefore I do not believe special 
seasons need to be put in place for muzzleloaders. 

I don't care about muzzle loader hunting seasons as long as they coincide with modern firearm. Muzzleloaders are getting to 
the point where they perform as well as "some" modern rifles. 

I feel it would be a better idea to give more hunting oppertunities to muzzleloaders to spread the movement of big game 
animals for a better hunting experiance with modern firearm and to bring more hunters back into the sport of hunting. 

I feel the hunt all seasons tag should be able to be purchased over the counter for all residents. Extra revenue for the state and 
a valuable management opportunity also as harvest quotas would be closer to set goals. 

I had switched to muzzleloader (2007) deer, but the seasons are quit poorly laid out. This would make me change back to 
muzzleloader, again 

I hunt areas around Spokane because of gas prices being so high, muzzleloaders in this area need more choices in late hunt 
such as GMU 124. 

I lack the knowledge to respond in an educated manner for this question. 

I quit buying elk tags when you gutted muzzleloader season 

i say open it up it takes way more skill to kill a deer with a muzzleloader 

I see no issue with multiple hunt methods in an area. I am sure there are some that are smaller and impacted easily. 

I stopped ML b/c of less GMU, If more offered I would return to muzzleloader 

I think if you are hunting with with a bow or a muzzleloader you should be able to hunt with your hunt tag choise during a 
moderm firearm season 

I think muzzleloaders need more land to hunt 

I think you need to research the cost of muzzleloader hunting to modern firearms hunting. please open the season for the 
hunter 
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ISSUE 35A: GMUs Open for Muzzleloader General Season Deer Hunting  
I would like to hunt muzzleloader but do not because: 1) the current season is unreasonably short and 2) the fee is the same 
for the various methods. I would like to see more areas open to a late muzzleloader season and have more multiple season 
opportunities created. 

If a user group has only 6% of the hunters, they should only get 6% of the hunting opertunity. 

If current restrictions on muzzle loader weapons were restructured to match moder product offerings, the user interest would 
increase. This would show a shift from modern weapons and from archery and would benefit all user groups. It is totally 
absurd that the WDFW bans optical sights, which in turn prevents a fairly large segment of the population from participating 
in the sport. It also increases the ratio of wounded and lost game animals and then at the same time allow an archer to use 
every new invention to come down the pike in the pursuit of his quarry. Primitive weapons, my ass! 

If more units were open for muzzle loaders the opportunities to hunt closer to home would be increased, possibly creating 
more muzzle loader hunters. It would also reduce the concentration of muzzle loaders in the existing units. 

If there was a better season for muzzloading for deer I would change from modern firearm as I have done for the elk seasons.

if you had a muzzleloader season as long as Bow or modern sure you would have a higher percentage, like I said your ten to 
hunt isn't worth the time. O yea I guess we can hunt modern season with a muzzleloader , thanks for that. maybe bow hunters 
should to. 

If you open more muzzle loader deer seasons, reduce modern firearm to help the deer herds. 

I'm not a muzzleloader, but it is a worthwhile pursuit. 

include antlerless and youth hunting 

It has been very unfair. 

It is not the responsibility of WDFW to promote the increased use of a specific weapon. 

Its not true that the muzzleloaders are provided less opportunities - in fact, they are just provided less exclusive opportunities. 
Enough with the special user group opportunities - set harvest rates, set seasons, and let folks go hunt with their weapon of 
choice. 

it's tough to hunt deer with 3 point minimums with non-scoped muzzleloader. I don't want scopes on muzzleloaders, but that 
could explain the low participation numbers. 

I've been hunting with a muzzleloader for 20 years and have said all along that we need more area open and remove the 3-
point minimum on elk in the late season. Also remove the buck only on deer. In years past I've shot deer in either sex areas in 
the late season. At the time I've shot what I thought was a doe and it turn out to be a buck that had already shed it's horns. 

Keep it the way it is now and give a longer mondern firearm season. I alway get so tired of reading field and stream and they 
talk about regular modern firearm season starting on thanksgiving and I would like to see that happen in this state. 

Let the biologists do there job. Open more opportunities where more harvest needed 

Let the muzzleloaders hunt the same as modern rifle. The new muzzles are almost the same. 

MAKE IT ANY DEER FOR MUZZLELOADERS, ITS A SMALL LOT OF THE DEER TAKEN. 

Make it fair opportunity. spread the hunters out. 

ML hunters have the fewest areas to hunt. This is unfair and needs to be corrected. 

Modern firearm obviously has more participation and archery has more because the courts have taken so many men's right to 
bear arms away through bogus DV charges. Where is the Dept. on this issue? 

Modern muzzleloaders are too proficient at harvesting game. We don't need to give them more management units or more 
time 

monitor results for three years and reassess 

more the better for everyone 

Muzzle loaders are not short range weapons anymore and deserve no mor season than Modern Firearm 

Muzzle loaders definately need more choices especially in the late hunt. 
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Muzzle loaders may not be participating but they have more opportunity and longer seasons as the archery folks lets get more 
opportunity for the rifle hunter 

Muzzleloader general season should be open at the same time that modern rifle is. 

Muzzleloader hunters can hunt during any modern firearm general season. 

Muzzleloader hunting for deer is much more difficult than with modern firearm so it would be nice to have more 
opportunities. 

Muzzleloader participation is low because Washington does not allow modern muzzleloader rifles. Changing this would 
increase participation and Pittman Robertson taxes. 

muzzleloader seasons have sucked for many years somehting has to be done 

Muzzleloader should be changed to coinside with modern firearm period!! 

Muzzleloader technology has improved to a point that there isn't much difference between modern firearms and 
muzzleloaders. Hunters looking for a primitive weapon experience are not likely to muzzleload hunt. They tend to be 
mondern firearm hunters looking for more opportunity in better areas and times. 

Muzzleloaders are no longer a primitive weapon. They can't expect the same seasons as they used to have. 

My brother loves to muzzle hunt but almost always choses modern. The reason is it hard to get something good when you are 
given less than one week to harvest your animal. Season is way to short! 

need muzzleloader & archery units only. No modern firearms allowed. 

No additional muzzleloader hunts for deer or elk in 506, 681 and 673 

No more special ML or archery, just general & permits 

October 1st opening for Early Elk & Split Elk and Deer season. 

Once again, make it so that anyone who has purchaseda deer tag can hunt any season. You could make money by issueing a 
$5-10 sticker for eack method of hunting. 

only if it didn't reduce the GMU open to archery 

Open 90% of the GMUs and set a date different than the elk season so they can hunt like the modern firearm hunters. 

open additional opportunity to M/L, but do not cut the opportunity of the other user groups 

Open all GMU's to all methods of take sharing the same early, general, and late season dates 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain 

open gmus to a few late season draw tags 

OPEN IT UP. NO ONE LIKES TO BEING A SECOND CLASS CITIZEN. THAT'S WHAT IT FEELS LIKE FOR 
MUZZLE LOADERS. 

Open more but change everyones season to shorter dates. I archery and I do not need a month to hunt for deer. Muzzelloaders 
now are much more accurate than the past that needs to be remembered. 

open muzzleloader deer and elk in the same GMU. 

Open this on a two year trial 

Oppose additional muzzleloader opportunity in Bear River , Wiiliams Creek in Region 6 and Willapa Hills in region 5 

Participation and harvest rate are two difrent areas. The success rate of the muzzleloaders is very high compared to archery 
thus no change should be made. 

People choose their weapons on preference not how long as season is. 

People have a choice which weapon to use, and should deal w/ the benefits and drawbacks of that choice. 
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PLEASE PLEASE consider changing this!!! My family and friends (over 20 hunters) have been muzzleload hunting for the 
past 20+ years and we have never understood why nearly the entire state is open for modern firearm but not for us, yet our 
deer tag cost the same amount of money. 

Prefer having everyone hunt at the same time. 

quit cattering to rifle hunters 

rut hunts. 

Season should be different than archery or modern firearm. 

See comment on issue 34 

shorten the archery season and increase the muzzle loader season 

Should be equal across the board. 

Should not muzzle load hunt during the rut 

So what if participation is 6%. Are you reaching for a specific number? Why? To what end? For what reason? It is what it is. 
Again, you only have so many population numbers to work with. Every year this question sounds goofier and goofier. 

STATE NEEDS TO IMPLAMENT THE 209 CAP SYSTEM (SHOTGUN PRIMER INSTEAD OF CAPS) 

stop anterless hunting 

The "12.6 percent" of hunters who are archery hunters cause about 90% of the hunter trespass problems on private land in my 
area. They also kill about 90% of the larger deer because they hunt the peak of the breeding season. It is time to make archery 
season the same as modern fire arm season. 

the % of hunters should equal the amount of opertunity they get. If they make up 6% of the hunters, they should get 6% of 
the opertunity. 

The areas open to me where I live are restricted by farms and private property. I have to travel to hunt. 

The largest problem for muzzleloader participation are current state restrictions on the weapons themselves! 

The modern muzzleloader is no different than a modern firearm. Why do we need a special season for them? 

The muzzleloaders are always bitching about this type of issue that explains where there their heads are. Get it ? 

The muzzleloaders should get the same type of oppertunity that the other hunters do. This will do a couple of things, take 
hunting preasure away from some archery and modern hunting, and disperse it to the muzzleloader side. The lack of 
oppertunity is definatly the reason I have not entertained hunting with a muzzleloader. 

The reason is not a lack of opportunity (unless you are a lazy hunter). I tried it and it was so easy that I felt bad for the 
animals. They are not much different than a high powered rifle in the proper hands. Why are the getting special seaons for the 
bugle and the rut. How much more can you ask for? Maybe they should focus on more traditional equipment. As is stands 
now, it seems like a new excuse for a better season. 

The rules are vague at best to whether you can use a m/l during modern firearm season or not in any case. CLARIFY first, 
then decide! 

the units available for muzzleloaders is pathetic, however as your numbers show, they are the best harvesters of the animals. 
use that to your advantage and move the units around if there is a special need to manage more does in a particular unit. 

The user group is the smallest precentage of hunters 

There is little incentive for hunters to participate in muzzle loader hunting since ML hunters are severely in season length and 
areas open to them. Opening more GMUs to ML hunting is a step in the right direction to correct this disparity. 

There should be more restrictions on (modern muzzleloaders) vrs.traditional muzzeleloaders bring back the removable 
breach rule. and inlies should be considered modern rifles 

They have more than plenty of opportunities during critical times (rut season) 

Think about more equal access, on a smaller group of hunters, who are evidently not a politically connected enough group. 
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This has always bothered me as lack of huntable area around present domicle relates to substantial costs. 

This is radical, but I firmly believe there should be trophy GMU's exclusive to each weapon. With seasons set for any elk that 
allow proper escapement. Do this for three years and re-monitor areas for quality opportunity. I think every weapon hunting 
in every area is one of the departments critical areas of mis-management 

this should help shift some of the modern and archers to muzzle loader. 

This would provide a QAULITY hunting opportunity, by spreading out the Muzzleloaders 

Unable to check boxes on this allow 80% as long as other hunters are not having a shorter season 

WDFW defintion of suitable muzzleloader is archaic and provides MAJOR disincentives for any of us older hunters to 
switch from modern firearm to muzzleloaders. Allow modern muzzleloaders to be used with some limited optics. Your client 
base is aging and getting tired of being discriminated against. I've no problem with more muzzleloader hunting opportunity. I 
might even participate if it wasn't so ineptly managed. WDFW has made it increasingly difficult for older hunters to 
"believe" they have a chance with any but the modern firearm option. The perception is that WDFW is only interested in 
reducing any harvest and apparently phasing out hunting. Maybe the Department ought to go back to being a "Game" 
department. 

We already see too many deer with pus pockets from the muzzleloaders. 

we need early muzzle loader deer & late buck muzzle for muleys in gmu 130 

we need more areas in eastern wa to hunt with a muzzleloader 

we need more opertunitys for both deed and elk 

We need to look at the new guns also. Its getting hard to find a gun that is legal in WA 

well thou i don't know what percentage to alocate, i think if all areas were open wouldent that help spread out the few hunters 
that there are? 

Wghat youdon't offer is alower acess rate. These muzzle loades are as effective at notmal rangs as modern rfirearms. 
Unreasonabele. if the effort is to provide "huning days" andappropriate harvest rates, then do so by Archery! 

When GMU 506 was muzzleloader for deer in the late 80's modern firearm hunters success was dramaticly reduced. Oppose 
additional muzzleloader opportunity for deer in GMU 506, 673 and 681. 

Why can't the season be opened to all hunters with all tools of harvest? 

Why Not open all GMU's that have a general season archery and modern firearm season to a general muzzeloader season as 
well. It's always confused me that the bag limit is the same but no general muzzeloader season is available in GMU 162. 

Why should a hunter that chooses to use a muzzle loader be confined to a small % of units,creating more hunting pressure in 
those muzzleloader units instead of potentially spreading the hunters out. 

Will take the presure off the units that we have now. 

with todays muzzleloaders they should hunt with modern rifle 

Wow, this one makes sense, great idea! 

Yes! It's about time this matter was addressed!! 

YOU ARE HIGH ON CRACK 

You can hunt with a muzzleloading rifle during the firearm season if you really want to hunt with a muzzleloader. 

You killed muzzle hunts by dangerous overcrowding, concurrent deer/elk seasons and no horn oppertunities. 

You need to change the rules on muzzleloaders in general, Make it legal to use an IN-LINE MUZZLE LOADER WITH A 
SCOPE!!!!!! Instead of using flintlock, I think that will help increase the number of muzzleloader hunters, if you make it so 
that they can use up to date equipment. 
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BACKGROUND:  

One way to improve the muzzleloader deer season is to eliminate or reduce the overlap between 
muzzleloader deer season and muzzleloader elk season and provide a longer time period with two 
weekends. Currently, both early muzzleloader deer and early muzzleloader elk seasons are the same time 
in early October, it is 7 days in length, and it includes 1 weekend.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

A two week overlapping season with deer and Elk would be good, or Adding a late season for both in late Nov. 

Add more GMU's for spike elk hunting with a muzzleloader in the Blue Mtns. 

Allow 209 ignition muzzleloaders and overlap their season into and through Modern. Allowing them into the field before 
modern(the vast majority) only creates pressure and disrupts scouted plans. 

allow hunters to hunt multi season, like other states in our nation. 

Allow hunting with all weapons. If the season is open let people hunt!!!! 

Allow modern handguns to be used during muzzleloader seasons. 

allow overlap with modern rifle 

Allow overlap with wearing of blaze orange by all participants. 

Allow the overlap with Archery 

Also open more GMU's and possibly more days to hunt. I hunt modern firearm for deer because there is more days which 
equals more oppurtunity for a successful harvest. 

although the first option, if implemented would suffice. 

Animals are chased to much as it is...give them a rest before winter hits! Let them get fat & increase survirvership. 

archery already has so much going against it as a method. removing that last weekend in sept would really be detrimental to 
early season successes. 

Archery and muzzle laoders are not to bein thefield at the same time. 

Archery Elk hunters run into the same issues .Let them juggle as the archers do with game persued 

As muzzleloader success rates are consistently greater than archery hunters, why even consider shortening the archery season 
and lengthening the muzzleloader season to make the disparity worse? 

Bad alternatives all around. Why do you want to favor muzzleloaders? There are some good reasons, but I get no sense that 
WDFW is interested in really addressing the issues of "Hunting". 

change the length of the season to three weekends. keep the overlap 

Change the restrictions on muzzle loading weapons to allow for the modern style firearms with 209 ignition systems, scopes, 
etc. 

Change the weapon rules for muzzle loader to include Non primitive closed cap inline guns 

combine with rifle 

Consider allowing muzzleloader to overlap with modern firearms. Muzzleloader should NOT overlap archery. 

Do away with muzzleloader preference. 

Do away with the weapon choice for elk. 

Don't take away the other seasons. Do this: Sept is archery only. Oct 1-20 is Muzzle loader. Oct 21-nov 10 is modern firearm.

early archery season is to hot the first couple weeks. I prefer hunting the last couple weeks of Set. for its cooler weather. 

Eliminate early muzzle loader and archery seasons for deer 

Eliminate muzzleloader all together. 
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firearms are firearms. Archery is cleary different. Simple. Close archery during any gun season. 

for taditional muzzlelaoders no change for modern muzzleloaders 

give much more muzzleloader hunts and it doesn't matter if overlap with archery hunting. 

have muzzleloader deer and elk at different times. 

Have some units open for archery during Rut 

Have the GMU's be the same open area open for both Elk and Deer 

I am against any deer or elk harvest during their Ruts. Let the strongest breed and improve the heard without human 
pressures. 

I enjoy the ability to hunt both deer and elk during the same time like alot of othert states offer 

i feel a gun is a gun the kind you choose to use is your choice if you don't like it get involved . 

I had switched to muzzleloader (2007) deer, but the seasons are quit poorly laid out. This would make me change back to 
muzzleloader, again 

I know a bunch of the whinier elk hunters will squeal if you move them too close to their season.... sissys. 

I lack the knowledge to respond in an educated manner for this question. 

I like the overlap, biggest issue is need to increase number of units muzzleloaders can hunt. 

I prefer gunting for both deer and/or elk at the same time and location 

I really appreciate WDFW wanting to expand muzzleloader hunting. As I said in other comments, the season should be 
extended even if it overlaps with archery or muzzleloader elk. As long as the hunter is properly licensed, I really don't see 
why that would be a problem. 

I really like the overlap, it allows me to harves a deer while elk hunting. If the overlap goes away I'll probably hunt in Idaho 

I think that more spread out season with more weekend opportunities would help bring more hunters out. 

I think this is the best method for hunters that don't have enough time to split both but have an oppurtunity to harvest 2 
animals. 

I think you could increase participation in all areas if you overlapped elk and deer seasons for all types of hunting. It is 
difficult to take so much time off of work. 

I typically hunt elk and finish with deer but would be OK with having deer open early in my elk unit. 

I was hoping this would be addressed, now there are muzzleloaders hunting friday before rifle and this causes two issues. 
One is most people get to camp a day early to set up and look around but in some areas half the camp sites are full of 
muzzleloaders. The second is there is no break for the wildlife from the time one closes and the next opens, it would be good 
to keep them a week apart. You could move rifle to the 3rd saturday and elk to the first nov. saturday and give muzzeloaders 
9 days. 

I would do this, but allow for archery to overlap. 

I would prefer the Oct. 1st to the friday before firearms as a blackpowder hunter, but if I was a rifle hunter I would have to 
say it would put me at a disadvantage. The deer will have already been hunted and will be hard to hunt. 

IETHER SEX 

If any thing, the time table should be moved up one week. or extended out to be a 10 day season. Again historicly 
muzzleloaders take the least amount of game. 

if you didn't have to chose your weapon you wouldn't have to worry about over lap because you could shorten the seasons 
and the avid hunter would still be happy because he could hunt longer but would have to change weapons. 

implament the 209 primer 

It aint broke...don't fix it. It's nice to be able to hunt both species at once. 
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It is better to leave it as an overlapping season that way the people hunting with these tags only have to plan one trip instead 
of multiple trips. 

It is very difficult to hunt deer and elk in separate GMUs for muzzleloader presently. 

It isn't fair that the muzzleloader hunter only gets 7 days to hunt for deer/elk total in the early season 

It would be nice to have a muzzleloader season that did not coincide with quail/chukar opener (Oct 4). This really dampens 
the opening weekend with a lot of hunters/dogs/gunshots in the field. Also, currently, the last weekend of muzzleloader 
season has many modern firearms hunters in the field early with scouting/practice shooting/riding ATV's that also adds an 
unnecessary crowd. 

its about time working muzzleloader hunters would get more than 2 days to hunt (one weekend) 

Its not about the time they have to hunt, its about the few units they have to choose from. 

Keep the 7 day over lap with adding a few more days to Deer 

Kill all special ML special seasons. 

land access in early season is too confined due to fire concerns and poor landowner cooperation 

make a 10 day season 

makes it nice to have both at the same time 

MAYBE MY 6 YEAR OLD CAN GIVE YOU LESSONS. 

Mizzle loaders aleady have too many hunt days when combining early and late seasons. 

monitor results for three years and reassess 

more gmu area is required 

Most folks can't take off work more than a week to hunt. As it is muzzleloaders get to hunt both deer and elk during that 
week. 

Muzzleloader deer should be after all modern firearm seasons. 

muzzleloaders dont deserve any advantages over modern firearms. The old muzzleloaders do but the new muzzleloaders can 
shoot almost as far as modern firearms do. 

Muzzleloaders should have a 3 week season. 

muzzleloaders should have same length of time to hunt in the early season 

My concern is deer hunters putting pressure on the elk. The various seasons simply put too much pressure on game. I'm 
undecided what to do here. 

No special muzzle loader and archery permit seasons. Use the youth disabled and senior to manage the over/under populatios 
of does and or mature bucks. 

NO....focus on health of wildlife not user groups 

Not enough choices here - give the deer hunters a few more days up front if you want to "improve the muzzleloader deer 
season" but don't worry about the overlaps. Let both groups out there. 

Not sure that overlap is such a big concern< I also shot archery & feel as traditional muzzleloader have more incommon with 
trad. archery than inline shooters 

Open all GMU's to all methods of take sharing the same early, general, and late season dates 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain 

open it up to all hunters 

Open muzzleloader and archery at the same time 

open muzzleloader deer and elk in the same GMU. 
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Open muzzleloader season after modern firearm season and leave it open for three weeks. 

Open muzzleloader the last Saturday in Sept. but don't close Archery. 

Overlap with archers is fine. Both user groups must be close to their game animal. 

Overlapping seasons is how it should be. 

please don't shorten archery seasons. 

Prefer having everyone hunt at the same time. 

Push back firearms season one week and open on the 3rd Saturday of the month instead of the 2nd Saturday 

REALLY SUCKS TO HAVE TO HUNT 2 BIG GAME ANIMALS ALL IN 7 DAYS. ESPECIALLY IF THEY ARE NOT 
IN THE SAME GAME UNIT. RARELY DO I GET DRAWN FOR A DEER TAG IN THE AREA I ELK HUNT. MAKES 
FOR LOTS OF TRAVELING WHEN I SHOULD BE HUNTING. 

see coment above 

so again you fail. You are giving them 2 days in which to hunt, but claim 7. 

Still need to add a seperate week for muzzleloader elk. 

take the muzzle loaders out of the elk rut and give the traditional archers a chance 

That's still better than what modern firearm gets. That is why I am I looking at switching to Archery next year. I like the 
overlap of elk and deer, it gives me the option to switch it up and try something different the next day. 

The current week, dosen't allow different hunting districts to be used for deer and elk, that archery, and modern are allowed 
throughout the state. 

The early muzzleloader season is workable the way it is, it is the late hunt that needs more huntable GMU's like 124 & 133 in 
the greater Spokane area. 

The opportunity to harvest either animal should be an attraction? 

The season does need to be longer, as there are not alot of deer in the elk areas that are hunted. 

The September seasons are still to warm to prevent spoilage before you can get it to a cooler, if you can find one thats not 
full. 

There is little incentive for hunters to participate in muzzle loader hunting since ML hunters are severely in season length and 
areas open to them. Additionally, ML deer season and ML elk season overlap forcing ML hunters to fit all their hunting into 
those few days. Lengthening the ML deer season is a step in the right direction to correct this disparity. 

They have too much time as it is. 

they hunt in the prime rut. 

This is the best season of the year. They do not need more time. 

This really the only choice that makes sense, maybe this could result in more liberal seasons in archery and modern also. 

This would be another great change. For years this has been a huge annoyance having both the deer and elk general seasons 
open the same time. Having two weekends would be great too. Please consider making the change. 

This would be good if could open it up to either sex in some if not most areas. 

this would be the best for increasing muzzle loader tags 

Too much hunt time is given to muzzle loader and archery at the expense of modern firearm 

Two weekends for deer,one weekend for Elk. Why is muzzleloader so discriminated? 

We are seeing evidence of poaching and shooting from vehicles by muzzleloaders. 

We do a family archery trip last week of Sept if we haven't tagged our deer prior. This would be rough. If archery closed one 
week early, it should open 1 week earlier - Late August so we still have 4 weeks in early hunt. 
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what is wrong with overlaps 

with the new muzzleloaders, they are very close to a rifle. Not really a primitive weapon anymore 

work is too busy for me to hunt only 7 days 

you have the worst muzzleloader seasons I've seen. you shouldn't even offer it. 

 
 

ISSUE 35C: Providing More Muzzleloader Elk Hunting Time  

BACKGROUND: One way to improve the muzzleloader elk season is to lengthen the current season. For 
the 2009-2011 hunting seasons, this could be accomplished by always opening the season on October 1 
and closing before the modern firearm deer season opener (which opens on the Saturday after October 
10). The 2009 season would close on October 11, the 2010 season would close on October 10, and the 
2011 season would close on October 9. 

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

10 day season 

209 ignition, otherwise no changes 

3 more days in the early elk season will create and inequity in harvest for elk biased towards ML's 

a two week season with a 4 day weekend overlap would be nice. 

Add GMU 124 to muzzleloader late elk hunt. 

allow hunters to hunt multi season, like other states in our nation. 

Allow hunting with all weapons. If the season is open let people hunt!!!!!! 

allow more 65 and over hunts and less master hunter hunts 

Also make muzzleloader elk season in November and December last longer too have the regular late muzzleloader season go 
until the end of the month of december 

Alternative 1 would work well with Issue 35A Alternative 1 or 2 

Another way to improve muzzleloader elk is to open more GMUs that were given to archery in the 1990s. 

Any bull special tags need an opportunity before everybody is hunting. 

ANY ELK. 

As long as this does NOT afffect archery hunters. 

Can you open this up to more either sex unit? Why can't muzzleloeaders get in on more of the rut season that arhcery gets? 

Change the restrictions on muzzle loading weapons to allow for the modern style firearms with 209 ignition systems, scopes, 
etc. 

Change the weapon rules for muzzle loader to include Non primitive closed cap inline guns 

Combine dates for muzzle loader & modern fire arm. Why show preference? 

consider opening muzzleloader after modern season 

Ditto 

Do away with muzzleloader preference. 

Do away with the weapon choice for elk. 

Do not make early elk season any longer as muzzleloaders are too effective to hunt with in the rut 

do the same for elk as deer 

Page 120 of 236 



ISSUE 35C: Providing More Muzzleloader Elk Hunting Time  
don't choose your weapon and problem solved 

Don't curtail turkey. 

dont have the deer and elk at the same time. 

Eliminate early muzzleloader elk and extend the late season. 

Eliminate muzzleloader all together - they are to advanced to be separated. 

eliminate muzzleloader elk-too much wounding!!!!! 

ELK early western gmu's muzzle 24. archery 64 Modern 100+ Muzzle is not being allowed same opritunity 

Ever hear of the Equal Protection Clause as written into the State and Federal Constitutions? 

Everyone will benefit a little bit if there is less overlap of seasons. 

for traditional muzzleloaders no change for modern muzzleloaders 

Get the muzzle loaders out of GMU 530. They kill too many bulls, and the pickings are slim for modern rifle. Don't let 
muzzleloader hunt during the rut. 

Give a different week for muzzleloader elk prior to muzzleloader deer. 

Give everyone (archers, muzzleloaders and modern) only nine days, to include two weekends 

give more muzzleloader elk hunting opportunities. Make smaller drawing hunts if need be. 

give us more areas close to cowlitz and lewis county please!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

HAving only one weekend open to muzzleload elk is horrible to people with jobs. Please have a longer season. 

I feel the Muzzleloader Elk season is too short. A couple more days added on would be great! 

I felt That, with the poor seasons for ML, I could only do one- in 2008 I chose elk for ML. If these changes are made, many 
more people like myself will hunt deer AND elk again w/ML. 

I lack the knowledge to respond in an educated manner for this question. 

I need the hunters and game dept.to get the elk off my property! They are wrecking it. 

I personally have issues with modern muzzleloaders. The guns now used are more than capable of taking down an elk at 150 
yards or greater. Although modern advances with archery equipment have help with lighter arrows and more velocity, taking 
big or medium sized game, in essence, is not much different than it was 30 years ago, where a muzzleloader 30 years ago had 
a good range of 80-100 yards. 

I strongly agree with this proposal. 

I think muzzle loaders are a small minority of the hunters and that there hunting seasons should reflect this fact. Taking away 
hunting time from the majority of hunters is not right. 

i will not support any muzzleloader agendes until they get with the program and allow 209 primers and scopes 

I would like to have more time to hunt like everyone else, but I have been seeing more and more people in my area and that 
could be addressed by having a early and a late season for elk only you would have to make a choice you can't hunt them 
both. That way the hunters would be split thus reducing hunting pressure. The only user group that couldn't benefit from this 
would be rifle hunters because there are only so many hunting days in a year. 

I would like to see a late season reinstated in the cowiche area also. 

implament the 209 primer 

include antlerless and youth hunting 

it really dosen't matter because there is no GMUs open near my area of walla walla for early muzzeloader elk 

its about time you do something to better the muzzleloader seasons 

Keep the Over lap, just extend both season to Oct 1, to the friday prior to modern deer 
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Let elk season coincide with modern firearm season 

Look at the kill ratios. # of kills pper # of hunters. Too high a percentage to allow more kills per hunter for that group. 

Manage the game! the hunter will do what is best for them 

Modern firearm hunters don't want hunting pressure up to the day before we finally get a chance. There needs to be a break 
between seasons. 

monitor results for three years and reassess 

More GMUs to hunt in is more usefull to improve the hunting season than more time. The current GMU's are crowded, with 
most for cows in privite land. This creates a privite hunting area for the land owners with little public access. 

More hunting opportunity is good. 

Move mordern deer and elk 1 week later, most would prefer it later. 

muzzle loadiers need longer seasons. They are range limited, stalking is the method used to get within range. 

Muzzleloader general season for elk should be open at the same time that modern rifle is. 

Muzzleloader hunting elk is more challenging than modern. More time would be really appreciated and spread the pressure 
on the elk out over more time. Please consider this option. 

Muzzleloader need more GMUs to hunt also. 

Muzzleloader rifles are now just as efficiant as rifles , include muzzleloaders with rifle hunting all at the same time. Whats 
the difference ? 

muzzleloaders are allready killing more elk in 7 days than archers are in there season 

Muzzleloaders becoming to close to modern firearm in performance 

muzzleloaders should have same length of time to hunt. We pay the same fees but get less opportunity to hunt 

muzzleloaders should hunt along with modern firearms. They do not need extra time. 

My reason for filling out this survey, is to raise an issue: More open areas (esp in SW Wa.) for early season elk muzzle 
hunting. Currently arhcery hunters enjoy several early season opportunities, while I can realistically can hunt in only 1 
unit(Ryderwood). I would suggest, that in this area of the state, the DFW should rotate the game units open between archery 
and muzzleloader. i.e. Coweeman open for archery, Ryderwood open for muzzle. and the next season the opposite. Basically 
I would like the opportunity to hunt the Coweeman early. 

need to move bow season back 2 weeks to hot to hunt elk or deer 

No more special ML seasons 

No muzzleloader for elk in GMU 506, 673 and 681 

not broken; don't fix it!!! 

Offer more units to hunt in, the length of the season is fine. 

Open all GMU's to all methods of take sharing the same early, general, and late season dates 

Open archery elk the last to weeks of september 

open deer and elk muzzleloader season in some of the same GMU. 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain 

open it all up to all hunters 

open more gmu's for elk 

open muzzleloader Elk last saturday of september and closed 7-days before modern 

Open muzzleloader season a week before the general rifle. I believe October 1 should be only open to special permit hunts, 
not general season. 
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Open other areas for muzzleloader general seasons. 

Open season Saturday closest to october first and run through the following Sunday. 

Open some GMU's during late September 

Open some units in the middle of the state for Eastside late muzzleloader for elk, like it used to be. That is why I gave up on 
muzzleloading, no good GMUs open in the middle of the state. 

Open the muzzleloader deer before the muzzleloader Elk would allow more days for both seasons. 

Open up GMU's for muzzleloading elk in SE Washington. 

open with early deer 

Opening elk on Oct 1 will make too many spikes vulnerable because that is when they are getting involved in the rut. 

overlap with archery as needed 

poachers currently enjoy overlaping seasons due to no meaningful enforcement in chelan co christines budjet cuts to thank 

Prefer shortening the season for archery and muzzleloaders. 

Reduce Muzzleloader Elk Season to the same time frame in length as Modern Firearm Elk Season 

Replace the muzzle loader opportunities with youth, disabled and senior opportunities. 

Same as above, move mf season back 1 week. 

Same thing... some guys nomatter what will cry. Be tough and tell them how it is. 

See above. "Modern" ARCHERY (compound bows) and traditional archery share the archery season. Should traditional 
archery have its own season? 

See comment to issue 35B. 

see previous 

see previous 

so once again muzzleload elk hunters get screwed I pay the same for my tags but no change in open units. 

stop descrimination and make all hunters who by a tag get equal opertunity. elimenate master hunter cassification. 

Stop this muzzle loader requsts. Do they have a a better lobbyist? 

Stupid idea running through the first part of October in the heat of the rut. We need to bring up Bull to cow ratios, not lower 
them!!!!!!!!!!!! 

take the muzzle loaders out of the elk rut and give the traditional archers a chance 

Take time from the modern season, open more GMU to muzzleloader elk 

The best inprovment to the elk season would be to increase the number of GMUs to hunt in, reducing the crowding in the few 
GMUs that are available now. 

The best way to improve muzzleloader Elk would be to have more units available. In my case, southeastern blue mts, we 
need more units with a decent muzzleloader Elk hunt! 

The currant season gives us only one weekend to mhunt elk, it is not enough. 

The current muzzleloader season is too short. The late elk muzzelloader season in several easetern gmu's should be returnted.

The early elk season is very short.It is bad enough that we dont get to hunt all the normal "good elk"units and are restricted to 
only a couple low land units here on the westside. 

The Elk are very vulerable at this time and muzzleloader Elk hunters currently have a high success rate. 

The muzzleloader elk season could start after the deer season, if the muzzlerloader deer season starts at the end of September.

The muzzleloader has too many advantages in the elk hunt-don't give them any more. 
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The muzzleloaders are putting a big dent in the elk population since they are hunting during the rut. I hunt GMU 658 which 
was opened 2 years ago for muzzleloaders. Since that time I have not seen a legal branched bull during the modern rifle 
season. Prior to that my group would see legal bulls on a regular basis. Muzzleloaders should not have the opportunity to 
hunt elk during the rut. Their season shouldn't open until later in October. 

The unit I hunt elk in(578) has not been the same since a early muzzel loader season was put in 2 or 3 years ago. If I had a 
choice I would take away the early muzzle loader season 

There is little incentive for hunters to participate in muzzle loader hunting since ML hunters are severely in season length and 
areas open to them. Additionally, ML deer season and ML elk season overlap forcing ML hunters to fit all their hunting into 
those few days. Lengthening the ML elk season is a step in the right direction to correct this disparity. 

there is no reason unit 364 should be restricted just to the special draw. it should be open to all muzzel loaders durning the 
general season 

there should not be any overlap of any season. The deer/elk should have a break to settle down 

Theres what 10 people in the state that muzzle load ? I'm being sarcastic but c'mon. And another thing, in NE washington 
specifically Most of the land North of the spokane river, why do u close the deer season down for the elk season? How many 
people actually hunt elk up that way. Better yet, how many people hunt elk on any public land there? I will tell you..VERY 
FEW . Why ? Because there are very few elk there. 

This is absolutely necessary to "even the playing field". 

this would be the fairest for all hunters 

This would be the same as the deer season I have chosen, the two weekend hunts would be great for both deer and elk. 

to open the woods oct 1st would be poor for the elk no rest after archery 

Two weekend would be nice to see open for early Elk with more GMU's open for 3pt bull only 

when people get older we tend to drive up to the top of the hill then hunt down. When you allow the logging companies to 
lock us out, even closing off national forest,you create an over abundance of animals in an area.This unhealthy situation is 
self inflicted All hunters are not 25,can carry 200 lb on their backs. Some of us are much better hunters because we have 
matured with age. we dont get buck fever any more, and we are smart enough to realize that we can't walk back behind 
closed gates 5 miles and carry an animal out. OPEN THE GATES GIVE US OUR ACCESS BACK. 

WHY NOT GIVE MUZZLE LOADERS SEPERATE WEEKS TO HUNT ELK AND DEER JUST LIKE THE MODERN 
RIFLE MAJORITY. 

Why the continual push to increase muzzleloader seasons? Modern muzzle loaders with increased range & accuracy have 
passed the traditional "pioneer" attributes of a muzzleloader. Why give a 200 yd muzzleloader so many special deals? 

You also need to add more units or vary units year to year 

you would have more muzzleloader hunters if there was more time to hunt 

 
 

ISSUE 39: Management Alternatives for Bull Elk in GMUs 568 (Washougal), 574 (Wind River), 
578 (West Klickitat), & 388 (Antler Restrictions)  

BACKGROUND:  

The Department has received requests from the public for more conservative bull elk hunting in the 
“Gorge” GMUs. The current season structure is “Any Elk” for all user groups. Currently, the Department 
is managing the area for deer opportunities. 

 A change is not needed for conservation reasons. If a change is made, the liberal antlerless elk seasons 
for all user groups would continue.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

3 ponit or antlerless 
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388 should go back to west side tag NOT A EAST SIDE TAG AND REMOVE THE RIFLE ELK OUT OF WEST 
KLICKITAT 

3-point min. works!!!!! 

A 3pt minimum for bulls would essentially be saying your not managing the area for deer. 

and cow permits 

Branched antler restrictions have worked well for elk near Mt. St. Helens, I don't feel they work for deer at all though 

Comments from the public do not address conservation measures. This is an anti hunting sneak play. 

control antlerless take with permits 

could go 4 point restriction, but allow shooting of spikes 

Does "the public" have any really specific dangerous situations or do these NIMBYs just want to deter hunter success? 
WDF&W seems overly reactive to any phone call or letter writer. . 

ELK TASTE BETTER THAN WHITETAILS....HUNT THEM BASTAGES....AND LET THE BOWHUNTERS DO A 
WEST SIDE HUNT. 

For youth they should be able to shoot anterless or spike bull in all units 

GO TO SPIKE ONLY AND BRANCH BULLS PERMIT ONLY 

have the elk season later. 

Hunters can go to another unit for additional restrictions 

I am against any deer or elk harvest during their Ruts. Let the strongest breed and improve the heard without human 
pressures. 

I believe changing to a 3pt or better with antlerless allowed would be a real problem, how many spikes would be killed 
accidently and then wasted to prevent prosecution 

I do not think you should change these limits across all diceplines of hunting (archery, modern, muz). Please look at this from 
a success rate. 

I don't hunt there...... Sounds like people management issue, and no threat to the Wildlife. 

I have not seen an elk killed in 388 for 10 years. This is crazy. 388 needs to be any elk. 

I would like to think that my hard-earned hunting dollars were used for game biologists, rather than to appease public 
opinion. 

If anything make it spike bull or better.Saving the Cows and calfs that get wiped out by hunting parties. 

If is isn't broke, don't fix it. 

if its not broke... 

If no change is needed then please do not change. 

If there is no science to support it, don't change the season! 

if they change it too 3pt or 5pt minimum there would be way more monster bulls 

If you change the bull harvest but not the antlerless, it wouldn't take very long to change the balance of the bull to cow ratio 
in a detrimental way. 

It's hard enough to find elk without making it a 3-point minimum. Plus I know from experience that the Wind River area 
often gets snowed out before the season ends anyway. 

It's nice that there are still units where any elk is legal, alot of us are still meat hunters. 

Leave it alone 
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578 (West Klickitat), & 388 (Antler Restrictions)  
Leave unit 578 and388alone no change,stop cutting muzzleloader seasons. 

Let the herds build up. Open the units to cow harvesting... when the populations are high. 

make 4 point minimum in unit 574 and 578 

MAKE THIS CHANGE STATEWIDE!!! 

More, bigger elk in the Gorge would be great if the land could support it with the deer management plan. 

most hunters that hunt 388 for elk hunt the late archery season there are very few elk there early, most hunters hunting that 
area are from the west side it should go back to a west side unit 

move the season back 1 week 

My observations are that there are more big bulls in the Wind River unit than in antler restricted areas. Probably because of 
the denser cover and the ability to shoot the first elk seen. 

No Change 

NO MORE POINT RESTRICIONS 

not broken; don't try and fix!!! 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain 

or antlerless, this will give younger bulls the oppurtunity to mature. This will also help the bull to cow ratio. 

Please manage this area specifically for deer. even with the liberal elk hunting, the elk herd is still growing and needs to be 
controlled. this should not be managed for trophy elk. 

Prefer you change it to three point minimum. 

Send your people to Idaho who actually know how to run a fish and wildlife department 

Should be "Any Bull Elk", not "Any Elk" 

should be general season just like all GMU's with very liberal antlerless tags 

SPIKE ONLY PERMIT ONLY BRANCH BULLS 

still allow antlerless for cow bull ratios 

stop the indians from killing the elk when they are pushed down from snow 

Take care of the cougar population in these areas and see if the elk problems are solved first! 

The 3-point minimum I think is a bad idea because them more of the breeding will be done by the younger bulls. Which in 
my opinion gives you less good quality bulls in the future. Hunt the smaller ones and allow permits for the bigger ones. 

The department needs to continue with the current elk management and increase the deer harvest including antlerless. 

The gorge units are great for deer areas, and there are too many 3-point bull elk units in existence already. 

THE LIBERAL ANTERLESS SEASONS SHOULD BE REMOVED THESE AREAS HAVE BEEN OVER HUNTED 
FOR FAR TO LONG. IF LAND OWNERS NEED ELK REMOVED THEN WE SHOULD HAVE SPECIAL PERMITS 
FOR THEM SO THE TROUBLED ELK CAN BE REMOVED. 

There are not enough bulls in those units to make it worth hunting for anyone, especially West Clickitat. Of the last 20 elk we 
have killed in those units, 2 have been bulls, and this is over a 10 year period. 1 elk every 5 years is unfair, and should not 
even be considered for West Clickitat; it will kill hunting in that area, and isn't hunting that what you are trying to encourage?

There are not that many elk left after TheNative Americans get done so why bother 

there is not alot of elk in these units. leave it alone. 

These are deer units You put in a early muzzle loader hunt to reduce the elk herds bow you want to put in antler restrictions 
what a joke!!!!! 
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578 (West Klickitat), & 388 (Antler Restrictions)  
these areas have been over hunted for years,eliminate cow killing 

These units should all be 3 pt. bull and permit only cow elk . 

This gives the elk a chance to become bigger mature elk for breeding! 

This is a deer area and should be managed as such. Elk populations should be limited as much as possible. With "any elk" 
regs, the herd still seems to be growing. Leave it alone. 

This is one reason I began hunting here. I would not travel there if it were not for the any elk opportunity 

This is the primary hunting grounds for muzzleloader elk hunters. Creating a strict antler rule would greatly affect the 
hungting quality of the muzzleloaders. If people want to hunt for big bulls they should spend more time scouting for them. I 
have seen very large bulls in 568 and I am certain that many more exist if people would look for them rather than shoot the 
first spike they see. 

This would allow for trophy class bulls in these areas. Great idea. 

This would be a huge mistake if current regs were changed. Elk hunting in the gorge is tough enough. 

What are the reasons from the public? It would help to understand that perspective. 

When you change to 3 point minimum you end up with 2 point and srew up your big bucks 

Why is the public requesting more conservative bull elk hunting? 

 
 

ISSUE 40: Timing of Modern Firearm General Elk Season in the Yakima and Colockum Areas  

BACKGROUND:  

Some hunters have suggested that we could improve hunting conditions and increase elk harvest by 
adopting a later season framework, which would increase the chances of the general season overlapping 
with winter storms and elk migration. 

The current modern firearm general elk season in the Yakima and Colockum areas is October 25 - 
November 2. Later seasons might result in improved hunting conditions because of weather, more elk 
activity, increased hunter success, and increased hunter satisfaction. Hunting pressure might increase 
as hunters move in from other parts of eastern Washington. 

There might be an increase in harvest of yearling bulls, increased success on “any bull” permits, and 
increased success on antlerless permits. 

Hunter crowding would increase as high elevation areas become inaccessible and elk concentrate at 
lower elevations. 

Season length would decrease to ensure adequate spike survival. The number of bull permits would 
decrease to maintain bull:cow ratios. The number of antlerless permits would decrease to meet 
population objectives.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

about time it started later. But more road closures need to be put in place to avoid overcrowding in most areas. Access by car 
due to improved roads is to wide spread 

about time the season was moved back. at one time the dept said it would never move the season earlier than 5 Nov 

Actually just start it in the middle of the week. Starting later could result in overhunting if people from the Blues go to 
yakima/colockum after their season 
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add more any bull tags and give some antlerless permits in the colockum units its not going to hurt the herd.I think the 
advanced hunter ed hunters in the 328 unit are not making a good impression to the other hunters being able to take two elk 
each and claiming that they are deprovasion hunting when the elk are not even in the farmers feilds.This needs to be fixed 
quick because your making two different class of hunters. 

Add special permits for a later season! 

Again, I am in favor of a more liberal permit system allowing fewer hunters/year for all elk hunting. However, the success 
rate would be higher when the hunter is drawn more frequently and no restricitons on antlers. 

Allow permit hunting later in season 

Also go to the 5 Elk tag system, which means you have to choose one of these 5 areas Westside, Colockum, Northeast, Blue 
Mountains, and Yakima. Like you had in previous years. DJ 

Also go to the 5 Elk tag system, which means you have to choose one of these 5 areas Westside, Colockum, Northeast, Blue 
Mountains, and Yakima. Like you had in previous years. DK 

Also the any bull hunt should coniside with the general hunt but extended one week after the geneeral hunt. This would keep 
from running the herd's out of the country before the spikes can be harvested. I am talking more in the Yakima areas/ 

Also you should look at reducing or monitoring indian harvests. 

alternate the seasons every few years to balance the pressure on the herd 

An Alternative would be two seasons, early and late, that would spread the hunters out, like choosing rifle, ML, or archery. 

and Change the west side to a corresponding season following that; 10-19 Nov for 2009 etc. Also better for the game 
wardens not to have two simultaneous hunts of that size 

Archers should have opportunity for cow tags as well (offer 50 or 100 tags). Archers can not hunt cows in 328 while rifle 
hunters can shoot cows in 251 in a Malaga B tag; it is like shooting cattle over there. 

Archery, muzzle and modern season framework should rotate annualy to allow everyone to experience hunting during the 
heat of late summer/early fall as well as hunting in the cool weather of late fall/early winter.. 

Back in the 70-80's we had longer seasons and later time, elk hung in many camps. If the management plan calls for reducing 
the Yak elk herd due to damage, etc, why not allow better hunter success rates with later seasons? "Back in the day" we had 
more hunters, later seasons and plenty of elk made it to the feedlots after the season. 

By Changing this season to these dates. restores what the season used to be only 20 years ago thats why I support this change

Change the date to end around November 15. 

Changing the season in just these areas will bring hunters from other areas that didn't get an elk during the current season into 
these areas. These areas have enough hunters already. I would support opening the season on Monday instead of Saturday to 
cut down on the "opening weekend slaughter" 

Close more roads in the Colockum and make it special permit hunting only. 

Closing the roads sounds like a good plan. 

Colockum Elk herd is already toast due to all the access.....how about closing it to all general hunting! Permit Only 

Create a "Colockum Only" Elk tag to stop hunter coming from other areas or special permit to hunt Colockum elk. 

Create a quality hunt for the rifle guys...however....shut down more roads and make them hunt..not drive there trucks 
everywhwere 

Currently you can hunt from the top of the mountains down to the water. 

Discontinue Spike only for modern firearms and allow a general 9 day season begining on first Sat of Nov. and allow 3 point 
minum Bull only hunts 

Do away with the weapon choice for elk. 

Do not start elk hunts until after Oct 31 st. 

do this statewide. you need to have all state elk seasons at the same time. 
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Do what is best for the elk....if you need more harvest...more time given 

Elk hunting should be two weeks 

Give more any bull permits. The Yakama nation indians kill them all winter anyways. 

give the elk a chance, modern rifle takes the majority of the elk 

How about changing the general tags to an "early" and a "late" tag that could be chosen when purchased? Say a 7 day "early" 
tag and a 7 day "late" tag. 

I do not support changing this season but leaving the rest of SE Washington in the earlier season, not only does it increase 
hunting in this area but these hunters can also hunt the rest of SE Washington where hunting pressure is already high. There 
are similar issues in the other parts of SE Washington, I would support moving all seasons to this time frame. 

I hate the WA elk seasons and hunt ID because of length of the season and weapon choice 

I hunt the high country. Later season favors road hunters, lower quality hunt. 

I like this change. Early November is much better. Way too close to deer season. 

I strongly agree with this 

I would like the 8th through November 16 

I would prefer a two year change cycle instead of 3, to gauge the effectivemness. Having hunted in yakima area, weather can 
be balmy well into November. 3 years to monitor and gauge the change & the harvest. 

I would work with the idians to not overharvest the mature elk like the 15-20 that certain take every year. 

I'd like for the DFW to do away with the spike only general season and make elk hunting in eastern wa. by permit only. 

If the change may yield an increased harvest and the herd cannot support more harvest, then do not change it! 

If we are able keep bull:cow ratios and the carying capacity of the land does not become an issue 

if you draw a bull tag have to shoot 3 point or better -- no spikes 

If you want the herd to meet its objectives than this makes NO SENSE to change the season. 

If you want the herd to meet objectives why would you do this??? 

Increase the season to account for both weeks allowing hunters to better schedule their working lives. 

increased harvest numbers should not be the objective when game populations are declining 

Issue permits. Charge a fee. Reduce congestion. 

it also gives a weekend between deer and elk season 

It is just to hot in October to hunt Elk, meat spoils, very dificult to find elk. 

It seems crazy to change the season if you are trying to bring this herd numbers up 

It seems that the current season gets quite a lot of warm weather. To me, elk hunting equals snow. Get rid of ATV's and this 
season will really work well. 

Its overcrowded as is 

I've hunted this area for years. The last couple were weather busts. The 3 before were great. Ya pays yer money and takes yer 
chance. Seriously, reducing the opportunity will adversely affect the hunt - it's not all about the harvest, Laddies. 

I've quit hunting for Elk and soon hunting in this state................... 

Just give out more bull permits, I mean have you really seen all the mature bulls in Clockum and Teanaway. EVERY 
resident elk hunter should draw a permit every 3 years. I have never been drawn an have 6 elk points. Nobody wants a spike. 
Close the area to General and give out ample permits. LOOK AT OTHER STATES!!!! 

Keep the native americans from slaughtering all the bulls..... 
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leave our huntinf alone... why push the people out that have been there for years.... just issue more bull tags, that will bring in 
more people, or just give alonger season, please dont move it to later or the snow will push every hunter down into the 
private ground where we dont have permission.. 

LESS PERMITS, MORE EQUAL OPPORTUNITY HUNTING 

lets get it back to were it use to be Nov 5 to Nov 15th so we get or 11 days of hunting back that was taken away 

Make the season two weeks, like most states offer!! 

Manage the elk not peoples wishes. Not everything should be equal or easy. 

manage the GAME!!!! 

modern firearm hunters already take the majority of game 

More hunters banging away at herds of elk are not desirable. 

moving the season later would greatly increase hunting pressure and decrease the quality of the hunt. also decreasing the 
number of elk. especially in the clockum where the herd is already low. 

No change. If "visiting" deer wiht a camera is a negative experience for the deer during winter, thant you will probably only 
create more calf loss to the elk herds as the winter season approaches. 

no laws need to change because of wheather change your tatics. 

No Preference Computer glitch still!!! 

No reason to increase the odds of a single hunter downing more then one animal in a large herd 

Not good for elk. Do what's right for wildlife and use hunters as the tools to manage populations. WA wishes we had healthy 
populations. What we do have are people that want to kill stuff. Now, lets manage our wildlife populations. 

Offer more late season special permits 

One way to maintain bull: cow ratio would be to do something to keep the Native Americans from butchering the bulls. I 
look for elk sheds in the spring. Last spring I went up to the Colockum, and I found four elk carcases within two hundred 
yards; all the bones were there except the heads, which made it pretty obvious that whoever shot them were only after the 
horns. 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain 

open more gmu"s to disperse hunters more crowding causes safty issues 

Oregon does not seem to have a problem with these same dates. Protect harvests, not kill more or we will be just scaling back 
in the future due to to many kills. That was the same reason WDFW took archers out of the woods in the begining of October 
years ago. "too many Elk were being killed" Stay consitant with your actions! 

put it back to 14 day hunt 

reduce no. of master hunters and # of master hunter hunts 

refer to my las comment 

Remove the Spike only restriction for modern firearm as PROMISED years ago for all Eastern Washington!!!! This 
restriction has gone on way too long!!! 

Restructure seasons. Early ones for the high country, later progressively. Limit the number of tags per week of season 
allowed. Numbers of hunters could be controlled if they get to pick their week. Not all could just select the late season. Not 
all would want to. 

Risk of stranding hunters in high country storms outweighs better hunting success of a later season. 

satisfied customers would seem to be a good thing, although not general policy for wdfw 

Season needs to be later. Modern firearm hunters are currently being screwed by the early season. It's time for a change! 

Sounds like fewer permits but higher hunter success would result in similar kills of cows & bulls. Why not delay openers at 
least another week . 
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Special permits should have a higher succsess rate than general season. And should be offered during peak times of the year. 
The WDFW should have a hunter success goal of 70% or better on special permits. 

Start Elk season earlier, maybe First week of October. 

Still not enough change time 

Switch the five days for the permit hunter before the general season to after the general season. 

That would be great, I love that idea. I alwas likes the Nov. 5th opener and would be happy with a 7 day season with that 
date 

The change in seasons is fine as long as you include the harvest restrictions. 

The dates are good, but you MUST go to a permit only scheme in Kittitas County. Way too many hunters combined with 
cougars and Tribal hunting are really impacting the herd. 

The Hunts have seemed to be advancedearlier and earlier as the years have progressed, where did the late muzzleloader 
season go for Yakima?? 

The most reason for peop;e wanting a later season is being lazy and to have the snow drive the elk down so they can get to 
them. 

The season is already too short and has been too short for too many years now. It is getting to be a joke to hunt in WA 
anymore!! 

The season used to be in Nov. As far a bull permits go that is not a factor. There are so few issued it has no bering on the 
bull: cow ratio 

The WDFW needs to take a hard look at hunting in general as far as elk are concerned. Maybe we could adopt a hunting 
season like Montana where you purchase your license and are allowed to use that tag during archery, muzzleloader, and 
modern firearm. This would allow the hunter to have a chance to fill his tag during any season until he harvested an animal. 
It would also eliminate the bickering over units and hunting unit overlap, give the hunter a chance to decide and help in the 
health of our herds. 

There are concerns about the bull harvest/survival of the Colockum herd, so changes should not be made that would increase 
that harvest. 

There are few areas that need more elk killed, quite the opposite! If you need to thin an area offer more permits. 

There is too much hunting pressure during the current season. The Department should consider a late modern firearm season 
in all Eastern Washington GMU's. 

There's nothing you can do to improve the hunting experience in this unit. There are too many hunters per square meter and 
too few elk. In additon, there is significant opportunity for escapement into private or restriced areas. The best thing the game 
department can do to improve the hunting experience in the colockum area is to make it a permit only area and select a 
rationale number of permits for the area. This would, over time, improve the overall harvest and hunter experience. 

These areas are already over crowded, it honestly ruins the entire hunting experience when all you see is oarnge 

This change would only benefit lazy hunters wanting the elk to be driven to them by nature. In some areas, it would give 
hunting a bad image. 

This is a dangerous time of year. Several time we have had to pull out of the Colockum early. Crowding problems... Have 
you been up there during the current seson? Good greif. I would reccomend these areas become a draw only area on all elk 
tags. 

This is a great idea. 

this is a start but the season needs to be later.there should be two week pause with no one in the woods...also let the archery 
and muzzle loader hunt with the modern fire arms all at the same time...the way it is now they get the pick of the animals 
first....those of us who choose to hunt with modern firearms spend lot of money just to suck the hind tit...... 

This is an excellent idea. Thank you. 

This is long overdue in the old days we had hunts even later with very good results I don't know why this was changed lets 
make it even later. 
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ISSUE 40: Timing of Modern Firearm General Elk Season in the Yakima and Colockum Areas  
This is not changing the time to a later season. Make the dates starting after Nov 10, of all the years and monitor.Keep us 
informed on the number of kills vrs the number of permits for allhunting in these areas, thanks. 

This is the area that I hunt Elk. Leave it the same as now. 

This is what is happening now! This change should happen in 09 anyway. Make thr general opener the first Saturday of Nov. 
every year! 

This should be tried. Time will tell if overcrowding of hunters gets worse. 

This would also serve the purpose of letting the elements limit the number of hunters in some areas, leading to more Bull 
escapement.I have been longing for a LATER M/F general bull season on the Colockum...for what....30 years!! 

THREE POINT OR BETTER ON ELK! 

Too much pressure now.. Some elk camps qualify for own Zip Code 

Treat tribal and non-tribal hunting the same. 

try it for 3 years,then reevaluate. 

unfortuantely with the season in Oct. many high school boys miss the oppurtunity to hunt because of football season. I would 
like to see the season move back even another week. 

WDF&W should sc & bi manage as necessary (likr standing on a 6 foot spike). 

WDFW needs to change the spike only regulations on the east side of the state and make the entire state 3-point or better. In 
the trophy areas make it 5 point or better. this will prove for better distribution of hunting preasure and provide great 
huntiong oppertunities. 

We would really like to see Elk hunting in November. Thank you. 

When are you going to give the muzzleloader hunters better late season opportunities like they used to have in GMU 346? 

When I started to hunt in the Yakama area, if I remember correctly,season started in November and ran for at least a week. 

why does the length of the season need to be decreased just because the season is later 

Why don't you stop the "any elk" for rifle hunters west of hwy 395 in unit 121 to " bull only"!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Why not change the dates but leave the duration to cover two weekends and leave the number of permits the same and see 
what happens to the populations. Right now you have opinions but no facts. Need to show more effort to accumulate facts to 
support actions. Many hunters feel game managers guess a lot but have little facts to back up opinions. 

Why would you want to harvest more animals when you have the archers hunting spike bulls only in GMU's 336 and 328???

why would you want to increase hunter success in the clockum area when the herd is not meeting management goals. 

Without knowing the current health of the herds in Colockum/Yakima units, I can't give a preference. 

Would like to see the time extended towards the end maybe add a week. 

Would really be nice to be able to hunt the migratory herds again, but alas still too early a season. 

you double talk when you say we need to save the spikes for next year when you have spike only 
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ISSUE 71: Changing the Season Structure for GMUs 524 (Margaret) & 556 (Toutle) from Permit 
Only to General Season  

BACKGROUND: Currently, GMUs 524 & 556 are managed as desirable quality elk hunts in southwest 
Washington. Both GMU bull hunts have a high number of applicants. Antlerless hunting opportunities 
currently exist in these two GMUs. 

Changing these GMUs from permit only to general season would lose the quality elk hunt opportunity in 
southwest Washington. Changing these GMUs from permit only to a general season would need to be a 
gradual change; increasing permits slowly over a period of three years before reaching a general season 
entry. 

Changing to general season would provide additional land for more general hunter access, potentially 
reducing hunting pressure in adjoining GMUs. 

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

Access and visibilty has decreased since creation of these quality units....open to all would not present a negative but might 
encourage more fols to start elk hunting again 

allows hunters to harvest a nice bull without all the hunting presure. 

Also reduce the number of elk the indian tribes can harvest! I believe this is a major contributor. 

also, keep the antlerless archery hunters out of the units while the bull hunters are trying to take advantage of a tag that can 
take ten or more years to get. Acces needs to be improved for early season archery hunters in the Toutle unit 

and also you should increase permit tags in the loowitt, I had a toutle tag last year those critters know there safe there and 
they wont move out of there if there is no presure on them and you will have winter kill problems there untill you do this 

and increase number of permits 

Archery General Season wit 3 point min.& Any elk permits. Muzzleloading and Modern increase permits. Archery is very 
tough hunting look at success ratios. Also 3 point minimum 

B.S!! Some of us (35%) have been putting in for points for years. I want some quality areas. Maybe increase the tags a bit, 
but it's not right to create a game 13-15 years ago, and then eliminate it because of pressure from others. Same with Wenaha. 
Pat fowler has made that an awesome area. My brother drew an achery tag there last year and i went with him. don't screw up 
the few trophy opportunities in this state 

Both units seem to have an abundance of elk and would be better managed as a general hunt to reduce herd size. 

Break Toutle unit into North and South units. Increase cow permits in north and reduce cow permits in south as much of the 
southern herd does not winter in the Toutle drainage. Increase archery and muzzleloader bull permits. Increase Yale unit 
boundry north. 

chang unit 556 toutle too general hunting. leave unit 524 margaret alone . Don't touch old marble unit leave it open to public 
hunting. 

change 556 toutle back too general hunting like was before 1980. Leave GMU 524 as permit unit . and DON'T TOUCH old 
marble unit . 

change GMU556 to general season gradually , leave GMU524 to permit only 

Change is needed to prevent winter kills.. I do not support full on Open Season.. Increase permits or season length 

change margeret to general season if access is available 

Change the application for and draw for special permit so that it is more fair. First of all, in high demand areas change it so 
that a person has to apply for a mininum # of years before they even qualify for a draw. I've been appling for several years, 
and I haven't gotten the correct # of pts for an unsuccessful draw. Change it so that the state handles special permits, instead 
of outsourcing it. 

change the toutle, the margaret unit is such a great habitat for big animals and serves as a once in a lifetime hunt opportunity 

change them slowly over time 
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ISSUE 71: Changing the Season Structure for GMUs 524 (Margaret) & 556 (Toutle) from Permit 
Only to General Season  
Change toutle unit south of the south fork of the toutle into general season and north of the south fork of the toutle (signal 
peak country) combine with margaret into trophy permit only hunting 

Change Toutle unit to general since it is larger and can handle the increased hunters. 

Changing the Marble to permit only would take to long to create a quality area for hunting. Open the Toutle and keep the 
Margaret permit only. 

Changing the Toutle unit to general season would reduce pressure on adjoining game units--a good thing 

Changing these units to general season would be a mistake! There is no place to camp in these areas, and Weyerhaeuser can 
close these areas at anytime! Also, what would I do with my bonus points? 

CHANGING THIS AREA TO GENERAL HUNT WILL ONLY BRING IN BAD HUNTERS THAT WOULD KILL 
ANYTHING WITH HORNS AND WHEN A BIGGER BULL CAME BUY THEY WOULD LEAVE THE SMALLER LIE 
AND TAKE A BIGGER BULL, ALSO SOME OF PRIDE OURSELVES IN DRAWING THAT UNIT AND WOULD 
NOLONGER SUBMIT TO SPECIAL PERMITS ITS A GREAT CHALLENGE AND WELL WORTH THE 5 DOLLARS 

Choice # 3 is unclear as you didn't discuss the options for the old Marble unit- 

Consider alternating them each year to permit only for bulls and antlerless for the quility elk hunts. 

Consider changing the second GMU after reviewing results from the first change. 

consider giving a few more antlerless tags in the Toutle valley where the elk are actually dying instead of all the surrounding 
unit. You have to be a real idiot to think killing 500 cows out of the Lewis River unit is going to make a dent in how many 
elk die in the Toutle Valley. Jeff Koenings needs to have his head examined for giving out so many cow permits in 
surrounding areas. The problem is the Toutle Valley not the Coweeman, Lewis river, Stella, Ryderwood, Winston or any 
other unit not directly connected with the North fork Toutle River. Stop the needless killing. The bull to cow ratio was great 
until you started killing all the cows. 

Do away with the cow permit hunters while archers who've waited 10 years to draw a tag try to kill a bull. Toutle is 
overcrowded with hunters due to limited access due to fire and too many cow hunters. 

Do not change to general season but increase the number of permits to satisfy the increased herd population. 

Do not do a general season but issue more permits to manage the numbers 

Do not know the area 

don't change a good thing 

Don't make any changes to the " Old Marble Unit " now GMU 560 Lewis River. Absolutly no changes period !! 

dont ruin it!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! just give additional permits if anything!!!!!!! 

Even though the odds of obtaining a permit are very low, the existing systems gives hunters a much better chance of 
harvesting a mature bull. 

Force the big timber companies to open there gates and land to access. 

Force Weyerhauser to open gates to permit holders and allow camping 

Give more permits to the archery and muzzleloader hunters to help with animale control PLEASE 

give more permits tomuzzleloaders and archers 

GMU 522 should be open to permit only in the same manner as 524 and 556 has been, and allow access. 

GMU 556 has very low deer populations. I have hunted here in the past and seen alot of deer. This year i have seen just 6 
deer, four bucks and two does. This conserns me greatly. Where has the deer done 

GMU 556 is never accessable during the archery season any way. If you leave the units as special permit allow a 9-
15through10-15 early season for archery, with an overlap with muzzleloaders and leave all other seasons in those units the 
same. 

GO TO SPIKE ONLY BRANCH BULL PERMIT ONLY 
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ISSUE 71: Changing the Season Structure for GMUs 524 (Margaret) & 556 (Toutle) from Permit 
Only to General Season  
having these units permit only allows hunters a great opportunity at a quality hunt and possibly a quality animal. i would sure 
hate to see these changed to general season units. its nice to know that every 5-10 years you will have a great chance at a 
succesful hunt. Also I would sure hate to have to burn my points on a marble tag considering that units get hunted very hard 
(not to mention the amount of winter kill their last year). 

help lower the #'s and less winter kill 

How about adding more permits to each user group or changing the permits to once in your lifetime like the Goat, Sheep and 
Moose? 

How about opening a general season in both to archery hunters only, opening these to rifle and muzzleloader would be 
overkill. 

Hunting is not a "trophy" sport. If someone wants a "trophy" they just need to hunt harder. Not be given one by the state. 

I agree this would need to happen progressivly, but spreading your hunters out will help in all adjoining areas. 

I agree to a gradual change for one GMU, over three years. Then take another three years to change the other if it was 
effective. 

I almost quit elk hunting due to frustration over this issue. I fully support converting GMU's 524 and 556 to general season. I 
am also in favor of establishing a quality elk hunt unit elsewhere. The old Marble unit is a good choice however I do feel 
guilty about having a "not in my backyard" attitude. The current situation makes too much of this area unavailable to the 
average hunter and GMU 524 and 556 do not really produce that many trophy sized animals. Could you consider expanding 
the area around the mudflow and part of the Lowitt as a sustitute area. I would think this would help eliminate the mudflow 
elk starvation issue that is on the tv news and in the newspaper every winter. 

I believe opening to a general season will only result in a few bumper crop years and then be no different than many of the 
other general season areas. I think we have a real opportunity in maintaing a true trophy area. How about increasing permit 
quantities as required to reach sustainable herd sizes. 

I can't believe you guys are even thinking of this when you dont give enough tags in the first place. These are the westside 
trophy units and think it would be a very big loss and I really dont mind spending the money to hunt in our neighboring 
states. 

I currently hunt elk exclusively in the Lewis River Unit (old marble unit); I have seen hunting pressure increase dramatically 
over the last 4 years. I am currently concerned with hunter safety in this area due to the vast number of hunters. Therefore, I 
support opening either Toutle or Margaret to a general season hunt to relieve pressure from this area. I do however, think it is 
extremely beneficial to hunters to keep one of the trophy units for permit only. Many hunters, including myself, have been 
saving preferance points to one day be able to harvest a trophy elk in SW WA. I feel if both of the units are changed to 
general hunting, our oppertunitites at large mature bulls in SW WA would be nearly eliminated, as increased hunting 
pressure seems to be constantly diminishing the number of mature bulls in the area. 

I have 9 or 10 preference points, and have high hopes (and a lot of patience) to harvest a quality bull. NOOO! CHANGE 
PLEASE 

I have hunted Coweeman all my life, always apply but never drawn a tag for either permit unit though how rediculous. Make 
the Toutle unit part of the Coweeman. Even with all the pressure in the Coweeman we still have good elk harvest numbers 
just no elbow room between hunters. We need a special permit area so open up the mudflow and Margaret units for all 
hunters to apply for permits not just master hunters wich is a joke. I could write a 2 page report on this issue it pains me so 
much. 

I have no knowledge of these GMUs 

I have put in for the Toutle area for ten years and haven't gotten a permit yet. Fix the permit system, but maintain it for the 
Toutle and Margaret areas. 

I like that WDFW is managing some units as quality elk units. I would rather have more of this that is open to the public. 

I selected no change. However, I feel we should consider awarding more permits for archery hunters before ever opening the 
units up to a general season. 

I strongly urge to leave the same It is nice to be able to draw high quality areas even though odds are long 
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ISSUE 71: Changing the Season Structure for GMUs 524 (Margaret) & 556 (Toutle) from Permit 
Only to General Season  
I suggested this to Fred Dobler 10 years ago stop managing this huge area for a couple hundred people. 

I think it is important to maintain a "quality hunt" opportunity. 

I think the whole state should be a draw for elk so quality bulls are harvested, meat hunters can shoot cows on seperate draws

I truley think that this is a huge mistake, it would take away the opprotunity for one of Washington States "Premier Elk 
Hunts". It would help to keep additional revenue for Permit application more all three methods of hunting in both units as 
well as keep the the elk herd population high in surrounding units! 

I would be disapointing to see a tropy elk unit go to general seasons. I would stop buying permits to hunt. Also it's nice to 
have at least one unit that is not over flowing with people only permit holders. Please do not change it!!!! 

I would like to see more archery and muzzleloader permits in these areas. 

if changed to general season,then allow more permit opportunity in 522 loowit 

If needed increase the number of permits to encourage more people to hunt there 

If the current GMU's would support adding a few more permits, then do so, but don't change the areas. The old Marble unit is 
already a great trophy bull unit, but people don't hunt it because they don't like to walk. So don't change the current set up 
just because people are lazy. 

If this is done then manage them as "Walk In" units only with season long road closures. 

If those areas are opened to general season standards we will lose a great natural resource. These areas need to be protected 
as "trophy" units in washington. People have no respect for the country that they hunt in. look at the distruction left behind in 
the west klicitat unit after rifle ekl season and you will understand what i mean. I strongly feel that if the toutle and margret 
units are opened they will be raped of all tropies within a few years. KEEP IT A DRAW ONLY!!!!! 

If you can one or both of these units to general season, then it should be managed as a "Walk-In" unit only with complete 
road closures, year round. With all of the truck traffic in the adjacent units more area needs to be designated walkin to better 
enjoy the hunting experiece. Preferably the margaret (GMU 524) should be kept as a permit only area. 

Improve access to permit hunters through high priority, serious talks with Weyerhauser. It is now a joke. 

Increase cow tags if the herd needs to be reduced, maybe more late season muzzleloader cow tags 

increase or decrease permits on herd numbers 

increase permits but dont open to general hunt ever we dont have enuogh quality hunts 

Increase permits by 10 - 20% 

increase permits foe disabled hunters 

Increase permits if necessary. Retain quality/ trophy area for elk especially since cow permits increased in ajoining units due 
to starvation issues in mudflow area. 

increase permits in 524 for all user groups but maintain trophy opportunity 

Increase the number of permits 

increase the number of permits 

increase the number of permits without changing the permit status 

Increase the number of permits: specify some antlerless only v antlered only. Maybe even provide a few "any elk", 

increase the years you get drawn from the current 2 years to 3 years. 

Increasing the number of permits seems like a reasonable thing to do. The Bull population appears to be able to withstand a 
25% increase in pemits especially with the restricted entry promulgated by WEYCO. The Eyes-in-the-Woods & Land 
Access Coalition Committee gate keepers are a good step forward, Highly important to retain the management tool of 
permits. 

Instead of changing to general season use as incentive for hunter ed instructors & master hunters 
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ISSUE 71: Changing the Season Structure for GMUs 524 (Margaret) & 556 (Toutle) from Permit 
Only to General Season  
Issue more permits for 5 or 6-point only...it is a quality hunt...NOT a quality KILL!!! 

It is perfect how it currently is. 

it would help with all the pressure in other areas 

It wouldn't be fair to those of us who have been putting in permit applications for 11 years waiting to be drawn. If anything, 
issuing more permits for those units might be more productive. 

its a great hunt for those who get a tag. Don't change the marble to permit - its a walk in area now. 

It's hard to form a solid opinion around stuff like this when you make statements like "would lose the quality elk hunt 
opportunity" without providing any supporting data. What makes it a quality hunt? How big is the difference? Who benefits? 
Who loses? 

I've heard good things about the quality of bulls that come out of those units. My first instinct is to say yes open both units. 
Why not just increase the number of permits. I am also concerned on the starvation of the elk in the area. I hunt unit 560 and 
while bow hunting this year I found one skeleton and I talked to another hunter that said he found three, maybe a general 
season is needed. Sorry for wavering but at what point do we take quality over, over population. but 

Just add any bull permits in an additional draw. That way you can control the number of smaller bulls taken 

Just increase the number of permits depending on the health of the herd... Keep this as a"quality" experience! 

Just need to offer more tags, maybe 3% a year, with a max of 10%, We need trophy units bottom line. 

keep as a special hunt and seperate cow hunts from bull not during the same time 

KEEP IT FOR QUALITY!!! I'll wait til i draw the tag 

Leave it permit only and give out a few more permits 

Leave Margaret as a permit only area and open the Toutle area. Input a quota on bull/cow elk taken. This can be done by 
Weyerhauser only opening select gates. These gates can be managed by DFW personel and Weyerhauser security. Once the 
quota has been reached closed the area. 

leave margaret permit unit open toutle to general season over time by increasing tag numbers 

Leave the Margeret Permit!!! It is a great unit for "us" local(not out of state) people to try to get a good quality elk without 
having to go out of state and pay big $$$ to do so.If this unit and the Toutle unit were to go general season,I know I would 
not put in for any other elk permits.Only the Mt Adams hunt is as closly desirable to me and I am sure others feel the same,at 
least I hope so. 

leave the old Marble unit ALONE!!! It's just fine as the Lewis these days!!! I'm very unhappy that you are Even thinking 
about it!!!! 

Look at open those GMU's to early general archery and muzzle loaders as 3pt or better and antler less units 

Lots of hunting pressure in non permit only areas... change and monitor populations 

Maintain control of the # of people entering these units using the permit system, just increase the # of permits. 

Make both muzzleloader only 

Make no change!!!! This is too valuable to sportsmen. 

Manage for better, healthier, elk numbers and increased long-term hunting opportunities. 

Manage for quality, not opportunity. 

Maybe you should keep them both permit only and add the old Marble unit as permit only to spread out the high applicant 
numbers. 

More GMU's to permit only and do away with east/west requirements 

move early archery season back one week 

must be open to all user groups 
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ISSUE 71: Changing the Season Structure for GMUs 524 (Margaret) & 556 (Toutle) from Permit 
Only to General Season  
Nice choice of words. But I BELIEVE that potentially reducing hunting pressure is a crock> We bolth know what will 
happen up there with a General season. There is a reason none of the big game magazines ever mention Washington for Elk 
hunting! If you take this away from a draw, none of us will have a chance at a truely quality animal. If people do not want to 
wait like the rest of us, then hunt general season and quit bitch'n. Otherwise play the game with the rest of us is the way I see 
it. 

NO BRAINER ADD MORE PERMITS, NO CHANGE ALL I PUT IN FOR IS MARGETT AND GET TIMBER 
COMPANYS TO ADD MORE ACCESS DURING ARCHERY AND MUZZLE LOADING SEASON MAKE US SIGN A 
AGEMENT OF RESPONCABILITY TO HUNT THERE PROPERTY 

no change as to hunting by permit,however, add more permits and montior kill ratio.... 

No change!! We need some quality units and the marble is a joke I've hunted elk there for 26 seasons and my dad has hunted 
it for over 50 years and the elk population is in the toilet. In the last four years we have seen a steady decline in numbers of 
elk and this year (archery) was a total waste of time, and were still giving out lot's of cow permits? 

NO, CHANGE NOW AND SHORTEN SEASON, NO MORE PERMITS!! 

Not enough research on my part no preference 

not in favor at all for making the old marble unit a permit only hunt. drastically affects the early archery hunt in that area. 

oening these units would actually help, many people would hunt these areas but a lot would stay in there surrounding units 
actaully creating less pressure everywhere for better elk heards. 

Offer more permits based on hunter sucess rates to allow desired Elk harvests 

Offer more permits for these areas for youth, disabled and senior hunters. 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain 

Open only one of the GMUs every three years. Alternate between the two. Each would be open only once every 6 years. 

Open the toutle unit only because access is limited. Some years you may get a permit and not be able to use it, because gates 
will be closed. 

Open toutle to general season elk hunting leave margaret a permit hunt maybe expand it into more public land units 

Open Toutle to general season look at Siouxon as another possibility for permit only leave margaret permit 

PLEASE DON'T CHANGE!!! I LIKE THE OPPORTUNITY TO DRAW A GOOD TAG CLOSE TO HOME 

Please don't change. Keep these as permit only. It's nice dreaming of being drawn for this special elk area. 

Please leave these Unit the same. I would allow 20 more cow tags in each unit in December. But if hunters receive a cow tag 
then that is the only elk the can harvest. No bulls they must harvest a cow to help the herd. 

rag horn bulls anyway 

Retain permit only but offer more tags in each unit 

Set aside more GMUs throughout the State for permit only and increase the number of permits. 

Sheesh. It's about time. 

Since we can't seem to draw permits in this state with weighted point system that has been put in place, opening more units 
to general hunting is a step in the right direction. Those areas in the southwest generally have an abundance of elk and harder 
terrain to hunt, so harvest ratios would probably remain about the same. 

So what units are you planning on continuing as a west side trophy area? Are you planning on refunding the money obtained 
from sportsman who have been putting in for these special draw hunts for how many years? I have a friend who for the first 
time drew a Toutle bull tag. He has been putting in for this for 10 years. Yes, he had 10 points. How are you planning on 
getting those funds to keep coming in....raise the price of everything else? Leave the Margaret and Toutle alone! you have 
since the mountain blew. 

Southwest and Northeast should be trophy manged with permit opportunity-make these two areas top quality general public 
areas. 
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ISSUE 71: Changing the Season Structure for GMUs 524 (Margaret) & 556 (Toutle) from Permit 
Only to General Season  
Stop the "any elk" status west of hwy 395 in unit 12 to "bull 
only"!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

That would be fine to change it to general season but that will take away our big bull areas, we need to change it to spike 
only with permit 3 point or better to maintain our big bull areas. 

the attractiveness of these areas is the prospect of large bulls, also include area 520 and make it a 5-6 point bull min in both 
the late and early hunts. 

The Elk Population suggests more tags be made available for the units 

The following year open the other unit to general season, changing the 1st unit back to permit only. 

The habitat has changed in these GMUs to plantation forests which has increased elk escapement after the eruption. An early 
permit only season for all user groups (during the rut) would maintain the trophy bull opportunities and still allow for a 
general season opportunity. 

The majority of these two areas occur on private landowners who have incurred an unfair penalty in browse damage due to 
maintaining these large herd populations. If an area is setup for a trophy hunt, it should be on primarily public land or a 
compensated private landowner. 

The permits are so hard to get that I don't consider the retention of these units as permit only units to be desirable. Open up 
one of the GMUs. This would really be great for muzzleloader!! 

The state should maintain a few quality trophy elk areas as permit only. 

The Toutle and Margret have trophy class bulls, while the Marble has been hunted as a chance for one of the Toutle bulls 
coming acroos the boundary. If this change is made there needs to be a 3pt minimum on bulls. 

There has to be some place with permit-only hunts to reduce hunter density and offer a better hunt, keep it as it is! 

These areas provide a chance for a large bull DO NOT CHANGE 

They are coveted tags that I assume bring in a great deal revenue by applying for permits, keep it the same 

This is a good idea, but also consider rotating permit only hunting in areas for one season to allow herd development and less 
preaseure for one season. Example: phase in the Toutl and Margret units while permit only in the Marble, and the next year 
siouxon etc... 

THIS IS THE WORST IDEA IVE SEEN YET!!!!! KEEP THESE QUALITY HUNTS THE WAY THEY ARE!!!!! 

This state needs more quality elk hunting opportunities. Don't take away the few that are already in place. 

this would be a sad thing to change to see all the work that has been put into it and blow it we need to have a few places that 
still have good size elk left in them... it would be very dumb to change it 

This would open up alot of space and not put every body on top of each other. 

try one for three years. if it works change the seonds as well. continue to manage for quality hunts. 

Washington needs to wisely keep some units as trophy/quality hunt units. These areas serve as stock for adjacent units and 
provide controlled pleasurable opportunities not found outside these areas. 

we need high quality permit elk hunts. changing these units would impact that negatively. 

we need quality hunts, I don't know the numbers, what would the number of elk be after a few years of general hunting, I 
would rather hunt them instead of the winters getting them 

we need these great draw units 

We need these 'quality' hunts in Washington. Our management policies in the state have all but elimated the chance of 
getting a public land trophy opportunity anywhere else in the state. 

We need to have some kind of quality hunt to look forward to in this state. Do not screw it up worse. 

we need to have trophy units on the west side 

Page 139 of 236 



ISSUE 71: Changing the Season Structure for GMUs 524 (Margaret) & 556 (Toutle) from Permit 
Only to General Season  
we need to retain a sought after permit area 

we need to retain some places in the state where "monster bulls" can survive. 

we should have permits only hunts its nice to see lots of elk when we are drawn for permits..sucess rates are higher than 
average for permit only units.maybe more permits 

we want more quality permit only elk area state wide 

Weyerhaeuser Co. needs to be more hunter friendly in these areas. It's difficult for a hunter to hike miles for an elk, an if they 
harvest one it is extremely difficult to pack one out. I know, I had to pack one out 51/2 miles. 

what about the Lowit? Permit only to keep winter kill numbers lower? 

What are you thinking? You finally create a quality elk area and now you want to consider opening it up for a general 
season? Why?Many hunters want to hunt these areas BECAUSE you have made them great areas. Please don't ruin them. If 
the elk populatin need some adjustment, issue more permits but don't open it up to the general public! 

What is the problem, I am not sure why you'd consider a change is there a problem? High opportunity "PERMIT ONLY" 
hunts are very good and desirable to hunters if there is no problem to fix, then I am confused by this atlernative..... 

Where else will we have a chance at trophy elk on the west side of the state if these units become open to anyone 

Where is archery? 

Why don't you just increase permit #s in these units. Many people have been applying for years. General seasons would be a 
slaughter 

Why not increase the number of permits for these unit to reduce the population to acceptable levels. 

WHY SCREW THE PEOPLE WITH 13 POINTS / WHO HAVE BEEN TRYING TO GET A QUALITY HUNT! 

you can do the toutle (556) 

You can manage by permit easier than a general season. Manage the elk not the people. 

you have ruined the marble unit by adding it to the lewis river unit and allowing a roadless area to be driven. Now you want 
to lock us out of the 25 year family tradition of hunting Marble. You already have a large winter kill and this would make it 
way worse. 

you started it out as a trophy area, you have it there and now you want to change it????? What are you thinking 

You would turn those units into war zones (EX: WistonUnit) if you made that to a general season. There are too many 
unethical shots made at elk. To change to a general season whould increase huting pressure and competion among hunters. 
Bad Idea!!!!!! 

 
 

ISSUE 45: Low Bull Survival in the Colockum Elk Herd  

BACKGROUND:  

In recent history, the Colockum elk herd has consistently been below post-hunt population objectives for 
bulls. One aspect of this problem is low yearling bull survival. The post-hunt population objective is 12-20 
bulls per 100 cows. The Colockum herd has averaged less than 9 bulls per 100 cows in recent years and 
is not meeting the bull to cow ratio objective. 

A high percentage of Colockum yearling bulls have antlers that branch and fork. By only allowing harvest 
of yearling bulls with a single antler point on both sides, we may be able to improve yearling survival and 
ultimately the post-hunt bull objectives. 

Other approaches to improving yearling bull survival might include more road closures or switching to a 
special permit only hunting season for bulls, including spikes, for the Colockum elk herd.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 
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1 x 1 makes no sense! 

1X1 can be very difficult to determine in the field. Addtionally, we live in modern times and allowing tribal harvest of trophy 
bulls unchecked is no longer sustainable. Someone needs to have the guts to get in there and regulate this. Food needs is one 
thing, unchecked harvest of trophy mature herd bulls cannot continue. 

1x1 spike only could cause a lot of problems, mistaken points and therfore wasted meat left in the field by anyone taking the 
shot not being sure. even though you need to be aware of your target. 

1x1 spikes isn't very pratical. More animals would be killed by mistake (and left). 

1x1 until the herd recovers. there could be other reasons for the low bull. Cougars? 

1x1 will create a better, safer season, with ample opurtunity 

3 point or better has always worked on the westside, you just refuse to admit it works use it on the eastside. 

5X5 antler restriction with any bull permit. 

a 2 pt. bull should be treated the same as a spike. At 200 yrds you can scarsely see a fork so you would be welcoming people 
shooting and then realizing they have shot a 1x2. Make shooting 2x2 bulls legal, manage by permits 

A majority of rifle hunters are road hunters. Close the roads = more elk . Plane and simple . 

a road management plan must be included in all of the alternatives!! 

add cow availablity-special permitt for meat hunters would allow more yearlings to grow 

Add more cow permits, permits only on bulls for 3 years only. and montior improvemennts.Publish information for hunter 
understanding of your thoughts and plans..We do not get enought input, only after the fact.... 

Again, get the ATV's out! We see them off-road way too much! Make people walk, if they still know how. 

Again, manage this unit for quality-it was once amazing and now is well below average 

Allow limited number of special branched anter permits, with Spike Only for the general season for the remaining hunters. 

Also close more roads. Control ATV's. 

also give out more cow tags to get the ration in check. 

Also look at decreasing preditors (Cougar, Bear) in the area, increase winter feeding and promote more favorable habitat 
through elk friendly forest management 

also rely on road management, such as closing more roads 

Alternative 2 seems like a good plan to try. After time 3-5 years (or whatever) the program could be ecaluated and other 
options tried to get the desired effects. 

Always in favor of road closures! 

and allow archery to take cows and calves . 

And here's an idea.... Maybe allow fewer hunters. Drag your bean counting ass up there during general season and you will 
run out of beans really quickly. TOO MANY DUMMYS IN THE AREA KILLING ANYTHING THAT MOVES.... and the 
Indians antler killing aren't helping either. 

And lobby the state for Indian restrictions. Bulls killed by tribal hunters during normally closed seasons dramatically reduce 
bull survival ratio. 

And offer a few permits for the bigger bulls 

As a general rule, closing more roads is OK with me 

Bio's need to get out of the office more! There are way more than 9:100 on Colockum. More road closures is the right way to 
go. 

branch antler permits close some roads 
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change all of eastern wa to 3-pt or better antler rest.riction.this would be the best way to ensure the young bull survival rate. 
The Blues area changed in about 1985 with the rest of eastern wa going spike only in 1995. This was supposed to be for a 
short period only. DIDN'T WORK !!! change it 

change to 3 point min like other states that have a much better game management that Washinton 

change to 3- point or better, this will allow bulls to mature 

close a bunch of the roads. make the hunters walk not drive. it is like a freeway. 

Close all roads entering into this unit. This would help prevent human interaction with all animals. 

Close all the roads into the clockum PLEASE! Some of us enjoy the outdoors and would love a place we could hike into and 
see animals. There is just too much traffic up there for there to be a serious recovery. 

Close down some roads to limit the tribal harvest near Coffin Refuge. I saw 4 WHOLE bulls in a truck 3 years ago, IN 
SEPTEMBER. 

Close it for 2 years 

close more roads 

close more roads and stop the native americans from killing animals out of season off of their reservation. enforce poaching 
laws against native americans. 

close roads 

Close roads make them hike in and restrict ATV use 

Close roads to all motorized vehicles and livestock 

close some roads, shorten the modern season and eliminate late archery 

Close the colockum for a year or two and make the Indians play by the same rules as we do 

close the roads 

close the roads 

Close the roads and the problem will be solved. 

Close the roads and you will do everyone a favor. 

close the roads during the rut so the yakama indians cant go in there and kill over 20 big bulls a year with rifles during the 
rut. 

Close the roads in the Clockum. There are enough places for road hunters. Create on place where people can actually hike 
into decent hunting. 

close the roads!!!! 

CLOSE THE ROADS!!!! 

Close the roads. 

close the roads. this state could use some hike in areas. 

close the roads. Too many road hunters up there. 

Close these units for a couple of years too - problem solved! 

Close units to general season, give out double amount of Bull permits so hunters can actually get drawn. And close the darn 
roads so the tribes arent depleting the herds. We forget what elk tastes like becuase of the tribes horn hunting and herd 
sluaghters, GIVE US A BREAK !!! 

closing more roads is never a good idea 

closing of roads is a good way to stop road hunting and allow only fewer hunters in 

Closing the roads is the most effective strategy. 
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Closing the roads is what this area needs badly! 

Closing the roads sounds like a good plan. 

Consider 1X1 and road restrictions 

Continue to allow an any elk archery 249 unit. 

Control tribal hunting and harvesting or at least mandate a method consistent with the legal season method being used by 
hunters at the time; i.e- no high powered rifles during the early archery season. 

control tribal hunts this herd 

Cow Elk for archers either permit or general season. 

Defining a "spike" differently than other GMUs will create problems. Is the cow:bull ratio the problem, or is the total 
population also below goals? If it's not, harvest some cows. 

Discontinue Spike only management. It is complete nonsense and should be discountinued. Allow a 9 day general season 
from the first Saturday in November with a 3 point minimum throughout Eastern Washington for Modern Firearms 

Do away with the weapon choice for elk. 

Do both, at the least change definition and also move to permit only 

Do not let the Indians come up and kill off all the big Bulls, I am an Indian myself and what I see up there I feel is wrong, I 
beleive this will help the Bull population a lot 

Do not use road closure to force the public to hunt elsewhere 

Do so only for 2 or 3 years, then switch back to spike. #1 is too difficult to determine in the field for most and 3rd type of 
legal, non-legal only serves to overly complicate. 

do something about the trophy bulls that have been shot in years past by indians during the breeding season its hard to breed 
while being chased with pickups and high power rifles 

Do something to get tribal hunting under control. That is THE problem with the Colockum herd, period. 

DON'T BLAME HUNTERS FOR INDIAN OVERHARVEST 

Don't rly on road closures, do it.!!!!! Any animal needs room to survice. 

don't take it away for ever. try it, if it works give us something back, branched antlered bulls 

DUE THIS FOR 3 YEARS AND SEE IF IT ISW WORKING 

Eastern WA elk should be managed as 3 point or better. This will help increase yearling bull survival 

Eliminate the Native Amreican and out of season "Poaching" of both the Bucks and Bulls in all of Washington State 

Eliminate Tribal hunting in the Colockum Range. Notice that many more elk are out in the sagebrush not in the Refuge as 
they have historically have been since the Tribe has been hunting the area. 

enforce this law with the indians 

envelope of only 2 years 

Establish a two year moritoriam (no general elk hunting allowed - just damage control hunts). This might re-establish the 
herd to the proper bull-cow ratio. 

first objective is already in place? poaching is widespread remove roads dont gate them... ban all ATVS 

For deer, we generally see 3-pt restrictions to increase survival of young animals. Why wouldn't you deploy this plan for elk 
in this situation. The result metrics above show me that more young bulls need to survive to maturity. Reduced special permit 
numbers for bulls should also do the trick. Right?? 

Game department needs to reinstate a winter feeding program for elk in the Colokum area 

get the indians to quit overharvest of bulls--more mature bulls will be able to breed better and with more cows 
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Getting the Indian hunters to limit their activity would help even more. 

GO AHEAD AND CLOSE ALL THE ROADS. THATS WHERE YOU'RE HEADED ANYWAY. 

go to 3 pt or better for three years and see what happens 

go to a brow tine or better and it will increase the bulls in the herd 

Go to permits. Then increase or decrease permits as needed. You'll spend too much money trying to enforce road closures 
and you don't have the Officers to do what you have in place. Manage the elk! 

Hang the Indians for illegal hunting in the Clockum! 

Has ANYONE at WDFW considered that the DNR IS responsible for your cow /bull ratio problems??? Well THEY ARE! 
the liberal raping of the forested areas has eliminated so much cover that your problem has arisen. ANY chance of slowing 
this practice?? You've got logging on top..and civilization creeping in on the bottom No more closed roads and NO MORE 
revenue generating Special Permit BS!! IF SP was used WHAT would the group Size limit be.....50??? MANY camps up 
there approach that numbe ! Open the general season a week later and let the elements help you out with you goals also. 

have the indians stop killing the big bulls 

Here's a no brainer- don't let the indians shoot them all. 

How about 3 point or better? 

how about a combonation. do a year or two of permit only or change the bull description while road management is changed 
so we can return to the current regulation. 

HOW ABOUT ALLOWING THE TAKING OF SOME ANTERLESS ELK IN THIS AREA..... 

Hunter congestion in this area would be relieved if you went permit only. I would consider permit only with 4 point 
restriction, but allow shooting of spikes. 

I also support road closures. The spike permits would be good for 3 years and then reaccess 

I am for all permit hunting in this state 

I am in favor of permits. Any time you limit points hunters will accidentally kill non legal animals and they will waste. 

I believe the forest management practices have a direct impact on the herds. The amount of heavy timber has been 
dessimated (except in the reserve) and as a result the habitat is being significantly reduced. The recent logging in the Swift 
Creek and Naueum Ridge area is testimony to its mismanagement. 

I can never understand why you allow hunting for spikes when the shortage of young bulls is causing your management 
problems. I ain't a rocket scientist but common sense tells me that you need to improve survival of the yearlings to reach your 
objective. Why don't you go to a permit season for 3 point or better. This will increase hunter satisfaction for those that draw 
and help dramatically increase your survival of young bulls. It is true that it will reduce total # of hunters but many would 
give this up for the chance at a bigger bull. 

I dont know how true it is but has the harvesting of large bulls by Native Americans had an effect? 

I Don't think all bulls come down in Yak & Col areas. 

I guess the bull problem has nothing to do with the blue light special Tribal hunts? 

I have hunted the colockum area for many years,I would like to see all roads all roads closed during winter months,the 
snowmobiles put alot of stress on the herds and the yakima indians come up when the snows push the herds down and shoot 
a large amount of bulls-this i have seen.thank you for your time 

I hear that the Indians shoot a lot of big bulls out of this area. May be why we can't meet objectives. Just a thought. 

I hunt archery in the Colockum & there needs to be some thinning of the cow population in order to get the ratio down to 
where you want it to be. For the last two years I have had elk move through my tree stand area and it has pretty much been 
just cows. One year I counted 75 cows and calves with not one spike or branched anlter bull. Atleast maybe open up the area 
for cows or permits for cows to the archers. The percentages of success for archery is the lowest out there. 

I like the idea to close roads because more roads you close less hunters will go on them because I would say about 70% of 
hunters are to lazy to get out and walk and this will force them to walk it or not harvest an animal 
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I realize you have heard it all before but Tribal hunting is a major reason for the big bull survival. No doubt the treatys do tie 
your hands some but enforcement of closed road use, over camping, wastage, and etc would help. Were I to camp and treat 
the resource as they do near the Coffin Reserve, I would be arrested. Enforcement, Endorcement, 
Enforcement!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

I spend a lot of time in the colockum on horses . I am a bow hunter . I feel the only way to get more bulls in there wich there 
is alot before the season opens .is to put that area into a draw only area . during the rifle hunt it is very madining to see what 
goes on up there . there is so many hunters the elk cant get away. make it a draw and limit the number of hunters in there . 
also let the bow hunters take cows again instead of forceing them to take spike only .many hunters I talk to would rather take 
a cow than a spike any way . then more spikes would servive .and put bow hunters in to a draw only hunt to .if there is less 
people in the woods at once they have a better chance at getting away. 

I support road closures; maybe along the green dot system that Yakima uses - it has to be strictly enforced. 

I think that the real problem in the bull population is the Yakima indians seam to only eat 6 point bulls or better and until the 
state steps in and makes them eat cows or only hunt the Yakima herd this problem will persist.The state needs to take a stand 
on this issue. 

I think the ratio of bulls to cows is influenced by too large a herd for the available feed. I suggest you look at increasing the 
number of cows harvested. 

I would like to see the Clockum managed as a trophy bull opportunity area, it would be nice to see more of the roads closed 
down as well. 

I would rather see a 4 point minumum 

If a quality elk herd is desired you have to stop the shoot now count later idiots in th colockum,far too many illeagal bulls are 
shot and left every year.figure your harvest goals and issue the pernits. 

If any change make general season Branch antlered only. 

if colockum is 1x1 only ,most would hunt yakima herd 

If implemented for a period of 2 - 5 years and then go to no antler restrictions. 

If restrictions/changes are implemented, some effort should be taken to clarify exactly which areas are considered Colockum 
territory in the regs booklet. 

If you allow the spikes to be shot, you won't ever get any big bulls. You should consider a 3-pt or 5-pt minimum 

If you close the roads, then the Native Americans won't be able to slaughter that herd of big bulls like they have the last few 
years. 

if you want spikes to live why limit the season to spikes only, is this an oxy-moron or bad management??? 

If your education indicates management needs to be emplimented please do so, you don't discuss the increase in cost of our 
license 

In your own words in the first sentence you say that you have a low yearling bull survival, so why would you not try a 3 
point or better season for a three year trial and see what happens when all the yearling bulls make it through the hunting 
season. Doing the same thing year after year and thinking that your going to get a different result is not the cure,more 
restrictions are going to get hunters mad and they will either quit hunting or hunt out of state, either way you and the elk lose.

include in this 1x1 or anterless 

Increase antlerless only permits as well. Monitor. Adapt. 

Increase cow elk hunting opprtunities for archers. 

increase the cow harvest! 

Increase the number of special permits for cow tags and change the system to a 3 point min. for bulls for a certian amount if 
time, this will help bring the bull to cow ratio more in line with what you want. If you apply the QDM rules you will have a 
better bull to cow ratio. 

Increased road management would improve the bull survival rate. 
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Indentifying spikes is hard enough as is. Better to do road management for places to escape. 

is there that many 1x2's or 1x? harvested if so then 1x1 would be good 

issue cow tags 

issue is alot with the tribes, close the roads that will help out alot. Change definition of spike as well. 

it doesnt really matter what you propose, the native americans are killing all of the big bulls and the state is not doing a damn 
thing to fix it. By restricting it further you are just going to make it that much easier for the native americans to kill all of the 
big bulls. The only way you can get the bull ratio back up is to close down the clockum and dont allow ANYONE 
INCLUDING THE NATIVE AMERICANS to hunt there! After a year then re-evaluate the number of bulls. 

IT is still higher than our area so why dont you do something with the areas around cowlitz and lewis county 

it is to hard to see if a spike has just a little fork or not 

It seems that this proposal is in direct conflict with #40. How soon we forget the slaughter of the 70's when the early snows 
pushed the elk out into the sage brush. The hunters who want a later season do not want to hunt . They want the elk to run by 
them in the open sage country.Close more roads and save some habitat. Look at what the DNR has done to the thick timber 
on the Naneum Ridge. There is not a stick to hide behind. Close roads and control the indian acess. 

it would also help if the elk were not killed due to crop destruction complaints, the farmers know they are farming in elk 
country, if they dont want the elk eating their crops have them install an elk fence around their fields. 

It would be better to hunt only big bulls, have a 6 point only instead of spike only rule. 

I've come across wolves tracks in clockum and I'll guarentee you that is not helping like the ones that where planted above 
Tonasket years ago 

Just until the objective is made, then lighten the restriction gradually till you find a happy meduim. 

just until the ratio of bulls and cows in order 

Keep closing roads. If 1x1 doesn't work go to permit only. 

KEEP THE INDIANS FROM WIPING THEM OUT FOR CHRIST'S SAKE. 

Keep the Indians out for a few years and there might be some elk to hunt 

keep the indians out of there they are shooting everything 

keep the indians out there the ones killing all the bulls I'm sure you people know this quit ignoring it 

Keep the Native Americans from over harvesting mature bulls... 

keep the red skins out 

keep the tribs out!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

kill the cougars 

Last herd seen 9/22 (4) bulls bigger than spike and total herd of about 20. (1) 6x6 

leave as is ,spike ratio is up just spend time in the woods not on the road and you will see 

Let the herds build up. 

let us hunt cows and spikes 

Logging has reduced elk habitat throughout the area. Too many hunters are taking too many elk. Special permit only to hunt 
the Colcockum. 

Look into the cows. Open cow and spike only. I would prefer to take a cow over a spike. quality herds. not quanity 

Make bull hunting by permit only and monitor this until a stable bull to cow ratio has been maintained for a few years. Then 
revisit the possibility of opening a bull general season 

Make the area a 5 point minimum. Avoid dry cows!!!!! 
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Manage the Indians unethical harvest...make it public...they are the not allowing the herd to be managed not the other user 
groups...you don't need science to hide the issue...manage all user groups under the same objectives 

many times the fork on one tine is not visible until the bull is killed, this could lead to increased wastage 

maybe close more roads 

Maybe even have special permit for limited branched antler bulls. 

maybe should implement a 4 point or better restriction for 3 years to bring up the young bull ratio. 

more cow permits 

More Road closuers 

more road closures everywhere 

More road closures need to be addressed. TRIBAL hunting also needs to ba addressed. Road closures need to be 
implemented, no access period. 

MOST hunters during the rifle season hardly step from their trucks, seen parked along the roads glassing adjacent hillsides - 
road management will do more than necessary - while not removing opportunity for hunters 

Native American have anything to do with this? 

Native Americans should have to abide by the same laws for hunting elk. The elk in central WA are an introduced species 
and should not be considered as game that was traditionally harvested by Native Tribes. Rosevelts on the coast should be the 
only exception since they were traditionaly hunted by native tribes. 

native americans should not be able to hunt elk or anything year round there is a large number of big bulls taken every year 
due to their hunting practices 

no change in 1x1 its to hard in the heat of the moment and this would only make us criminals 

No changein spike only management rely on road management.......... EXCUSE ME!!! That IS a change!! ENOUGH roads 
are already closed in the Colockum area. And Special permit spike only , Is it ALL about the money?? keep it up and I will 
hunt a neighboring state and REMOVE those wildlife license plates on my rigs. Then you'll get NONE of my money. Believe 
me I am NOT alone in this way of thinking. I know MANY others!! 

NO MORE PERMITS, ITS NOT FAIR, EQUAL ACCESS! 

no new fees 

No road closure. It's difficult for hunters with disabilities. 

None of the above!!! Go to 5-point or BETTER! MANAGE THE GAME!!! 

Offer permits in that area for youth, seniors and disabled hunters and for branched antler only. 

One way to maintain bull: cow ratio would be to do something to keep the Native Americans from butchering the bulls. I 
look for elk sheds in the spring. Last spring I went up to the Colockum, and I found four elk carcases within two hundred 
yards; all the bones were there except the heads, which made it pretty obvious that whoever shot them were only after the 
horns. 

only include branches above the ears 

only until the herd comes back. don't make it forever like the blue mt are. 

Open General Elk to a 5pt. min. and issue more Cow permits 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain 

open hound hunting for cougar to decrease predation which would also help deer populations as well 

open more branched antler general season opportunities 

Perhaps stopping the killing of non-native rocky mountain elk by local indians would improve numbers of state property 
rocky mountain elk..just a thought. 
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permit only is the only way to truely manage this herd, anything else is just a bandade on a huge wound. Lets manage this 
herd properly not just catter to a big beer party 

Permit systems work for managing hunter numbers! 

Please close more roads in strategic locations and make an effort to enforce this. I am tired of having ATV's drive past me 
when I have hiked in 8 miles on foot. ATV's and motorized vehicles, in my opinion, are the problem. 

Please consider allowing Archers to harvest Cows again, that would help bring the cow to bull ratio back to normal. 

Please do this ASAP. It may not be popular, but it has to be done. The sooner, the better. 

please don't go to a 1x1 format ,A 1x2 in some cases is almost impossible to discern. You would be making law breakers out 
of a lot of good hunters. 

Please no more road closures in the colokum. These road closures greatly limit access to remote areas for bird hunting 
opportunities. If there are any other road closures they should be seasonal to allow for bird hunters to access the land while 
the elk are usually at higher elevations. 

Proliferation of what is defined as a spike is confusing. Add an antlerless period during the early portion of the season and 
see what happens to the bull take. 

Prosecution of Native Americans that are poaching on the heard would help deter poaching and increase Bull survival. 

Reduce the number of elk harvested by indian tribes. This is a major contributor to the low population. 

reduce tribal hunting on all bulls 

regulate tribal hunting in this unit 

Relocate the excess bulls from over-populated GMU's to the under-populated GMU's in early spring. 

Remove the Superior Nation hunters from the equation and see how well the survival rates increase. Hunting opportunities in 
this area have dwindled appreciatively since we pissed off the Yakimas and the so called Superior Nation. Letting them hunt 
around the Reserve was a horrible mistake. 

Road closure management would help improve hunting. This one reason the Yakima Indians are hunting this area because it 
is easy to drive to find elk rather than making them hike to kill elk. 

Road closures are only as effective as the enforcement of them; if implemented, seizure of the vehicle, while drastic and 
costly and cumbersome, is the only way to get violators attentiion. 

Road closures will help. 

road closures wouldn't reduce the actual hunting opportunities except for those who are not willing to hike into a hunting 
area. 

road management is a great tool that Wdfw rarely uses. It discourages road hunting rewards those willing to put in the hard 
work. 

Road management is important, currently there are roads intersecting every area of this unit, which eliminates a person who 
truly wishes to hunt without having another individual drive to an area you have just hiked your Butt off to reach only to find 
a vehicle or ATV already present. 

Road management is very effective in managing wildife populations. Unfortunately, most "hunters" will not venture far from 
roads if at all. By limiting road access, less animals would be harvested because of the unfortunalte lazyness of many hunters 
but at the same time it would allow better opportunites for hunters willing to work for their harvest and walk rather drive. 
These hunters would also benefit from not having to have as much hunting pressure because they would be willing to work 
for their animal. 

Road management should allow hunters to use vehicle to retrieve downed game, but not road hunt. 

Rumors suggest taking of many mature bulls by Native American hunters for non-subsistance reasons. If this is true, it 
violates all that I have held as right and proper with my hunting tradition. There are too many roads to nowhere that should 
be obliterated or ditched. You can't rely on people to police themselves in this area. 

run for 3-5years, then reassess 

Page 148 of 236 



ISSUE 45: Low Bull Survival in the Colockum Elk Herd  
Shoot cougars and keep Indians out. 

should be under a 3 piont ( spicks and forks ) 

Slowly reopen area for cows to be open for archery, while issuing permits for bulls in the general season 

Spike Only has failed miserabley. Back in the Any Bull days there was a lot more total elk harvest every year. The elk don't 
do well with Spike Only. I oppose any further restrictions and suggest a 3-point strategy. At least try it for 3 years, it can't be 
any worse than wanting to go to a 1x1 season! There would be way more than 20 bulls per 100 cows post season if all bulls 
under 3-point were protected. These bulls would step up and do the breeding. I say again SPIKE ONLY BULL HUNTING 
IS A FAILURE ON THE COLOCKUM. 

Spike only.. Very limited cover 

spike or 1x1 and 5 piont minimun draw tag wait 3 year if drawn to apply again 

STEP UP PATROLS AND MONITOR TRIBAL POACHING YEAR ROUND THAK YOU 

stop all tribal harvest then you might have a chance of acutual management of a herd grow a set and put your foot down 
before its to late 

stop th damaged hunts by elesburg 

Stop the indians from beig inhteere. They are killing all the bulls, just like they told you 

Stop the indians from over harvesting the bulls, that would be a good start. 

Stop the native americans from wasting big bulls! Which I have seen first hand. 

Stop the tribes from killing all the elk 

Switch it for for at least 4 seasons to permit only to allow for more mature bulls, then increase permits with antler restrictions

Switch to permit branch bull, with spike general season. 

Switch to permit only bull tags, but give out a few more cow tags in this unit. I was turkey hunting in this area this spring and 
witnessed herds of 50 to 100 cows in several different areas, but very few bulls. during this time of the year an experienced 
can tell what bull is even if there is no antler growth yet visible. There seems to be an abundance of cows. 

Switch to special permit only for bulls for one or two seasons, then as needed to maintain the objective. 

Switch to special permits only for bulls in the Colockum for a few season and see if it helps. When the populatoin return or 
you see that it not work come up with something new. 

Syop the tribal massacre!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Take the presure off the spikes. Either go to an Any Bull harvest and shorten the rifle season or go to a 3-point bull harvest. 
This would leave al kinds of younger bulls to boost post season cow to bull ratios and do the majority of the breeding. 

THANK YOU!!!!! 

The overall health of the elk population is priority number one, and limiting bull hunting to permit only, for a time, seems the 
best approach to improving the bull/cow ratio. And perhaps permit cow hunts. 

The problem is spike excapment. Change archers and muzzel loaders to 3 point min. A few cow permits would be nice. The 
any bull permit is not even worth having given the number permits issued 

The problem with the bull cow ratio is because your killing all the young bulls and keeping the old bulls, any old farmer can 
tell you if you have a bad calf crop you get rid of your old bulls and get young bulls to replace them. your biologests should 
know this. Also you need to stop the Indians from killing all the big bulls, if they are hunting for meat they wouldn't be 
killing big bulls.Something has to be done about this! 

the real problem is natives harvesting elk for sport and not for the purpose and right they are given. I have seen many 
wasteful tactics from the natives which go against every aspect the WSFW master program teaches. What do we really do?? 
If the natives worked with the 'whiteman' a little instead of having so much resentment....who really knows. 

The restrictions should apply to anyone who hunts in these (and any other units in the sate) units including non-tribal and 
tribal. 
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The roads have needed to be closed for a while. 

The thought of going to a 1x1 spike bull only season is the stupidest thing I have heard of. The same number of bulls will be 
killed, only left to rot on the ground. 

the whole state should be spike or better for two to five years 

The Yakimas would only shoot the big bulls why would they get the benefit of any the alternatives done? 

There is little or no escapement on the Colockum, Keep the indians from harvesting to many and close more roads. 

there should be cow permits issued for archery if closed for spikes 

There will never be an adequate breeding bull survival as long as Native Americans can freely poach big Bulls, including on 
the Reserve!!! (Elk were not native to the Colockum Range in the Frontier Days, therrfore not applicable to Indian Treaty. 
These Elk were planted and nutured by our Game Fees!!! 

this is a no brainer, if to many bulls are being harvested make it a permit only hunt for bulls or close the hunting for bull 
down for two years to increase the number of bulls and then open it up to permit only hunting for bulls. Stop thinking of 
making money instead of what is best for the elk and the hunters!! 

This is assuming that WDFW actually does road management. The green-dot system is a joke! There is no such thing as a 
closed road or a road that the WDFW can enforce the closure of. 

This may create a problem with mistaken takes and then either left and wasted or create a violation. Are the herds of 
appropriate size? If so then maybe expanded the taking of cows to bring the ratio more into focus. 

This seem the best way to control the survival rate. 

This should be reviewed for return to general season if effective. 

this would at least control the # of hunters in the field 

this would get rid of a lot of hunters. 

This would still allow hunters to take the field. I think in a few years the quality and quantity of bulls will improve. 

THREE OR FIVE POINT ANTLER RESTRICTION 

Try special permits for a few years - then - if numbers look good return gen. season with better road mgmt. 

Use road management as well. 

Way is it a low servival 

WDFW closes its eyes to the impact of tribal harvest on the Colockum elk herd. You guess that only a few dozen bulls are 
taken by tribal members but you don't have any data to support it. Local citizens say the harvest is much higher. Several 
spikes have already been taken this year, in August and September. I believe tribal harvest is well above 10% of the total 
Colockum harvest as estimated by Region 3 staff. Work with the tribes to get the REAL numbers. 

We love to hunt, If there are no animals to hunt we become hikers. why not close the unit for a year and see what the 
population does? 

We need to be able to harvest branched antler bulls in general season--why is this not an option? 

WE NEED TO GO STATE WIDE 1+1 SPIKE ONLY 

When the coweeman was changed to spike only, what was the out come for that unit? Didn't the Lewis river unit do the 
same? 

where do you guys get your info? i have seen more bulls this year than cows the first 6 days of the season last year all we saw 
were bulls not one cow. 

Where is a "No Change" choice?? 

why can't the state figure out the system is broke, go to six point minimum in general season areas 

Why dont you allow more liberal hunting of all bulls! This would decrease the harvesting of just ONE type you currently 
allow--if you have questions call Idaho Fish and Game 
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why not just close the entire hunting season in ALL of the state for 10 years? In a lot of the colockum, you brush up against 
native american land so i hear, and they harvest many elk. hmmmmm 

Why not make it cow only for the next three years? 

Will you ever quit closing things down by permit only hunting. I'm tired of your freinds and money holders gettng the tags!! 

work with tribes to stop their over harvest of mature bulls 

Would hate to see any change. Special permit hunting only would break up long time family hunt groups, that would be bad 
for the sport in general. If any change is required I would support the 1 x 1 only change. 

Would this change be effective given the tribal harvest of animals? 

Would this eliminate the general season for mod fire? permit only 

You are asking too much to determine that a bull is a 1X1. This is nearly impossible. 

You could consider changing these to traditional weapons only, no scoped modern firearms, no inline muzzleloaders and no 
compound bows. That way you are allowing a general season, but with restrictions placed on each hunting method. 

you did this in the blues and it dose not work what are you guys doing to our hunting 

YOU KNOW IT AND I KNOW IT ITS THE DAMD INDIANS. DO SOMETHING ABOUT THE REAL PROBLEM !!! 

you need to change it to 3 pt or bettet like has been proven on west side to improve bull ratios 

you need to put more big bull tags in the speical hunt 

you realy need to let the bulls get bigger, should be 3 point or better if you want a bigger heard 

 
 

ISSUE 46: Reduce Antlerless Elk Hunting in Northeast Washington  

BACKGROUND:  

Some people have indicated they would like to see an emphasis put on managing for more elk in 
Northeast Washington. Hunting regulations for elk in the Northeast are fairly aggressive in some GMUs. 
Any elk including antlerless (cows & calves) are currently legal for all hunting methods, within GMUs 101, 
105, 108, and 121. 

This proposal is to change the legal elk from “any elk” to “any bull,” which is defined as a bull with 
visible antlers. 

Antlerless elk hunting would be by special permit only in GMUs 101, 105, 108, and 121. If implemented, 
this measure might help accelerate an increase of the elk population within GMUs 101, 105, 108, and 121, 
if the habitat conditions continue to be favorable. 

Elk damage issues may increase if elk are allowed to increase in these GMUs.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

3-point or better w/ permit for antlerless or any bull...any bull will = spike only w/permit for branched...IT DID NOT 
WORK!!!! 

a very very low number of cow permits,or bulls only for three years and see what happens 

again iam not a trophy hunter i hunt elk to feed my family 

Allow anterless for archery 

allow landowners to issue special permits if migration or pressure causes increased crop damage. 

Allow only a 3 point minimum Bull hunt no antlerless hunts 

and I would like to the same for the westside of HWY395 in the MT spokane GMU 
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Another alternative is to retain the any elk designation for archery. You do not mention what happens to archers in this 
scenario. 

Antlerless should never be general season if you want to have a viable elk herd. 

Any elk for archers and muzzle loaders, bulls only for rifle hunters 

anyone who has hunted these GMU's knows any elk seen would be nice 

Archers should be allowed to harvest spikes. If drawn for a bull tag in one area the tag should be good in the late hunt in that 
area. 

Archery any elk, rifle and muzzleloader 3 pt minimium. This should be managed to become a quality elk area. Archers dont 
kill alot of elk % wise so cow populations should be fine by reducing rifle/muzzleloader 

Bulls only for rifle hunters. Bull and antlerless for archers. 

but only for 3/4 seasons to allow the increase but return to general season to allow for hunting and damage control 

By using permits the number and sex of the elk harvested can be better controlled. The number of permits can be adjusted to 
impact the elk population. 

Change it to any bull for a while 

change to "any bull" 

Change to Branch antlered bulls only for Modern rifle and either sex for Archery and Muzzleloader 

change to bulls only except for archery would be either sex. 

Do away with the weapon choice for elk. 

Do you want to have elk there?if so put restrictions on,if not don't 

Don't let the NIMBYs thwart plans to improve quantities of Elk. Pay them to buy new barbed wire only. 

Eliminate antlerless hunting. 

Elk are not suppose to be here any way, human population and lack of adequate habitat for both deer and elk are not present 
in eastern wash. we cannot manage both deer and elk in ne wash within the same units or habitats. gotta pick one 

Evaluate the change and reassess 

for a limited time to see the results. Try a three year plan and modify the seasons again. 

For only modern rifle elk hunters 

GIVE 30% MORE ANTLERLESS TAGS THEN YOU WANT CULLED OUT OF THE HERD AND IT SHOULD COME 
OUT ABOUR RIGHT 

Go Bull Elk only 

go to 3 pt or better and see what happens 

Good idea as this is a tough area to hunt already and many of the successful hunters take one in their or their buddy's 
backyard! 

great proposal 

Habitat dictates the elk population in these GMUs. These animals are healthy even if numbers are lower than what hunters 
want them to be. Too many elk creates too many other problems. 

have fewer master hunters and fewer master hunts 

hers the problem with hunting elk in north eastern washington ,most of your elk herds are on private property and cannot be 
managed , The game department should get involved with land owners to take a certain amount of elk bye permission only,or 
even make these private property hunts bye draw. 

hunting these areas is a lot harder than people think, the elk are spread out and in small groups 
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I don't feel there are enough bulls to make this change. Any elk at least allows hunters to have a chance at Harvesting an elk. 

I hunt in 101 and why change it to permit only when the indians can shoot anything anyway? 

I hunt in these areas for elk. I still have not seen an elk in the Public Lands. I think that most of the elk are being taken on 
private lands, which is not accessible for most hunters. If I see an animal whether deer or something else, it is often a quick 
encounter as most of the public lands are densly forested. My Family also hunts up there for elk and deer and we have had 
success with deer but are switching to a different public location within the GMU in order to try for better success. 

I hunt this area and elk population is on the rise 

I moved here 7 years ago for the hunting opportunity. The herd size hasregularly decreased since I've been here. 

If damage increase then issue special kill permits to youth hunters and disabled and the land owners should allow them on 
their property. Otherwise they should quit bitching. 

If damage occurs, consider damage contol tags as recommended by field biologists. 

If elk damage becomes a problem allow landowners to get damage permits. 

if people dont want elk damaging their property have them build an elk fence around their property, dont just kill the elk 

If property damage occurs, go back to any elk. Also make large landowers allow hunter to control elk. 

If the populations are low, restrict the hunting in those areas. And allowing calves to be harvested EVER is just wrong, in my 
opinion. 

If you have ever hunted those areas it is very hard to find any elk. There is no reason to change it to any bull. 

If you have more cows (within capacity for survival) you have the opportunity for more bulls (calves) 

if youve ever hunted theis area you will find it is huge and the hered is small, hunters need all the help you can get 

I'm not after trophies. I want to put quality nutritious meat on the table. Changing to a permit process would not give me and 
many others that opportunity. 

Increase elk numbers in NE WA. I never heard a good reason to keep them out. 

Introduce a little new blood in the areas. would increase fast population 

It is about time to start managing for elk in those GMUs. That is a great resource that is currently mismanaged. 

I've hunted 101 extensively for bear, and never seen an elk. Is damage the issue? What about issuing landowners permits that 
allow for harvest of anterless elk on their property only? Might be tough to administer, but could allow for damage control 
and help control harvest numbers in other areas. 

keep all indians from being able to shoot anything that they want 

Let the depravation and herd numbers dictate permit numbers 

Living in 105 I feel we are doing just fine with the current system. 

make modern rufle seasons longer, success rates are rediculously low in such brushy areas. a 9 day season for cost of license 
is nuts. Will go to Montana if WDFW keep this up. 

Make the switch to antlerless only for modern firearm 

Manage these areas for an emphasis on deer populations 

Maybe try this for a few years, monitor and see if not working to change back. 

Might chose 50% of the GMU's to change for herd management but should leave open. 

modern firearm and muzzle loader permit for cows 

More cooperation between land owners and hunters for managing crop damage and hunting opportunities. 

More homes are being built and with more Elk you will have more compliants and less area to hunt. Leave it as is. 

Much of the NE WA area suitable for elk is non-agricultural and elk damage should be minimal except deep snow years. 
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My answer here really would depend on whether the previous poilicy regarding allowing elk expansion to in these units has 
changed or not. If it has, then the option with permit hunting only for antlerless elk makes sense. If the policy about range 
expansion has not changed, then leave the season the way it is. The policy should drive the regulation alternatives, not the 
other way around. 

Need to consider potential impact of wolves returning to this area and their impact on herd population 

No Change this year. Most places are private property only and they don't allow hunting. Make it a permit only hunt 

No crop damage fees unless a farmer agrees to allow the harvesting of animals by general population without charge. 

NO MORE PERMITS, NOT FAIR, EQUAL ACCESS!! 

No more Special permit hunts!!! All about the money, is'nt it?? 

Not enough elk as it is! 

Not many elk are harvested in these areas. The terrain is steep and rugged and unless you have a horse it's almost impossible 
to reach these animals. Besides once the shooting starts they run over the mountains into Idaho where they know they are 
safe because our seasons are offset from there seasons. 

Offer youth , diabled and senior hunters with permit only in those areas. 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain herds for 3 
years 

people who claim damage must allow hunting in order to receive payment 

permit for branch bull only in okanogan county and eastern washington for 4 years then maybe a few cow permits 

permit only makes the antlerless take more controlable 

Please do this 

Please don't reduce opportunities when herds are dramatically increasing under the current rules. 

please pay me $300 a ton for loss alfalfa from deer before you bring in more elk to add further hay loss along with fence 
damage by their crashing into my barbwire to keep out range cattle. Hope you have a big budget 

prosecute native americans hunting outside the reservation and outside posted seasons 

reduce modern rifle season and expand muzzleloader season on these GMUs 

Shoot cougars and keep Indians out 

simple solution..CLOSE THE WHOLE THING DOWN FOR 3 years!!!!!!!!!!!!! This would do wonders for the SMALL 
population of elk up there, there may even be a staggler or 2 on public land. 

Since I presume this will kill more opportunity for archery hunters, I have to vote no change. 

Since when do you guys listen to "Some people" . Give out more bull permits. I have six elk points. I would like to hunt a 
mature bull. Resident hunters should be able to draw bull permits every 3 years or Antlerless every 2 years. 

SOme areas are not suitable for large heards of elk and can be kept in check by any elk opertunities! 

Start to control the cougar and wolf (Yes, I said wolf, since I have seen them while snowmobiling) populations and the elk 
herds will bounce back 

stop anterless hunting let god determind the serviel 

stop damage hunting 

Switch and monitor damage 

Switch antlerless elk hunting in GMUs 101, 105, 108, and 121 from general season to permit only for rifle and 
muzzleloaders. 

switch the rifle season to bull only 

switch to any bull, &antlerless permits 
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switch to bull only in 101, 105, 108. leave 121 as 'any elk' 

take the antlerless opportunity away from modern firearms 

th change would change hunter impact 

That would be a start. In any case, being more aggressive with restrictions will greatly improve opportunities in the future. 
Oh, and let's not forget about needing to allow hounds and baiting for bears and lions. 

the archers are shooting a lot of big bulls in this area. 

The habitat in these areas is not condusive to elk. If there is areal intent establish significant herds we need a mangement plan 
that works to develope the habitat. 

The Northeast has great habitat for elk and this would be a great way to increase the population. 

The number of elk harvested isn't high anyway. Limiting the numbers of cows taken in those areas will deter many from 
hunting those areas. 

The priority in this area should be Mule deer carry capacity. If Elk are overharvesting feed and affecting Mule deer 
populations I would support more harvest. Is the Elk herd coming off of the colvile reservation and if so the tribe should 
sholder the burden of crop damage. 

The proposal to hunt "any bull" as mentioned above is the best option, but it is not listed in the alternatives; why? 

There needs to be general elk BULL and draw for any elk. 

These units have been managed in the past more for deer habitat and not elk. I live near all these units, have a business that 
benifits from all hunters, and love to hunt elk in these units( only harvesting one in 6 years) and don't really care if it is any 
elk or not, however, I feel that it would interfer with the real purpose of these units. 

this area can and should support more elk 

This change should be for Modern firearm hunters only. 

This is long overdue. Cow elk herds that migrate into GMU 108 from bordering GMU before hunting season get completely 
wiped out. This happened about four or five years ago. 

This is not clear. Do you mean swith from "antlerless" elk to "any bull"? If so, this is what I would choose. 

This is the only area in the state that you can harvest any bull or a cow with archery. 

This may give the right amount of management in these GMU's to increase the elk population. These are areas that don't have 
a very large huntable population to begin with. However I think the WDFW should give the average Joe an opportunity to 
hunt an elk there if a depredation situation should arise. Instead of a special permit drawing that would take until the next 
year to be active, give us an opportunity to hunt elk on the property that is being damaged by giving out special landowner 
permits posted on the website that we can purchase from the landowner. I would personally pay up to 100.00 dollars for this 
opportunity, and the land owner would have the say of what method of hunting he was willing to have on his property, ie., 
walkin, archery only, etc,. 

this needed to be changed long ago,our land here could support alot of elk and could be developed into a knowend elk 
hunting area like parts of Colorado, farmers that have crop damage could be reimbured possibly by groups like the RME if 
asked 

This would be good but only do it for a few years, this should increase the amount of elk enough to sustain them. 

This would increase revenue for the game dept. and would be able to have more control over the # of antlerless elk to be 
harvested 

those areas are great elk country, there is lots of food, the ranchers aren't using it 

Try it for only 3 yrs to see if it actually works on building up the Elk population and if it doesn't then try bull with permit or 
cows NO calves 

Try managemeny for moose oppportunity 

until these countys curtail atv on all roads and install some dog control these ideas will not work 
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Use permit only hunts until elk population increases 

We need a late hunt for elk in these GMU areas Nov 8th through 21 

Well let's see. What is the Bull/cow ratio? What's the cow/calf 6 month survival ratio? WHAT'S THE BIO? 

What is the potential for elk damage? Why was this enacted in the first place? Has the herd in this area declined? 

Which of the alternatives best supports WDFW goals for elk numbers in this area? Will the area support increased numbers 
without negative impact to private land (ranching and farming)? If yes, don't shoot cows and let the herd increase. 

why are we managing game hunting by some people??? What do we need to do as wildlife managers? 

Would like to see GMU 175 bulls open or at least a special permit for that area for archery 

YOU SHOULD HAVE PLACED THE ANTLERLESS RESTRICTION ON THE RIFLE SEASON ONLY AS THAT IS 
THE MAIN AREA OF DIFFICULTY!!!! 

 
 

ISSUE 47: Modern Firearm Elk General Season Length in Western Washington  

BACKGROUND:  

In the last 3-year package (2006-2008), WDFW added an additional day to the modern firearm general elk 
season in western Washington, increasing the season from nine days to ten days. The Department 
committed to evaluate the results of lengthening the season. Initial analysis of the first two years of data, 
does not indicate an obvious change in bull harvest or a measurable change in post-hunt bull ratios.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

10 days of serious elk hunting is enough....give the elk and the hunter a well deserved rest 

7 DAYS 

Add 2 days at the begining of the season, and close on sunday 

add a 10 day muzzleloader season and reduce modern rifle to a 7 day season 

Add a week and don't monitor the data. 

add more days if possible. 

Add more opportunities! 

ADD WEEKEND DAYS!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

adding days at the end do not help. the elk are spooked by then - maybe open on thursday as in the past 

adding days may benefit people who don't have vacation or have to compete with others to get time off. It may open hunting 
to some that don't get to. 

Again, consider segmented seasons, depending on unit. 

Again, I want the elk exterminated from my area in Randle 

Allow for a 2 week (14 day) elk hunt Saturday to Sunday 

better yet, start later 

Bring it on. If you want to hunt in the rain, knock yourself out! 

Change Eastern seasons also, a must!!! 

change general archery elk from sept 8-21 to sept. 16-30 

change it back to the nine day season 

Could go back to opening on Wed for thsoe who don;t put in for a permit 

Page 156 of 236 



ISSUE 47: Modern Firearm Elk General Season Length in Western Washington  
COW SEASON 11/1/2009 TO 11/6/2009 PERMIT ONLY . GENERAL SEASON SPIKE ONLY 11/8/2009 TO 11/15/2009. 
PERMIT ONLY BRANCH BULLS 11/18/2009 TO 11/22/2009 GO TO SPIKE ONLY A SEVEN DAY SEASON 

Deer season is closed during this time. 

Do away eith the weapon choice for elk. 

Do not know the areas. 

Elk for modern firearm should be a full 14 days 

Far too many rifle hunters,. 

Finally you guy figure out that extending seasons doesnt mean we will hunt more, it just lets us not have to you our vacation 
time off work to hunt your little measely 8 day seasons. You finally figured out how to SELL more tags, give us a chance to 
hunt on our own time. You guys should take a look at how the season where 20 years ago. Then you will understand why we 
are so fustrated.Especially since license sales are DOWN & animal populations are UP.... 

for the money we spend on license, permits, tag's,etc: the state should quit being greedy and give the hunters a fair chance 
and extend the elk general season to at least that of the general deer season 

Give the extra days to the muzzleloader hunters! 

Go back to nine day season 

go back to the three day penalty for putting in for special permits. 

GO TO A 7 DAY SEASON 

GO TO A 7 DAY SEASON 

have a 7 day season with 4 point restiction and cow permits 

Have the season earlier. 

Hire more analysis, and game wardens to monitor Western GMU's and enforce strict reporting procedures 

How about making the eastern season a little longer? 

how about muzzleloaders 

Hunter success is less than 10% for Bulls as far as I know. Another 2 days would not be a big deal from a harvest standpoint 
but would improve hunter relations. WEYCO might fuss. We need more gate keepers. On the other hand every less Elk 
means less tree damage. 

I do not hunt on the last day because of vacation time is used up. Other hunters are in the same boat 

I don't hunt over there.... too damned close to corrupt King County. I don't want cooties. 

i feel if you arr a hunter and not a beer drinker in camp, then ten days is sufficient. 

I have a hard time getting off work to hunt. A longer season is best. 

i love elk hunting and have harvested many bulls, i believe to increase the oppertunity we need to shorten all seasons they 
can not run from mid sept to late dec the elk have no chance 

I think if you're going to increase a season it should be for Bow Hunters 

I would be really interested in knowing the cow:bull ratios in places like 460. There seem to be an ABUNDANCE of cows in 
the Meadowbrook mob. 

I would be surprised if adding 2 days would actually make a drastic difference, but it would give hunters an extra opportunity 
to harvest 

I would rather see a reduction in modern firearm season, possibly a split season. There are too many hunters here, I know of 
many people that have quit hunting because of the amount of people in the woods. It has gotten dangerous. 

I'd bet you could do the same for Eastern Washington and see the same results. 

If 3-point works so wel lthat you can extend the season, why not try it in Eastern Wa.? Spike Only has been a failure. 
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If adding 1 day to the season didn't change anything do you really think adding another will result in significant harvest? 

If the current increased season lengths did not adversly effect harvest, it would be fantastic to allow for the extra 2 days of 
hunting. If we can safely increase the length of the season without jepardizing the bull herd, we offer increased oppertunities 
for hunters to enjoy the great outdoors. Personally: I have to go out of town for the entire mon-fri week of elk season for 
business, this means I have a maximum of 5 days to hunt all year for elk. I would enjoy the oppertunity to spend more time 
hunting in the outdoors. 

if wyco will open St Helen area to camping and more time to hunt then add two days 

I'm not surprised that adding a day to the end of the elk season had little impact. Not many elk are taken after the first few 
days, in my experience, because after the shooting starts they hole up in the thickest stuff possible. Improving the bull harvest 
might better be served by a modern rifle season which touches on some part of the rut. 

keep the indain hunters out of the woods without a license, they should hunt just like everyone else 

Longer hunt more oppertunities although just adding a couple of days at the beginning of the week is not going to make a lot 
of difference most vacations run Monday through Sunday. You took 3 days off the season several years ago when you 
changed the opening day from Wednesday to Saturday. Change it back 

Lower the season back to nine days. 

make it a seven day season 

make it a week longer, these guys get screwed 

manage, the heards for quality hunting opertunities through a state wide draw system 

Maybe run a two season program like Oregon State (the first season four Days and the second seasons a week) IT SEEMS 
TO WORK THERE! Thank you 

Might even consider extending 3 days 

modern hunters are allready taking more than there share with the addition of muzzleloading the elk have to much pressure 
on them aditional modern day do not make sense 

Modern rifle already has the most participation, the most area to hunt and good sucess rate. Why lengthen the season? Get 
more people into muzzle loader & archery disaplines by openning up more GMUs to these disaplines. Adjust the season 
lengths as needed to maintain target sucess rates. People don't like to hunt these days because of to many hunters. Spread us 
out! 

more hunting time is neccesary in these GMU's 

Most other states have very liberal hunting seasons such as Montana that last from Sept. 1st to Nov. 25th., with special draw 
permits into Dec. and Jan. in certain areas. You also can use all forms of weopons until you fill your tag, none of the units 
they allow the liberal seasons or choice of all weopons seem to have a noticeable decline in the strength of their herds. What I 
am trying to say here, is I don't think two more days on any given hunting season/unit is going to affect the population in 
general. 

Move the start dates not the ending dates. It will stop the weekend warriors and get back to serious elk hunters. 

None of these alternatives will increase the bull harvest. If that is the goal you need to open the season for "bull" hunters 
prior to the season for "cow" hunters. 

Non-native hunters are getting short shrift. They pay the lion's share of fees, but get a fraction, by population percentage, of 
the harvest. Native hunters should not get 3-4 months, plus the same total amount of tags. This is blatantly unfair. 

One year (2006) was a total rainout and hunters were struggling just to get out of the woods alive so basically you have one 
year of statistics. Any numbers taken for analysis should eliminatle 2006. One year isn't enough for any kind of accurate 
analysis. 

Only allow a 9 day hunt opening on Sat and closing on Sun 

Open all GMU's to all methods of take sharing the same early, general, and late season dates 

OPEN GMU 653 to Elk 3 point min. Hancock permits, closed roads, state park is enough management to sustain herds for 3 
years 
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Open the season one week later! This will allow for snow and make the hunting easier and funner. 

Open the Toutle to general season hunting and then take a look in three years 

ost hunters don't hunt the last few idays if they are week days. I don't believe there there will be much increase in harvest 
with a 2 day extention. 

People don't like the rain. You could increase it by 10 days and probably not see a change in the data. But participation may 
increase. HEY! I know, give the muzzlloader guys an extended season on the west side! I hear they like the rain more that 
anyone else. 

reduce modern firearm season by 2 days. 

reduce to a 9 day season 

Season is long enough it's just too early. 

SHORT SEASON, OPEN ALL AREAS, NO MORE PERMITS!! 

Shorten the season to 7 days. 

shorten to five days. 

Some herds have a hard time supporting the current harvest - expanding the season may increase harvest and negatively 
affect the herds 

Stop the modern firearm circus in Western Washington. Reduce general season opportunities and increase permit 
opportunities. I'd gladly hunt elk once every three or four years if you cut the number of hunters in a unit by 50+ percent. 

Take a look at our weather changes in the past decade. Warm fall, late winter. Best hunting is when you close the season! 
General should start later, end later. 

Take away 3 days from Modern deasons 

Thank you...it is about time you gave some thought to your largest user base...the silent majority! 

The biggest beef I have is the opening of the private tree farm gates, the only user group that gets this treatment, which is not 
fair to the public and the other user groups. This practice allows party hunting to occur where multiple people in separate 
vehicles drive from landing to landing spotting feeding elk. They then use their cell phone or radios to tell their buddies 
where to go and they shoot the elk. This practice does not promote the heritage and the image I want as a Washington State 
hunter, nor is it ethical for the elk herds in SW Washington to have to endure. Maximize the amount of walk in areas, 
minimize the open logging roads to vehicle traffic, and do not hide behind old laws that the rifle hunters use to say the gates 
are opened to support the requirement that the private open land must allow x number of days to the public for reduced 
taxation on the land. Hunt by foot, not by truck. All user groups, locked gates support ethical hunting and healthy elk herds 
for all. 

The elk are hunted from early September to the end of January. We don't need to lengthen any seasons 

The season is plenty long the elk are hunted in all types to long now 

There hasn't been enough time and data to get an accurate reading of a one day addition to elk season. You also have to 
realize that in 2006 there was a freak storm that all but nullified elk hunting in a large portion of western Washington. that 
would skew your harvest numbers dramatically. 

There were some miserable days of weather, increasing a day or two might give us a chance to actually get out in hunt. 

They can keep it for ten days so no real change. 

This would help with the over populated Western Wa units. 

those guys have enough time, shooting an elk @ 300yards is not tough, try getting within 70yards in the vine maple to get a 
shot when they are not rutting, move the season back a week for archers 

THREE YEARS IS NOT ENOUGH TIME TO EVALUATE . 

Too many variables to commit to additional days without further monitoring. 

Two weekends with the current number of hunters with rifles is more than the herds can withstand. Take two days away. 
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Two weeks!!! 

Two years of data is not enough time to give them an extended season. Look at it for another 3 years. Of course, now all of 
them will report no kill on that Monday to get extra time. 

Two years of data on this doesn't mean much....these types of changes often take some time to show appreciable differences. 
give it 3 more years under the current reg...then re-evaluate. 

Unless you add or subtract a weekend, little change will occur. 

Unless you can figure how to manage the hunters your not going to be able to manage the elk herd during the rifle elk season

We need to do this to the Eastern Side also. 

why do native americans get 5 months we get 10 days? 

Why only in Western Washington, I thought this state wanted to hold statewide standards? 

With the current branched antler restrictions, two more hunting days would help. Our party of ten hunters has not taken or 
even observed a legal bull since 2001. 

Would like to see as much as 5 days more. Especially in Western WA as more dificult. 

You probably won't see much change unless you add the days back on the front-end of the season. 

 
 

ISSUE 69: Wild Turkey Early Fall Season Overlaps  

BACKGROUND:  

The turkey populations in northeast and southeast Washington and Klickitat County have expanded over 
the past 10 years. Additional hunting opportunity is not a population concern. 

For the last several years the early fall turkey season in northeastern and southeastern Washington and 
Klickitat County has been held from the 4th Saturday in September through the first few days of October 
(ranges from 7-14 days depending on the year). 

Currently, the season overlaps the latter part of archery deer season. In order to expand the early fall 
turkey season, additional season overlaps would be necessary. 

The recent public scoping survey showed that archery, muzzleloader, and turkey hunters support adding 
days to overlap muzzleloader seasons, but do not support overlapping modern firearm season. 

This is not a discussion about whether turkey hunting with rifles should be allowed.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

Add more time in the spring, many working people that hunt take all their time off in the fall, spring turkey is more of a get 
to go when convenient. Maybe just add a couple weeks or a month like is done with fishing season after the numbers are a 
known. 

Again, overlaps are not the end of the world. With so few Muzzleloaders, a trifecta may lure more hunters. 

Allow one turkey with large game license in northeast WA; 2nd tag by permit 

Allow rifles to hunt turkeys, growing up in Va it was a great challenge to kill turkeys with rifles in the fall and it would be 
the same here 

allow until the end of the first modern firearm weekend 

Apparently we have plenty of turkeys in those units. More opportunity is good. However, we need to watch out for conflicts 
between turkey hunters and ML huunters. 

BUT THERE HAS BEEN A BAD WINTER DIE OFF THAT SHOULD BE FOLLOWED . 

Can we release turkeys on Whidbey Island? 
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Delete the archery and muzzle loader season for the days of the overlap. 

Do not favor overlapping of archery and muzzle loading. Maybe extending the season by for the user groups, without user 
group overlap is possible. 

Extend season until a day or two before modern rifle deer season so hunters could come to the area a few days early to hunt 
for turkeys also 

Extending the season is not the solution. It should not over lap other seasons. Hunters should not have to purchase turkey 
tags. You should be able to hunt them with a small game license and have a yearly limit. 

Get back to providing a turkey tag for every small game license sold. The Wild Turkey Clubs just want to demand payment 
for a Turkey tag in order to reduce the number of turkey hunters 

Give modern fire arm hunters the same opportunity as archers and muzzleloaders. 

I don't care for the beardless requirement for the fall general season in several GMU's 

I don't hunt turkeys because I would have to buy a small game package and a turkey tag. I would buy a turkey tag with my 
big game package! 

I enjoy hunting turkeys in the fall, and with all the other hunting and fishing activities taking place, it would allow me (and 
others) to set aside more days to pursue wild turkeys. 

I support adding days during modern firearm seasons as well. Keep restriction to shotguns only for turkeys. What's to prevent 
the muzzleloader from popping a turkey with the rifle? With this attitude, why should the modern firearm hunter support 
anything that benefits the other groups? WDFW should stop setting each group up against the other. It should be game 
management and hunter opportunity first. Then enforce the rules made. 

I think it is a good thing to have the population of turkeys ! 

I went scouting for elk up in Northeastern WA and saw multiple flocks, one was as large as 20+birds. 

If more turkeys need to be harvested allow hunters to take more than one. 

If the populations are overly healthy, then expanding the season makes sense. If some don't like overlapping seasons, my 
opinion is 'tough for them'. 

I'll all for adding opportunity if it doesn't negatively impact populations or other key management indicators. 

In my opinion more turkeys need to be taken , a longer season will help this over growth of turkeys. 

It would be nice if the season fell more into archery season with taking of turkey by archery only equipment as well. 

kill all the damn turkeys, i'm tired of hitting them on the highway 

make this available to youth hunters on their weeked in the woods. 

Make Turkeys an unprotected species for 3 years. The Turk season has created a new army of trespassers! 

Manageing turkeys with fall seasons is a waste of time 

MATURE TOMS ARE NOT AS PRESENT AS THEY WERE 4 YEARS AGO. MY WORK TAKES ME ON ALL THE 
BACK ROADS OF STEVENS COUNTY AND I CAN HONESTLY SAY THAT THIS "LIBERAL" APPROACH TO 
TURKEY HARVESTS IS NOT GOOD !!!! 

most if not all turkey are on private property. cant hunt them anyway. this is a landowner hunting question. restrict hunting 
turkeys all together 

Muzzleloaders already have limited hunting choices. They don't need turkey hunters out there w/shotguns. 

need to lower the price on turkey tags, or get 2 tags for the price of one. I don't turkey hunt due to cost. 

never hunted turkeys so can't really comment 

No overlap, reduce risk of injury! 

Open a Thanksgiving weekend turkey season 
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Open all GMU's to all methods of take sharing the same early, general, and late season dates 

Open either sex turkey seasons for both archery and ML in their early and late fall deer seasons. 

open it in eastern wa 

Open Sept. 1-4th friday for archery only. 

open turkey sept 1st at same time as grouse....end oct 1st or 7th 

Overlap modern firearm season. Be fair 

Overlap sound fine. More turkey hunting is good. Do not overlap with firearm. Muzzleloader is bad enough. Waaaay too 
many nut jobs out there with rifles. It's simply too easy to crank off rounds from a repeater. 

overlap with general deer season Not enough vacation days 

overlap with modern deer, you could hunt both turkey and deer on one trip 

overlaps are ok 

Please look at opening GMU 653 to Elk 3 pt min. at least for archery. Give more permits for modern and muzzleloading. 

poeple do not have enough time to take off for deer, elk then turkey?? you have to allow the overlap if management of the 
birds is to happen. DO NOT OVERLAP WITH ARCHERY SEASONS. 

provides opportunity for muzzleloader hunters who travel to the NE to switch to turkeys if successful. Curerntly the season 
are adjacent to each other. I've traveled over to the NE after deer and my partner was successful but couldn't hunt anything. 

rifle hunters are always the ones who get shorted an it needs to stop! 

Shorter season. 

Should not be season (open year roumd) 

tag cost to much to hunt a turkey. 

The late season archery hunters should be allowed to take turkeys while hunting during the late deer season. Should be 
archery only with no overlap with muzzleloader or shotguns, that has been proven very dangerous. I have seen flocks of over 
100 birds the last three years in klickatat while hunting in the late season. 

The turkey population in this area can handle increased opportunity, and hunter interference issues should be minimal so 
long as you avoid overlapping the modern firearm deer and elk season. 

The turkeys are doing fine, a longer season would allow more hens to be harvested. 

There is not as many turkeys now, as people seem to think. 

This is a quality hunt-dont mess it up! 

treat the varmints like grouse, three per day all season long 

Try it. If it works great! If not, try something different. 

Try to avoid overlap of archery and firearms whenever possible. 

Turkey hunting should not occur during muzzleloader deer or elk seasons. Many hunters will not be aware of the over lap, 
which presents major safety issues. There was an overlap of turkey and deer seasons in the Blue Mountains many years ago 
that Commissioner Dean Lydig resolved by segregating the seasons. Do not recreate the problem that was resolved. 

Turkey Population in most NE units is actually down right now. 

Turkey season already screws up the early archery hunt- why not screw up the muzzleloaders as well? 

turkeys are overly thick 

way too many turkeys if you can't get your two you don't know how to hunt. 

We are drowning in turkeys in 101, 204, and 105. Run season through modern opener and treat like grouse. 
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We have enough turkeys here to have a non permit hunt here in Klickitat County. You just want to sell the permits. You have 
no science to have permit hunting only. Look at your yearly stats to see how few turkeys are taken in Klickitat County with 
the permits. I have more than turkeys in my yard each day, than what you allow for the fall hunt. shame on you. 

Whatever they decide to do, keep in mind that hunting with a rifle is unfair, plus the need for people to wear hunter orange is 
something a seasoned turkey hunter would tell tou is not a good Idea>>>but then using camo out there with hunters using a 
rifle is not a good idea either....keep in mind the safety factor. I think they should give out a free turkey tag with the purchase 
of your first tag by a lottery process. 

Where overpopulated allow either sex hunts and extra hen tags. 

who cares about the 2 people that archery hunt for turkeys!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! You people get all caught up in overlapping 
seasons. There is enough game to go around in NE washington. 

Why not begin the Turkey hunt one week earlier so that it does not overlap muzzleloader deer and elk season? 

why not start it earlier in september, deer hunters can shoot turkeys with their bows if they are good 

why not two or three day overlap for all methods for equal oppotunity? 

Would also like to look at the period after modern firearm season for additional pursuit. 

 
 

ISSUE 70: Wild Turkey Late Fall Season from Permit Only to General Season Hunt  

BACKGROUND:  

In an effort to control turkey population growth in northeast Washington, a permit only late fall turkey 
season has been held from November 20 â€“ December 15 since 2006. 

Permit only hunting was chosen so the level of hunting pressure for this new opportunity would be 
controlled. For the first two years, there were fewer permit applicants than permits available (800). Permit 
only hunting limits participation by the local community, including landowners who may want to use 
hunting to help address their nuisance issue. 

Ideally, the late fall hunt will target turkeys on private lands.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

a small step in the right direction. 

Actually, my preference (not listed above) would be to allow landowners to hunt turkeys on their own property without 
having to draw a permit. Permit draw would still be appropriate for other hunters. 

AFLAC. Increase the earlyfall permis season.sep 27-oct 3. You have the apps. This is designed to cut numbers. The late 
season is either sex You fail to address this issue. Dead fall goblers don't cut population in over populated areas. Perhaps an 
either sex nov-dec permit season as well as a gen season for beardless only. Whoever wrote this is not a turkey person. 

Alocate a portion of permits for landowner damage hunts, and help coordinate those drawing with landowners who need 
additional birds removed beyond their damage tags 

And include the turkey tag free like it was a couple of years ago. 

Another indication of wild game is only on private land. If permits were specific to land owners with wildlife issues then all 
would benefit. 

But, try and make it outside national forest service lands if targeting private land turkeys. 

By using permits harvest can be controlled. If hunters won't buy a permit for a sure thing (move permit than applicants). I fail 
to see how making it part of the general season would make a difference. If increased harvest is the goal why not increase the 
bag limit or additional turkey(s) at a reduced cost. All there factors could be adjusted to meet desired goals or conditions. 

Changing to a general season allows for more opportunity, and there is an over-abundance of turkeys. 

Consider making this permit valid for private land only to better address the turkeys that are causing the problems. 
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Do away with this season entirely! 

Eliminate this season and expand the "beardless" season to any turkey, no permit, beginning mid-September. 

excessive turkeys 

For only north east GMA's. 

get private land owners to allow hunts 

Go back to giveing free tags to hunters in GMU 101-124 if you want more harvest. When numbers are explodeing takeing 
away a free tag is counterproductive. Those who are avis turkey hunters would still purchase additional tags. 

Going from permit to general won't help with population control since hunting is in winter and turkeys are typically in 
lowlands which are normally private property. Try extending Sept-Oct hunt. 

How about not allowing the Wildlife officers to kill turkeys and leave them for coyote fodder! The #'s aren't as great as 
advertised. Allow hunters the opportunity, instead of poaching! 

How can permit only limit local participation if not all the permits are issued. Locals want more options they should apply 
for the permits. If DFW determines more turkeys need to be harvested they can issue more permits. 

I live in stevens county and it would be nice to shoot turkeys without a permit........to manny of them 

I would support a third alternative which is to keep the current permit system and find a way or mechanism to sell leftover 
permits. 

i'd like to see late turkey in 388. Get rid of some the cats and we'll have more turkey 

if all permits are not filled allow the local population to purchase them as alternates 

If landowners want to use hunting to address nuisance issues make them allow access!!!!! 

if private landownder don't want hunters on their land, then screw 'em! Let them deal with the problem. 

If the numbers are too high, open a conservative general season and monitor closely. 

If there are more permits then applicants then there isn't an issue in terms of opportunity for hunters. 

It is worth a trial. If it harms sustainability, it needs to be curtailed. 

its about time you added a fall general seson 

Just leave it open, but turkey hunters must wear orange during the firearm seasons, allow three turkeys per hunter per year, 
with up to two that can be taken in the fall season. 

Keep hunting the turkeys longer in the spring time during the mating season and allow the taking of a hen...Notice how fewer 
the grouse numbers are ever since turkeys invaded the territory by introduction 

Kill em all! 

kill more turkeys 

make the turkey season overlap the general modern deer season most of us working stiffs can only afford one trip a year 
,please stop setting up the rules to make it as difficult as possible to hunt NOT ALL OF US WORK FOR MICROSOFT 
AND THE LIKE 

more opportunity is a good thing 

most if not all turkeys are on private property. cant hunt them anyway. this is a landowner hunting question. restrict hunting 
turkeys all together 

Most persons I have spoken with regarding this prefer an extended general season -- either sex 

Most private land owner won't give trtespass permission to hunt "their" Turkeys. If a landowner complains of a "Nuisance" 
demand they open their property to hunting 

Muzzleloaders do not want to be overrun by turkey hunters! 

Offer incentives to landowners who allow general turkey season access in special areas posted for hunting. 
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Opening general season turkey from Nov 20 - Dec 15 would likely have an impact on the late archery deer and elk seasons 

Or increase bag limits to 2? 

overlap with general deer season 

overlap with modern deer so a person can hunt both on one hunting trip 

Please look at opening GMU 653 to Elk 3 pt min. at least for archery. Give more permits for modern and muzzleloading. 

Private land owners would be the main beneficiary of change, as high elevations and snow make this a difficult time to hunt 
on most of the public land this late anyway. 

Recommend change to general season but decrease season to 7-10 days starting in mid-November. 

reduce the cost of additiomal tags 

see previous answer 

See previous coment. 

Set up some system where landowners can get some preference. 

shorten the season one week to retain the population 

Sounds like this would help get under controll but kill rates should be monitored and GMU adjusted acordingly. 

tag's are to much $. let the landowners shoot them all since theres to much private lands. 

The lack of information on hunting turkey in a given area is poor at best. If we could get landowners involved in nuisance 
hunts with direct contact information and general maps the state would generate more interest in fall hunting, also more 
dollars into the WDFW and communities. 

the problem is the cost of traveling so far 

The reason the numbers are not adding up is because nearly all the people I hunt with think spending $15 on a turkey tag is a 
waste of money after you add gas and ammo and time you spent $300 to get a turkey that is tough and dry and would have 
cost you $18 at the store. Lower the price and the hunters will come back Try $10 or even $7.50 

there is sufficient general season opportunity for most folks that paying for a permit seems uncessary to most folks I've talked 
to. 

There should be no special permits or addition charges for a turkey tag. 

They are an invasive species tearing up gardens, hay bales and yards! What right do you have to propagate a non native 
species and expect us to bear the damages. 

This is a great hunt for landowners. Make late season draw tag worth two turkeys! 

This should be implemented in my opinion. 

This would be disastrous to the late archery season for deer. 

Those land owner that have a problem with any animal and wish for state compensation should grant access to hunter. 

try it for 2 years 

Turkeys are taking over every square inch of our state. They are non native and numbers are way too high. 

turkeys seem to be doing very well 

way too many turkeys 

we have to allow more time for the hunters to harvest as well as every hunter the opprotunity, not just permits 

We have turkeys all over our property. 

We have way too many turkeys! We can't keep them out of the chicken coop! 

We need a late turkey season in Reg. 3 to control damage problems. 
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we need a lot of beardless removed from 124 our farms have a lot of them. We lack hunters that will take them in the fall 

while i dont support the idea of killing wild animals due to nuisance or damage complaints, with prolific breeding animals 
like turkeys their numbers do need to be controlled either by predator introduction or hunting and I dont want to see more 
wolves or cougars or grizzly bears in the woods, so more hunting opputunities and success is my vote on this issue 

wild turkey numbers are out of control, and have become a serious issue for the health of the forest floor in NE Washington. 
You should adopt a tag like Idaho's, with 3 turkeys for $5. Introducing these nonnative birds has been a disaster for our 
natrive ruffed grouse. 

Work to allow free and reasonable schedule access to private land for turkey hunters 

 
 

ISSUE 48: Bullet Types Allowed When Hunting with a Muzzleloader  

BACKGROUND:  

Many muzzleloader hunters have requested fewer restrictions on projectiles. Results of a recent scoping 
survey indicated that of the muzzleloaders responding, 56% supported expanding the allowed bullet 
types and 27% did not support. 

Current law requires muzzleloader hunters to use lead projectiles. A muzzleloading firearm used for deer 
must fire a single, non-jacketed lead projectile of nominal 40 caliber or larger, except buckshot size #1 or 
larger may be used in a smoothbore of 60 caliber or larger. A muzzleloading firearm used for all other big 
game must fire a single, nonjacketed lead projectile of nominal 50 caliber or larger, or fire a single, 
nonjacketed lead projectile of at least 170 grains. 

Muzzleloader bullets available on the current market provide a wide variety of well-constructed projectiles 
designed to improve penetration and make quick, humane kills.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

209 black powder primers should also be legal 

209 primers legal too 

A line needs to be drawn somewhere or there will eventually be little difference in the effectiveness of these weapons to 
modern weapons. If muzzleloader hunters (and I am one) want different and oftern better seasons that modern hunters, they 
need to work for the animal and hunt with a more primitive weapon instead of doing anything they can to make the weapon 
more "modern". If we keep moderninzing muzzleloader restrictions, eventually there will be so many people changin to 
muzzleloader hunting seasons and harvest will increase that the seasons will have to be shortened or even closed in so me 
areas. 

A clean kill is a good kill. send the bow hunters in they will die sometime. 

A clean kill is a proper kill. A jacketed bullet only improves killing the animal, not success rates. 

a clean kill is more inporatant that using a lead ball. I wear reading glasses, hard to use open sights. Please consider a 1x 
power optic allowance for us older guys. 

A lot of elk get away due to lead only bullets. Carefully expand to jacketed bullets will help put more elk down than having 
them run off and die later I believe. 

Accurate bullets are best for ethical kill shots 

Actually, I favor gradual implementation of additional bullet types on a trial basis. Not all materials are suitable. 

All hunters should be focused on one shot, quick kills. If better projectiles can contribute to that without providing 
muzzleloaders an unfair advantage, it should be supported. 

ALLOW 209 PRIMERS and you will make me happy 

allow any bullet that meets set standards 
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Allow any kind of bullet, any kind of ignition (e.g. 209), but no scopes! 

Allow any muzzleloader. 

allow more bullet types but still stay away from the newer 209 system 

allow muzzle loaders to updrade to the more modern muzzle loaders available, you let archer's upgrade, modern firearm can 
use any weapon and any bullet type, what makes the difference if muzzle loaders finally get to upgrade, 209 primers for 
instance!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Allow scopes, and closed ignition systems. 

Allow us the quickest most humane kill possible 

Allowing any type of bullet would result in more accurate and consistent shots. Therefore making it more humane and a 
quick kill. 

Also get rid of ban on 209-primer type muzzleloaders. 

Always keep in mind, this is primative weapon hunting. If you want to move to more effective weapons, lets go to modern 
rifle. Nest will be some that want scopes. 

And 209 Ignition 

and if you go to 3 point or more on big game then allow scopes on muzzle loaders 

Any bullet type will allow for cleaner kills and less lost game. 

Are Sabots legal? If the bullet itself is 50 cal or larger for elk, lead or jacketed, it should be. I don't believe the regulations are 
clear enough. The way that I read it they are because the plastic on the sabot is a "wad" not a "jacket". I emailed that question 
to the department and the response was that a sabot did not meet the non-jacketed requirement. 

Are we trying to kill the muzzleloader by lead poison.Seem that a jacketed bullet would be safer. 

as long as they are truely a better bullet and help increase humane killing of the animal 

As long as we maintain muzzleloaders are primitive weapons, I favor allowing only lead. 

As technology closes the gap between muzzleloader performance and modern rifle performance the "hunters skill' becomes 
less a factor. Keep muzzleloader hunting special!! 

As you know there is a hot issue to ban lead completly from all bullets - this would make your lead only bullet illegal at some 
point in time 

Be proactive in reducing lead in the environment, as long as this does not improve overall muzzleloader success rates 

BETTER BULLET CLEANER KILL NO BRAINER, RETAIN # 11 OR MUSKET CAP TO REMAIN ALSO SHOULD 
BE ABLE TO USE EXPANDING BROAD HEADS FOR ARCHERS BETTER QUICKER KILLS 

better bullet selection would result in less wounded and lost animals because of better accuracy and penetration. 

Better bullets make for better accuracy and better kills 

better bullets means more humane kills 

Better bullets will result in fewer lost kills 

better slugs more humane 

better the bullet faster the kill 

Big believer in this!!! 

Both muzzleloaders and archery are supposed to be primitive weapons. With todays technology I would consider them less 
primitive every year. 

bullet types similar to modern but with the ability to mushroom 

caliber should be minimum of 45 for all game animals 

Page 167 of 236 



ISSUE 48: Bullet Types Allowed When Hunting with a Muzzleloader  
Choices in muzzleloader rifles and projectiles are more limited in WA than most of the U.S. I support less restrictions in the 
way of projectiles. Muzzleloaders are still loaded from the muzzle and the breach is open in WA. Hunters need to use bullets 
that harvest quickly and cleanly and pure lead choices that perfom well are very limited. 

Clean kills are important, but we need to shorten the muzzleloader season. The advantage is too extreme. Let them hunt 
AFTER modern rifle for a change. 

Cleaner more humane kills 

Come into the current century. Otherwise, just make everyone go back to sharp, fire-hardened sticks. Technology isn't bad. 

copper bullets work well and would harvest game quickly and humanely 

Copper jacketed bullets keep the muzzleloader from lead fouling as fast they are more accurate and the knockdown is better 
because they mushroom on impact for better penetration. I hate seeing these animals hit then run off and die.This is better for 
the animals and the sport of hunting in general to make your shots count. Bd shots happen but a piece of insurance is 
warranted. 

Curent regs are out of date by 10 years 

Current actions by Dept of Ecology indicate they will eventually get laws passed against lead bullets. This with WDF&W 
support according to a current study now being ditributed. They are using very shaky statistics, hearsay & innuendo to 
achieve their anti hunter, anti gun objectives. 

Current regulations allow the use of sabots in ML rifles. Sabots effectively increase the range of a ML and eliminate the 
value of a projectile jacket at ML velocities. It makes little sense to allow sabots and prohibit jacketed bullets. 

Do away with muzzleloader preference. 

Do not allow any modern bullets for muzzleloaders. 

do not allow the use of modern inline muzzle loaders, go back to the primitive weapon Cap lock or flint lock. 

does bullet type really effect how many animals are killed? 

either way you hit a deer or elk with a 50 cal its going down quick fast and in a hurry. 

Environmentalists are pushing for the removal of all lead hunting projectiles. If that occurs it would halt the muzzleloader 
completely. 

Get with the 21st century, at least with bullets. As long as you require iron sights, the bullet and rifle types don't matter much.

give them 209 primers and skopes too and more days come on 

Go back to round balls, black powder & original muskets or kill all ML special seasons!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Good hunters will still have success with the rules the way they are. 

good quality projectiles are available in lead 

great idea you go into sportsman whse cabellas or etc. and 80% of the bullets (and muzzle rifles) are illigal in Wash. 

Has anybody talked about changing the rules of the muzzleloader itself. ie Haveing to have the nipple exposed it is getting 
harder and harder to find a muzzle loader to use in this state. 

Have a special flintlock & roundball only hunt. No jacketed bullets for any muzzle loaders period! 

How do you protect against bias from modern firearms hunters that do not want us to compete? 

Hunters who choose to use a muzzleloader need to live with the traditions of that sport. Lead balls, flintlock, exposed 
percussion cap, etc. If you need more modern tools, choose the modern firearm season. 

I agree the new jacketed bullets might help with game recovery becouse of better wound channels and blood trails 

I am for changing the rules to allow modern bullets as long as they are legal and provide a quick clean kill. 

I am strongly in favor of this proposal 
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I believe with the improving bullets being made, that accuracy improves and therefore potentially "cleaner" kills would be 
made. 

I belive this requirement is not enforced enough to many new muzzleloader with hidden igintion 

I could not agree more. This would be a welcome rule change. In addition the amount of "non" open breach guns in the 
market has increased as well as the use of 209 primers, that would be nice as well 

I do not agree that you allow any bullet containing any material but allow good expanding bullets that penetrate and increase 
the accuracy for a cleaner kill is certainly what you teach as ethical in Firearm Safety! 

I don't agree with turning muzzleloader hunting toward modern firearm, such as allowing in-line. But if a non-toxic 
alternative rather than just more accurate or penetrating bullets are developed, I would support that. 

I dont feel the type of projectile effects the essence of the muzzleloader firearm. As long a it stays a firearm loaded with 
powder, wad and bullet from the muzzle there should be no restrictions on the lethality, range, and accuracy. 

i feel if your using a muzzelloader you should use ball and powder! 

I feel the new muzzleloaders are no different then a rifle they need more restictions to justify a better season 

I have a problem with not allowing #209 primers instead of traditional percussion caps in in-line muzzle loaders. Some of the 
newer black powder subs require use of 209 primers and because they burn much cleaner they reduce the likelihood of gun 
damage which contributes to gun safety. If a muzzle loader does not fire using a percussion cap after several tries, how can 
you safely unload the bullet ad the powder charge? 

I have been having problem actually finding Washington legal bullets for my .54 rifle. I do not see any sense to not allowing 
jacketed or any type of bullet, especially if it reduced fragmentation and results in less wounded animal escaping and being 
waste. 

I have killed several elk with a muzzelloader, 90 percent of which i had to track down after being shot at close range. A better 
bullet is needed. 

I hear too many stories of wounding of elk with sabots,mmake a weight requirement of at least 210 grains for elk hunting 
hunting (this would include round balls). prohibt sabots and scopes with muzzleloaders, if someone wants to hunt with either 
of these, let them go modern. 

I hunt muzzleloader and one thing that has always bothered me is consistent accuracy. If it can be improved it should be 
hoping to reduce wounded game 

i like a clean kill and a good kill good bullit in the right spot KNOW YOUR LIMIT OF YOUR GUN & bullit 

I support a change only based on more humane killing (I have not seen the data to prove this, thus I selected "No Change"). 
My fear is that the change will result in more elk killed potentially affecting herds. 

I support the current restrictions. 

I support the regulation that ignition systems should be exposed to the elements and be limited to #11 or musket ignition caps

I suspect that the anti-hunters, archers and modern rifle hunters are the only ones who would support limiting muzzleloaders 
for their own obvious selfish reasons. If the change would allow for more effective kills and less crippling/wounding then the 
wildlife would benefit. 

I think that better quality bullets will provide a better recovery rate. 

I think that muzzelloaders should be restricted to primitive weaponary and ammunition. Round balls only; flint lock or 
percussion cap only; and open sights. 

I would also prefer in-line muzzleloaders. 

I wouldnt allow ANY bullet type or ANY material but have specifications about how much energy the bullet must produce 

If it allows for a successful harvest then allow any bullet type. Im tired of hearing about muzzle loaders wounding elk and 
end up losing them, so they have to hunt down another bull. so in essence they end up fatally wounding more bulls and losing 
them that might have been available for modern firearm hunters. 
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If lead is becoming an environmental issue, this issue seems to conflict. Create minimum terminal performance guidelines to 
insure clean kills, but open up on sabots and jacketed projectiles. 

If muzzleloaders are supposed to be primitive, them keep them that way. 

If people want to use different bullet types, they should use a modern firearm. 

If there is a way for a more humane kill then that method should be used!! 

If you allow them to load and shoot like rifles then they can hunt during the modern firearm seasons. 

If you can get a cleaner kill with a better bullet then just a lead projectile then yes that is what you want. 

if you change the bullet type on muzzleload you might as well make them modern firearm. 

If you start allowing jacketed bullets people will be using modern fireams and say it was a muzzleloader..... 

If you want better projectiles, longer range, more accuracy, hunt with modern firearms. The reason they have separate 
seasons for muzzleloaders is because of the inherent limitations in the equipment--if we blur that line there is no reason for a 
muzzleloader season. It becomes a joke. 

I'm all for humane kills. And last I heard less lead is good for your body. 

I'm more of a traditionalist and believe muzzleloaders should fire lead only. I also believe that in-line muzzleloaders should 
be banned. 

Implement the requirement for an exposed pivoting hammer on all muzzleloaders 

improve penetration and make quick, humane kills 

Is it suppose to be a primitive weapon or not? If not then they don't need special seasons. 

Is there that much difference in bullets, the idea is a quick humane kill 

It is about time you caught up with the rest of the country, can you consider change the Archer rules also to allow all types of 
broad heads. 

It is our responsibility as hunters to make quick, humane kills on our animals. The various lead alternatives would not 
significantly increase accuracy or deadly range of a muzzleloader, and thus the harvest rates would not increase, but help 
prevent wounded animals that are not recovered and inhumane kills. This change is responsible 

It is supposed to be a limited range "primitive" weapon. Keep it that way. No scopes, no in-lines either! 

It should have to be a flint-lock type muzzleloader, otherwise it's really a modern firearm. 

It will be more ethical in my opinion. If the traditionalists want to shoot lead so be it. I dont want a traditional archer to 
dictate me taking off my cams from my compound. 

Its all abount clean, quick and humane kills 

It's all part of muzzleloading 

it's important to have a clean, humane kill. 

It's sad to be restricted from making a clean, quick, kill. Maybe we should restrict modern hunters from any bullet type 
except lead. 

JACKETED BULLETS SHOULD BE ACCEPTABLE. 

jacketed lead allowed 

Jacketed or not sabots cause long range shots with poor sights which wound countless deer/elk. 

keep historical weapons historical, if they didn't have it in the 1800's they shouldn't have it now, 

keep it primative not modern 

keep it primitive! 

Keep it the same, otherwise it becomes less of a primitive weapon hunt. 
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keep it to the original requirement. An all lead projectile is the "primative " method. In old hunting contests, the best shooter 
would win the prize usually some kind of meat, and then they got to keep all of the lead they pulled out of the target. 

Keep muzzle loading for what it was intended. If they don't like it go to Modern firearm.!!!! 

keep muzzleloading primative. It's getting too many modern rifle hunters trying to make it another modern season. 

keep the primitive in primitive hunting 

keep the primitive weapon primitive. let the modern M/L user use them in modern firearm season 

Keep the primitive weapons season "primitive" I strongly oppose allowing any changes that make it easier. Primitive seasons 
were intended to be "PRIMITIVE" not "EASIER". Modern rifle and pistol bullets do not kill any more humanely than all 
lead bullets, period! 

Keep these weapons primitive.have better enforcement. there are lots of violations of projectiles right now. check out what 
the stores are selling. 

lead bullets may soon be prohibited by environmental considerations anyhow; so let's start now. 

Lead is dead. Allow sabots, copper, etc. You get one shot. It shouldn't be limited to just lead minies. 

Lead is not good for the environment and a muzzleloader still will only go so far before going into the ground. 

lead may soon be out lawed for the state of Washington 

Less wounds. Hard to regulate 

Lets keep it a clasic means of hunting/. 

Like WDFW has the people to enforce this anyway! Very few people use the legal muzzleloader anyway. What your really 
after is to legalize what's already going on. 

make muzzleloader more appealing to get modern rifle hunters to switch to muzzleloading, reducing the modern rifle crowds

MAKING MUZZLE LOADERS USE OPEN SIGHTS AND OPEN BREACHED WEAPONS IN HANDICAP ENOUGH. 
AN ALL LEAD PROJECTILE EXPANDS QUICKLY AND DOESN'T HOLD TOGETHER AS WELL AND JACKETED 
PROJECTILE DO FOR DEEPER PENETRATION. 

many bullets on the market today are far superior to lead, if we can reduce the # of wounded animals by allowing any bullet 
type why wouldnt you. 

may allow other bullet types don't have to go as far as anything! 

Might as well call them a rifle. 

Might as well hunt modern firearm if they want to use any bullet type. 

Modern day muzzleloader rifles are just as deadly as modern firearms 

Modern muzzleloader rifles have advanced to the point where they are accurate to two hundred yards, with rifle scopes. It 
seems that the concept of muzzleloader hunting, being a short range, primitive sport has been superceded by rifles that 
compete with modern firearms. Why not consider a primitive muzzleloader season, with primitive style firearms and merge 
the modern muzzleloaders with the current modern firearm seasons? 

more effective in killing game, seems more reasonable to use superior bullets 

More humane kills,with jacketed bullets. 

More Modern bullet types will increase the effective rand of a muzzle loader some what. But more importantly it will 
increase accuracy and can ballistically more effective, giving more accurate shot placement and reducing wounded or injured 
animals for cleaner kills. 

Most improvements in muzzleloader bullet design are to improve the effectiveness of the round. Unclear why lead only 
projectiles are called for. Some have taken that to mean round balls are acceptable, which in my opinion should not be 
allowed because of accuracy and lethality problems. 
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Muzzelloading is a close range, strategic method of hunting - don't continue to increase the odds by making it EASIER. 
Muzzelloading and archery hunters need to use their weapons to hunt more strategically, close range, to make clean kills. It 
can be done - leave the sport what it is. 

muzzle loader is intended to be more primitive than a long rifle; keep it that way. 

Muzzle loaders are supposed to be primitive weapons keep it that way. 

Muzzle loaders are already the same as modern firearms, they should use the best bullets available. 

Muzzle loaders want to pass themselves off as being "traditionalists"....let them be what they claim. 

Muzzleloader bullets available are generally made of jacketed bullets, solid lead bullets are very limited. Penetration with 
lead bullets is just as good as jacketed bullets if the animal being hunted is actually in range of the muzzleloader, but as we 
all know people will try and out shoot any weapon, leaving wounded animals out there. 

muzzleloader hunting is to be primitive. using jacketed lead also increases the distance and makes it equal to a modern 
firearm. Hence no need for a special season for primitive weapons 

Muzzleloaders are already to modern, if you change to the more liberal bullet, drop muzzleloader seasons altogether. I have 
hunted with muzzleloaders since the 70's, a patched roundball or civil war style bullet is all that should be allowed. 

Muzzleloaders are already too efficient effectively shooting up to 200 yards. They need to be reined in and their season 
shortened 

Muzzleloaders are by nature a more "primitive" weapon and should be restricted to such. 

Muzzleloaders are now as lethal as modern rifles , they should both be seasoned together. Your choice rifle or muzzleloader .

Muzzleloaders should be primitive in design. Modern compound bows should be hunted with during muzzleloading season 
in my view. 

muzzleloaders should be retained as muzzleloaders not high tech underclassed rifles. 

Muzzleloaders should be severely limited to traditional weapons, including lead projectiles. 

Muzzleloaders should remain primitive. Allowing any bullet puts it more into the modern rifle class. Primitive weapon 
seasons are about using old technology should not encourage/allow weapons that essentially bypass the intent. If someone 
needs more lethality they can go larger bore. Every animal on the planet has been taken with original muzzleloaders before 
the advent of the breachloader. No excuse for "needing" any different today. 

Muzzleloading is becoming a modern day rifle hunt due to technologies in the muzzleloader industry! 

Muzzleloading needs to remain as authentic as possible, lets not let current muzzleloader equiptment marketing determine 
our rules. Lets not forget where this equiptment is coming from, the east coast where it has replaced rifle hunting for obvious 
safety reasons. If we continue to allow technology advancements in muzzle loading then what is the point. If you can't find 
lead bullets buy a mold and make your own. 

Muzzleloading season is for primitive firearms, if they want jacked bullets go to modern firearm season 

Muzzleloadrs are alreay extemely effective given their prime seasons to hunt. 

Muzzleloads need to stay primitive or eliminate all together 

Muzzloaders don't kill deer very well. 

My hunting group feels strongly about this. 

Needs to provide for clean and quick kills. 

No change, don't make muzzleloading even easier, it's almost at a point where there isn't a difference between muzzleloading 
and modern firearm. If any bullet type can be used, muzzle and modern should have the exact same season, not seperate. 

no inline guns primitive rifles only 

NO! NO! NO! The "primitive" 175 yard rifle become a 250 yard rifle. 

Page 172 of 236 



ISSUE 48: Bullet Types Allowed When Hunting with a Muzzleloader  
Now why would the majority of ML shooters NOT want an unfair advantage? It's not human nature to self restrict. I'm proud 
of the 27%. Don't go down the path of the Outdoor Channel! I don't EVER want to see/hear of muzzleloader hunters shooting 
wildlife with scoped smoke poles at 250 yards. That would definitely be an "unfair advantage." 

old school is old school 

Place restrictions on type of muzzleloader! if you are going to let muzzleloaders use any bullet why not let crossbows be 
leagel and why have seasons for each just open hunting saeson in sept. and close in nov. for all? 

please allow the change do to the fact that some of the better made bullets are more accurate in weight and down range 
accuracy 

Please change this rule! 

Please look at opening GMU 653 to Elk 3 pt min. at least for archery. Give more permits for modern and muzzleloading. 

Primative hunting must be kept primative or it ceases to have any relevance. In-line ignition, propellent pellets, sabot 
projectiles, and optical sights have no place in muzzleloader seasons. Hunters wishing to use such "modernizations" should 
use them during modern firearm season. 

Primitave weapons should be primitave!!! 

primitive hunt should remain primitive.. 

primitive weapon, maybe 1 or2 differnt types of bullets,mostly lead 

Primitive weapons should be kept primitive. 

primitive weapons should use traditional bullets/caps/powder 

Quick humane harvest....best bullett 

Quick, humane kills should be of vital importance ALWAYS. With many, sadly, it's not. Reason #1 why I'm not an archery 
fan, too many bad shots and suffering animals. If different materials in bullets will help, then why not? 

rather see patch & ball only 

Remove the restrictions for exposed nipple muzzeloader 

Sabat and jacketed projectiles are really modern firearm projectiles not muzzleloader projectiles. 

So the bullet can make a more effective kill 

Stick with the lead only. If a person wants to shoot jacketed pistol bullets, let them shoot them out of a pistol during the 
general season. 

stop 209's 

Stores around the state sell jacketed bullets. modern firearm can why not muzzleloaders 

Studies have shown lead bulletts can contaminate meat with toxic lead fragments. I believe all hunters should be able to use 
non-toxic (i.e copper) bullets. 

The "any material" clause is important, to allow gradual discontinuation of lead projectiles unless encased in copper or an 
epoxy polimyer of some sort. 

The first choice is poorly worded and broad. Was this done on purpose? Why not include an option for jacketed, lead 
projectiles. Either way, it's about time WDFW realized that bullet type does not greatly effect the primitiveness of a weapon, 
other than its ability to more effectively kill an animal. I am sure that hunreds, if not thousands of animals in this state are lost 
not because of poor marksmanship, but simple because of shitty lead bullets that do not penetrate. 

the harvesting of an animal should be quick and humane, so better bullets means less wounded game and quicker kills 

The more changes you make the further you get from a mussleloader go back to the old 
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The muzzle loaders of today as well as the archry equipment is so grreatly improved since the idea of a "primitive weapon " 
season was introduced. Hunters should be able to figure out what weapon thet want to hunt with and one general season . 
open for all hunters . Too much money is spent on special seasons for those hunters. I have killed both deer and elk with a 
recurve bow and can say with experience, it is not a lethal nor pleasant way to kill an beautiful animal. Too many are lost 
both with muzzle loaders and arhery equipment . If their season was at the same time as generla season ther would be fewer 
using that type of weapon and more of the cripples would be finished off humanely, by a modern firearm. 

The muzzleloader is becoming a modern firearm. 

The new muzzleloader guns shoot straight. If you change bullet type then you need to reduce the number of seasons, days, 
and permits to prevent over harvest. 

The purists in sports such as muzzleloading and archery need to step into the current century. Why would they not want to 
have the ability to use the best technology available for their particular choice of weopon. If we can eliminate lost or 
wounded game it seems that we should do every thing possible t assure the most humane kill to the animal we are hunting 
and supposedly respect. 

The restriction on bullet types ensures the usage of poorly designed bullets that do not kill as efficiently as a well designed 
bullet. We should definitly allow the use of better bullets. 

The same goes for allowing Retractable Broadheads for Archery Hunters for more successful harvests! 

The use of modern bullets will allow for more accurate, more ethical hunting. I believe the more accurate your shot can be 
placed the less likely the game animal will escape injured. 

There is talk about changing all firearm bullet/shot type to non-lead. While I don't agree with this and realize that lead has a 
much better B/C, why wouldn't you not require jacketed bullets in muzzelloading? 

these hunters are using a 'primitive firearm', so let them use primitive bullets 

This needs to happen. To many elk are shot and wounded with lead 

Today, there is little actual difference except for range between a muzzleloader and rifle. Make them hunt at the same times, 
or don't allow change. 

Tradition is what the season is suppose to be about, not success unless your luck and work hard. 

Traditional is as traditional does. Technology is overtaking the reason for the season. 

trending away from lead soon may not be legal period. lead requirements will be unresponsable. 

Try to keep them primitive weapons! 

try to stop confusing hunters with more and more "changes" of one type or another all the time. 

until muzzler hunting damages the herds give them what they would like 

Use and bullet to increase effectiveness, lead bullets getting difficult to find. 

Use of 209 primers should also be allowed in muzzleloaders, as they are more reliable and safer. 

Want a moder n forarm? Just add a jacleted bullet, a 100 grainpowwdercharge- even a sabot - I's not about efficiency - but 
PRIMITTVEweapons. Round lead ball, 100 yard shots max. Still 2X as effective as a bow!!!! 

We need more units to hunt in, not projectile changes. 

we need to modernize with the rest of the country, any muzzleloader firing any projectile is still a primitive firearm 

What about sabotts? 

What are we trying to do, change muzzleloaders into high powered rifles? 

What difference does it make as to material type ? Lets get the lead out ... 

while your at it, allow WA hunters into the modern age of muzzleloaders and let them use any muzzleloader to hunt with 

Why does it take so long for this state to catch up with everybody else 

WHY HAV A MUZZLE LOADING SEASON IF YOUR GOING SHEET MODERN AMUNITION THROUGH IT 
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With an average hunter-day length of only 3 days, we need the advantage of a cleaner kill offered by improved technology. 
Ditto for allowing newer technology in-line muzzleloader deisgns i.e. break action, like 47 other states! 

With better ballistics these muzzleloaders are more accurate and can kill at greater distances and therefore be very similiar to 
a modern firearm advantage. 

With bullet technology today, if you are to allow the use of advanced bullets in muzzleloaders, and maintain the traditional 
open breach, open sight rule, it will allow us to be more efficient and deadly hunters, and we will loose fewer animals in the 
end due to poor bullets. 

With the many fine choices of engineered accuracy designed into modern bullets, it is humane to allow the most effective 
and accurate bullet available to be used in black powder rifles, and how about catching up with the times, In-Line 
muzzleloaders are still muzzleloaders and shoul be allowed to be used during muzzleloader season. The range is the same 
whether it is a side hammer or an in-line and they are more accurate which translates to less wounded and lost game. Lets be 
as effective as we can, it is only fair to the animal. 

Would that include sabots? 

YES! 

you are going to outlaw lead bullits anyhow why wait 

You still only get one shot and limited range, so what could it hurt? 

you want kills and not animals to go off and die (not be recovered) The technology in bullets is great. Why not use a sabot 
with a solid copper or jacketed bullit for better chance of sure kill? 

you will see less loss game with the new bullets 

 
 

ISSUE 49: Using Lead Shot for Hunting  

BACKGROUND:  

Currently, hunters are required to use non-toxic shot at specific problem areas and for all waterfowl 
hunting. 

Scientific literature indicates that lead poisoning from spent shot is an increasing concern. Lead shot is 
known to kill wildlife through ingestion and scavenging of wounded game. The use of lead shot is being 
evaluated in many parts of the U.S. and throughout the world. Alternative shot technology is readily 
available to hunters, is effective, and has been decreasing in cost. 

Hunting pheasants near waterfowl areas is not uncommon in some parts of Washington. 

 In a 2008 survey of Washington bird hunters (nonwaterfowl), 54% supported requiring hunters to use 
non-toxic shot on state Wildlife Area lands; 45% supported use on all public lands.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

Alternate shot technology is NOT available for muzzleloaders. If you would allow lead shot for muzzleloaders only, I might 
support the change. 

alternative shot is too expensive Allow lead 

Alternative shot technology for rifles is not readily available and is much more costly. When hunting coyotes, hunters should 
be able to use lead projectiles. Also, why was I not included in your 2008 survey? I'm a hunter. 

Alternative shot technology has NOT been decreasing in cost! Dear lord! However, I would support a non-toxic requirement 
for WDFW land adjacent to water (there isn't good science to back a general ban, but there are studies re: lead ingestion near 
water). But, to do this and make it work WDFW will need to get the tribes to agree to ban lead as well--and I really don't 
think that is going to happen in any effective fashion. 

And lets stop the hunting of Forest Grouse with big game rifles during the deer, elk, and bear seasons, and get the lead out. 
Grouse are upland birds, and should only be hunted with shotguns!!! 
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are we talking about shotgun only or rifle ammo also? 

As with the muzzleloader lead bullet issue, lead is on the way out and will eventually be banned is all bullets 

banning lead shot is a lot of bull , the only real problem has been in very shallow lakes in the missippi flood plain. I know of 
no birds found in Washington, to have died from lead poisioning. where are the facts 

Be careful not to ban all lead projectiles. Traditional muzzeloaders with round ball twists will not perform at all well with 
anything but round lead balls. 

but for bird hunting only 

Changing to non toxic shotgun shells for all hunting-with a shotgun would not be a hardship. Waterfowl hunting has shown 
that hunters can adapt to the use of non-toxic shot 

Coyotes hunting with lead bullets or slugs should continue to be allowed. 

Dept of Ecology continually raises the Red Herring. They point to California where Condor areas now are restricted from 
lead bullets. Condors reportedly eat gut piles and therefore ingest the bullet. Most rifle bullets (Deer & Pigs) in that area pass 
through the animal . Very little science was involved in that prohibition. Similar knee jerk reqaction is now rampant in Dept 
Ecology. When hunting Pheasants at McNary NWR steel shot is reqd for a good reason. Shooting Pheasants in a wheat field 
shld not require Non-toxic shot. 

Do the science, publish the science and discuss. We are a long ways from making a science based decision. 

Don't make this any more confusing than it already is in some areas and for some folks. 

dont require non-toxic but encourage by offering incentives 

Effective non-toxic alternatives are available. If lead poses a health risk to humans and wildlife, it should be phased out 
completely over time. 

Eliinate the non-toxic requirement for unclassified species. 

Even hunting waterfowl with non-toxic shot isn't good because it allows many birds to be wounded and not killed. 

Even plastic shot would be dangerous if ingested. Get a life. 

Even though our state is in a designated flyway, I am not entirely convinced we are significantly adding to lead found in 
waterfowl in general. It seems to me that the birds being hunted in other parts of their flyways up north and down south 
where lead shot is not regulated is more of a concern that what we add to the lead ingestion. We don't have a strong enough 
flyway or long enough season to severely effect the waterfowl population. 

Grouse hunting in national forests or wildlife refuges should not pose a concern with lead shot due to the limited nmber of 
rounds being fired and vast expanses of area. Non-toxic shot should continue to be required in areas of high shot 
concentration, ans is already federally mandated for waterfowl. 

Hello! Lead hasn't been legal in waterfowl for years,yet problems exist. You can't keep the salmon in the Spokane river 
because of the lead in the fish. The lead is allready in the water, and the soil. Quit mining first!!! 

How many studies have you looked at showing the increase in crippled birds when steel is used for upland? This needs to be 
considered before banning lead. Lead is unquestionably bad if ingested. This is not the case as with the swans where the birds 
are eating the pellets. The studies focus on predators that may eat crippled birds with lead. Most of the time those predators 
are overpopulated any way and it just does not happen frequently at all. 

How many waterfoul do u suppose are wounded by using steel shot and die a slow aggonizing death later on ? What stats do 
you have on that ? 

Hunters must remain the first conservationists. 

I believe the lead shot issue has been over estimated in its impact. Lead is heavy and sinks well below depths at which 
waterfowl feed. I am for getting rid of non-toxic requirements. The chemicals used to grow crops on the WDFW and state 
lands is more harmfull than any amount of lead that comes from hunting. 

I do not believe there is a toxic problem.How many years has gone by and it is only now that the environmentalist are 
creating a nonexistant problem. 
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I do not think we should enforce a non-toxic shot policy with regards to small game, unclassified species, or any other 
species where the hunter is not shooting a large amount of shot. When waterfowling the average hunter will use at least one 
entire box of shot so the regulation makes sense. When shooting at coyotes the regulation makes no sense and is an unnessary 
regulation that I do not believe will improve the health of our wildlife. 

I don't see the problem for forest grouse in the mountains - far less lead is deposited shooting at grouse than random target 
shooting, and less pollutants than vehicles combing the roads and herbicides+pesticides sprayed by timber companies. 

I hate all the law variances anyway. You need a lawyer to read the game rules! 

I support non-toxic shot but suspect more wounded coyotes if non-toxic is used. Don't know enough to make a preference. 

I think there needs to be more evaluation before changing our hunting rules. 

I think this is a anti-gun propaganda ploy rather than a lead concern. Regulate if it becomes a problem (verified by actual 
tissue measurement, not opinion) but if it isn't leave it alone. 

I use non-toixc shot because I don't want to lose an opportunity at water fowl while pheasant hunting. 

I would be very interested in reading the scientific data refered to. Skaget gun club has shot over the Bayview flats for 50 to 
75 years that I know of. Sifting the sand produces no lead shot 

I would support non-toxic shot requirements for all birds except turkey. 

If it is that big of a problem, then it should be statewide, public or private lands. You are managing wildlife in the whole 
state, not just public lands. 

If lead was a problem in the woods we would all have lead poisoning 

if needed only use non-toxic in sensitive areas please. 

If over half of bird hunters support the use of non-toxic shot then they will already be using it themselves. I dont think their is 
a need for more regulation in non-problem areas. 

If toxic lead shot is truly found to be harmful to the natural balance, and there are alternatives, then less harmful has to be the 
answer. 

In the middle of a wheatfield several miles from anywater source. Don't see why I have to use steel shot? This regulation is 
ludicrous and has been since the environmentalist ani hunters seem to running everything anymore. 

Is there any research being done on the loss of birds due to non toxic shot wounding 

It is way past time to rid of lead. It has no place in 21st century hunting 

just confirm that you can still shoot lead bullets if not shooting "shot"... at unclassified species..e.g. coyotes etc... 

Keep non toxic shot for bird hunters NOT for other small game. 

Lead is naturally occuring mineral. Taking it out of bullets and shot in nonproblem areas will only increase price and lessen 
humane kills. 

lead is site specific, and basically waterfowl orented areas. 

Lead shot should be allowed in all shot gun hunting sports 

Let the ecology dep't concentrate on batteries, and WDFW on ammunition 

lets get to the real topic. you have to know that a huge amount of waterfowl die with out being harvested due to the steel shot 
not having the knockdown or the penetration. I quit waterfowl hunting 2-3 years after we were made to go to steel. I 
wounded more ducks and geese in 2-3 years that I didn't recover than I had in over 20 years of hunting with lead. the other 
metals used are so sticken expensive that the sport is merely for the $ folks that can afford $ to purchase bismouth or 
comperable metal shot. I will not shoot a pheasant with anything other than lead. I would like to harvest the animal and not 
provide the coyotes with more dinners. 

lets take care of what we have, this is a no brainer 

many hunters have reloaded their own shells and need to use before changing to non-toxic 
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many of the non-toxic shot (steel) criple more birds than lead, few lost birds (that die somewher and are not reduced to hand) 
fewer bird shot at(many cant find the first so shoot another), Hunter limit faster and get out of the field =more down time for 
birds to recouperate 

Many older shotguns will be ruined if lead shot is not used. 

Most non-toxic shot or ammunition is not realistically priced to use in any volume. 

Most non-toxic shot rebounds off of rocks making it a safety hazard to use for general upland bird hunting! 

no change non toxic shot is the way to go for problem areas 

NO NO NO 

Non lead shot too expensive despite what you say. 

non toxic for waterfowl only!!! 

non toxic shot all times all places. 

Non toxic shot is unavailable and would be insufficient in smaller gauges. i.e. 410 and 28 gauge guns. 

Non-lead alternatives besides steel(poor performance) are around 20-30 dollars for 10 shots, not a realistic option for most 

Non-toxic shot is much more expensive. This would deter hunters as they are paying $100+ to fill up gas tanks to go hunting.

non-toxic shot is still prohibitively expensive and difficult to use particularly for muzzleloaders. 

Non-toxic when hunting birds, squirrels, and rabbits only. Non-toxic shot for Coyotes is innapropriate in many cases. 

not a bird hunter so don't really understand this one 

Not so sure about when hunting Cyotes, sisnce when do you use shot shell for cyotes? 

Not sure this is a real problem. Skeptical about "California" studies. 

Oh hell I am turning in to a Greenie! Lead is bad for me to eat and kids to eat and obviously for animals to eat. 

Open some of the game reserves in Eastern WA 

Phased in over several years to allow a smooth transition and cost adjustment with standardized identification 

Please look at opening GMU 653 to Elk 3 pt min. at least for archery. Give more permits for modern and muzzleloading. 

Prove lead is from shot or bullets ! ! ! 

Reports of pollution may have been exaggerated, leave this option as an ethical choice. 

Requir non-toxic shot for all fowl. 

Require non-toxic at all waterfowl locations and problem areas. 

Require non-toxic shot everywhere. Ban the sale of lead shot. 

Restrict in a test region, test and share analysis data with us. How about that? Oh, having California as a neighbor has it's 
issues, doesn't it? I spoze next year we'll hear about non-lead rifle ammunition, huh? 

Scientific literature states that it is a concern: not yet fact. Please do not have a knee-jerk reaction. I am distressed to see other 
states taking this argument even further and outlawing all hunting with lead or even outlawing hunitng all together in 
"endangered" areas. 

scientific my ass 

Shot? All projectiles? Define this?? 

Shotguns only .....predator hunting with small caliber rifles / handguns should be ok. 

should of been change yrs. ago!!! No lead in the state of washington. 

Show me how many animals are actually being killed by this!! 
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Steel is crap which is why there are so many other alternatives but they all cost 4 times as much or more than lead. It seems 
this state only wants the rich to hunt. 

stop selling lead shot. 

Stop trying to ram this BS down our throats. There is junk science at best to support the idea that lead shot is an "increasing" 
problem. Stop giving PETA talking points at our expense. This has been hashed over and over and it is a crock. 

The incendental ingestion of lead shot from pheasant hunting is very minimal. Non-toxic shot restrictions are not warranted 
for pheasant or other small game. 

The 'lierature' I have seen amounts to biased "junk science" Steel shot is not very effective and breaks teeth 

The only resonable solution when nontoxic shot is 1) expensive, 2) hard to find, but mandating it will REALLY be 
expensive. 

The real loss to lead poisoning is a huge emotional issue but less a real issue it seems. 

The use of lead is comming to an end. It causes health problems. It is up to hunters to address this problem now, not wait for 
someone else to do it for (or to) us. We may not like the restrictions placed by others because we didn't do something 
ourselves. 

There are no PROVEN studies. Much SPECULATION has come from these studies. Thes STUDIES were also funded by 
ANTI HUNTING groups. 

There is no absolutely conclusive evidence that lead is known to kill wild life thru ingestion and scavenging of wounded 
game. This is junk science and has not been proved. 

These studies are trumped up and bogus. Chuckar hunting in arid country with lead shot poses no dnager to any wildlife and 
only limits the effectiveness of the shot and increases the cost to hunt these birds. Lead shot restrictions should only apply to 
waterfowl areas that are heavily used. 

this is a slippery slope. Once you start talking about no lead bullets for "unclassified species" the end result will be no lead 
bullets for anything, Cal. went that way... ever try to find non lead bullets for modern rifles? Especialy varmint rifles? and 
what about black powder??? 

This is all politics. No change. I will write Governer Rossi about it when he gets elected. 

This is an anti hunter ploy. 

This is junk science and the threat is minimal if any, cost burdens for hunters is already substantal we need to keep regulation 
that keep hunters in the field and not confuse the issues. 

This is one of those issues that is headed to end all hunting. I hunt forest gruse and can see no reason to use nontoxic shot. I 
sat in a meeting of animal rights groups in Auguest and I can tell you for sure that their agenda is to outlaw amunitions to end 
hunting and to=he toxic shot angle is what they are using and going to use in Wash. You will see legislation entered this fall 
to require ammunitions to be lead free. I have this week talked to three hunting goups and they are 100% against the 
requirement of non-toxic shot in areas other than waterfowl areas where strata of soils in ponds may let waterfowl pick up 
shot. The use in uplands is a joke that birds will pick it up. I know of birds that have been fed shotgun killed birds for years 
(51 yrs.) ant there has never been a bird succumb to lead poisoning. Even the condor research shows not one bird dead from 
ingested bullet lead, yet the case is made that it is shot killing them. The amount of lead put into the environment my coyote 
and swuirrel shooters is insignificant even in thickly hunted populations. I hunt coyotes all winter and 90 plus % of the shot 
stayed in the animal in impact. I haven't noticed any birds sick or falling from the population of ravens and such that feed on 
the carcasses. The same ones are there week after week. I do know that non-hunters are easily led by linput such as was seen 
on the trapping ban in this state and the lead shot issue is being scripted the same way I cast thousands of bullets each year, 
shoot thousands of rounds of ammo for hunting and target work , and I have yet to see any evidence of my blood ph leavels 
elevating from when I was first tested in the Navy in 1963. Lead occurs throughout my area in NE Washington in all soils, so 
trace amopunts can be found perhaps in any substance contacting it. I'd hate to see hunting and shooting banned because of 
false information and question/response polls. The price os substitues it also definately not going down as stated in your 
meetings. The rise this year was approximately 13% over a selection of xixteen brands we checked. $3.50 eachj shot for 
some shotgun shells this year. Rifle bullets are there as well. Do not be missled - hunters are not wanting substitute shot 
where it is of no environmental value. 

Time to move forward in conservation as concerned hunters. 
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WDFW: I was greatly disappointed by the format of the WDFW meeting in Colville on Sept 18th and I am very opposed to 
Issue 49. There was no chance for oral comment on the "Issues" that were displayed at the meeting. I had little opportunity to 
learn what others in the crowd felt about the "Issues". The presenter spoke for about five minutes and told those gathered to 
circulate around the room and talk to WDFW officials about the "Issues" displayed in the room. We were then encouraged to 
go on line or call and give input. It appeared to me that WDFW was trying to control the discussion and filter the comments 
by using the internet and phone services. There was no way to hold WDFW personnel accountable for what changes come 
about involving the "Issues" displayed as a result of this format. Also it was reported as a two hour meeting in our local 
newspaper and I changed my evening plans to attend. I left the meeting forty minutes after it started and could have 
participated in another meeting if I had known it was going to be in that format. My second concern is Issue 49. Reading the 
background information caused me great concern over its accuracy. First, the statement that birds shot with lead shot are a 
potential human health concern makes me wonder how many hunters leave shot in their birds when cooked, I'll leave it at 
that. Second, the statement that alternative shot has been decreasing in cost causes me to wonder if I am reading my catalogs 
and the store prices on alternative ammunition correctly. What I see is the opposite, prices going up, and being on a fixed 
income the change over may cause me to end my fifty plus years of hunting. Third, the statement about a 2008 survey in 
which 54% supported the change over really caused me to lose trust in WDFW. With no comment from those attending, 
WDFW can say/print anything and it becomes "true". I made a VERY UNSCIENTIFIC survey of those who were attending, 
about fifteen people out of the one hundred or more attending, and no one supported the change over. How can that be so 
different from the reported survey? I strongly opposed to the proposal in Issue 49, but I have little faith WDFW will seriously 
reconsider its proposal. Disappointedly, Wm. S. Pifer Colville, Washington 

We are causing lead poisioning like we are causing global warming. Let us shoot lead. 

We need to join the 21st centrury and ban hunting ground squirrels, if protecting and managing species like ferruginous 
hawks is to be anything other than a bad joke. 

What lands are not WDFW owned or controlled??? 

when lead alternatives are similarly priced (to lead) this would work, steel is/has extremely poor performance, thus wounding 
birds,rabbits,etc. 

Who "hunts" ground squirrels? 

would like to see studies on "toxic" shot! if they exist! 

Wounded bird slow kills from high-velocity-low-density shot far outnumber the loss and risks from poisoning. 

You need to provide some data beyond "scientific literature" to justify a change - scare tactics? 

Your comment that alternative technology is decreasing in cost is a false statement. No good technology exists for small bore 
shotguns (20 gauge) and to imply that lead shot on the Yakima fireng range is dangerous is laughable. Stop trying to be like 
California 

 
 

ISSUE 51: Baiting Deer, Elk, & Other Big Game Animals  

BACKGROUND:  

Currently, it is not legal to bait bear, waterfowl, and upland game birds. Baiting for deer and elk in the 
state of Washington is legal. Some people believe that baiting deer and elk provides an unfair advantage.

An area is considered baited if feed has been placed or scattered to attract big game. If baiting was made 
illegal, it would not include hunting over crops, whether harvested normally or left standing, or over 
vegetation grown and left for wildlife. 

Baiting can help hunters with shot placement and identification of the game.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

ABOUT TIME 

all big game deer elk BEAR AND COUGAR 
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All of my friends and I feel it still should be leagal to bait bear, that will also add more bear hunters, and take away some of 
the people from hunting deer and elk, which will increase the size of the elk heards and deer. 

Allow baiting for Bear. 

allow baiting for hunting bears 

Allow baiting of bears! 

allow bear baiting and hunting bear with dogs. 

Allow bear baiting but not for elk or deer. 

Allow for bait hunting of bears. 

allow the baiting of bear due to the fact of safer shot placement and animal identification 

Alow hunters to bait for bear and cougar again instead of letting the animal right and not educated voters deicide the rules for 
hunting in this state!!! NON HUNTERS SHOULD NOT BE ALLOWED TO SET HUNTING SEASONS, BAG LILMITS 
OR RULES PERIOD!!!!!!! IF THEY ARE NOT PAYING FOR THE RIGHT TO HUNT IN THIS STATE THEY 
SHOULD NOT BE ALLOWED TO MAKE THE RULES!!!!!!!!!!!! 

also allow bait hunting for bears 

Also believe it should be legal to hunt black bear over bait as their numbers have increased significantly. However, still 
against hunting with dogs. 

Also change to allow baiting for bears. 

Also, make it legal to bait bear. 

As long as it does not apply to crops. 

bad gamewardens could exhaust themselves writing tickets as poorly as this has been written 

bait is necessary to get good camera population surveys for deer and elk, bait should also be made legal again for bear 

Bait that is placed by a hunter such as mechanical spreader type feeders in my opinion is unethical. However hunting on a 
farmers land where you have permission to be is still considered fair chase practice even if said farm has a harvestable crop. 
Simply placing an enticement to lure game into an easy unethical shooting area is not fair chase hunting. 

Baiting almost entirely eliminates the wounding of big game and allows hunting opportunities for disabled and senior hunters 
that would not otherwise be available. 

Baiting bear should be legal too. I've seen too many sows and cubs shot because bear are so hard to identify in the field. A 
cub left without a mother dies a horrible death. I've passed up several bear in the last few years mainly because of the lack of 
knowing for sure that it was a boar. Most other hunters probably wouldn't have the same ethics. 

baiting bear should be legal! 

baiting bears in western wash should be leagalized Identification sex and size 

baiting bears should be leagal 

BAITING BEARS SHOULD BE LEGAL ALSO 

Baiting bears should be legal. Other state's have been doing it for years. We must control the number of bears. 

Baiting big game is hardly fair chase. One person should not gain an advantage over another because they put out a salt lick. 

Baiting can also help with selective culling. 

Baiting can and is used by ethical hunters to select the correct animal to harvest. 

Baiting for all big game should be legal, including baiting for bears and cougars. 

Baiting for Bear in problem bear areas should be allowed. 

Baiting for bear is ok. I don't agree with it for deer/elk 
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Baiting for bear should be allowed. Baiting for deer and elk should be disallowed. 

Baiting for bear should be leagelized from Aug. 1st to Sept. 1st. 

Baiting for bears only 

Baiting for deer bow hunting reduces wonding animals. 

Baiting is a good method so insure proper id and shot placement. As well as hunter safety 

baiting is an unfair advantage 

Baiting is an unfair advantage-we already have guns and ( hopefully) more brains than our quarry. 

Baiting is crucial for ethical placement of most archery shots, Baiting bears needs to be instated to WA. Without baiting our 
doe and "population control" objectives would not be obtainable with archery. I very strongly oppose restricting baiting 
which would decrease our ability to mange our deer and elk herds. 

Baiting is especially effective for population control of big game near urban areas. 

Baiting is one reason why the public dislikes hunting. Anti hunting groups use examples of baiting to make an argument to 
not allowing hunting. Baiting is not hunting nor is a sportsman like. No baiting. 

Baiting leaves the animal at an unfair advantage and should not be legal. 

Baiting of any wildlife is not ethical and shuould be illegal. 

Baiting of bear should be made to be legal. the antis are taking as much as they can I wont give any 

Baiting of deer & elk is not currently a common occurance. During the archery season, deer typically do not "come to the 
bait", they simply pause and eat a few bites before moving on. This brief "pause" allows the archer a better opportunity to 
make an effective shot and provide a good, quick, and humane kill. 

Baiting of elk and deer not only helps with hunting but the herd health and survival as weel. The supplements used to 
attracted deer and elk are very helpful not only to the animals being targeted for harvest but all the other animals using the 
attractant. This is benifical in many more ways than just harvesting an animal. 

Baiting should be allowed for all big game including bears, cougars and coyotes. It is contradictory to allow baiting for one 
species and not another. But I do feel that it is a traditional and effective means to hunt game that is oterwise hard to locate in 
the more dense forested areas of the state. Regulations on when and where this bait can be placed is more appropriate then a 
ban. 

Baiting would give private (restricted) land users an unfair advantage. 

baiting would help lure problem animals on to hunter friendly land owners property for legal taking of game. 

bear 

Bear and cougars should be legal to bait too. 

Bear baiting should be legal. 

bear bating should be alowed again as well. 

Bear hunting over bait needs to be made legal. It should not be allowed for elk and deer. 

BEAR ONLY ! 

bear populations are on the rise. Baiting is a very good way to judge the size and sex becouse you can observe the animals , 
and take the desired animal. 

Bear populations are rising in rural areas so I believe baiting for bear would be a good idea! 

bring back bait for bears 

bring back baiting for bear. 

Bring back Bear baiting 

Bring back bear baiting for Archery! 
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Change for baiting of bear also 

Concerned about potential disease transmission issues with baiting in certain areas 

Definitions of baiting are FAR to vague, I mean if I hunt in a field is that baiting because it is a food source? Now hunting 
bear should go back to allow baiting the numbers are to high and could use the extra pressure in some GMU's 

do not change this, EVER!!!!!!!!!!!! 

DO YOU WANT TO CONTROL THEM OR NOT? 

Don't even get me started on the ban of bear baiting... Again we should NEVER allow public to vote on game management 
decisions or hunting regulations. They do not know the science and management practices behind such. 

Don't fall into this anti-hunter trap. In every state that allows baiting the deer and elk are flourishing. It's just another ploy to 
take away hunting opportunities. 

don't make a problem out of something that isn't one. 

Due to private property boundries many areas of the pay to hunt could draw wildlife from general public access areas 
through baiting 

especially bear almost all other states approve of this as a better way to harvest a more mature bear 

Even though this comment may not specifically pertaining to bait of the game being discussed in this questionnaire, I would 
like to see the use of baiting for bear being considered again. I have no problem with restricting the use of hounds for bears; 
however I would like to see bating bears made legal again. 

Fair chase 

Fair Chase. Baiting creates zones of percieved ownership. I do however support baiting for bear. 

Food plots are important for game animals, so they can survive through harsh winters. 

FYI- I archery hunted elk 2007, from a tree stand with alphalfa, apple. All days early season and late season. I had elk close 
only twice, but would not provide a clean shot. Result no shot taken. 2008 Same place same feed on public land. Total hunt 
time 5 hrs. one shot double lung went 35 yards dead no more than two minutes. So just because you bait you will get that 
shot. How even it is advantageous if you are patient. 

Help feed the animals, save taxpayers money. 

how would you stop people from hunting around crop fields? 

hunting over bait is not hunting. 

I believe baiting for bear would also help hunters identify mature animals,and help with shot placement. This would be more 
humane,and result in less lost or unrecovered game. 

I believe that research in WI has shown that deer feeders have contributed to the spread of CWD. 

I do agree with baiting Bears only 

I don't bait, but it's legal for all so whats the problem? P.E.T.A.? 

I don't know of anyone who actually baits for deer and elk. I don't believe it is that effective. I do wish it was legal for baiting 
of bear to return state wide. 

I feel "some people" as mentioned above are probably anti-hunters. 

i feel every three years there should be a bait year to allow for a reduction in the numbers of bear and allowed only on years 
of three (-2003-2006-2009-2013-20016-20019) and so on. this would significantly keep the bear population down to a 
sustainable number and the added revenue will certainly help the surrounding ecconomy. 

I feel this concentrates the animals, keeping diseases concentrated to specific areas. I also think this helps keep them off our 
roadways and the deer concentrate to where there is food. To be quite frank, it is not cheap to bait. It is also a ton of work, 
and it is a way that we are able to get the bigger bucks and save the smaller ones to grow another year. Ultimately, you still 
have to make the shot. 

I FEEL THIS WILL HELP STOP ROAD HUNTERS AND EVEN POACHING 
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I have baited for big game and have yet to take a large deer...just because you bait doesn't mean its easy hunting the animal 
still has the advantage, I live in stevens county and baiting for archery is really the only way to even have a chance at a large 
buck the hunter needs all the help he can get 

I have been baiting big game for 13 years and have taken 7 whitetail over bait and no Elk. I am not hurting the heard. 

I have strong preference to not allow baiting. It is not fair hunting, sit in a tree stand and wait for your animal is not hunting. 
You should also investigate hunt clubs that plan corn and flood it strictly for baiting purposes (and it is very common) 

i live and hunt in farm land this would make it so that i couldnt hunt my land. not a good rule bating helps youth as well it 
teaches them the patience and to propley identify the game and teaches them the importance of a good shot. 

I propose giong back to bear baiting as well. Bear populations seem to be on the rise and should at least be considered for 
certain GMUs 

I saw 11 different bears on our property (unit 121) in my 9 days of bow hunting this year. That has never happened! Lets 
make it legal to bait for bears. That would get the population under control and would greatly improve the kill vs. wounded 
ratio becase shot placement would be more effective. 

I strongly agree with the statement Baiting can help with shot placement and identificationof the game. 

I strongly support providing the greatest amount of hunting opportunities to the greatest amount of people but don't believe 
that baiting should ever be allowed. Modern firearms and technology improvements for archery and muzzleloading already 
give the hunters enough advantage. 

I strongly think that for archery hunting baiting greatly increases opportunity and improves selectivity. Anybody who thinks 
it's a slam-dunk to shoot a whitetail deer over bait has never tried it. However you paint it or word it shooting over standing 
grain or harvested crops left for game is still baiting. Most archery hunters don't have the money or property to plant private 
food plots for game and baiting provides an "equal" opportunity. As a compromise you could try limiting baiting to private 
land only or limiting it to archery only seasons. Thanks for hearing me out! 

I think baiting for bear should be allowed. 

I think it should be legal to bait bear. This should be added to the list with deer and elk. 

I think it should be legal to bait bears but deer and elk SHOULD NOT be baited. 

I think the critical piece is "vegetation grown and left". If a land owner intentional plants and manages crops to attract deer I 
think that is good and healthy. To hang up a bait and sit and wait is not hunting. 

I think we should also make it legal to hunt bears over bait. We have a very large bear population because we do not allow 
dog hunting for bears. So I think we should allow baiting for bears. 

I think we should be able to use bait for bears. It seems that the bear population is alot higher since it was made illegal to bait 
bear. Also you are able to harvest two bears a year, so we must not have a low population of bears 

I tried baiting deer and elk this year and last it made no difference what so ever in my success rate, i.e., deer and elk were not 
interested. 

I would like limtations put on bait, used only from Sept 1 through Oct. I have surveyed all western states, this would be 
inline with more of the other states, allows baiting but not the problems with the deep snow and over harvest of older bucks, 
All bait piles must be registered 

I would like to be able to bait bears 

I would like to see it legal to bait bear also. 

I would like to see the baiting of bears to open , this will give the hunter a better option of taken a mature bear over a young 
bear and will also allow the hunter to get a better judgement if the bear has cubs. 

if any bait hunting should be allowed it should be for Bear.....NOT deer or elk 

if it is legal to bait dear and elk it should be legal to bait bear as well, otherwise all should be illegal. 

If it is not broken, don't fix it. Most people don't bait anyway. If the "some people" are hunters, they can hunt without bait. If 
the "some people" are not hunters, then it is not even an issue for them worry about. 
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If it's already legal, sell on the positive aspects of baiting and why it became legal to begin with. Must have been good 
reason. 

IF THIS BAITING IS MADE ILLEGAL YOU SHOULD NOT BE HUNTING UNHARVESTED FIELDS OR 
ORCHARDS . 

If this happens, are going to force all fisherman to remove bait from their hook??? 

If we can not bait for bears we should not bait other big game either 

If you can't by fair chase methods then stay home. To many lazy people with guns in their hands 

if you want bow hunters to harvest whitetailed deer in northeast wash. do not make it illegal 

In my experience baiting for deer and elk provides very little advantage. Baiting does provide a good source of food for deer 
and elk esspecially when baiting is continued through the winter after hunting seasons are closed. If baiting were to be illegal 
it would be better to make hunting over bait illegal rather then baiting in general. 

In northeastern Washington State, you don't have to hunt and cover much ground to see game feeders being used on a regular 
basis. I have reported blinds and feeders in the past only to see them still in use in following years. If we are going to have 
rules, we are going to have to have enforcement with appropriate penalties. If you can provide that, it's a yes vote for me. 

In the big woods you need any advantage you can get. And you still go home empty most of the time 

In the truest sense of hunting where it is a matching of wits betwee man and animal, baiting is cheating 

In units 154 and 162 the bear and cougar population has flurished with no baiting and they are killing all the elk calfs 

insignificant amount of animals being harvested over feed versus the benefit of being fed and given appropriate minerals they 
need 

is baiting that significant to harvesting deer/elk 

Is it a big problem in Washington? 

Is it causing an overharvest? If so change it, if not leave it be. 

Issue permits for bait hunting for all large game animals 

It is an unfair addvantage to bait animals, and should not be allowed 

It should be legal to bait bear also. 

It should be legal to bait Bear as well... 

it should be legal to bait bear but nothing else 

it should be legal to bait bears too 

It should be legal to bait bears. I saw seven bears so far this year. That is to many. 

It should be legal to hunt bear over bait for reasons you have here, and bear are a real problem since you caved into anti-
hunters and there tv comericals 

It's not a 'hunt' when killing deer over bait... it's a kill period... no hunt involved 

Its not a problem............... 

I've baited for deer since I was a wee lad. Don't see a problem with it. 

I've hunted most every part of this state and haven't seen this as a problem, could see it for handicapped. 

joke 

Just as you state, baiting helps hunter with ID and shot placement and SHOULD BE MADE LEGAL FOR THE 
HARVESTING OF BEARS. 

Keep the No baiting bear law! 

Leave it and let us bait bear. Don't let fisherman use bait 
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Leave it as an ethics issue for each hunter to decide. 

Let me explain what baiting does not just for the hunter but for the wildlife. First, everyone complains about archers 
wounding animals. When baiting for deer and elk, you have your shot, you have cleared a shooting lane and have practiced 
from the seat you are in. You have become a selective hunter. With the aide of trail cameras, we can now see what and how 
many animals are conimg to our bait and then choose to hunt an individual animal. By baiting, we are feeding over a hundred 
animals at one location and harvesting one. How can this be bad? 

let us bait bear, bear population is up deer numbers are going down, if you will not let us use hounds lets us bait them 

Lets get baiting bear leagal again. 

Let's stop baiting deer and elk, but allow baiting bear. 

Make Bear baiting legal if it's legal to bait deer and elk 

Make it also legal to bait for bears as it was in the past. 

MAKE IT ILLEGAL TO BAIT EXCEPT IN DAMAGE CONTROL UNITS HAVING ISSUES WITH ELK OR DEER 

make it illegal to use mechanical or electronic devises for baiting. 

make it legal again to bait for bear hunting. 

make it legal to bait bear and cougar as well 

Make it legal to bait bear and upland game birds including waterfowl 

make it legal to bait bears and cats 

make it legal to bait bears................... 

Make it legal to bait for bear 

make it legal to hunt bear over bait, not just deer and elk 

Making baiting illegal provides an unfair advantage to people who can plant crops designed to do exactly the same thing. 
How is hunting over a "food plot" not baiting already? 

Many archers bait during the late season and also early elk. It is very effective and unethical. 

many guys i know sit around alfalfa hay and apples in late season, archery, etc in the snow and launch arrows at hungry 
animals! Obesity is a problem in our country, make em get up and work for it!!!!!!! 

Mineral blocks are helpful for the health of Deer and Elk herds. 

Mineral blocks help out the herd's health. 

MUCH SAFER TO HUNT OVER BAIT 

need to further discuss what is actually considered "baiting" if you hunt near an apple tree, is that hunting in a baited area? I 
think further definition needs to be addressed 

NO BAITING! 

Not a big fan of baiting for Deer & Elk & would like to see that end but would like to bring back baiting for Bear 

not broken; don't fix!!! 

Not certain whether or not baiting provides an unfair advantage. 

Oh great, it's hard enough to fill a tag, now those "some people", namely who are they ? How many is some? 

Only in areas where game numbers are Hi 

Opporttunity for poachers to bait, could be a food source during harsh winter season 

Perhaps baiting should only be allowed for hunters with disabilities. 

Please do not change this, The some people that you are listening to are anti Hunting and are not part of the hunting 
community. Please stop listening to this anti Hunting groups, it is not fair to the hunters of this state. 
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Please look at opening GMU 653 to Elk 3 pt min. at least for archery. Give more permits for modern and muzzleloading. 

PLEASE STOP TRYING TO MAKE IT MORE DIFFICULT TO HUNT. 

Please use the common sense the good Lord gave us. this is not an issue. 

Possibly consider baiting for bears as a legal method due to increase in bear populations 

Profiteering private land owners bait and feed for the intention of charging a fee to hunters. Fair? No Change. 

Remove baiting restrictions for Bear hunting also, a must!!!! 

remove head from ass; then ask questions! 

should also make it legal to bait bears, however impose stiff fines on those who bait with garbage 

should bait for bear. It is more effective management 

Should be allowed to bait bear as well, because over a bait you have more time to examine it before harvest, rather than 
finding it on a hill side and making a quick decision. 

should bring back bear baiting for the same reason, to many wounded bears, baiting increases good shot placement and less 
wounded bears running around from hunter taking shots that won't kill a bear 

Should make it legal for bear as well. 

should make it LEGAL to bait bears 

So if I plant some corn or alfalfa I'm ok but if I feed the cows I could be in trouble? Leave it as is! 

So many older deer are keeping to the nocturnal times that no one thinks they are there and the only way to get a chance to 
see them if at all is by baiting them. My game cameras don't lie! There are more trophy buck on public land than people 
realize, but due to the rediculous amount of ATV's running arround they stay nocturnal and people think they don't exist! 

STANDING OR HARVESTED CROPS IS NOT BAITING. Whomever created this definition nees adult supervision. 

start baiting bears 

Success rates are fairly low even with baiting. The reasons given (identification, shot placement) are good but making baiting 
illegal may reduce private landowners ability to manage lands for deer populations. One interpretation of the rule could mean 
that any crop planted specifically for deer, or feed placed for deer during the winter, could be construed as baiting. It's 
already difficult enough to gain access to private lands for hunting. With reduced populations (due to reduced private 
managment) that access will surely be reduced further. 

Taking the baiting out would severly limit our hunting opportunities. Most of western washington is owned by private timber 
land which grows a "crop" of trees. 

the change should allow hunting bears over baited area's, better identification of sex's, better shot placement. if you can hunt 
baited area's for deer and elk, why not bear, other than the bleeding heart liberals. maybe there should be a season on them 
also!!!!!!!!! 

The entire country allows baiting. why the hell would Wash differ from the rest. Leave it, and allow baiting for bears also, 
there population is out of control. We cant use hounds or bait for bears, now they hit my garbage cans on our road daily. This 
is stupid 

The only baiting scenario that ever made sense for baiting was allowing the baiting of bears. 

The only thing you should be able to bait is BEARS which we CAN'T........... 

the percentage of people who feed is very low and in can help withfewer lost animals and some people feed to view wildlife 

The poor "bait" while the rich have "orchards" but they both achieve the same effect. 

the use of bait is a great tool to identify what you have in a herd and harvest acordingly . bear baiting should be brought back 
the bear population has exploded it is a great tool for harvesting bear . 

There is plenty of room to reach a reasonable compromise between the alternatives presented. Hunters should be 
incorporated into the process for defining baiting and the circumstances under which it should be illegal. 
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This a technique by few and why diffentiate between food plots grown specifically to attract animals and this baiting. 

This alleviates killing small deer and elk, and not killling cows with calves. 

This has gotten way out of hand. I feel this is outside the realm of what is ethical. Attracting game to an easy meal is lazy and 
unethical. 

This is a BIG can of worms. I've seen state that argue a hunter planted apple trees as bait. Don't get started in that scenario. Is 
a salt lick bait? Apples? Bananas? 

This is again a anti-hunting ploy. Please leave as is. protect our hunting rights. 

This is an accepted method of hunting in many other areas, many Washington hunters just have not had exposure to it. 

This is an effecitve and inexpensive way to manage problem populations. 

This is an exceltient tool for moving big game animals out of populated areas so you can shout them safely with out worrying 
about acidentaly hit sombodys house. It also is a good to for areas that have point restitions so you can count points before 
your shout. But all and all keep it the way it is becasue it is such a great tool. 

This is an unfair advantage, period. 

This is another of the areas used to restrict hunting. We now see less bears in areas closed to baiting as populations don't 
make it through denning when times are tough. Penn. has super research on this as you probably know and our observations 

This is not hunter supported. 

This should be left up to the hunter. This also pumps a lot of money into the economy. 

This would be for food plots especially for big game. Regular agricultural crops would be exempt. Food plots help with 
habitat for producing healthy animals but should not be used as baiting. Hunting should be restricted to 200 yards from any 
food plots. I have mixed feelings on baiting for bears. 

Unless you change this from including regularly grown crops, other wise damages will increase and farmers should sue you 
and your silly Govenor. 

We do not need more restrictions. 

We have way too many suburban bears....allow a harvest for pete sake 

We need to bring back Bear baiting, the money spent on problem bears is astronomical vs the money spent to regulate legal 
baiting. 

we need to egnore the anti hunters and do what is best for the wdfw, animals, and hunters. I beleive we need to bring back 
bear hunting also . screw the anties. 

we need to make it LEGAL to hunt bear over bait, deer and elk should remain legal to bait 

we neee to allow baiting for big game aniamals this is how most archery hunters hunt in the winter 

we should be able to bait for bear also if done responsably 

we should be able to bait for bear............... 

We should bring back bear baiting! 

We use bait for fish and decoys for ducks and geese. It should be no different for big game. 

We've seen how well the bear non-baiting, etc has gone. Blanket prohibitions never work as intended. Leave it alone. 

what about baiting turkeys? 

What some people beleive and what the true facts are, are two different things. Again, change should be based on biological 
facts, which this issue is not. If anything baiting bears should be legal. 

Why should big game be treated differently....baiting deer and elk is just as unfair of an advantage as it is for waterfowl. 
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With bear and cougar populations baiting enables higher population control success rates. This is desired due to predatory 
and curiosity/neusance behavioral characteristics in these animals that may lead to conflict with humans. Deer and Elk on the 
other hand are not prone to such behavior unless humans bait them. Since tree-huggers demand no baiting for bear and 
cougar it should apply for every species. Monitor for 3 years and reasses 

work with sportsmen to define the allowable circumstances, not a general ban. 

Would like for baiting bear to be legalized 

Would like to have a permit to bait bear, I talked to you about this in Bellingham 

Wow, I thought it was already illegal to bait elk and deer. 

You better git ready to be in court with all the outfitter in this state, because you will break them. 

you can't hunt couger or bear over bait.Why hunt deer and elk over bait 

you need to legalize bear baiting again. it is ridiculas that we can't 

You need to make it legal to hunt bear over bait as well. Without hound hunting there are too many bears. Hunting over bait 
is the only effective way to harvest a bear and it needs to be legal. 

You should probably allow bear baiting to avoid shooting sows with cubs. 

you would have to restrict hunting cropland if any change was made 

your going to have proplems soon, lots more bear being seen by hunter in the last few years. might want to consider baiting 
for them before before to long 

You're making hunters lazy if you allow this. Keep hunting what it is, hunting. I'm getting more and more annoyed as I go 
though this... 

 
 

ISSUE 53: Hunting for Bear or Cougar During a Deer or Elk Season  

BACKGROUND:  

Currently, hunters are allowed to hunt for black bear and cougar during deer and elk seasons. Concern 
has been expressed regarding the potential for hunters that don’t have a valid deer or elk tag (either did 
not purchase one or have filled their tag) who claim to be hunting bear or cougar. The concern is that 
they are party hunting and intend to shoot someone else’s deer or elk. 

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

#1 amounts to micromanaging; if wildlife agents do their job, this shouldn't be a problem 

absolutly !!!! 

Additional need revenue for WDFW. No I don't work for the dept. 

Again, there is no reason to change this rule. This issue is not based on biological facts and there should be no change. 

ALL TAGS NEED TO BE PURCHASE BEFORE DEER OR ELK SEASONS.AFTER THE SEASON STARTS YOU CAN 
NOT PURCHASE TAGS 

Alot of hunters hunt muzzleloaders and archery than buy a bear tag and hunt elk with a bear tag with partner 

Also allow archery hunters to carry a side arm for protection. 

Americans still believe in "innocent until proven guilty" Lets not condemn law abiding hunters before any facts. 

AND BUY YOUR TAGS BEFORE SEASON STARTS OR YOU ARE OUT OF LUCK 

And if they get caught poaching (party hunting) throw the book at them!! 

Any data on how often this party hunting situation actually occurs? I am concerned about change a reg to address an 
enforcement "problem" that may be more perceived than real? 
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Are you joking? Is there proof? 

As a cougar hunter this pains me a bit,but I know there is a lot of poachers out there killing deer/elk while pretending to hunt 
cougar.Who wants to hunt cougar when the woods are full of desperate deer/elk hunters anyway? 

as a female hunter, I like my partner to be in the woods with me for safety after he has gotten his deer, and this allows him to 
accompany me more safely. 

as a hunter it would piss me off if someone thought that they could fill MY tag for me. 

As if these people were the only ones out there party hunting! I wish that the WDFW had adequate resources to properly 
address this issue. 

Ask your field agents what is going on. Could it happen? Yes. Is it a problem? I don't know. 

Bear hunting season could be extended to mid December to make up for this. 

Bow hunter would not beable to hunt bear during the general deer season if you change the regulations.. 

Burden of proof! We are all posibly theives but most of us just haven't stolen anything... yet. If the individual is caught 
killing a second animal with no tag... take them to Walla Walla and hang them... Twice. 

But maybe go to only being able to buy a bear and cougar tag before modern firearm season starts and not after the season 
starts and that would totally take care of the problem for the most part. 

Change the bear season to include muzzleloader late hunt or year round season. There is a early spring season that is open 
when the hides are in poor shape and when the hides are prime you close the season on us. I could have harvested a 350Lb. 
male last year while hunting late elk. 

Changing the laws for everyone because some poeple "might" break the existing laws is irresponsible government behavior. 
If I am out hunting bear with my family that still have open deer or elk tags does not mean I will fill thier tag for them. I do 
not break laws and do not appreciate my freedoms and rights being taken away because others might break laws. 

Changing this would not allow hunting of Bear & Cougar during Deer & Elk seasons. Bottom Line 

cheaters will cheat regardless dont punish the good guys! 

Come On! Who are you kidding. Law breakers are a very small group. Quit wasting time and money on this issue! 

Concern? Don't punish the wider population on SUSPICION. Where's the evidence that's happening? Why not force deer 
hunters to buy a bear tag for the same reason? Penalize violators, not the population. That's hard, I know, but that's what 
enforcement gets paid to do, right? 

Difficult to enforce, but offenders described above should be prosecuted. Party hunting/combining limits is illegal whether 
hunting upland birds or big game hunting. Do not punish one group of hunters for the indiscretions of a few unethical hunters 
by limiting the opportunities of the ethical majority. 

Do not create solutions to problems that do not exist. 

do not restrict hunting opps for the large majority of us who legally and have limited time afield 

Does this mean if I harvest my deer Sept 1st, that I can't hunt bear or cougar because I have already harvested my deer? 

Don't change rules on speculation. If they illegaly take wildlife then they should be reported and charged. Don't punish those 
who hunt more than one species at the same time. 

Don't penalize the legal hunter because of the law breakers. More hunting days are neeed, use better enforcement measures, 
"eyes in the woods" etc. 

Don't take away opportunity from the legitimate hunters. 

enforce the law as it is 

Enforce the law, arrest and remove licenses for life. 

enforcement nightmare 

Enforcment of current poaching laws would prevent 'party hunting' more legislation only complicates a currently well 
legislated season 
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ethic's has to be relyed on 

Figure out how to effectively and consistently punish poachers first, then worry about how to change rules to eliminate 
poaching. By the way, I find it interesting that you mention nothing about hunting non-classified game during open deer or 
elk seasons. A person can just as easily claim to be hunting coyotes instead of bear or cougar (although hunting with caliber 
less than .24). A poacher is a poacher, and they will illegally shoot at an elk or deer just as readily with a .22-250 as they 
would have with a larger calber rifle. 

First of all, is this a proven problem? How often does it happen? We have to assume innocense until proven guilty. 

Get these people out of the woods. More than likely they are party hunting. 

give incentive points for shooting bear and cougars with no tags 

go after the illegal aliens poaching dear and elk instead of messing with the rest of us that buy tags and support the WDFW 

How can you tell a hunter he can't hunt during an open season just because he was successful for deer or elk? 

How doe you prove this? This is an illogical argument. poaching out of season is more important, especially in central WA. 

I agree that party hunting is a problem and needs to be addressed. I would propose harsher penalties for those caught shooting 
game without a valid tag rather than ethical hunters paying the price. 

I agree very strongly, that's the best way to party hunt...or not have a tag at all & say (if approached) you're hunting coyotes, 
skunks, whatever... seriously, I've seen it done. 

I always get a deer-elk-bear-cougar licenses. If I happen across any of the ablove during open season I'm legal. (hasn't 
happened yet but I am ready). The cost difference is less than $40. Who wouldn't pay $40 to be able to legally bag any one 
(deer, elk, cougar, bear)? Another alternative would be to close seasons so they did not over-lap. That would make everyone 
mad. Raising the penalties to 5-10 times the existing amounds and fixing them so they cannot be reduced might deture 
someone from takeing a chance of being caught in the first place. 

I am an archer, and for the past 10+ years I have "guided" my friends and family during the modern firearm deer season. 
Each year I purchase a bear and cougar tag, not to "help" someone shoot their deer, but in the hope that I will get an 
opportunity to harvest one of these animals. Since baiting bear was "outlawed", allowing hunters as many opportunities as 
possible to harvest these animals is really the only way to effectively control the populations. Prosecute all those who 
participate in party hunting. 

I currently hunt Elk with my party. I camp for a week and have harvested my Elk several times early in the week and do Bear 
hunt the rest of the week. This would take my oportunity to hunt Bear away and regulations cannot make a person be ethical, 
that comes from inside. Enforcement and education is the answer not changing the season to take eithical hunters oportunities 
away. I guess to Bear hunt I could always buy a ML Deer tag although I have seen no legal deer in 5 years so I can Bear hunt 
after taking my Elk. 

I dont see how you would regulate this. Hunters would not be able to hunt bear or couger during those seasons if they have 
harversted a deer or elk? I dont like it and should be kept the same or maybe allow hunting with a lesser weapon 

I don't think "party hunting" is that wide spread,however,anyone caught in this practice should be charged with poaching and 
lose their privledges like any other poacher. 

I experienced bear and cougar hunters using modern firearm in an open archery unit (GMU 328). 

I filled my deer tag, and having more time in vacation from work have attempted to fill my bear and cougar tag in the 
remainder of my vacation time. 

I have meet people that do this and it's wrong. 

I have observed groups all carrying firearms who only admited to have one deer or elk tag; the rest have bear tags. 

I have personally run into hunters who have filled their Elk tag, and are using the bear/cougar tag so as they can try to fill 
other members of their parties Elk Tags. This ill legal and unethical practice is more common that the state realizes. Wardens 
should be alerted to check on camps with larger hunting parties as this is where the practice seems most prevelent. 

I have run into poachers taking elk prior to elk season and carrying a bear tag to justify why / how they are out there. I've 
seen this in the blue mountains, Wenaha Tucannon Wilderness. Without enforcement on the ground I do not think this 
situation will change. 
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I have seen people with Bear and Cougar tags hunting with a bow during elk season, when they hold modern firearm elk tags. 
During the Elk and Deer season you must possess a valid weapon choice tag. 

I hunt archery, to even be close to an animal is insane, but when your in a ground blind and you see a cougar. who's going to 
attack first. Archers should be allowed to carry a small fire arm for this kind of protection/hunt. If felt threatened you could 
kill. Party hunts do not concern me for saftey reasons. I would prefer to hunt with someone with a fire arm because of the 
couger and bear sightings I have run into and feared for my life. If I was able to carry a fire arm also for safety, I would not 
party hunt with someone with a fire arm if I was aloud to carry my own fire arm for protection only. 

I know of one case last year where an individual shot his deer on opening day of deer season and the shot a cougar the next 
day. If the atlernative requiring a valid deer tag is implemented, a hunter would no longer be able to hunt cougar while in 
deer camp. 

I like to hunt bear after I harvest a deer, dont take my rights away because of others... 

I might choose to hunt only bear and then would be limited in when I could hunt while the season was still open. I have shot 
bear and elk on the same day, elk first, then what? For the few that would hunt as to effect an advantage for a group, well get 
out of the coffee shop and make some cases. Hunters will help you out on this if you don't get so paranoid as to shut the 
honest ones out of the woods. 

I personnaly use cougar and bear tags for legal protection from those predaters while hunting deer & elk. 

I prefer bear hunting, and might be doing it during deer or elk season. In future years, I might choose not to purchase the tag.

I think once the season starts, deer or elk that hunters should'nt be allowed to come in and buy a deer or elk tag 

I would turn them in if I caught them and hopefully so would others. Enforce the laws we have, encourage others to report 
such poaching practices. 

If a hunter is found with a animal down without a permit, he or she should be cited, or shooting someone else's animal. 

if a person is a rotten apple and hunts eliagly he is going to find a way around the laws anyway so don't punish the honest 
hunter. 

If change is made to dis-allow hunting for bear or cougar after a deer or elk tag has been filled then extend the seasons. 

If someone has already filled their deer/elk tag, they should still be allowed to hunt bear/cougar. However, if they have not 
purchased a deer/elk tag, they shouldn't be allowed to hunt. 

If someone is out to break the law, how would this deter them? How can you enforce "Intent"? 

If the area and season is open, why not give them a chance to fill their tag while camping with friends. 

If the goal is to stop party hunting, this won't work. Hunter could claim hunting coyote. 

If they are caught then they are poaching. 

If they get caught shooting an animal without the valid tags then take the animal and give them a huge fine 

If they get caught shooting an animal without the valid tags then take the animal and give them a huge fine 

If they have a bear or cougar tag leave them be. 

If they violate the law - PROSECUTE THEM! 

If this is a real problem, change the tagging requirements so that everyone is buying a tag that includes all animals within the 
same season. Trust is difficult, enforcement is always a problem... 

If this is changed it will be bad for everyone, Washington is already loosing many hunters to Id and Mt 

If this is changed; allow hunters to pack a side arm in the event of a bear attack. 

If you bought the tag and the season is open to others how could it possibly be fair to ristrict those who don't hunt deer or Elk 
with a rifle. Or what about someone who oly hunts bear. They get a shorter season because they did not buy a deer and elk 
tag? 

If you couldn't hunt bear or cougar during elk or deer seasons , I know I would not buy a bear or cougar tag anymore 

if you get your deer or elk you can still hunt bear and cougar. 
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If you have a cougar or bear tag you shouldn't be penalized! 

if you have a valid tag, you should be able to hunt anytime of the season, quit trying to screw us out of it 

If you have already filled you deer or elk tag and wish to hunt cougar and bear you should be able. Hunting is about ethics. If 
someone is going to poach they will do it anyway because they are a poacher. It is not right to take someone out of the woods 
because they have already filled a tag and wish to hunt more to fill the other tags they possess. 

If you require the deer or elk tag, you are limiting the hunting opportunity for cougar and bear. If I have a cougar/bear tag, I 
should be able to hunt them, even during deer and elk season. 

increase the penalty and fines for those cought breaking the laws 

innocent till proven guilty. it's great to get out and hunt whenever possible. 

institute penalties if someone is caught "party hunting". 

Isnt there a cougar population problem--stop asking stupid questions! Does someone that is considering these questions 
acutally know how to manage fish and game!? 

ISN'T THIS STILL AMERICA? AREN'T WE INNOCENT TILL PROVEN GUILTY? I'LL BET THIS IDEA CAME 
FROM HILLARY OR BARRACK HOUSSAIN OH MY GOD DON'T ELECT THE TERRORIST OBAMA! 

It does cause some enforcement head aches but the problem is not really that bad, again manage our wildlife through state 
wide draws for the next ten years this does lower revenue to the state but is that what this survey is really about or is it about 
washington staes wildlife management 

It is already illegal to shoot someone else's animal. This sounds like a "law enforcement" concern, by an officer that wants to 
ask everybody what they are doing. 

It is OK to require the deer or elk tag, but what happens if a hunter fills his/her tag? They should be allowed to continue to 
hunt for bear or deer. 

It's a shame that we even have to vote on this. All it's going to do is hurt the honest people. Dishonest people will continue to 
be dishonest. 

It's currently illegal to shoot someone else's game. Don't penalize ethical hunters. Increase penalities for those that violate 
existing regulations. 

its fine the way it is. A party hunter or poacher will do what they do. You don't have enough enforcemnet to govern this 
anyway. deputize the public and get them to buy in to helping you out with enforcement. you have done a good job already in 
this area 

i've filled my tags many times and then went hunting for cougar or bear its a real good time to see them with all the hunters 
about pushing them around. 

I've never heard of needing a tag to carry a gun in the woods 

I've seen too much of that 'party hunting' mentality. I feel that when your tag has been filled, your hunting is over. You can 
help others in your 'party' without a rifle. 

Jeez! How many cougars are boot hunted successfully? Get real! 

Just because I bow hunt for Elk or deer don't pentelize us for hunting bear later in the year!!!!!!! 

Just don't shoot the archers by mistake with your modern firearm. 

leave as is, there will always be disshonest pepole up the reward for poaching 

Legitimate hunters should not be punished because of law breakers. Law breakers should be punished. 

Let's not be to nit-picky. 

Lets punish party hunters if they commit a crime. I still would like to carry a gun for cougar and bear even if I am just 
hunting with a friend (to help pack, spot, ect.). There are just too many ethical, honest reasons to carry a gun when hunting 
with friends, even if you have different tags. For instance, for 2 years, a friend has hunted with me, although I hunted elk and 
he cougar. We are both honest, ethical hunters and he never would have shot and elk to fill my tag, but this proposed change 
would eliminate our chances to do this. 
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Like Oregon, require big game tags to be purchased before the beginning of the season. For example, deer tags would only be 
available until the opening of the particular season, not after it opens. 

Lots of people go as a group. If you fill your Elk/Deer tag your done even though you still want a bear/cougor. not everyone 
is unlawful. 

Make the penalties higher for offenders. Changing the hunting regs are not going to change a persons hunting ethics. 

may produce revenue and slow down party hunting. 

might reduce sales of tags for Revenue 

Most hunters are ethical and only harvest their own animals! allowing combined hunting is better do to hunting seasons and 
hunter time available for hunting! 

Most of bear and cougar are killed during deer and elk season,its hard to hunt as is with out bait or dog,all hunter need to be 
hunting them and for selfdefense of them,keep valid tags out of it,most hunter are honest people and arrest the one who 
brakes the law and the not the honest ones. 

must buy a archery tag before opening day same with muzz. and gun 

Must control cougar populations! 

No change! It is already against the law to party hunt. You can't restrict someone who has already purchased these tags. 

No if they say they are bear hunting then they are bear hunting........ 

not all hunters are pouchers,I have done this and did not party hunt.Its better than partying at camp by youself 

only during general modern firearm season. 

only sell tags prior to seasons so people can dont kill an animal then run and get a tag. 

Overzealous wardens need to get a life. Prove intent! I cant describe the anger for this accusation of all hunting groups. Just 
being in the woods with friends and family is what its all about. The bear or cougar tag provides the hunter with opportunity 
to take another game animal while enjoying his time with his group. 

Party hunters have brought this upon themselves; if the penalty was severe enough too, it will help w/compliance. 

Party hunting is already illegal and can be punished accordingly. 

Party hunting is already illegal and so shooting a deer or elk without the tag. What part of illegal do you not understand? 

Party hunting is already illegal. 

People that break the rules will eventually be caught. Especially if there is an incentive for law abiding hunters to turn them 
in, IE: bonus points. 

PEOPLE WHO CHOOSE BEAR AND COUGAR ONLY SHOULD HAVE EVERY RIGHT TO HUNT 

People will still party hunt and it will be hard to prove otherwise unless there is a witness. Changing the law will not stop the 
people that break the law in the first place. 

Perhaps stiffer penalties for poaching are in order as a deterrant. Currently Washington's poaching fines are not significant 
compared to some other states. 

please dont punish the legal hunter due to the actions of poachers. poachers are not hunters. 

Please leave this as an ethical decision. 

Please look at opening GMU 653 to Elk 3 pt min. at least for archery. Give more permits for modern and muzzleloading. 

please stop assuming that we're a bunch of criminal poachers in the way you write these reg's . We are responsable tax paying 
adults who want to enjoy our outdoors 

poachers will poach anyway limiting an individual that has succeeded in filling a tag is not called for. 

Poaching is the major concern in my opinion. Enforcement and punishment are lacking. More laws won't help. 
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possessing tags doesn't do anything but bring in money, I would rather hunters be required to use the weapon required during 
deer and elk seasons. Out of those seasons they can use firearms. 

Potential criminal conduct by a few should not be used as an excuse to restrict the law abiding. Do these 'Concerns" have any 
validity? 

Problem would be for hunters that have filled there deer or elk tag would loose bear and couger hunting opportunities 

Punish the illegal hunters, when caught, and leave the tag system alone. 

Punish those who break the rules not everyone because someone may break a rule 

Quit legislating morality!! Catch and prosecute those who actually do something illegal. Or else just close all the seasons for 
everything and drop this facade of "regulating" or "managing" hunting. WDFW is merely restricting it and has been for a 
long time. 

Require bear / cougar hunters to have valid elk tags if hunting during elk season only. 

Require big games locense to be purchased prior to the openingof the season, thus dated prior to a kill during the season. This 
should help reduce the kiling of deer during deer/elk season. 

Require the weapon for bear and cougar to match the deer or elk season. 

Requiring bear and cougar hunters to have tags for animals that they are not hunting is completely ridiculous! To penalize 
honest hunters because you assume some bear hunters might violate the law is totally couterproductive. It will only penalize 
honest hunters because the law beakers will find some way to violate the law anyway. In many sportsmans opinions we 
already pay way more than we should for a mediocre resource anyway. To make bear and cougar hunters pay more just to 
keep them honest, when most are already honest, is preposterous. 

Requiring them to have a valid elk tag is OK AS LONG AS a successfull elk hunter can still stay out during the elk season to 
try and fill a bear/cougar tag 

shot a cougar with any weapon at any time in season (day or night) 

Since the baiting & hound band on cougar and bear we already have limited opportunity and this would further reduce it. 
Without having all the data but I would have to guess most bears and our cougars are taken during modern seasons. I suggest 
we dont punish 95% of the ethical hunters due to a few people that may be doing this. 

So now we need to buy a deer tag or elk tag to hunt bear or cougars? Well thats one way to increase revenue. 

Some of us only hunt one or the other. Charging for both tags is just for the revenue. 

Stiffer penalties for party hunting. 

stop deer and elk tag sells after the beginning of the season 

Stop thinking that hunters are doing something wrong. 

Strongly agree. Very few "bear/cougar" hunters will pass up a deer/elk if there buddy has a tag. 

Take away our opportunities because someone might break the law??? assinine 

That makes me mad.The Game department has presumed guilt before innocencies. It just isn't right. 

The actions of few should not be used to dictate the rules for all. Increase hunter awarness to the problem and let the 
responsible hunters assist in weeding out the unethic hunters. 

The concern being expressed is largely invalid. Cougar and bear hunters need every opportunity for harvest. 

The other concern is people who "are hunting for bear" and shoot a deer or elk and than go and get a tag so they can hunt 
every season until they get a deer or elk. 

The season should stay open for BEARS for the muzzle loader season, I have seen alot of them and it's not fair that I can't 
shoot them, I don't get to go out hunting except during my seasons anymore with the prices of gas being so high... 
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There is no crime with being in the woods. A crime is not commited until someone kills an animal they dont have a tag for. I 
will be scouting elk, I will not buy a tag until I locate one. THe seasons are so fucked up already choosing a weapon and a 
side, that there is no way in hell Im buying a tag just to carry a gun in an area that I dont want to hunt. This is bullshit. I can 
hunt cougar and bear with a cougar or bear tag in West wa. If you force me to buy a eastern wa elk tag, but I want to hunt 
bear in west wa, then what? I have bought a tag that I cant use. No way. Anyone who agrees to this should be removed form 
the fish and game office. 

There is no proof party hunting is a problem in WA state! 

This an extremely restrictive rule suggestion and I do not think it will help control party hunting. If we are having deer or elk 
population problems then we should adjust the number of deer or elk that can be taken rather than try to impose restrictions 
on other hunts. 

This appears to be an issue with a small percentage of unethical hunters. 

This can't be properly enforced either way. Add Cougar and Bear for $5 like it used to be. 

This is a big concern, not only should the rules be changed to require a "bear or cougar" hunter to possess a deer or elk tag if 
they are hunting for "bear or cougar" during deer or elk season but such "bear or elk" hunters should be required to only use 
the type weapon that is in season. If for example a "bear or cougar" hunter is hunting during the archery elk or deer season, 
the "bear or cougar" hunter should be limited to hunting with a bow. 

this is a huge problem, I know a dozen guys who keep hunting and regularly shoot a second deer or elk when hunting bear or 
couger 

This is a problem but you would be taking opportunity away from legal hunters such as myself that get only limited time to 
cruise the woods. I have never shot a bear or cougar so it would be extremely disapointing to miss that opportunity 

This is a simple requirement during a short time period relative to the length of bear and cougar seasons. 

This is an absolute no brainer, I cannot believe WDFW allows this. There are many elk (and deer) killed by hunters who have 
already killed their animal and used their tag, and are now out there "cougar hunting". I see it every year, and enforcement 
cannot do anything about it. 

This is an ethics issue. 

This is another shot from the anti-hunters to reduce hunting. 

This is definitely the case - this must pass. 

This is garbage... What am I supposed to do if I get my tag filled on the first day of a group hunt? Sit in the tent and play 
cards alone? At least I can currently hunt for something else in the same area my friends are in. We need to assume that most 
sportsman are honest and obey the rules at some point and not think everyone is a criminal. Enforce the current rules which 
work. Whats next? Ban target shooting in deer or elk area on the assumption people are party hunting or just hunting without 
a license? This State is going overboard with all the hunting rules thay have and want. Keep it simple and fun. 

This is someone's assumption. It probably happens but there are consequences for these actions. I hope that if and when 
people do this, they are caught. 

This it total garbage. Who fabricated this myth? Poachers are poachers. they either have a tag or don't. 

this proposal is stupid if the hunter has a bear tag he has every right to be hunting WITHOUT having a deer tag 

This proposal takes away hunting opportunity. It implies distrust of all hunters. Focus on catching the violators and punish us 
all. 

This should be about harvesting the necessary game, not the concern of deceit, which only a small percentage of all hunters 
would do. 

This sounds like its more to generate the revenue. 

This would only limit the people that can only afford to hunt their target species. Bear and Cougar hunter #'s woud decrease. 

THIS WOULD PREVENT ALOT OF BOW AND MUZZLOADERS FROM FEELING OTHER FAMILY MEMBERS 
MODERN FIREARMS DEER AND ELK TAGS 
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This would shorten too many seasons for bear and cougar hunters who hunt deer and elk with other weapons. Bear and 
cougar would be closed in Sept unless using archery, closed in Oct unless using modern, then closed nov during modern elk, 
and late archery and muzzleloader Nov and Dec. This will be too confusing to follow each year. 

this would stop the illegal portion of the deer harvest problem 

this year i filled my elk tag with a bow. i love to cougar hunt and cant wait for snow. The only chance for me to get a cougar 
is in fresh snow on a Friday and stay below freezing. this is only going to happen 5 to 6 times a year. And one of those times 
will be in Oct. or Nov. deer and elk season and I won't have a deer and elk tag. The people that are going to party hunt are 
going to do it anyway. Cougars are hard to get WHY penalize the working man? 

To me anyone carrying a firearm during a specific season should have a valid tag for that season. 

Too many missing parts to your story here...Rifle or Archery? Either way, in your scenarios they are breaking the law. It's 
poaching! It's illegal! Isn't this the whole reason we can't carry handguns during archery season??! However, you can't force 
people to buy more tags (money for WDFW) as a disguise for reducing poaching. Please start making sense. I mean come on. 
States like AZ just don't allow firearms during archery seasons. That way, if someone reports a firearm discharge, they get 
visited by officers, quickly! Makes it very easy for hunters and officers to catch poachers. 

tough call, but give the honest majority the credit they deserve 

Unfortunatly, there are folks with substandard ethics that take advantage of this loophole but many of us do not. Avoid 
reactionary rule making that disproportionately affects responsible people. 

Very rarely does this happen 

WDFW has Enforcement personnel to deal with game law infractions. Do punish the good for the deeds of the bad. 

We do not need a WDFW that starts with the premise that every hunter is a criminal. Put your efforts in caliber and balistics 
if there is a question. 

We do not need to punish all for a few jack asses. We need to enforce the rules, NOT PASS ANOTHER as a fix for the 
problem. This would be typical goverment thinking. 

We have to many Cougar now, so what are you doing about that? Please stop punishing the legal hunter for a couple of 
stupid illegal hunter. 

WE NEED MORE COUGAR AND BEAR KILL!!! ARE YOU KIDDING, NOTHING TO HAMPER MORE KILL 

we want to manage the bear and cougars right?! If there is problems with poachers then deal with that, don't take away 
management opprotunities 

What if their deer or elk tagged is filled? Can they still hunt bear or cougar? Why not ramp up enforcement rather than 
reduce hunting? 

What would be wrong if someone had filled their deer/elk tag and was hunting for bear? 

what's the problem here. sounds like a lack of faith in the honest hunter. no change here trying to fix a non-existing problem. 
Keep an eye out for the party hunters out there and report them. 

When i am out deer or elk hunting I carry a leagal tag with me. I want to have the option to shoot a bear or cougar while 
hunting other big game. I don't want to loose that right because of some jerks. Leave it as it is. 

Why assume that all hunters will break the law? 

why do you think everyone is trying to break the law, how can you make laws on someones concerns without proof you are 
over your job description 

Without hounds we need to apply more pressure to bears and cougars. 

without resonable cause who is to say what someones intentions are. advertise for more turn in poaching campains with 
better insentives 

won't make any difference. you still have the right to carry a fire arm in the field anytime you please, tag or no tag 

would create too many other issues if changed 

Years ago I saw this to be an issue but really haven't observed it much in recent times, although I am sure it still goes on. 
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yellow tag for couger and bear not valid where deer or elk season is open. green tag for couger and bear is valid anywhere 
and anytime season is open for couger and bear. of course green tags would be twice as much money. 

Yes it is a problem but this is not the solution 

You allow party hunts for speacial permits 

You are assuming they are doing this. Arrest them if that is what is going on. You do have the authority to do that you know. 
You are just looking to make money by forcing people to buy extra tags. 

You cannot accuse someone of doing something without evidence. 

You can't assume that people are acting illegally without any evidence. 

you can't monitor everyone. You must let us do some of the monitoring. I recieved bounus points when a hunter was 
unethical and I brought it to the attention of a game official 

you cant write a rule for everything. Poachers will always be poachers. Dont punish the legal hunter. 

You don't like party hunting why?. someone in the hunting party has a tag. if we're hunting for the meat and not for the 
hunting. 

You have got to be kidding. 

you keep trying to regulate oppertunity. party hunting is an enforcement issue. 

You might consider it OK to hunt bear or cougar if a hunter has a filled tag, not just valid, unused one. At least then you 
would know they were done deer/elk hunting and honestly trying for bear or cougar and you would gain additional revenue 
from those hunters that target cougar or bear only and don't care to hunt deer or elk. At least they would be legal. 

you shouldn't be able to require what tags you must purchase, but if a hunter gets caught shooting an elk or deer without a tag 
in what you call party hunting they should face the fullest punishment. 

 
 

ISSUE 54: Legal Shooting Hours When Big Game Hunting  

BACKGROUND:  

Currently, the legal shooting hours when hunting big game are one half hour before sunrise to one half 
hour after sunset. The Department is considering changing the legal shooting hours to sunrise to sunset 
because of darkness and the potential for misidentification of game and for hunter safety.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

"Potential"? I really don't see a problem on this issue. 

15 minutes at both ends would be enough difference to improve the situation 

15 minutes of change doesn't make sense; reasons for change are not valid 

A hunter still has a legal and ethical obligation to be safe and not endanger anyone. On a dark, cloudy January morning, 
sighting would be as hard 1/2 hour after sunrise as it would be 1/2 hour before on a clear October morning. This would also 
mightily interfere with waterfowl hunting, as it would greatly reduce the legal time to hunt the daybreak "first flight." 

Again you must let us rely on good game identification. 

Again... We must trust the sportsman to make good decisions as to weather they can ID game or not. This sounds like yet 
another attempt to oppose hunting in general as the low light times are best to hunt in a lot of cases. Please reject any change 
to this rule. If light levels are a concern then cloud cover must be considered and a light meter be issued to each hunter. 
Please leave things as is. 

Allow night vision and extend the shooting hours to 24-7 

Also, 15 minutes before sunrise 

Any change for safety is good. 
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Are you kidding! I wait all daay for this golden time to be in the woods. 

Are you required to print every crackpot suggestion? How about hunting only on sunny days? I'd rather require infra-red 
scopes. 

At legal shooting times it can be way to dark to be able to identify your target much less a doe from a buck. For firearms the 
time should be sunrise to sunset For archery it could be 15 prior and post or first good light and last good light. 

Better UNDERSTANDING of sunrise/sunset time to the manual is necessary by WDFW. The times in the books are often 
very wrong to the true sunrise/sunset times. Change both sunrise as well as sunset to 15 minutes. 

Both a safety issue and a legal game identification issue. given the number of units that have point restrictions, I seriously 
question the ability of the average hunter to identify legal game using the 1/2 hour before and after regulation. 

Change from Sunrise to Sunset, people hunting before or after these times are lying if they say they can see to shoot. 

Change leagal big game shooting hours to close at sunset. 

Change legal hunting hours to close at sunset. 

Change shooting hours to sunrise & to 15 minutes after sunset. 

Change to sunrise to sunset, period. Tracking after dark wastes a lot of game. Also, sunrise and sunset are noted on TV 
weather news daily, and should be added to the game pamphlet. 

Change to Sunrise to Sunset. In the timber, one loses visiblity 30min. before sunrise and 30 min. after sunrise. 

Changing the legal shooting time won't keep people from shooting before or after the leagal shooting time. Unfortunately, 
this issue won't be resolved by changing the shooting hours. 

changing the time would not change the ignorent people that do stupid things 

CHANGING THIS TIME WOULD GREATLY REDUCE THE NUMBER OF HARVEST DEER AND ELK 

Cloudy days could make this change suffer the same problems. Common sense needs to be used in either situation. 

Come on! 

Consider allowing luminating nocks for Archery Hunters...These are great for identifing shot placement and animal recovery 
no matter what time of day! 

Consider changing the times for modern firearm, since the distances are greater and identification is harder. Archers are 
already shut down before legal time is over because they can't see their sights well, so it's not an issue for them as much. 

Current hunting hours have never been proven to decrease hunter safety! Show FACTS if proposing a change! 

Daylight time varies as you move from east to west in Eastern WA. But 15 min is ok. 

Discretion of person in the field is the only valid answer. Weather is the biggest variable, clouds or clear sky. 

Do we really need more restrictions? It is still up to the hunter to indentify game. Don't let the few bad hunters ruin it for the 
majority. 

Does it matter since the weather can impact the light available. It would be better to set specific opening and closing times 
for each month instead of having to keep track of the sunrise/sunset tables. Maybe the game wardens could honk their horns ?

Don't change it because alot of time out in the wheat field country we don't see bucks out the field until about 15 min after 
the sun goes down. So please leave it the way it is. 

don't change this -Prime big game is out and about at this time of day. You will get more folks breaking the law than you will 
get bad shots 

Don't you dare. What a joke. Leave it alone. 

For heaven's sake- what are you thinking????? This survey just keeps making me madder and madder. 

From experience this is a true statement 

from experience, most days there is no problem. hunters are required to id their target before they shoot 
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Great Idea 

Half hour before and after sun still leaves enough visibility to hunt safely and identify what you are shooting, as long as 
you're not an idiot, which there are too many of out there. 

Has been this way for Yrs.Where is the data for this. 

Hasn't been a problem.. 

Have legal hours start at sunrise and keep it at 30 min after sunset. There currently seems to be less actual light at the 
beginning of shooting hours than the end. 

Have we been having a lot of problems with the current system? I do not think we should reduce the hunting time because it 
is the best time of day to hunt for many species. 

hell it is hard enough to be successful now ! What moron thinks these up? 

here in western washington I have shot at least 80 percent of my deer during the first or last half hour 

Hunter safety is not changing the times we can hunt. Its training hunters not to shoot at movement. this goes back to hunter 
safety education. Animals move and dusk and dawn. Removing this would dramatically affect the harvest of animals, also 
remove the ability to hunt at the best part of the days, mentally. What happens if its foggy, then we can hunt then either. This 
is training, not something that shoulde be set by a law. Absolutley not, this change should not be made. anyone who agrees 
with it should be fired. 

Hunter saftey is a main concern, but when pulling an animal out late in the day also leads to problems with cougars. which if 
ran into not legal to kill. 

Hunter should be able to see what they are shooting at. If they can not see the animal, they shouldn't be firing a shot. 

hunter should know thier target and background before shooting anyway, this would change nothing. 

I believe there are far too many deer shot in the dark. 

I can not believe you would actually consider changing this - is this demonstrably a safety problem? This is the BEST time of 
day to hunt. Please DO NOT DO THIS. 

I can see the closing a lil early, but would like to retain the morning as I have seen the lighting different at times. 

I can see why this might be a concern, I just wonder if it actually translates to actual hunters. For my family and I, if we can't 
identify or take a clean and "sure" shot, no shot will be made. I believe this probably the same case for most other hunters. 

I cannot beleive you are considering changing the hunting times. 

I do not understand the reasoning with changing the stop time by 15 minutes and does not appear to change the start time. 
Sunrise to sunset seems like a more equitable change. Right now, a half hour after sunset for closing in eastern Washington 
may be okay here in Kittitas Co. but hunting in Pend Oreille Co., it is almost completely dark 30 minutes after sunset. 

I fear that if someone is stupid enough to take a bad shot, they will do so no matter the "official" time. 

I feel that sunrise to sunset provides a better window of safety, as well as giving hunters a little extra time to get set before 
the hunt is on. 

I have been hunting for over 25 years and I have never had a problem 

I have killed 90% of my big game animals during the current shooting hours. Changing the law will only create more law 
breakers and reduce hunting opportunity!!!!! 

I have never had a problem identifying my game at that hour. If people are having trouble they should take more precautions 
in identifying there game. 

I have never had difficulty positively identifying game during legal hunting times. Changing per the proposal would cut into 
harvest significantly and this type of rule change would create a tremendous backlash among hunters in my opinion. 

i have passed on deer because of time cant see 100% sure of close to dark 

i have watched the hunting hours for years and i think they are good. i wouldnt shoot any later if it was legal 
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I haverested a legal buck just minutes after legal shooting hours had begun and was certain of its size. I believe hunters need 
to be responsible and never shoot at a target they have not fully identified. 

I ould actually like to see the hours set to one hour before and an hour (or more) after sunset in western WA. The blacktail 
have become so nocturnal that they waited until 45 minutes after sundown to come out of the woods and laugh at me while I 
packed up my gear for the day. On my way home I saw 4 does on the access road for the area I was hunting. 

I strongly disagree with this proposal. The shooting hours should be half hour before and after. 

I strongly that the hours should change. Though hunters may be capable of accurately spotting game at those times, making 
an accurate shot is greatly reduced. 

I think the current times are fine, but sound judgement is necessary depending on sky and ground weather conditions, much 
as a 60 MPH speed limit is not safe in certain conditions, shooting within legal hours may not be appropriate either, yet I 
rarely hear gunshots before legal shooting. My wife would say it is due to the fact that I don't hear much of anything any 
more. 

I think this should differ for east and west side of the cascades. 

I undetsand that one accident is one to many but does history show a need to change this? 

I would be in favor of using sunrise and sunset as well. This is a major safety concern, as low light has a significant effect on 
identifying your target and what is beyond. 

I would like to see a light study conducted. I four locations on each side of the state. I have lived on both sides and the west 
side is much darker in winter than central and eastern WA. No vote at this time. 

I would prefer sunrise to sunset. My eyes are not as good anymore, and frequently it is too dark to clearly see 1/2 hour before 
and after sunset so I quit early. THis to mme is common sense. Unfortunelty we live in a time when common sense must be 
legislated. 

I would support 15 minutes before sunrise to 15 minutes after sunset. 

I'd suggest opening 1/2 hour before sunrise and close at sunset 

Identification before sunrise or after sunset is near impossible. I have always wondered why the law states 30 minutes prior. 
Maybe it is for the road hunters with headlights. I would vote for sunrise to sunset. 

Identify the game first and it's not a problem 

If a hunter will shoot without identifying a target, he isnt not going to shoot because its not legal shooting light. Mis-
identification is a question of hunting safety and ethics, not regulation. 

if an idiot rifle hunter can't tell a legal animal from a legal animal or an animal from another hunter then they should be 
thrown in jail, weapon taken away, and loose the right of ever being able to hunt agian 

If game cannot be identified properly due to low light, then an intelligent hunter doesn't shoot. Those who do shoot should 
pay the most severe of penalties. Low light of sunrise and sunset are prime hunting times. Stiff penalties would weed out the 
morons, without denying the rest of us this quality hunting time. 

If it isn't broke, don't fix it. Seems to have worked for all these years hasn't it? 

If its not broke, don't fix it. If I'm not mistaken, its been the way it is for several years. Maybe some of our adult hunters need 
a firearm safety refresher class 

If someone shoots something they are not supposed to isn't that already illegal 

If the department does change this, it should only be for modern firearm and muzzleloading. Most archers are limited to 40 
yards or less effective range and therefore the chances of misidentification of game or for hunter safety are considerable less 
than for the other weapons. 

IF THEY ARE NOT SURE YOU SHOULD NOT RAISE YOUR WEPON THATS WHAT BINOS ARE FOR LEAVE 
THIS ONE ALONE AND MAKE HUNTER SAETY MANDATORY FOR EVERY ONE 

IF YOU CAN NOT SEE WHAT YOU ARE SHOOTING AT THEN YOU SHOULD NOT BE IN THE WOODS TO 
BEGIN WITH!!!! USE COMMOM SENSE!!!! 
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If you can't identify what you are looking at don't shoot! I've passed up uncounted opportunities to shoot buck deer because I 
couldn't tell how many points it/they had. Tooooo Baaaad I did get to see the critters and hunt the next day or next year. 

if you can't idnetify it then don't shoot hunting one O one 

If you misidentify your target it is already illegal. By making it doubly illegal you really think it is going to stop anything? It 
will just hurt those of us that are responsible. 

It is constantly changing, and the amount of sunlight changes depending on your location in the state. It is the hunter's 
responsibility to not shoot if there is not adequate light, even if legal hour. 

It is my responsibility to see what I shoot and most of the time I can see 30 minutes after sunset. If I can not, I do not shoot! 
It is the law! 

It is still light enough to see even before and after the current times. Vast majority are responsable and verify target 

it is the hunters responsibility to hunt safely! 

It is the hunters responsibility to identify what they are shooting at. 

It is the hunters responsibility to make sure of the target. You can not legislate morality or ethics. 

it say's sunrise to sunset, not 15 minets after 

It should be plainly stated in the game regs that if you think it is too dark then guess what... it is. I think we need an IQ test to 
hunt, this stuff is getting silly. Personal responsability and common sense. I know... they are against the commie liberal view 
but they work damnit. 

It should be the responsibilty of the hunter not the state to identify and make the call on a shot from any hunting method. If 
they do make a misjudgement call they should lose hunting priveleges for a year unless there is harm to an innocent human 
where in law enforcement shuld take over. 

Justification would require broad sampling of hunting accidents caused by misidentification and available lighting. 

KEEP IT THE SAME! That would be another hour out of the season and most experienced hunters know that the best 
huntoing is during the golden hour. 

leave it alone!! 

Leave it as is. These are some of the best times to be out in the field. 

Leave this one to common sense. There are other conditions affecting game identification (e.g., fog, heavy snow storms) as 
well and we can only hope that most people are smart enough to do the right thing. Besides, as long as you continue to let the 
highway department put out all those street signs that look like wildlife, people will probably continue to shoot them instead 
of game regardless of shooting hours. 

Leave well enough alone. 

legally a hunter must identify target and what lies beyond...again cheaters will always cheat dont punish the good guys 

Less twilight time for hunters is too much of a disadvantage. This can be a most productive time for hunter success. 

Let the hunter be responsible and not have to babysit them... 

Let the individual make the call 

make shooting times 5 minutes more conservative, sunrise and sunset is extreme overkill 

Mature deer and Elk are primarily nocturnal. With the three point restriction how the heck do you find a buck at Midday. 
Hunters will still shoot when they can see. Do you have clear evidence of a bunch of fatalities in the I/2hour before dawn. 
We hunt on rainy days foggy days and other inclement weather when visibility is poor. By the way your options don't reflect 
your commentery 

Maybe with modern firearms but don't change it for archery 

Mistake are not being made because of the time, it's because of the hunters and they will continue to shoot no matter what 
you do! 
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More effort to stop late or early use of archery equipment. Offer gratuity to anyne reporting those violations and get the 
archers more aware of the violations by very heavy fines. 

Most 

Most aniamls are harvested in these times....don't give us more days and less oportunity 

My experience demonstrates that it is too dark to safely fire a shot beyond these times. 

my opinion would change if it a number of violations were issued for illegal harvests due to misidentification. 

my own observation is that it is usually impossible to see - much less identify - game at 30 minutes after sunset. 

My party hunts right on the western boundary of eastern Wa. With the current legal shooting times it is still dark at legal 
shooting light and it is plenty lightmore than 1/2 hour after legal shooting light. We suggest making 4 or 6 different legal 
shooting light zones in Washington. 

No change unless there is biological facts to show a change is needed. I don't see or beleive that there has been a big problem 
with misidentification or hunters getting shot due to it being too dark. 

no change, hold hunters responseable for there mistakes 

NO! NO! NO! Hunter education is the solution to the problems listed. If you want to see sales tags sales decline go ahead on 
this one! 

Nobody should be shooting anything the way the hunting hours are described under current law. It is too dark 30 min, before 
sunrise and after sunset. 

Non issue, quit bringing it up. Every time we have the rules period you go on this kick. It is not justifie by any of your 
hunting incident data. Note it would have had no impact on Sauk Mt either 

on a clear night there is still plenty of light to see and identify game....during a hot dry deer season legal harvest would be 
minimal since the critters would be in deep cover by the time it was legal to shoot 

On most days, one half hour after is too dark for accurate target identification. 

Once again; it is the hunters resposibility for identification and safety.. make the penalties harder, not the hunt 

Our current shooting hours have worked well. 

People careless enough to misidentify will do the same at high noon. 

Please don't change this!!!! It is easy now, when it gets dark it time to go to camp. 

Please don't cut the best of all times of day to hunt. Accidents have minimixed since Hunter Ed. classes began. 

Please dont tighten rules based on one or two idiots that cant identify game. The same idiots probably would do the same 
thing at midday. Also that would take away the best hours of hunting and destroy any chance of seeing moving big deer 
during shooting hours 

Please look at opening GMU 653 to Elk 3 pt min. at least for archery. Give more permits for modern and muzzleloading. 

Please review the records and lets see how many hunters are being shot and killed or wounded in the 1/2 hour before and 
after. I'm sure that the records will indicate that accidents and misidentification can happen just as easily any time of day. The 
WDFW needs to be more concerned with hunter training, advisory information in the game pamphlets and hunter awareness 
and less concerned with advertising. I think these would be more effective in the long run. 

Possible change for modern firearm only due to hunter safety. Muzzleloaders have to see what they shoot anyway. 

Prime hunting time is the early and late hours. Do not restrict this. 

Proper sportsmanship. If you can't ID it than do not shoot. 

Prove that 15 minutes a day is hurting the local heards. 

Quit making it easy, and hunters will work harder to recognize what they're aiming/shooting at. Change your paradimns.... 

Quit punishing us all for the actions of a few. The current rule provides ample light for safely identifying your target under 
most conditions. What ever happened to "always be sure of your target" or don't even think about pulling the trigger? 
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Read the WDFW report dated July 08, 2003, Hunting accidents in Washington injured 13, none fatally, last year. None of 
these were due to shooting hours. Need to enforce a "know your target" policy more. 

responsible hunters won't shoot if the can't identify no matter what time, irresponsible hunters don't follow the current laws 
so this will only affect the ones who area already responsible 

Rules should not be changed because of bad sportsmen. If hunters cannot identify their game correctly, they shouldn't be 
hunting. 

Shortening legal shooting hours will decrease game harvest, since morning and dusk are peak movement periods for big 
game. 

should be set time sunrise to sunset 

Should be sunrise to sunset 

Should be sunset 

Some people are going to stretch the time no matter what. 

sunrise to sunset 

Sunrise to sunset is a great idea, in open areas the current timing is fine. When in the mountains, or heavy tree areas, the time 
is shortened. And it should reflect that, for the safety of those of us out there. 

sunrise to sunset is excellent. 

Sunrise to sunset would be ok also 

Sunrise to sunset, on the inverse, for waterfowl hunting, change from 1/2 hour before to 1/2 hour after sunrise/set. 

THE ANIMALS HAVE THE ADVANTAGE OVER US IN SO MANY WAYS. LET US KEEP A SLIGHT EDGE WHEN 
WE MANAGE TO ROLL OUT OF THE SACK EARLY. 

The hours do need to be taken a look at. Maybe break the state down into 4 or 5 sections instead of 2. Also it is often light 
enough to shoot before the 1/2 prior to sunrise and often way to dark to shoot in the evening. Specific times need to be 
addressed instead of the 1/2 on either side of sunrise/sunset, but until then keep it the same. 

the hunter is responsible for safety and situation ethice 

The hunters need to have the judgment to be able to make that call and if they are wrong suffer the legal consecuences. We 
can not eliminate the best hunting times to accomadate a few people with less than perfect judgement. Harvest #'s would 
decrease dramatically and hunter participation would drop significantly in my opinion. I would rather hunt another state that 
is realistic about responsibility of the hunter and trusts my judgement and ethics. Please do not restrict us out of the most 
exciting time to hunt. 

The hunting hours set in the hunting regulations as it stands are very seldom accurate. Most of the time it is dark when the 
regs say we can continue to hunt according to the time listed. Getting it closer to reality would save some people a ticket and 
stop some confusion on wether or not a shot at a given time is ethical and safe. 

The Inland Northwest Wildlife Council stands ads a collective group to retain the shooting hours as they stand 

the old 1/2 hour before sunrise to sunset was the best 

The only closing time that should matter is the time specified in the regulations not 1/2 hour before or after sunset/sunrise 

the police think it is a good rule, if I can still see my pins and identify my target all is well correct? 

'the potential for misidentification of game and for hunter safety' is BS, many guys roadhunting will shoot before light and 
after dark, so what's the difference? 

The sun shines differently in the valleys and mountains. Even 1/2 hour after sunset there is not enough light to identify game.

The times listed in the booklet are not a reasonable guide in all parts of the state. 

The visibility issues in early morning or late in the day vary so much depending on location, weather, etc. These times are 
also some of the best hunting opportunity. This is asolution looking for a problem to solve. 
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There are barely sufficient hourrs during winter days as it is. It's up to hunters to be responsible. Enhance the potential danger 
times as an educational goal. 

There are many clear sky days when it would make sense to be able to shoot earlier in the morning and later at night than 
currently allowed. On the other hand, there are dark cloudy days when it is barely light enough to shoot at sunrise and is dark 
at sunset. Leave as is with the understanding that each hunter is individually responsible for proper identification of his target 
and the safety of people and property within range of his weapon. 

There is adequate light to identify your target the way the rules are now. If you can't identify your target you shouldn't be 
pulling the trigger.You can't regulate stupidity. 

There is some risk, though a responsible hunter will know when there is not enough light. 

This golden hour is where hunter training pay off 

this is addressed in all firearm safety classes one accident does not mean the system is bad 

This is hunters judgement as well if you can't see don't be shooting.......too many careless individuals out there these days. 

This is subject to misinterpretation. 

this proposal is stupid.......it would not stop hunters from shooting someelse, personal responabililty is the issue not 
restricting everybody else 

this responsability goes back to the hunter to make a good ethical shot. proper education helps this immensely 

This should have been done long ago. Weather as it is here, darkness levels depend on weather. Good weather more light. 
Bad, it's dark earlier. The fall (hunting seasons) sees lots of bad weather and early darkness. 

This will also help reduce the number of lost hunters. 

This won't help. 

This would be an intelligent move. 

Times even vary from one side of the state to the other. There should be no mistaking for game. How often has this 
happened? 

TO CHANGE WOULD ELIMINATE BEST HUNTING TIMES 

Unless your sleeping there is lots of light before sunrise and after sunset 

Visability is more a matter of weather, and location than time of day. No matter what time of day is chosen, cloudy days will 
still be a visability problem. If the day is shortened, hunters will be unfairly robbed of good hunting on clear days. Hunting in 
Washington is already too restricted and limited by regulations. Please leave the shooting hours as they currently are written. 
It is very reasonable, and allows the hunter to decide what's good for the daily conditions and location. 

We had that boy shoot a woman mistaken for a Bear. Fisrt such incident in past 25 years. Lets not start changing all the rules 
because of a statistically insignificant event. 

We have to address this issure every so many years - enforcement leave it along - hunters want the 30 minutes 

weather conditions dictate light conditions more than grenich mean time. 

Why do you talk about changing the opening hours to sunrise and then you do not give me the option to check it? 

Why don't you just enforce the laws you already have? 

why don't you just screw us totally and only allow us to hunt one hour of the day, say from noon to one. the individual hunter 
should be able to make their own judgement call 

why penalize law abiding hunters? 
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Woh!!!! One unsupervised and ill-educated child shoots someone in pea soup foggy conditions and we're changing shooting 
hours? Have you ever hunted big game? Have you ever hunted columbia blacktail deer under a riparian canopy? Unless you 
plan on doubling the duration of hunting seasons and offering year-round tags or some such nonsense, then it makes no sense 
at all . Every hunter knows these first and last minutes of light are absolutely key to hunter success. Spend more energy on 
educating the importance of target identification and it will prove more effective and valuable. Man, I hope you guys are 
kidding. I swear, some of the stuff that you guys come up with. 

Would Support Sunset for many reasons, but 15 minutes instead of 30 after sunset does not address any of them 

You cannot tell when the sun has risen in a valley of timber or a foggy day. Give me a break.....Quit changing the way we 
were raised hunting, we go thru your saftey course and your still going to take time away. Rule #1 Have Clear Identification 
of your target and what is beyond it. Each hunter has to determine if it is: light enough, raining/snowing to hard, sun is to 
bright, sights of weapon or on, ect. to make that shot.Evry hunter is responsible for that decision. 

You might as well stop all hunting if this one is changed 

You will only restrict good ethical hunters from being sucessful. You will not change a risk taker from taking risks. Increased 
enforcment would be nice. I've hunted 16 years and only encountered 2 officers and never had the game check stations open.

You would be taking away the best time for hunting. Harsher punishment for lawbreakers is the answer 

 
 

ISSUE 57: Timing of the Big Game Hunting Pamphlet & Special Permit Applications  

BACKGROUND:  

Every year we receive numerous requests to publish the hunting pamphlet earlier. Currently, the hunting 
pamphlet is available by May 15; permit applications are due mid-June; and the permit drawing takes 
place in July. 

We could publish the pamphlet and hold the permit drawing up to 3 months earlier, however, it could not 
include the final number of permits available for each hunt. It would include the final number of permits 
that were available the previous year. Usually the number of permits remains similar to the number from 
the previous year. 

Spring surveys can not be conducted until March, which makes it impossible for the Fish & Wildlife 
Commission to adopt the final permit numbers until April. 

For the earliest possible (potentially mid-April) permit drawing, hunters would have to apply for permits 
without knowing the final number of permits available.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

Also improve the website with maps boundries amount of permits and when we purchase applications why can't we submit 
areas 

Also the multi season permits should be pay up front and no second and or third drawings. This takes away the adavantage of 
know what to apply for on the general season areas. Make the multiseason tag available before the regulations come out and 
one drawing only. charge the full amount up front and do one drawing and then return the money minus the processing fee if 
the hunter is not drawn. 

And how about mailing them to registered hunters.... the stores are always out when I go to get one... always.... always... 
ALWAYS!!!!!!!! 

application date should be later 

as long as I can apply for permits and am notified early enough then it is all good 

at leased get out the small game pamplet out before the season starts , it is usualy out just prior or after the season has started.

Being retired this issue does not really affect me, but working people employers and employees often need as much time as 
possible to schedule vacations ect. Unit hunts with a high demand will still have a high demand for drawing wheather the 
drawing is in March-April or July-August. 
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Better online application system so that you don't make a mistake and get screwed out of a hunt. Understanding people to 
answer the regional phone that really care about the people they work for- us- the state. 

Both management and hunting require proper planning. This is a balance for most. 

bull elk draw to branch only( 3 point)if you draw tag skip 3 years before you can apply for bull tag-im 64 years old and apply 
every year and have never been drawn--i know people that have drawn 2-3-4-5 times and its not fair. i was told when you 
started this you should be drawn every 5 to 7 years. 

But how about getting the harvest report out earlier? 

Could the issue mainly be that hunters want more time between the pamphlet being out and applying for permits, and a later 
deadline for applying, like July 1 would be better alternative. 

Current timing addresses the transient nature of scheduling life in the 21st century; i.e almost the last moment.... 

Currently I have plenty of time to read the new pamphelet and decide on what units to apply for, with the current dates 

dont believe therer is a reason that it should not be earlier, you already know what the seasons dates are going to be 

Drawing results in June would be very helpful. thank you. 

Earlier helps us plan and get vacation time. We have hunted Idaho the last 5 years becuase we know our seasons and permits 
by February, our you guy actually starting to listen?WOW 

Email to license purchasers when pamphlets delivered to outlets. Our retailers always say they have not gotten them yet and 
it's June! 

For me the earlier I know the hunting dates the better. It would allow me to put in for vacation time and get it okayed. The 
longer I have to wait the geater the chance that I can't get the time off. An earlier pamphlet would help but you could keep the 
permit app. info the same. 

For out of state persons, time is of the essence. By the time informations is out, special draw deadlines have expired, and 
hunters lose an opportuntity to compete 

General season pamphlets (April) Apps. by late May, mid June results by mid July 

Get the harvest reports out earlier - especially the General Season results!!! 

Great idea, this is what other states do. 

Have a survey earlier, for the fall hunts. Then all fall hunt special applications could be allocated. Most permits are for fall 
hunts anyway. Leave the spring hunts guessing for the number of permits for any given unit. 

have WDFW leave areas #s alone from year to year to many changes!! 

How about new pamthlets come out April 1st with the final number of permits available and be able to apply for permits at 
mid may but have everything else stay the same 

How come other states don't have the problem we do? 

Hunters applying for special permits alreay know their odds are limited. Knowing the quantity of tag available is less critical 
than knowing if you can get the time off work should you draw the tag. It will also allow hunters to better plan hunts in other 
locations or states when they do not draw successfully. 

I am very happy to see this. The way it is set up now, there is very short notice for us to give our employers for time off. 
Very frustrating. 

I do not unsderstand the problem with tell what is what other state do not have the problem that this state with game 
management.. SO GET OUT OF THE BOX AND FIC THE PROBELM. WE PAY MORE AND GET LESS, WHY IS 
THAT. SOME ONE IS GETTING PAID ALOT OF MONEY SOME WHERE...!:-) 

I don't believe that those of us that do put in will stop putting in for special permits regardless. 

I don't feel strongly either way on this one.. however I do wish we could get the results of the permit drawing quicker, I just 
don't understand how it can take nearly two months to determine the results, especially with it being computer based. 

I have one heck of a time getting any permit in on time now. Of course I will be 83 on 10/12/08 
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I HAVE TO CHOSSE MY VACATION TIME IN MARCH 

I plan my big vacation time greater than 6 mo in advance as requested by employer. A couple months is not enogh time to 
prep for goat hunt or other high wilderness hunts. 

I see a benefit in publishing the permit section of the pamphlet earlier; however, most of the hunters I know that would like to 
see this earlier, would like so because they forget or procrastinate when it comes to putting in for permits. To me, either no 
change or even just a preliminary permit pamphlet (cost-permitting) would be beneficial. 

I would just add that for Master Hunters, the dates for special permit damage hunts be the same every year; we missed out 
this year because we thought we had a couple of extra days based on last year's dates! 

I would like to see the deadline extended to the first of July. This year I did not pick up a pamphlet until the day before and 
didn't actually look at until the next morning and realized I missed the deadline by 6 hours. I knew it was getting close, but 
not that close. I'm sure the permits are computer generated. Why do you need the applications due a month before when it 
only takes the computer a few moments to pick names? I realize it is not that easy, but it seems like the deadline could be 
extended at least 2-3 weeks longer. 

I would sugest Pamphet by May 1 and keep the permit date the same 

If every other state can provide this info earlier why can't we? We can by our tags and licenses in late march early april, it 
would be nice to make our weapon choice based on available hunts. 

If you don't have a number of permits available, can you provide an estimate of what percentage of applicants are typically 
successful in a particular GMU? 

If your setting the regs for 3-years, then set the number of permits for a 3-yr period as well, since your permit limits are set 
based on such a small, vague, and unreliable set of survey data anyway. 

I'm barely used to the current method. 

It is a no brainer to hold it earlier. 

It is almost imposible to schedule time off and proper scouting with such short notice. 

It is better to have the drawing results earlier to allow for more effective planning by an individual. Most people that I know 
apply for permits based on the harvest success or for the opportunity to take a trophy animal. Little consideration is given to 
how many permits will be allowed. Anyone doing their homework will know in advance whether an area’s population was 
affected by something (disease, weather, etc) that would limit permits and hence limit their success in the drawing. 

It is rediculous that other states are acomplishing what Washington seems unable to do. My suggestion is find a better 
management team and get our pamphlets with all the information at least a little earlier. 

it makes it difficult to get vacations when the permits are issued so late especially for bow hunts 

it should not take months after the permit time is closed to get the results out. 

It would be nice to get the pamphlet earlier and have everything else the same time. 

It would be nice to know alot earlyer in the year is you got a permit or not so you can plan your hunting season out better. So 
getting the book out earlyer would help alot. 

it's about time 

its important to know how many tags will be available when applying for special permits 

Just contact states like Montana and ask them how they do it. Offers plenty of information, early enough and allows for 
plenty of time for hunters to apply for tags, receive results and plan their year. This is HUGE!! 

just get the whole draw figured out no more re draws 

Just have your final permit numbers online and easy to find and then we can still start planning earlier and avoid the yearly 
mad dash to get your app. in on time. The current system is truly ridiculous. 

Just make it available at the start of hunting season (bear and cougar) 

Just outlaw hunting and fishing for all non tribal groups and call it good. Save money on printing 
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Let us start planning earlier, every other state does. 

Let's give it a try- nothing ventured nothing gained. 

long over due! Makes it easier to plan out of state hunts 

make information available on the web site 

Make permit numbers available on the website ASAP upon delivery. 

Many people would not apply for the special permits if it was moved too early because they are not planning that far ahead. 

Most other states release there hunting pamphlet earlier the year. Washington is the only state in the west that I know of that 
releases its info so late. WDFW is working off a three year plan so tags and information should not change that much, this 
does not seem that difficult. We do not have the winterkill problems that colorado or wyoming may have to justify changing 
enitre seasons and tags. 

Most people know what they are going to put in for already so permit numbers really will not affect their decision. 

most states have the hunting regulations out by january - febuary it would be nice if we could do the same 

not right, hunters need more time to figure out hunts 

Number of permits don't make my desicion where to apply I have areas I love to hunt and thats where I apply. 

On line Pamphlet availablility should be considered a little sooner by no more than 1 to 2 weeks. 

Opton #5: Phamphlet published earlier or available online and retain current application/drawing schedule. (This is what 
most people want as stated in the first sentence above - more time to figure out plans). 

other states have the information earlier, so why can't out state????? 

other states have there drawing earler why can't WA 

our current system is ridiculous compared to other states 

pamphlet available early, same schedule for drawings 

people dont have enough time, so they are not able to but lic. 

PEOPLE WHO WORK IN OREGON HAVE A BIG DISADVANTGE SCHEDULING VACATIONS WITH THIS 
SYSTEM 

Planning is so difficult due to the lateness of the results. I apply in 7 states...Washington is the latest to release results. 
PLEASE...move it up the three months. 

Please do this... 

Please look at opening GMU 653 to Elk 3 pt min. at least for archery. Give more permits for modern and muzzleloading. 

Post early version online with permit number disclaimer 

Publish hunting pamphlets in Washington state 

Publish it on-line as soon as possible. 

Publish the available permit numbers on line before the permit deadline but have the pamphlete available earlier. 

put out pamplets earlier but keep drawing dates same 

Put the pamphlet out early, but leave the permits applications at the same dates. 

reduce special permits and open general seasons 

replace current game commision. Other western states seem get this done and still enjoy a hot latte when finished 

Right now Washington has the latest permit deadline of any Western State. 

Scheduling vacations gets tougher each year- an improvement to lead time for requests is appreciated. 

seasons are set for three years...scheduling should not be an issue for most people. 
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Seems expensive to print 2nd pamphlet. Current process works well. 

show the number of permits issued the previous year 

Stop spending so much time on the permit studies that don't work. Put some of the desk /computer folks in the WFDW out in 
the field during a two week deer/elk season in October and observe firest hand the population of both hunter and animals. 

THE ARRIVAL OF PHAMPLETS AND HUNTING REGS NOW IS REDICULIS. 

The current setting is fine. It would be nice if the season start dates could be announced earlier (Maybe on the website) so we 
can tell our employers sooner when we'll be out of the office. 

The current system, while maybe not convenient for all user groups, works. If it works, don't fix it. 

The current time line provides enough lead time to arrange vacation time to hunt. 

The date of permit drawing results is more important than other factors. 

The earlier I can plan out my vacation the better. 

The number of permits available has a big influence on which permits I would prefer. 

The only change I would recommend is lengthening the time between making the pamphlets available and the application 
deadling, to provide more time to study and plan choices, and reply by deadline. 

the permit draws need to be earlier, like in march or april. all other states do. 

The schedule works fine now, why even entertain the half dozen whiners? How frigging easy is it to renegotiate the contract 
to get them printed sooner? Why frigging bother & why even ask the public such a stupid frigging question, all that does is 
open the door for more BS to deal with. The schedule works now, people are starving for something to bitch about, obviously 
the've got too much time on their hands... maybe they'll get pissed off enough & hunt out of state. Direct your staff to tell the 
public the 5/15 date. Tell the to stop trying to placate the jerks by telling them "Oh I'm not sure, they ought to be in in about 
another week..." Hell. just tell 'em the frigging trueth, then they won't have anything to bitch about & you guys will look 
good.It's a very easy win, just stick to your guns!!! 

The system should allow a hunter to purchase an animal transport tag and apply for a permit without identifying the method. 
If the hunter does not get the special permit, that would allow them the option to select another method for the general 
season. 

There is plenty of time now to review and apply and plan. 

There is plenty of time to get your permits in. 

There's plenty of time to apply for permits under the current regulations. 

This may be a hardship for the WDFW, but it is important to give hunters ample time to plan their fall hunts. 

This will allow hunters who travel out-of-state more time to determine their time they will need off of work and plan 
accordingly for their seasons. 

This would help for setting vacation schedules for hunting. Also having hunting on the same day every year. 

to many changes.Your department would screw it up big time 

try and find a pamphlet in may thats a joke! 

try and find one on may 15 I dare you 

Use previous years data to set seasons. Even if it is a year out of date there could be adjustments made usinghunter success 
and type of winter. 

WA is the latest state for permit results in the US. This would allow hunters to better plan out of state hunts. 

Washington needs to catch up with the other states. 3 months earlier is a great idea! 

We all want the pamphlets early because we're excited to hunt, but I would rather wait and just get all of the information at 
the same time. 
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we have to apply with our kill by Janurary 1st or you get more money, cut out the money and have it where we can't purches 
our license until we do. 

we need it alot earlier so we can plan to get the time off to hunt that certain special permit let alone scout 

We need to be able to make vacation plans or out of state hunting plans and can't with the current program. 

We need to know results so we can plan vacations from work- the sooner the better. End of April is very good. 

What good would it do for us to know how many permits are available earlier if you don't? We want to know if we are going 
to be able to hunt as soon as possible so that we can make alternate plans. Right now I make those alternate plans early and 
end up out of state. Your choice. 

Who is doing the complaining? Most people have a computer or access to one. The could look up potential hunting rules, 
changes or whatever, just don't put more work on the over-worked, under-staffed and under-paid people. Whoever is doing 
this is doing a good job as it is. 

Why can all the other western states have thier drawing earlier and have the number of permit in the pamplet. Why can't WA 
do the same, what do you do different than everyother western state? 

why can every other state do what you sayyou can not. They also have more game. When if ever will the fish and game dept 
ever figure out how to get us more healthly animals to hunt. 

Why can MT, IH, an OR draw earlier than us. You always have excuses and no good reasons. 

Why can't it be produced earlier with the number of tags available. We need to take notes from some other states. Oregon 
would be a good one or Idaho. 

Why can't spring survey be conducted until March? I support the second option with the exception of two pamphlets. One 
pamphlet (genearal and permits seasons) available in April, Apps. early March, drawing late May, and Results end June. 

Why can't the pamphlet be printed earlier with no change to the permit app/draw dates? All we need to know is if there are 
any changes to the GMU requirments, what the permit numbers are, and any other fresh info that may be added. This would 
help those of us tha thave to bid for vacation time before the pamphlet comes out and/or for those of us that have non-
resident family/friends that want to hunt with us. 

why cant the pamplet be published earlier and keep the same dates for permits. people can check the web for updated permit 
availabilities. 

why create more overhead. The fees are high enough. 

Why in the world do people need more than a month to figure out what permits they want to put in for. This seams to be a 
ridiculous request. Humans procrastinate and putting out the pamphlet earlier won't change that. 

Why not just change the application due date until the end of June. 

Would be good to provide the pamphlet earlier as many hunters travel out of state and need to know how to plan their fall. 
However, the advantage goes to ensuring the pamphelet is accurate and up to date. 

Wyoming and Utah can do this much earlier, Washington should try to emulate their practice. 

You could put it on-line subject to change thru May 15. 

You could say no less than a certain amount of permits will be drawn and possibly more. 

You guys are dead last in the nation....something to be proud of....NOT 

You will always receive complaints. WDF&W is too reactive to small numbers of inputs. Stay the course. 

You're doing a fine job. 
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BACKGROUND:  

Some hunters have been applying for popular hunting permits for many years and have never been 
drawn. There are currently 13 points possible if a hunter has never been drawn.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

50% should be set aside for those with the highest number of points. 

70% point system, 30% random license holders (no point system) Im 50 yrs old and just started hunting 3 seasons ago.. Don't 
have alot of time left to gather "points" 

A "point" earned by an unsuccessful FIRST application should not count as much as a "point" earned by an unsuccessful 
EIGHTH or TENTH application. Each consecutive unsuccessful "point" should count more than the previous unsuccessful 
"point". 

A Hunter who has waited ten years or more should have priority on drawing over someone with only 4 points. 

Add more permits for disabled hunters so they don't have to compete with abled body hunters during reaglur seasons 

Adopt a preference point system similar to Wyoming!! The bonus point system sucks!! 

adopt other states methods(colorado)where those with the most points get opportunity first 

Again, the wording on the first option is poor. Does this mean that only peolple with thirteen points now will be eligible to 
have their odds increased? What about someone who drew the first year of the points system, but now has twelve points? The 
first option should be "Mathematically increase odds for people with 10 or greater points." 

Allow applicants only one hunt choice. 

allow more than 13 points. 

allow only 1 choice for each specie 

Also make it a once in a lifetime draw. Once you have drawn the tag you can not apply ever again. 

Alternative 1 or 2 will work. patience and diligence should be rewarded. for someone with one poit to draw doesn't seem 
right. 

Aren't the odds currently increased for those with a greater number of points? (Isn't the number of chances is the number of 
points squared?) 

As a hunter with over 10 points in several catagories I whole heartedly support some changes here. However, I would need 
more info on the 25% proposal particularly related to which permits are being set aside. 

As long as people with more than 10 points are drawn for no more than 30% of the permits. 

been drawn one time in ten years, screw your god damn point system make it more fair by allowing more permits for the 
hunters so we all stand a better chance of getting drawn more than once in our lifetime!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

Best to keep it straight forward and simple 

bonus points already increase odds for those who are not drawn. 

But don't make a person buy a tag just two apply, If they don't get drawn then they don't have to buy. Like Idaho 

Change it so those that are not picked, are picked before some that gets picked a second time. 

Change must be made. Too many times have I seen hunter's draw on there first season hunting. It's not fair to us hardcore 
hunter's that really put our time in and dont get drawn. Dont allow out of state hunter's to apply for special permit hunt's. 
Only allow regular season hunt's. Too many out of state hunter's taking our permit hunt's away. Must Change!!! 

could be for 7 points or more set aside 

Current system works well. 
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Doesn't the current system already mathematically increase the odds for people with the greatest number of points? Is there 
much advantage when your applying for a small number of tickets and everyone in the pool has their name in the hat 100 or 
more times? It's a raffle...(at least that's what I'm led to beleive). Why are these people surprised they don't get drawn for the 
"popular" permits with max points when there are probably 100 or more other people just like them with max points applying 
for the same permit. 

don't hunters get a point every time they are not drawn? why is their a max # of points 

draw by point. MEaning take all of the top points and draw from them, then go to next level and draw, etc. Make the point 
worthwhile. 

Draw results should be weighted by preference points. Draw all the 13s then the 12s and on down until you're out of tags. 
That is the most fair way to go. 

Each area should be set up to where hunters who have waited 5 or more years should be put into a special draw for 25% of 
permits, then unsuccessful ones put back into regular drawing 

even 10 points is a overly long time to be waiting for a permit, this is a bad note for the WDFW shame on you 

Everyone has the same opertunity... They money goes to conservation. Good cause. 

Fair is fair. and waiting and persistence should pay off. I have 11 elk points and I would like my shot 

Fairness would be to continue to accumulate points if not drawn; increasing odds for those not drawn. 

Fix the system. I know of a guy who has been picked for deer & elk two years in a row and one who was picked for elk 4 out 
of 6 years! 

For every year they get a point they get their name thrown into the pot so say you been entering for 20 years then you should 
get 20 names in the pot stil lrandom but much greater odds 

get it right the first time 

get the drawing results right the first time. if not give everyone drawn in both drawings a permit. 

Give Oregon a call and find out how they do it - it seems to work - it must since i end up hunting there more often than in 
Washington. 

GIVE US OLD GUYS A BREAK. 

Go back to the old method of just drawing the permits and forget about the "points" system. 

Great idea of setting aside 25%. 

Guess what my comment is for this? 

Have no limit on points possible. 

Have no limit on the number of points that a person could have for the drawings. 

He who has the most, has waited the longest. It's there turn to draw. 

Horseshit. Change your own luck by apply for tags in underhunted units. Leave the points system alone. You monkey with it 
now and you screw everybody involved. 

Hunters over 65 years old should get double points 

Hunters pay there money every year for these drawongs. They should continue accumulating points, or once you get to 13 
you shouldn't have to pay you just automatically go in the drawing. 

Hunters should not be penalized when they exceed 13 points. They should have better odds to draw after waiting so long. 

HUNTERS WITH THE MOST POINTS SHOULD BE DRAWN FIRST-TOO MANY HUNTERS ARE DRAWN WITH 
LOW POINTS NOW IN GROUP HUNTS I THINK THIS IS UNFAIR TO THE HUNTERS WITH MAX POINTS 

i think the guys with the most points should be in line first and somthing could be done about the group hunting like 
eliminating that part of the drawing 
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I agree with making it easier to get tags for people with more points. I agree with option A and B. I would propose to set 
aside 25-50% of tags for 10+ points, 25% for 5-10 points, and only 25% for anyone less than 5 points. That way everyone 
has a chance of drawing a tag, but the ones that have been putting in the longest has the best chance of drawing. 

I also feel once succesfull you should have to wait one year but able to purchase points. 

I am not sure about the 25% Iwould like more info on both the 25% and your supposibly math odds 

I applied for the first Moose permit ever and still have never been drawn--I'm probably too old to hunt one now 

I assume you mean 25% by species as there are not even four permits for many species in many units. 

I do not know what to do in this instance. 25% for 10 or more points in a permit hunt with few permits is a lot, think bighorn 
sheep or the Colockum early archery bull permits. Just because I have not been hunting as long as someone else, does not 
mean they deserve a permit any more or any less than myself. 

I don't believe there should be a maximum to the number of points you can accumulate. points should be compounded every 
year as well similar to an interest rate. 

I don't like the idea of having to buy another permit app to apply for both pools or chances, but something needs to be done to 
help us achieve a qaulity hunt 

I don't understand the first option, those with the greatest number of points already have a mathematically odds increase of 
being drawn due to more points. 

I have 19 deer points, 10 points are added then subtracted, I do not belive I have all my points going into the draw, they are 
given back to me after the draw, prove it! 

I have 5 points and after reading this I'm not applying for a special permits ever again, I'm wasting my money! 

I have heard that many of our permits that we apply for are given away to people who turn in poachers. If that is true the 
permit process is not fair to all hunter applying 

I have seen the number of permit apps increase over the years. This makes the odds of being drawn lower, especially for 
moose. You should reinstate the up front payment of a moose tag in order to be eligable for a moose permit. Do away with 
the "special" drawings for kids and handicapped. Make all permits available to everyone equally. Providing kids with special 
hunts to keep them interested in hunting is BS. A once in a lifetime hunt should be left up to them when they are mature 
enough to decide for themselves not up to their parents. Don't let parents take advantage of their kids special hunting 
opportunities under the guise of it keeps them interested in the sport. Special permits are too far and in between for some of 
us to lose out, the longer you apply the better you odds should be! 

I kinda stopped hunting because draws are so far and few between. I am saving my money to go out of state on a Guarnteed 
Trophy hunt. I can't get those here. I can get a bunch of silly rules and a headache causing pamphlet of jumbled game regs. 

I know I would like to put in for other hunt drawings but do not want to because of my desire for a moose. If I put in for 
some other drawing and get drawn I throw away my odds to drawing a moose permit, I think there should be a points draw 
and points earn for each animal, so if a person wants to get a doe tag he will not burn his earned points for a moose permit. 

I know one thing, a good friend of mine is 74 years young and has been an outstanding conservationist for his entire lifetime. 
I'm sure he is not the only one. Anyone with higher preference points should be drawn before a first time applicant. For 
Moose hunters, you use to have to pay the money up front, and if you didn't get drawn, you got your money back...ever since 
they did away with that, the chances of getting drawn got alot slimmer. GIVE HIGHER PREFERENCE POINTS TO OUR 
SENIOR HUNTERS OF 65YEARS AND OLDER O 

I KNOW PEAPLE WHO HAVE TRY TO GAIN PIONTS BY TURNING IN POTCHER AND NOTHING WAS DONE, 
ALSO KNOW PEAPLE WITH HIGH NUMBER AND STILL HAVE NOT GOTTEN DRAWEN FOR A LATE TAG. 
BUT REALLY WHY DO WE NEED LATE TAG JUST CHAIN THE SEASON,, THE RATIO FOR DEER TAKEN IN 
THE METHOW DURING THE SEASON ARE ALSO MOST THE SAME AS WINTER KILL AND ROAD KILL WHY 
IS THAT ???? 

I know people that draw permits every year, how does that work? 

I know people who put in every year and get drawn at least every other year. there are those who never get drawn something 
needs to change 
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I like the set aside idea, already with the bonus points odds go up the more years you apply, but I would like to see fees raised 
on teh OIL tags to reduce the number of applicants as it has gotten out of control and the odds of drawing one of these is 
extremely slim now. 

I think all permit areas should have a minimum point total that is required to draw and all the tags are allotted to those that 
have enough points for the permit area. The minimum point total should be decided on a case by case basis for each area. 

I think alternative #2 would be a good compromise. Not everyone can win all the time but it would increase the odds for 
those who have entered for a substancial number of years. 

I think for every point someone has that give them their name in the pot once. (e.g. 7 points, their name in the drawing pool 7 
times) 

I think that if you have points you shouldn't have to be in a percentage to be drawn. Everyone should get a chance no matter 
what. 

i think that persons with disabilites should be given prefence without points 

I think that we should go back to a 1 to 3 year to reapply for a special permit. I have hunted the Blue Mountains for 30 years 
and have put in for a big bull tag every year with no results. I am happy that you doubled the number of permits. If you 
maintain this number with the amount of applicants, maybe it should be once in a lifetime like Moose. 

I think there should be an age consideration.Physically men become to old to hunt elk/deer. 5 points over 50 years old would 
be better 

I thought the point system gave you better odds for haveing more points already 

I thought this was the case already. The more points you have the greater your chances are for a special hunt. If this isn't the 
case it is not understood well. 

I thought your odds did mathematically increase with greater number of points? 

I understand you have abounty for those who turn in illegal hunting actions. Many times these illegal hunting actions are not 
intended. I do not agree with the bounty hunter aspect. However, I do believe that those who turn in poachers should be 
eligible for extra points so with that said if you correct the bounty then I would say that it is a great plan to give people that 
havenot drawn before a greater chance than those who get drawn often. 

I was under the impression that more points meant better mathematical odds. 

If it is a drawing, it should be random, so 1st option no good. Change the number to 10% of second option. 

if you get drawn you should have to wait two years before reapplying 

if you have 10 piont there name goes in 100 times -set aside 75 % to the people with 10 or more pionts is more relistic ( 
wyoming) 

I'm not sure what to do, but something needs to change. I'm one of those people with lots of points. 

i'm one of those with 13 points, seems i'm never going to get drawn! 

I'm one of those. I know 2 people that have been drawn twice. It's the luck of the draw but I'm gettting old. In 22 years 
hunting Elk I'd love to shoot a big one. 

increase number of points to 20 

increase odds (1and /or 2) and allow 2nd tag without loss of points (NE doe tag) 

increase permits for multi season tags--BIG MONEY FOR YOU- more chances for us 

increase points to infinaty as long as one applies 

Insist on fronting all money for the tag .....that will get rid of the the people who put in on a whim. no other states do what 
WA does and it is stupid. I have assisted in many sheep hunt and have seen how little the majority of these lucky hunters 
know or care about their quarry. 

Isn't the points increasing the chance of being drawn. maybe there shouldn't be limit to the number of points. 

Issue more branched antler bull elk permits 
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issue tags to the hunters with the most preference points until they are gone similar to other states 

it all fair game. random at best. 

It depends on the mathematics otherwise it should be luck of the draw 

iT HAS TAKEN 5 YEARS NOW TRYING TO GET DRAWN FOR A COW PERMIT FOR BETHEL. WHILE A 
INDIVIDUAL I KNOW HAS DRAWN THREE TIMES DURING THE 5 YEARS . WHAT GIVES?????? 

It is my understanding that points are squared to indicate chances in the draw. But I don't know if 50 applications from 
hunters with 10 points each means those are considered as 50 applications or as 50X100=5,000 applications. 

It is sad when a person has 8-11 bonus points does not draw a tag and a person with only 1-2 bonus points draws the tag 
instead. 

It should be the first 2 choices. Not either or 

It shouldn't be a waiting game where you know you have to apply for 4 years before picked. The fun is the not knowing if 
you'll "win" from year to year. However, creating an equation which factors in previous times picked, number of points, and 
years waiting does seem beneficial. 

Its a lottery. You take your chances like everyone else. Do I get extra chances at Powerball if I've been buying tickets for 20 
years but haven't won?t 

It's crap shoot. Let's leave it at that. Generally you find those with the most points continually applying for limited draw areas 
or areas that provide special seasons and conditions. That's their preference and it limits their opportunity. Those hunters that 
broaden their focus and are not as committed to a certain area increase their odds dramatically and are drawn more 
frequently. I say why should the bulk of the hunter population (75%) have their opportunities reduced for those hunters 
(25%) that continually apply to the Watershed or Margaret and Toutle. 

ITS NOT FAIR FOR SOMEONE TO BE DRAWN 3 TIMES IN 5 YEARS. AND OTHERS NEVER. 

IVE HAD FRIENDS DRAWN EVERY THREE YRS WELL SOME OF USE HAVE NEVER BEEN DRAWN 

I've put in for moose for 25 years, I'd like to go back to where we pay frist and get a rebate if you don't get drawn 

just add more permits 

just change it to the most points get drawn for that permit, it would speed up the draw process 

Just need to give out more controlled hunts per area. I hate the point system 

keep it fair for everyone 

look at how many moose points I have, been drwing for 30 years 

Look at the way nevada uses there point system. Currenlty I bieleve our bonus point system to be flawed. I am one of those 
people who have twelve points and not drawn any of the coveted tags. 

Look at Wyoming or Colorado drawing systems 

lotery is not fair your chance is very poor and will not live to get or see your hunt come true 

lower the amount of points for turning in someone they shouldn't get a bull permit for turning in someone who illegally shot 
one. 

luck of the draw is just that...they wouldnt have complained if they drew the first year now that its been ten they have issues. 
Leave it be. 

luck of the draw. 

Make anybody with less than 4 or 5 points inelligible for sheep, goat or moose permits, except anterless and youth hunts, to 
increase comittment and eliminate the lucky first timer. 

Make it if you get drawed you cann,t get draw for 3 year. To let some one else get it. 

make it like certain units in colorado. some units may take a minimum of 4 points to draw, and some may take 6. vary the 
number of points to draw premium units. for instance make the desert a 10 point minimum, and the teanaway a 5. 
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make it so if you recieve a permit you cant apply for that area for a year or two, 

No limit on points possible. 

No limit on points possible. So if a person has applied for 20 years, they should have 20 points. etc... 

NO MORE PERMITS, NOT FAIR, EQUAL ACCESS!! 

no one should really expect to draw their 1st year of a popular choice 

Not if it's possible to purchase more points. Then it becomes the ones with the exta money can stack the odds 

not sure how to fix this one but it needs fixing! it took 10 years for my cow tag, and guys I know have had 2 in 4 years and 
the same with deer . Good luck guys and gals 

odds already increase for those with greatest number of points since the points are squared. Bonus system is working as is, 
those hunters will draw eventually except for OIL species. 

Of permits available 2008/ For B.H. sheep (10%) 4 permits. For Mt. Goat (10%) 2 permits. For Moose (10%) 13 permits. For 
once in lifetime permits only. Pool for those with 11-13 points. 

Only if there are applicants that qualify, otherwise the permit is available to the general applicants 

only people with 5 points or more should be drawn 

Open all Eastern Washington to 3 point or better general season for modern firearm Elk hunts. Stop Spike only. Set aside 
25% on Bull Moose only drawings 

Or, create a 1year waiting period if you draw a deer or elk tag, but allow that individual to pay a fee to earn points to be used 
in the future. Some lucky hunters draw every year, when others haven't been drawn in 5 years... 

people can die before ever getting drawn for a special tag in this state, Washington should model themselves after Colorado, 
or Utah they have a true point system that counts for something, he who had the most points gets drawn then goes to the 
bottom of the line 

people with the most points should be drawn first, when statistically people with 4 or fewer points are drawing 

Please begin a point system for the multiseason tag 

Please begin to create an advantage for the unsuccessful applicants after four years of applying. Add two points after each 
unsuccessful draw in the 5th and 6th years. Add three points after each unsuccessful draw in the 7th and 8th years. Add four 
points after each unsuccessful draw in the 9th and 10th years. This will create a mathematical advantage to the hunters who 
have waited their turn in line. 

Please ensure that people whom win the drawings are the ones with the greatest number of points - not the first or second 
year, etc. applicants. Everyone should "pay their dues & earn the points" to get a popular hunt. 

Please look at opening GMU 653 to Elk 3 pt min. at least for archery. Give more permits for modern and muzzleloading. 

Provide a point system for multiseason tags. 

quit giving special considerations to youth hunters, make available to all hunters 

reduce master hunter hunts, increase 65 and older hunts. they have earned it. 

reduce the number of choices they have from four to one or two 

Reduce the number of units a person can apply from 4 to 3 or 2, so people apply to units they really want and not get drawn 
for a unit they weren't expecting. 

Research Wyoming's newly established preference point system draw.It is a fair way to distribute larger majority of the tags 
to those who have applied longer. 

Restrict these opportunities to real permit applications and not the 9000 series for those who apply just to increase point total.

Seems like the most fair way to go about this. 
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Seems the fairest thing, to give a better chance to those who have been applying longer and have NOT been drawn. I also feel 
STRONGLY that those who are successful in a low percentage draw, should NOT be allowed a chance in the same area for a 
year or more after. It's highly unfair when some lucky sob draws a rare tag 2 yrs in a row, and an elderly man goes his entire 
life without any success at all. 

Simply remove the 13 point max. That would exponentially increase the "high pointer's" probability of a draw. 

Since points are squared, they're already mathematically increasing the odds for people with the most points 

Slight tweeking is all that is needed. Along with hunt planning, harvesting game requires good luck. 

Something needs to be done to give a real advantage to hunters with more than 10 points. Great ideas! 

square the number of points to determine odds, no 13 point limit. allow deceased hunters to will points 

Suggest a massive change to the system. I like the Oregon system. 

Take a lesson from Oregon. They have 65% to the highest # of points, 25% in general pool and 10% to non res.This is how it 
should be. 

Take a look at Colorado's point system, appears to be more fair. Computer drawings are NOT random. 

That's a no brainer 

The "squaring of points" is a good system, but people with the most points could be given a % of tags as they do in Arizona 

the cuttent systen of points does not mean anything!!! every one I hunt with has 13 points, just like every one who applies 
every year! this current systen is a joke. I have been applying for seep moose and goat for 25 years, and before the change 
[not sending in the money], I felt i would sone day be drawn. after the change, I dont have a hope in hell of getting a permit. 
we need to change back to sending in the money, that would weed out the guys who are not really commited to these hunts, 
then also go to a weighted point system. 

The drawing system is failing lots of hunters who year after year spend there hard earned money on special permits and never 
draw. 

The drawings should be done randomly. 

The large number of points should recieve all the tags (wait your turn) 

The longer you wait the better your chances should be, and yes, if this is a problem we need to increase the odds. 
HOWEVER, we should NOT set aside popular hunts for those with 10 or more points because the "most popular" might not 
be the hunt an individual wants, making it just as difficult for me to get a specific hunt as it currently is. No, we should all 
have a chance, and those with many points should have FAR AND AWAY the greatest chances 

The max points I've ever gotten to is seven, but I apply for cow tags, even though I like horns I haven't figured out how to eat 
them 

The more points the better your odds should be to draw. 

The odds are better for the people with the greatest number of points. No need to increase there already higher odds. 

The point draw system is supposed to weighted to those with the most points 

the point system sucks 

The points system is a joke the same people get drawn and if you seem to work for the department here you go enjoy your 
hunt!!!!!!!!!!!! 

There should be no limit on preference points 

There should be no maximum on points with the weighted system. If you haven't been drawn in 15 years, you should have 15 
points. 

TheseOIL tags need to be re-examined. A lottry should be just that for any OIL tag, no points everyone is equal, only one tag 
per life-time. Phase out the points system and make drawing fair and possible for some one late to the game or just starting 
their hunting career. 

they should draw more than a 100 special hunts durning the special hunt permit hunting season 
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This has been a concern since the introduction of this state’s point system. So few permits are drawn in the case of special big 
game permits (big horn sheep; moose; goats) that the odds really are no different then they were before since everyone is 
progressing at the same rate. Another option is to only grant points based on an area applied for. Example: You should only 
generate points for your first pick area. So if you stick with an area that you have researched you would generate points 
specific for that area and would greatly increase your chance to draw, but if you changed to a new area as your number one 
pick you would start over and any points accumulated for the previous number one choice would be void (but not necessarily 
lost since some environmental factors could affect permit availability and once the population has recovered your points 
would be reactivated when the hunt is reestablished). This would mix up the pool a little and allow better opportunities for 
those who are committed to hunt in one particular area. I would probably do away with the four hunt choices as well and set 
a one or two hunt limit on each application. 

this is a no brainer! The hunters that are always applying and paying the majority of the money, deserve a better chance of 
being drawn if they are persistent applicants year after year! 

This is a sad issue for me. Margaret and Toutle units in my back yard and have never drawn. I see a bunch of elk starving and 
what is the quality of the other animals? I see way too many big bulls after the seasons in these units. The WDFW has been 
screwing this up for so many years that there isn't gonna be an easy fix. 

this is a sore spot. with so few sheep,moose and goat permits avalible those of us who have been putting in for our whole 
lives,are now over 50 we see a once in a lifetime a not in this lifetime! 

This is great, you really need to change this. I have 6 elk points. And have never been drawn. I have 2 friend that have been 
drwan for the same hunt 2 & 3 times. You NEED to let residents hunt Bulls every 3 years -or- Antlerless every 2 years. 15 
years ago anyone could buy a tag and hunt mature bulls in Eastern Wa. Let us hunt just close more roads to us and tribes. 
Also archery success is WAY lower than rifle and muzzleloading, so give out permits based on success ratios instead of 
permit/tag sales. I someone choose to cash in all there hard earned elk points to hunt archery they should get to try to harvest 
more often. I have 6 elk points and put in for Archery permit, if I get drawn I still have a small chance of harvesting a mature 
bull, archers need insintive to stay sporting. Anyone that has not hunted archery cannot understand other than looking at 
success ratios. 

THIS IS ME AND HAVE NEVER DRAWN A SINGLE TAG IN WASHINGTON IF I DONT DRAW HERE SOON MY 
MONEY WILL GO TO IDHAO, OR MONTANA THIS IS NO WAY TO RUN A SYSTEM 

this would be a great thing to do and prove that you do care a little bit about the people that have supported you for so many 
years. 

Wasn't the point system established to enhance the opportunity for the hunter with the greatest number of points? For 
instance, I've heard of & know of one that have been drawn for moose with just one or two points while I'm sitting here 
waiting with 10 points & no tag. 

We all boil in the pot together. 

WE ARE SEEING HUNTERS THAT ARE BEING DRAWN FOR POPULAR A POPULAR TAG AND THEN THE 
NEXT YEAR GOING IN WITH A GROUP AND DRAW A SECOND YEAR FOR THE SAME TAG WITH NO POINTS 
FOR THE SECOND YEAR THAT MAKES 2 YEARS IN A ROW THEY HUNT I THINK WE NEED TO LOOK AT THE 
HUNTERS WITH THE MOST POINTS AND DUMP THE GROUP HUNTING 

We have been led to believe that this practice was Already being used. Was it NOT?? 

We want Master Hunters & we want Hunter Ed Instructors, make a mathematical determination, say 25% of popular permits 
go to these two groups and let the applicants give something back to the community 

what about groups that ony get offered 1 or 2 permits 

What about non-residents? They may not have the points but have paid significantly more to apply. Increase their odds 
mathematically also! 

What are the points for if they don't mathematically increase the odds of being drawn? What kind of a stupid points system 
are you running here? This is the stupidist question in the survey so far. Did you actually read this question and it's 
alternatives? Did anyone in your organization go to college and actually graduate? 

What is the average point held by an applicant? Maybe 25% reserved for the "top point holders". 

What's the point? Myself and all 5000 plus potential moose hunters ALL have over 10 points 
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Which ever way benefits the people who have the most points. Also, what is the success rate of those permits? Could the 
number of permits be increased? 

why dont you give 25% of tags or more to those with the most points, ie those with 13 points. This states point system is 
impossible to understand what the true drawing odds are (very low even with maximun points I think). 

Why is 13 points set as the limit of preference points? Computer program limitations? Decided in an Olympia coffee klatch? 

Why not just allow people to accumulate more than 13 points? 

Why not something similar to Oregon permit system? 

You shouldn't lose your points if you can't afford to buy a license for a year. 

Your right. I have seen some hunters get permits every year and others never get one. A hunter should not get a permit every 
year to help others have a chance. 

 
 

ISSUE 61: Number of Hunt Choices Allowed When Submitting a Special Permit Application  

BACKGROUND:  

Based on the results of the recent public scoping survey, the Department plans to separate the drawings 
for each of the categories listed below.  

How many hunt choices do you believe should be allowed when submitting a special permit application?

1 

2 for each 

4 choices is extremely excessive, hunters need to be realistic 

4 options will allow hunters with points ample opportunity to draw a quality tag, especially those with maximum points 

A hunter doesn't have to ask for more than one. So far it appears the computer selection syste can handle 4 for each category.

a lot of us put in for a permit in a area we know, and I would not to go to another area if drawn. why not 1 area 

Allow a rank all choices option, where you can rank as many or little as you want from 1 to all. 

Allow as many as possible 

Allowing more hunt choices would increase hunter participation. That's a good thing. 

Antlerless could be more, especially if undersubscribed 

As long as sequence of draw considers each hunter, by number, before goint to next hunter's 1st choice 

Closer to 3 

Could you please post a definition of what is going to be considered a "Quality" Deer or Elk hunt on the hunting season 
alternatives webpage? Is it directly related to the number of tags available and the number of hunter applicants, or is there 
some other criteria to be used? 

Do not charge extra for each choice. That would be punishing hunters that do their homework and know areas. 

don't most hunters draw on either there first or second choice, probably not a big deal ,let us put four down if we want, it 
makes us feel better 

Dont understand this 

Drawing should be run lsimilar to Idaho where applicant's second choice does not count until everyone who selected that 
hunt as their first choice has been drawn. 

eliminate "quality"deer and elk.stop making this about how much money you can spend to hunt 
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Even (1) is acceptable 

four seems a bit much especially on hard to get tags. 

General Public 2, those that contribute to hunting e.g. hunter ed instructor & Master hunters 4 

generates interest and revenue whether hunters are drawn or not. 

give the hunters a damn chance for drawing a permit instead of being money hungary 

goat sheep and moose only one choice 

Having four hunt choices could increase the range of hunting locations to hunters that have been hunting the same places for 
a long time. This could encourage hunters to try new places. 

How about just one. I know this is a money maker. I would rather see the license price increase a opposed to the contined 
approach of making Washington a tag only trophy hunting state. 

hunt choice should be allowed only 1 

Hunters from all over the state can be drawn for the unit in my backyard as a third or fourth option. That is wrong this 
shouldn't be a rich mans sport where those who can afford it get it. I only put in for the Margaret and Toutle they are my 
choices and I live with that. 

Hunters should not be forced to select a method before applying for a special permit. If they dont' get the special permit for 
say archery, they should be allowed to purchase a general modern license. 

I applied for my Moose draw this year and wasn't offered to select from all of the choices listed in the pamplet. I looked 
againg and sure enough, I wasn't even allowed to apply for the hunt that I wanted. What kind of BS is this??? 

I beleive that there should be a elk & deer hunt with recurve or long bow to be set after general archery season to go to for 8 
days. This would reduce the number of compound hunters and add a new type of hunting. 

I believe that anyone holding the correct tag should be able to aply for a Quality Deer or Elk hunt any where in the state. 

I don't understand the question 

i have never understood why there are hunt choices, its not like every "Quality" hunt isnt overfilled. Please school us on how 
this works... 

I like the currant process. I have put in each year and I have received a Margeret tag for a cow this season. 

I like the idea of only allowing people to choose 1 species and apply only for it on the sheep, goat and moose. 

I may not understand the question here. Just my past experience that for buck and bull tags, you never make it past 2 rounds 
anyway. Doe and cow permits usually have surplus and much higher odds making it past two rounds. Why no "3" option? 

I think that the way it is, I should be able to put all 4 with the same hunt choice. 

i think you should only get 1 hunt choice 

I would prefer a one choice limit on all categories. Less number of applicants, better odds of selection 

I would prefer to have a point system similar to Oregon where if you do not get your "first" choice you continue to gain 
preference points. This would allow both in-state and out-of-state hunters to have opportunites to recieve a population control 
permit without losing all points (maybe just not gaining that one years point?). I have three points for elk and now won't 
apply for a cow tag because I have been waiting for a Cowichee M/L Bull tag, and don't want to waste my points on a cow 
tag. You may have done this with seperating the drawings, but without a better explanation I don't know. 

I would suggest one choice and second only for those that do not fill 

If a person can only apply for 2 areas, it may spread the applicants out some 

if applying for special elk permit, if not succesful should be able to hunt other side of state, I want to hunt elk but if I dont 
draw I cant hunt with my family who prefers other area not as steep due to age and handicap 

If less third and fourth choice hunts are drawn then more first and second choice hunts would be chosen and people could 
hunt areas they're more familiar with. 
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If making more choices increases your odds of getting a permit then yes, in not, no. 

If Washington State would go to a true point system within a few it still could work with four hunt choices, Colorado and 
Utah each have three hunt choices and there point system is very well respected with hunters 

If you have 10 or more points for moose set up a 5th Choice for only 10 or more points. 

If you want to change, then go to three choices. 

Ignore my last comment! :) 

In some cases I only choose one because I don't want anything but one special tag for a specific hunt 

Increase the number of hunt choices allowed, and you will probably increase your revenue from permit apps. 

Is it Mountain Goat? or are we hunting Mountains and goats? 

It is not fair that a 2nd,3rd or 4th choice should be in the same drawing as a 1st choice. 

It is Special. Give ample oppertunity to draw. 

It seldom matters. Most of us are restricted where and when we can hunt by other factors. 

Iusually only put in for 1 if I don't get the hunt I want I don't want a different one 

keep the same as it currently is. 

make people choose the area that they want. I would like to see only one choice for deer or elk. 

make people choose the units they really want to hunt, will increase draw odds 

Make them all one choice only 

Mathmatically it's probably impossible to reach a 3rd or 4th choice in hard to draw areas but it's familiar to folks and I don't 
see the advantage of changing it. 

More drawing chances makes it more exciting--odds stay the same--I say let people put their names in the hat. 

most hunters I believe already know where they want to hunt... the other two choices are not needed 

MOST HUNTERS WANT THERE FIRST CHOICE- WHY GIVE THEM CHOICE 3 AND 4 FOR A HUNT THEY 
REALLY DONT CARE THAT MUCH ABOUT AND BURN A TAG THAT SOMEONE HAS 13 POINTS AND NEEDS 
TO BE DRAWN 

Most hunters, only have a couple of local areas they like. 

Most of us can realistically be successful in up to 2 GMUs. If I draw a good permit in a GMU I don't know, I haven't 
accomplished anything other than taking the permit away from someone more likely to be successful. 

most people only want to apply for 1 area but the way your drawing system works they feel they need 10 choices 

No change 

NO CHANGE. The states ratio of bulls to cows is low by comparison to other states. Allowing bull to mature and possibly 
breed is the natural solution to increased numbers of bulls and heard numbers overall. I reference fall "Rocky Mt. Elk 
Foundations" annual "Elk Hunt Forcast.(pg. 84-). 

none 

Odds are pretty steep anyways on a lot of permits, so allow for the most opportunity to get one. 

ODFW should be the one to decide this. What do you recommend to ensure all available tags have applicants? If any are 
undersubscribed it may create extra work for you to hold subsequent drawings, etc. 

one choice only 

Only allow one choice on any antlered tag. Maybe have a second drawing if all tags do not fill on antlerless tags. 

our moose population is really doing well and I personally would like a chance to harvest one soon 

please give us more options. 
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Please look at opening GMU 653 to Elk 3 pt min. at least for archery. Give more permits for modern and muzzleloading. 

Realistically how many hunters are serious about changing their whole seasons plans to hunt in the area that they have 
marked as choice #4. I think that it's uncharacteristic to view 4 options with the same enthusiam as your first pick. Two 
choices are plenty and the odds are about the same. 

See previous comment. The number of hunt choices could be set to work in conjunction with the point system to allow better 
opportunities to draw for those who apply religiously to one area. 

Should be 1 for Goat, Sheep, Moose, Quality Deer or Elk 

should have 1 choice for an antlered permit and 1 choice for an antlerless permit 

should only be one choice per drawing 

should only have one choice. 

Since hunting for the four big boys is limited to a few tags, open for more drawings just gives everyone four chances for 
being drawn 

special hunts for 65 or older 

stop anterless hunting your killing the seed when we go to war we dont send women 

stop the east side and west side for special permits (elk) if not drawen then pick east side or west side. 

the drawings should be simplified more. Dose it make a difference of the number of choices? How dose one know if their 
second or forth choice is really considered, How can a drawing be done for one unit and it may be your second or third 
choice. 

The less allowed will keep it fair for us guy's with little income and keep the rich guy's from buying thousand's of dollars on 
permit app. 

There are very few trophy deer and elk in this state compared to others, it would be nice to see that change 

There should the highest opportunity for hunters to get drawn for permits. If hunters do not put in the time in scouting those 
areas they applied for and do not fill there tags that is there fault. They should only apply for areas they have knowledge of. 

This catagory is unclear in its presentation. I'm not sure how I should answer. 

This may help the previous issue by allowing more choices 

This should make people actually pick the hunts they will use 

Two choices, if both are valid and looked at before another hunters first choice 

Two is plenty, make people choose the units they really want to hunt. 

Very rarely to you draw a second or third choice hunt. Why not apply for all you want to? Best chance of being drawn is on 
your first choice. 

we need as many chances as we can for these, after all WE pay for them 

What effective difference is there in having 2 or 4 choices on goat, sheep, and moose? There are not that many units and 
most hunters will have almost the same choices, just arranged differently from first to fourth. 

What is meant by "separate the drawings?" Does this mean two permit applications can be submitted, one for antlerless and 
one for antlered, for example? And if an antlerless permit were drawn, it wouldn't affect the preference points for antlered? 

who care's 

why are we limiting the number at all you can only be drawn for one 

WHY EVEN ASK SUCH A STUPID QUESTION? OF COURSE I WANT MORE OPPORTUNITY TO BE 
SUCCESSFULLY DRAWN. ANOTHER DEMOCRAT QUESTION, HUH? 

Why not 3 or 5 too ? 

Why not have just one 
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why not, what differance does it make to you 

why would this need to change? 

Wish you would explain why this would matter. 

With the current system, I've never been drawn for an alternate past the 1st choice, so I can't see that it makes any difference.

with the current system, what does it matter???????????????? 

with two choices you have better odds becuase people won't just pick 4 they will pick the units they know best and can 
harvest that certain animal the easist 

Would increase revenue! 

Would like to see a better explanation of the point system in the hunting pamphlet 

WOULD SUGGEST 3 

You do not state if all permits are being issued. 

You don't give enough information for WHY 2 or 4 is important - this should be void - of course people are going to vote for 
the max possible.... 

You should also be able to select the same GMU more than once. 

 
 

ISSUE 66: Hunting in Urbanizing Areas  

BACKGROUND:  

The state's human population continues to grow; more land is being converted to homes & other human 
uses. One result of increased human density on the landscape is an increasing frequency of contact and 
conflict with wildlife. Often, the most effective & efficient way to address conflict associated with game 
species is managing them through hunting. However, hunting in urbanizing settings is often 
controversial because of public concerns for safety, noise, trespass, & a general fear of firearms. The 
greatest issues so far involve deer, elk, cougar, black bear, & waterfowl. 

The Fish and Wildlife Commission has established firearm restriction areas to address safety issues and 
to try and avoid situations where county authorities may be considering a no shooting ordinance. There 
are also many situations in urban/suburban settings across the state where counties have established a 
variety of no shooting ordinances. Some counties prohibit the discharge of all firearms, some include a 
prohibition on the use of archery equipment, and a few only restrict the discharge of center fire rifles. 

How do you think the Department should address the discharge of firearms related to hunting species 
like deer and elk in urban/suburban settings? 

The challenges for managing suburban populations of elk are greater than for other smaller game 
species. 

Areas adjacent to wetlands and estuaries around the Puget Sound are experiencing significant housing 
development. Waterfowl hunting in these traditional areas is becoming less & less accepted by 
surrounding homeowners. The concerns are generally associated with safety, noise, early morning 
shooting, trespass, and littering.  

Which of the following alternatives do you prefer? 

"Waterfowl hunting in these traditional areas is becoming less & less accepted by surrounding homeowners." and will stay 
that way, unfortunately. 

A tough call. Lets give crossbows a chance in certain suborban areas,say for a three year test period. 

absolutely no crossbows. NEVER EVER 

advanced hunters should only be able to shoot cows 

Page 224 of 236 



ISSUE 66: Hunting in Urbanizing Areas  
Allow all archery tackle not just crossbows. 

ALLOW ARCHERY 

ALLOW ARCHERY ALWAYS!!!! 

Allow archery equipment only 

Allow archery hunting (NOT Crossbows) 

Allow archery hunting during all three seasons for these areas. 

Allow archery hunting in Urban areas and have firearm restriction's. 

Allow archery hunting, but not crossbow. 

Allow archery, including crossbows, during the modern firearm season, but only within these firearm restriction areas. 
Perhaps master hunters only to alleviate some property owner concerns. Even a special suburban hunting class???? 

Allow bowhunting like many other states. NO TO CROSSBOWS!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

allow crossbow hunting during modern season in urban areas. and firearm restriction areas. 

allow crossbows 

allow crossbows also 

Allow more archery hunting in these areas 

allow muzzleloaders only in these exemptions 

Allow traditional archers (longbows & recurves only) into firearm restricted areas. 

Alow Archery Hunting 

also allow crossbows 

Also allow more archery hunts in areas where conflicts arise. 

also allow the use of crossbows during the modern firearm seasons within firearm restriction areas 

Also allow use of continued special disability permit for handicapped during archery seasons (Crossbows during modern 
firearm without any special permit)( 

Also include regular archery equipment in these areas. 

Also reserve these opportunities for archers and muzzleloaders, not just master hunters 

amazing how all the bunnyhuggers want to "protect" wildlife but don't understand game management for health and 
population in wildlife. State should over ride local ordinances when required for wildlife management 

And encourgae the creation of muzzzleloader or shotgun hunts for big game including cougar, bear, deer, and elk in areas 
becoming more settled, rather then permitting modern rifle hunting 

And no cross bows! 

archery and shotguns should be used 

Archery hunting could be allowed within these areas. Maby a special season, or chaperoned hunts. 

Archery is short range (safety), smoke- and lead-free (clean), and silent (noise). A little careful timing of seasons (not that 
simple, I know) could help fill the needs of hunters, owners, and other stakeholders. 

Archery must be promoted as a preferred means to control urban wildlife problems. 

ARCHERY ONLY, NO CROSSBOWS 

Archery would be perfect for these areas, make these areas special permit draws to increase WDFW revenue. 
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As long as counties are greedy and wont slow urban sprawl this problem will exist. Start early with alternative methods: 
special permit, advanced hunter ed, archery, crossbow, shotgun etc. so that these urbanites can become used to it as they take 
over the rural areas. 

As this survey shows, no question involves the opening date for pheasants in Eastern Washington. I request the first weekend 
in October be set for this opening in Eastern Washington. The pheasant opener WAS the first weekend but has not been for 
nine years! It is time for the upland bird hunter to get some of this lost time back. 

Avoid crossbows. 

be smart about it, only allow advanced hunters to hunt in urban areas but expand the ability to attain this hunting proficency 
especially in Eastern WA 

both a & b 

both A and B 

Both A and B above. 

Bowhunting should be the method used in controlling deer/elk populations in urban/suburban settings. 

Case by case determination of acceptable permitted hunting areas should be applied. Far too complex of isuue to address 
within this single issue context alone. 

Combine this with allowing the use of crossbows during modern firearm season in firearm restricted areas. 

Consider more usage of handguns in firearm restiction units. No crossbows. You'd just end up with a bunch of gun-hunters, 
that aren't archers and aren't used to judging close range distances, flinging arrow that they shouldn't be launching, and 
wounding a lot of animals that then run on to private property and die in someone's frontyard. Let us take them down with a 
handgun. Set a minimum size caliber that has enough knockdown power, yet won't travel the long distances that a rifle 
projectile will. 

consider restricting firearms types as is done in the eastern United states, such as shotgun with buckshot only 

consider shotgun slugs in more populated areas. Many states already have this restriction. 

consider the use of "short range" firearms, reduced power(sound) loads and crossbows in these plans 

Counties and cities all are required to have urban/growth management plans, shouldn't thes plans be required to address 
wildlife management? If they don't allow the game WDFW to manage the game with resonable controled hunts then they 
sould have to pay $ for the cost of management. 

County law should not be more restrictive than state law. 

cross bow use with a training certificate 

cross bows for M/F hunters is a great idea. it allows them to use a weapon that is like they are used to and will allow them to 
use the same licence that they would normally get. 

Crossbows are a good idea also. If citys/counties are not allowing hunting to control damage, make them pay for the damage 
out of their own general fund, not the state. For waterfowl hunting create rules that force hunters to shoot out over open 
water. 

Crossbows have plenty of take down power much more than a compound or longbow! 

Crossbows may be a good idea 

Crossbows may be used only in modern firearm seasons. 

crossbows might not be a bad solution, in addition to WDFW/municipality agreements. 

Crossbows should not be limited to use within firearms restriction areas; they should be allowed in any open modern firearm 
GMU. Naturally a benefit would be that their use in firearms restriction areas will safely help to control animal populations 
in urban settings. 

Crossbows would expand the interest in this weapon and create a new growth area in these urban areas. 

Develope bowhunting urban hunting programs.....hire an urban hunting specialist 
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Development planners should be considering buffer areas for both the benefit of wildlife and the users who enjoy that 
wildlife prior to the development of homes. Something that will probably never occur since selling homes and cramming in 
as many as possible will always take precedence over improving or conserving wildlife habitat and hunting opportunities. 

didnt see any questions on expandable broadheads for archery thats a change that should be considered i thinks they have 
proven themselves in feild and better accuracy less wounded animals 

Disband the WDFW. Too many rules, seasons are too short, I give up. You people are a joke! 

Do both alternatives - counties do not have to work with WDFW anyway, but you should be trying, and use crosbows in 
urban areas with wildlife "problems" if crosbows are not prohibited by county restriction. 

do you prefer? I hunted all around GMU 454 what a joke. WDFW needs to redo all the GMU'S. like the northeastern state 
with all the private lands take all those GMU'S out of the reg's, and 454 you can only hunt a small portion by highway 18. 
every other area I been yell at that there is no hunting allow even when I'm using shot gun or muzzleloader and bow. so I 
figure since there's no hunting there I'll get rid of my bow and stop hunting in these units its a real pain in the you know what. 
REDFIND THE GMUS. 

Dogs and Traps should be allowed for bear and cougars to keep their numbers down. This is important with all these new 
houses and calls about problem cats. 

Either Crossbows or Regular Bows. Also: Option #1 - WDFW should always work with the counties to protect hunting 
options. 

Either of the first two options--maybe use both of them 

Elk have become frequent visitors within the city limits of Longview and whatever you can do to reduce this herd would be 
much appreciated. 

Encourage counties to allow hunting whenever practical, using other than center fire rifles around populated areas. 

Establish a special archery qualification for archers to hunt these locations. Crossbows are a joke and nowhere near as 
accurate as compound bow in an archers hands. 

Everyone should have a chance at hunting these areas, Let anyone who wants to hunt useing the wepons required in the area.

exempt the waterfowlers 1 or 2 days a week, daylite to noon. 

Expand archery only areas. No crossbows! 

Fine these people that litter, and trespass no questions asked, no warnings. People area always going to complain, hard to 
answer. 

Fire arms should not be aloud with in ubern area's. Archery and or crossbows should be the way to go. But it is the animals 
right to be there. not hunt them because they destroy our lands. Learn to live with them. Stop taking over their land. 

firearm bans-and shotguns only areas in other state show to be more dangerous then rifle-crossbow would be a great 
compromise 

For a county or municipality to ban all hunting it should be made to accept all responsibility for damage claims for wildlife 
damage. 

Further make it very clear and enforce the requirement that anyone that does not allow hunting does not get a single penny in 
reimbursement from wildlife related damage. 

Geez, where IS it safe to shoot anymore. The local Mountie in Capitol Forest is like the Gestapo, saying "don't shoot here, 
don't shoot there". 

give some of the tags to the muzzleloaders also 

gmu 410 doe first then buck second 

have this proposal include the use of crossbows 

have two hunting sesons one early one late. 

home owners moving into the country setting should live with safe hunting or forgo any help to control animal caused 
property damage 
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Homeowner's concerns are either about noise or based on ignorance and irrational fear; baseless prejudice cannot and should 
not be the basis for limiting hunting opportunities; I would encourage the WDFW to work closely and actively with local 
governments and agencies first to provide educational opportunities, and to confirm safety is addressed, but also to ensure 
continued access and opportunties. 

Homeowners that build in famed hunting areas should understand the hunters where here first, if home building in urban 
settings limits rifle hunting then open more archery chances. 

hunt with shotgun or bow 

hunt with shotgun or bow 

Hunters who failed to harvest an animal in the regular season should be allowed to hunt with bow and arrow in these 
urganizing areas during late season. 

I also like the crossbow idea 

I also like the idea of using crossbows in these areas. 

I am sick and tired of the people that move into urban and rural areas, destroying land that was once inhabited by wildlife, 
asking for no hunting legislations, and then when animals overpopulate what little land they have left and spill into their 
gardens and landscaping, then listening to them cry about the damage to their precious things. This is no doubt a rant, but we 
as hunters put more added value stream into our wildlife than any person that moves into a once inhabited piece of land 
purchased by some land developer/contractor under some loop hole that city or government forgot to cover. We need to find 
a way to stop the development before we only have a small oasis where all we can do is look at the few animals left in our 
ecosystem. And there is no hunting, no WDFW, no revenue, and no conservation, because all of our resources will have been 
long ago swallowed up by urbanization. 

I did not see an area to write my suggestion so I am doing it here. I feel they need to open up Game Preserves such as 
Turnbull Wildlife Preserve for Special Hunting Permits for Deer and Elk. I have heard the Elk herds in there have increased 
quite a bit over the years. Thanks and hope this comment reaches the right department. 

I favor both first and second choices on this 

I have no coment on this issue, I do have other coments #1 I think that the general rifle season should be extended as there 
are only 2 weekends to hunt, as bow hunters get 4 weekends. The quality of time in the woods during and able to hunt is 
important, and with such a short rifle season it becomes hard to get time off during rifle season. I also think that you should 
have a season for rifle and muzzleloader during the rut for elk. This should not be limited to bow hunters only. Also since the 
fires is the Blue's you have rebuilt the elk fence, and having a place over there I know that several hundred elk are below the 
fence on farm land, which most hunters cannot get permission to hunt the land. I was wondering if the game department is 
planing to chase or move the elk back into the forest? Next if blaze orange is required for all hunters hunting a area that is 
open for any rifle season, why doesn't the game department inforce this for bow season as bear and cougar are open in then 
Blue's? Thank you and I think in the next survey's you have there should have a general area to address concerns. 

I have no sympathy for those who move to a dirt road and then complain about the dust. Hunter groups should do more to 
help clean up hunting areas close to residental areas. 

I like the crossbow option too 

I LIKE THE ROUTE OF NEGOTIATION WITH THE ADDITION OF CROSSBOW HUNTING. 

I live in an area like this (East GMU 454). Ordinances and WDFW are not keeping up with the urban changes. No shooting, 
shotgun, muzzle loader and archery only boundaries need to be established and soon! 

I live in Area 334, Kittitas County. The game pamhlet says "No discharge of high powered rifles(maybe centerfire) during 
hunting season. I'm not sure what that means. Can I shoot a coyote in my pasture with a 22 hornet after deer and elk season. 
Also you need to address the huge deer population in this area. Area 334 should have a long deer season of either sex , and 
any antler size, that is open to muzzle loaders, shotgun , and bow. Consider a season that would run continuosly from 9/15 
thru 11/30. In this unit you have people who are feeding the deer and you have people that aretaking matters into their own 
hands. A long either sexseason with bow muzzleloader,or shotgun would give a youngster an opportunity to harvest a deer. 

I need more info on this one! 

I think the crossbow solution is a great idea. I would love to see croosbow oppotunities in Washington. It is exciting to hunt 
game in new ways. 
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I would also like the abiltiy to use crossbows. 

I would also like to see the crossbow added as a legal means of hunting within firearm restricted areas. 

I would like to see more multi season permits avail to hunt deer and elk with archery, muzzleloaders, and mod firearms. 

I would like to see the entire state go to special permit drawing for Mule deer bucks as to address the poor quality and 
population, and get out of this mind set of a certain amount of acrage set aside for general season. It doesn't matter how much 
acrage is available to the general season hunter if it sucks. Lastly put the wenas back to permit and give the fragile mule deer 
population that is susceptable to hairloss, winter kill and overhunting a break 

I would support both of the top two choices, also, require non - hunters to wear Hunter orange when in open hunting areas, 
noise of all types is tolerated in some form by all people whether hunters or non, early morning shooting should be expected 
when living in a wildlife area, as traffic is expected when living near a freeway, trespassing is a crime as is littering, enforce 
the statutes that exist aginst the offenders, don't punish the legal.Also, shotguns for modern work well. 

I would support liberal archery hunting in firearm restricted area's during archery and/or firearm seasons. 

I would think that counties would be accepting of cooperation with the WDFW in that restrictions on hunting in urbanized 
areas usually results in rapidly increasing numbers of game animals. While this can be enjoyable to the residents temporarily, 
the resulting spike in population increases complaints about residential grazing and interactions with cars and residents. One 
only has to look closely at NE Washington to see the problems first hand and it's not heavily populated. Results are the same 
though, limited landowner acceptance and continuing conflicts regarding animal populations. 

I'd also like to know where Archery hunts in urbanized areas would be allowed. We live in fear of breaking a law that we 
don't know if it exists or not. There are some quality deer in some nicely wooded areas in the Thurston Cty areas, but we're 
too afraid to go after them. 

idaho or montana were i can hunt deer and elk at the same time, you ding bats. 

If certain people do not aloow hunting near their land, then how long will it be before they start complaining about animals 
and wanting to sue F & G for loss of landscape plants? People need to realize that hunting is a control measure based on 
science, not feelings, and is not just wanton killing for the sake of killing. WDFW needs to manage the game as needed to 
coexist with each other, with whatever method DFW sees fit to use, and work with the population on times and days for this 
to happen when it needs to. 

If development is in a wetland, they have to mitigate for the habitat losses - why not for other wildlife habitat. Work with the 
counties to minimize habitat loss (e.g., less development in habitat areas). Arrows don't tend to put animals down right away 
and it won't help the hunting image to have dying animals laying around in the libs' yards. What do you propose to do with 
the gut piles? 

If no shooting ordinace go in place, then hte prolem of wildlife moves into the counties relm of responsibility and not WDFD

If the counties restrict the use of fire arms and other methods of hunting let them manage there own wildlife and reap what 
they sow 

If these hunts were to be done by the advanced hunters only then much more safety would be implemented. Special hunts set 
up by the game department to reduce the animal population in these areas would probably be much more accepted by the 
people living in those areas. 

If they don't want hunting then I dont want to hear them complain when a cougar or bear enters their yard and kills their 
children or family poodle. King County can kiss my rear. I hate them all. 

If those individuals dont want hunting dont waste my tax dollars hauling their problem somswhere else 

If you build a house in a rural urban area you automaticall accept the risk of huntners hunting. Duhh. Let me add that I and 
many of my fellow hunters think that the wdfw is greatly over managing hunting. it seems to me that you are jusifying yhour 
existance. the game rergulations have become so comples that i have a hard time interpretating them and i am an engineer. 
my son is dislexic and he has no chance of doing so. he is great risk of violating a regulation because he could not do so. is it 
any wonder that license sales are down. Many people are suspicious that the game dept and especially th huntwer ed people 
are anti-hunting and are vbent on destroying the tradition. Many of the best days of my life have been spent hunting with my 
children, eating forest grouse around a big campfire, and exchanging ideas on the etyhics of hunting. 

If you buy a house adjacent to a duck marsh then expect to hear shooting during waterfowl season. You could buy a house 
elsewhere if noise bothers you. 
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if you go with crossbows for modern, what about muzzleloaders? 

In high urban areas maybee allow only archery in others shotgun or muzzleloader depending on about of open terain 

In many instances Master Hunters with special instructions can be used in these urbanized areas. I know a farmer that wants 
to reduce his local herd. However, he is surrounded by other farms that don't want anyone shooting "their" Elk. Their is a 
farmer near Headquartersv Rd near the I-5 fwy that will not allow anyone to hunt the 80 animals that call his pastures home. 
He is not phased by the fact "his" herd wandered onto I-5 causing 4 wrecked cars and some human injuries. Court action 
might be the wy to handle these misguided souls. 

In many urban areas archery is used for big game control. Archers that have been to a special class. NOT Crossbows! 

Increase AHE or "Master Hunter" Programs & season opportunity in these areas 

Increase the firearm restrictions, requiring shotguns and expand these restrictions to allow archers and muzzle loaders. 

Increase the wolf population, cougar population ,the envrio. wack'os should love this idea. Truth be known this is already the 
current agenda from the fish and game. 

Increased development has significantly impacted traditional hunting activities and has caused many sportsmen, including 
myself, to reduce hunting activities. I have witnessed very few problems with safety, trespass and littering, although 
regularky hear claims from non-hunting groups. Safety has become a greater problem in near urban hunting areas because of 
increased hunting pressure from the lack of "acceptable" shooting areas. Increased contact between humans and wildlife is 
inevitable as developers build homes in habitat areas. WDFW and municipal governments need to educate people desiring to 
move into these areas of their impact on wildlife and the likelihood of confronting wildlife. Efforts by local governments to 
eliminate hunting activities will only increase human/wildlife conflict and the pointless waste of game animals deemed 
"nuisance" species. WDFW should evaluate successful urban hunting programs used by other states and incorporate similar 
programs. Hunts established by the WDFW on public lands should be exempt from any and all shooting ordinances. Private 
landowners who wish to provide hunting opportunities consistent with WDFW policies for the area should also be exempt 
from the ordinances as long as they comply with WDFW regulations. In order to increase public approval for urban/suburban 
wildlife population control hunts, the WDFW should consider establishing an urban hunter education class. Hunters 
successfully completing the course could then obtain permits for special hunts in areas with greater human population 
density. I also support the limited use of crossbows to increase hunter success and target species population control in 
specific areas. 

incurage use of archery in these areas 

Isn't alternatoive 1 no change? WDFW can't stop counties from establishing no shooting ordinances 

It is the county's responsibility. 

It might be possible to allow for an air rifle season in these areas as the technology has advanced to the point that the .45 and 
.50 caliber rifles are quite lethal for deer and elk at close range. 

It would be a tragedy to allow these species to die of starvation, disease, etc. due to human convenience or personal 
preference. Populants of a county need to approach game management resopnsibly. Similarly if a county is authorizing the 
use and development of these lands then they should provide effective, responsible game managment. 

It's just another anti hunting tactic. The complainers can move away. 

land use planning should accept areas that have been traditional hunting areas and protect hunting opportunity. 

Lastly, it angers me greatly how the "ruling class" in Olympia abrogate our 2nd amendment for archers. 

let the counties do it 

Look at sequim Elk, People are building houses in the middle of the elk habitat then bitching about the Elk eating there 
flowers, Stop there building in wild game areas especially Sub Divisions. 

Make Urban hunts only available to Master Hunters to encourage more ethical hunting in Urban areas. Keep firearm 
restirctions in place. 

Many of the areas being developed have been used for hunting long before homes were built on them. The home owners 
should be made aware of this activity and let them decide if they want to buy on or near the property. I'm tired of loosing 
good hunting areas on public ground due to some one building close by and not liking the noise! 
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Many states work collaboratively with archers to help mitigate overpopulation of deer and elk in urban and suburban areas. 
The State should look at other states where this has occurred. 

Maybe we need a better growth management law. allowing 10 acer patcles is just 10 acer sprawl in my mind. It should be 40 
acer 

MORE ARCHERY HUNTS IN THESE AREAS 

More research needs to be done by the WDFW on this subject matter. 

more shotgun and muzzle loader areas 

more than one answer is necessary. Allow muzzle loaders and crossbows. and protect hunting rights and access for 
waterfowlers. I am tired of being vandalized at wdfw parking areas because I am a hunter of waterfowl on a lake that was 
there long before somebody destroyed the landscape with their new home. They bought into the lake and the hunting. 

More work whould be done so that development does not infringe on water fowl hunting areas. They know going in there is 
hunting there so they should accept it and that is that. 

Most concerns come from ignorance and misconception. Need to continue to expose people to positive hunting experiences. I 
don't think someone should be allowed to build in a traditional hunting area and then try to eliminate hunting from the area. 

Most no-shooting areas are open to archery hunters 

My choice would include discussion of method; crossbow, bow, m/loader, shotgun, etc. as part of an ordinance; hopefully to 
retain some of those areas as huntable. 

My frustration is these people being able to move a house to the top of some mountains. There should be a maximum 
distance between the public road and how high up they can own the property. These owners buy 40 acres and they act like 
they own the whole mtn. that you have been hunting for years. The Tampico area is almost impossible to hunt on the north 
side. 

Need to consider a real muzzleloader season 

Need to do this with cities, too. I think cross bows should be allowed in urban areas where depredation is occurring. 

need to work with the counties AND allow the use of crossbows in weaon restricted areas. 

never allow the use of crossbows in any hunting. 

No cross boews! What the heck!~ Why can't you support archery? is there a need for a major change in staffing? 400 fps 
cross bow and a rifle hunter behind the stock! A sportsman with a bow! Looks like you chose! Reprehensible. 

No crossbows 

NO CROSSBOWS DURING ARCHERY SEASON !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

No crossbows just allow archers to hunt in these areas and make them happy 

no crossbows please 

no crossbows, people will be just as afraid of a crossbow as a gun. try not lettin more people into our hunting areas that we 
still have left. 

No damage payments if not open for hunting. Require countines to make acceptable open hunting changes before any $ are 
paid for damages to any landowner in the county. Sportmans pay the bill and the public benefits at our expense. Level the 
playing field. 

no restriction when development encroaches sp? into areas used for hunting. Odors from farming and airport noise is no 
different 

No shooting ordinances need to be curtailed. In most instances there can always be areas to shoot if communities are planned 
correctly and gun ownership is respected. 

No shooting ordinances, should allow archery equipment hunting, open to all hunting group types, all counties should have 
the same restrictions, to eliminate confusion 

no use of crossbows in Washington 
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Not crossbows, regular artchery only in the areas with shooting restrictions and have special permits draws for these areas. 

Nothing about the early archery seasons? Season needs to be moved into late september due hot weather!!! 

Now this is the place for special archery & crossbow seasons!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!111 

One issue that was not addressed is to change the archery elk season to open at a later date due to the extremely warm 
weather and the probability of spoilage to game. We did not see it addressed in the questionaire. 

One major issue I have about people and hunt is the lack of regulations on persons in hunting areas NOT wearing blaze 
orange as required for hunter. This includes casual hikers, mushroom pickers, and other recreational activities. Also, persons 
should be restricted from riding bikes into woods during hunting season...not only is this dangerous as they may ride into a 
heard that is being hunted, but it ruins the area where hunters are stocking animals.Most importantly, is ANYONE in the 
woods during hunting season should be required to wear the legal amount of blaze orange for their own protection. Please, 
please address this dangerous issue. Thank you for the opportunity to respond to these issues. 

One of your officers was recently murdered (Fairbanks). This is what I predicted 6 months back. I predict, that we will loose 
more Forest Service Officers... as the economy worsens. You need to always have a backup and to allow campers to spend 
no more then 2 weeks in one game unit per year. We need to keep the high risk individuals and families from making our 
forest their permentant housing! I am tired of seeing these individuals living in the forests. This is not 1920... we have too 
large of a population to allow residence in the forests. I am tired of cleaning up after the tweekers and transients. 

Open Special General Season on Olympia's Politicians, (any weapon, either Party) could also assist in less urbanization 

Oppose further firearms restrictions that result from poorly planned developments that encroach on traditional hunting areas. 

Or make an archery / cross bow only hunt. The problem is as urban / suburban continue to grow the less likely people will 
allow the discharging of firearms in those area's. Some of these area's may have been a modern firearm hunt in years past, but 
due to the growth they are going to be limited on the weapons they can use. 

Or require counties to "compensate" the hunting public when hunting opportunities are "taken". The money could be put into 
better management of what remains of our public lands. 

Oregon has a very few hunts limited to master hunters only in areas where elk are problems. Seems to work. 

people build houses then expect animals to move on its wrong the animals where there first im so sick of people complaining 
about deer elk bear what did they expect really they need to go back to where they came or deal with it 

Persuade counties to use archery and muzzloader seasons in heavily populated areas. 

Please include language that allows regular compound or recurve bows as well 

Please look at opening GMU 653 to Elk 3 pt min. at least for archery. Give more permits for modern and muzzleloading. 

plus allow the use of crossbows during any and all modern firearm hunting seasons. 

Push for state law to allow no restrictions on archery equipment. Required to receive any state help 

Quit building cant sell them anyway 

Really I would like to see both new options implimented, exemption for hunts AND allow use of crossbows. Other ideas, my 
former state of residence (PA) allows firearm use near urban areas but limits hunters to muzzleloaders and shotguns. It 
works. Other ideas are: limit hunters to single shot firearms, and/or allow the use of firearms only from tree stands. The idea 
being that the shots are downward, therefore safer. 

Restrict hunting in these areas to permit only hunts. 

Retain special written authorization from land owners to hunt on their property in areas not conjested with urban 
development. 

Safety is the core of concerns here. Perhaps work with them to allow the most primative (archery) hunting first, then one that 
foot is in the door, continue to work with them to allow other restricted firearm options. 
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Same as last time, these yahoos who decide to clear a spot in the forest and make it into some sort of palace should not be 
allowed to bitch about it and the state should not be liable when s--t goes south on them IE if/when the deer eat their roses or 
the cougars &/or coyotes eat their pets and/or their whinning brat kids. If you're going to live in the forest you need to be a 
part of it, that includes being responsible w/your garbage, pets, kids, ATVs, guns, fire, vehicles etc. Most of them don't have 
the brains &/or common sense God gave a frog... I've seen somebody's pet dogs running deer very deep in the forest, they 
should be shot and the owners shoud have thier asses fined off. Thanks for the opportunity to "help" you with some of these 
difficult decisions, though in your efforts to remain "transparent" if feels like you're making it harder than it needs to be... 
trying to accomodate those who are never satisfied. I've hunted the Methow for mulies for 30+ years now, can't really do any 
good on whities since thy're mostly on private land. I want you guys to tell Scott Fitkin he's done a great job... No he needs to 
get that Methow mulie hunt opened longer to include the 3rd week of October... Yes I know some of his precious bigger 
bucks will get killed... but they're just as much mine as his... AND THAT'S EXACTLY WHY I BOUGHT MY TAG!!! 
Thanks again. 

save archery, shotgun and muzzleloader as much as possible 

seems to me they should be archery only hunts 

SHORT RANGE WEAPONS, SHOTGUN, MUZZLE LOADER, BOW OR CROSS BOW 

SHot gun, bucksot, or archery onlu hunts.....do not bring cross bows in to any hunting equation. 

Since there is no block for general comments, I will use this one: With many landowners leasing their property to hunting 
clubs, opportunities for general public are shrinking. Suggest requiring farmers to allow (not post) public access to all public 
land that they rent/lease. 

Spokane county exempted archery from their no shooting areas, with no apprecialble negative effect. Crossbows could add to 
that . 

Suggest that someone contact one of the many military installations on the East Coast, such as Marine Corps Base, Quantico, 
VA for suggestions on how to manage a big game population within city limits (mostly through controlled archery hunting). 
As there is no other place to comment, I'd like to know why expandable broadheads are illegal in the state. As an active duty 
military member who calls WA state "home" but also hunts in the state I am stationed in (presently FL) I have used 
expandable broadheads with great success. Expandable broadhead reliability has increased dramatically over the last several 
years. If there is empirical data that suggests that expandable are either too lethal or fail too much that's fine it just be nice to 
know the rationale for their prohibition. My Wild ID is 2158-000-5014, I'd appreciate if someone could get back to me. 

support a right-to-hunt constitutional amendment for WA 

take away the choose your weapon so any body can hunt these areas with a cros bow. a compound bow and long bow should 
be included in this since they have about the same valocuity 

That along with archery-only or master hunter only draw hunt options would be a great combo. 

The Counties should have total jurisdiction over the discharge of firearms in certain areas. WDFW should not attempt to over 
ride the County plan. 

the department should work with counties to establish archery only areas where public safety is a concern 

The hunters have been using these area fo r the last 200 years. Maybe the owners should have checked first 

The idea of crossbows is interesting in addition! 

The people buying these homes in areas where there are elk, should know of the potential damages and noise. I think they 
should have to live with it. 

the people moved into the area were this is happening they should deal with it or move! 

The specific accommodation needs to be tailored to the type of hunt, the physical location, and the risks of human/animal 
encounters. 

The state should stop the building of homes/business on wetlands and estuaries. 

The Sun East area NW of Ellensburg needs to be addressed! Too many idiots shooting modern firearms way too close to 
recreational cabins. Move the boundary from the canal up to the Wilson Rd. 

The use of black powder and archery in no shooting areas 
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The use of shot guns in these areas like in the midwest will solve this 

The WDFW has a corp of highly skilled ethical hunters available. The new master hunter program would do a good job with 
archery equipment. Problem areas would meet with master hunter advisory group to discuss issues. Waterfowl hunting close 
to home sites. Here again use master hunters. Establish mad-day shooting hours and acceptable days of week. Trespass, and 
littering will not be a problem. 

The WDFW needs to aquire more land for hunting waterfowl in these areas. There are beginning to be too many sanctuaries 
for the animals to go to reducing the opportunity for quality game management. I would be willing to pay in my liscence for 
these areas to be purchased. 

The WDFW should make archery only areas i highly populated areas. Also the WDFW should look at adding hound hunting 
with archery equipment in GMUs battle ground, Coweenman, yale, wasougal, and windriver, due to conflicts with people. 

The WDFW should take a role of educating residents on the befits of hunting, safe weopons use in hunting sports to 
eliminate fear from ignorance. I also think crossbows should be an alternative to use in restricted areas. 

There are more issues that need to be discussed that are not addressed in this survey. 

There were not enough choices for this issue. The issue needs to be split; one set of alternatives for waterfould for waterfoul 
and another set for big game. 

these people must decide what they want poop on there lawns or not. Crossbows should be allowed everywhere archery 
hunting is allowed 

they are gradually squeezing our hunting areas out by building houses in these areas. these were hunting areas first 

They move there with the knowledge of hunting so the rights of the hunting area should be protected. 

they should'nt have purchased home's in the area if they did'nt like hunters in the area. 

this is a function of local government agencies, ie county commissioners need to step up for the public, only if the local 
community understands that it would also include their private lands. if needed they are the ones, with the help of local law 
enforcement agencies and wdfw. 

This is a GMA issue. WDFW should continue to work with local jurisdictions and State regulators to ensure that continued 
urban/suburban creep is managed so that wildlife can be provided a sustainable amount of habitat in tracts large enough to 
provide restricted firearm hunts. 

This is a sore point with me. If people move into those areas they should understand the need for wildlife and recreational 
uses. WDFW should help push ledgeslation limiting the spread of urban development. 

This is a very complex issue. Crossbows may help, but we should move on several fronts at once. There is no "magic pill" to 
fix this. 

This is another if the areas animal rights groups are looking at if you didn't know it. In Jefferson co., a goups from seattle is 
looking at getting land owners to complain and call wardens everytime there are shots to get areas shut down to hunting. 
Hunting existed before they moved into the noise range and it should not be infringed upon becasuse they now want to sue it 
to control hunting. We have laws for ranges, why not to protect our hunting rights. Or make suppressors legal as well as 
crossbows. 

This is too broad of a topic. Puget Sound should be handled different than Battle Ground for example. One thing for sure is 
that hunters are the only way game populations should be controlled and that is what the WDFW has to work on. 

This is where we need to open up more archery hunting. I recommend permits for archery hunting where there are issue of 
uban overpopulation of deer and elk. Even Geese. 

This problem is only going to get worse as the population grows. As a large land owner, I feel that WDFW should work more 
closely with large land owners. The WDFW should quit buying land and putting our state into debt. Why not try to keep the 
farms and ranches in private hands and work with the land owners. There are so many resident does on my land, I could feed 
a small army. I would like to have a season on my GMU to eliminate these problems and generate some revenue so I 
wouldn't have to sell my land to developers or the WDFW. Other states do these programs and it is a win-win situation. 

This will be your biggest bane in the future. 

this would be the safest alternative 
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To many people, to little land, to many animals. animals should be managed by fish and game, not county legistlaters who 
know nothing about managing animals and wildlife. 

Too many anti hunters out there, keep them exposed to hunting and hope they change. 

Urban dwellers moving into more rural should be made aware of the traditional uses of the land and planning departments 
should require acceptance of those uses on developments encroaching into wildlife areas. 

Urban hunting with bows and shotgun or hand gun only. 

Use Master Hunters when appropriate. Establish archery seasons when appropriate. Explain to the complainers that they are 
no longer living in downtown Seattle or Olympia, so get over it. Manage wildlife for the good of wildlife and the good of 
citizens as a whole. Encourage the whiners to sell out and move back to the city. 

Use of Crossbows should be considered....overpopulation of Deer/Bear can be a problem if hunting is grossly restricted. 

Use short range weapens Bows & muzzel loaders 

use special archery muzzleloader seasons in urban areas short range weapons 

Use special permit crossbow hunts to help manage animals in certain instances. 

Utilize archery in these areas. Safe and quiet. 

Washington state is unfair in that ,,unlike many states that offer Special Senior Citizen licenses and fees, we do not. This is 
blatently unfair to our Senior Citizens! 

we as humans need to stop taking more land leave the woods alone 

We don't need crossbow seasons! Firearm restricted works just fine, there is a bow for everyone. 

We should have an aggressive policy of establishing archery hunts in urban zones as is common across the country. 

weapon is a weapon, atleast they are quiet 

what about going to slug gun only areas for big game 

what about shotgun use for deer or other big game as other states have? 

who wants to hunt, with a bunch of PAWS people waving the peace flagg, forget about in the city. 

why not allow the use of archery or muzzleloaders, no the use of cross bows 

Why not archery too instead of just crossbows? 

Why not do both of the first two alternatives? 

Why would you allow crossbows and not archery bows? This state of all the states I have lived in has a real noticable attitude 
towards archers. No wonder many of our arechers are not hunting here anymore, but go to Oregon and Idaho. 

With urban growth the best way to control animal populations is to move archery permit seasons to these areas along with 
mussleloaders. This would eliminate the need for late seasons and overhunting in modern firearm areas by archery and 
mussleloaders.. 

work on the population growth to help your customers (hunters). its out of hand - you want our business, lobby for living in 
the city, visiting the country. Do something proactive! 

Work to allow more archery/cross bow hunting in urban areas and possibily muzzle loader shotguns for waterfowl 

Work with cities and counties, and allow crossbows. What is wrong wit crossbows anyways? 

work with counties to establish archery permit/ master hunter permit seasons in firearm restricted areas. 

Work with counties to increase archery opportunities 

Work with the counties to push for special archery permits to deal with this. 

Working with counties that have established not shooting ordinances is also a good practice. 

WOULD ALSO LIKE TO SEE USE OF CROSSBOW 
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would like to see hunting for elk "one state" not east or west elk It would be nice to be able to hunt all over the state not just 
east or west 

Yes and allow us AHE hunters access to these locations just as in the early toledo unit hunts 

you haven't addresssed the Bear season 8/1 and the hikers using the same area, causing one death this year. I/ve found that 
grouse huntine on the Goat Peak trail after 9/1 not has a similar problem. I used to hunt it without seeing anybody. Two years 
ago my partner and I were the only hunters with over 20 hikers being in the majority. 

You really need to begin outreaching to school districts to allow you to provide curriculum favorable to hunting and even to 
offer hunter ed. classes as a legitimate credited class. 

 



Packwood Public Meeting
WDFW

17 October 2008

Notes on Public Comments
2009-2011 Three-Year Package 

Issues 10/42 & 12



Packwood Public Comment
Issues 10/42 & 12

• No shooting on private property
– Hunter behavior on private property

• Elk important/valuable to residents
• Safety concerns of elk near residences
• Concern of reducing herd from cow harvest
• Use other techniques (non-lethal) to deter elk
• Enhancing habitat on public lands to keep elk 

off private lands



Packwood Public Comment
Issues 10/42 & 12

• Damage needs to be dealt with
• Concern about types of damage
• Concern about USFS allowing commercial 

harvest of non-forest products
• If use harvest, limited the number of permits 

and have them available for residents live in 
area

• Assistance/support if hunt is implemented?



Packwood Public Comment
Issues 10/42 & 12

• What is the number of people of the 5000 on- 
line respondents that responded to these 
issues (10/42 & 12)?

• Limitations of weapon type due to populated 
areas

• Would like a feeding station here
– Many people are feeding here already
– While clearcut meadows come back for forage

• Bowhunters need to finish the kill



Packwood Public Comment
Issues 10/42 & 12

• Elk as draw for tourism
– Concerned about safety off of highway whether 

posted or not
• Feel decision was made without public input
• Work with USFS to enhance habitat
• Proposals won’t work as elk are tame and 

won’t leave town
– How to deal with tame elk?



Packwood Public Comment
Issues 10/42 & 12

• What other solutions has WDFW looked at?
– Hazing, fencing

• Damage claim – used fencing 
• Concern about level of funding to assist with 

payments and fencing
• No land access for hunters (gates are locked)
• Concern about predators (cougars)



Packwood Public Comment
Issues 10/42 & 12

• How many elk proposed to harvest?
– Don’t want slaughter of elk in this area
– How will harvest be distributed over 40 miles?
– Concern about ATV use

• Manage elk with fence, sprinklers, etc.
– To respond to elk damage, work individually 

with landowners who are impacted on their land 
only



Packwood Public Comment
Issues 10/42 & 12

• Concern about disabled access areas
• Have had permits in this area before; why 

will this proposal work?
• Who do we report shooting in No-Shooting 

zone?
• Concern about poachers, harassment of elk



Packwood Public Comment
Issues 10/42 & 12

• Plant alternative ornamentals to deter elk
• Concern about taking elk on private property 

without permission
• How will WDFW regulate and monitor this if 

this goes through? 
• Concern about impact on elk from helicopter 

surveys



Packwood Public Comment
Issues 10/42 & 12

• Believe there are more elk than the estimate
• Give permits for local people in local area
• Request for response to these concerns
• GMA – open space corridors cannot be 

blocked by fences
• Elk area should be managed for hunting not 

poachers



Packwood Public Comment
Issues 10/42 & 12

• Long-term solutions:
– Refuge for elk
– Harvest is not effective long term solution
– Fencing 
– Address issue with individual landowners

• Relocate elk
• There are no elk-crossing signs – need to put 

them along highways



Packwood Public Comment
Issues 10/42 & 12

• Maintain land for elk
• Concern about PR for archers, especially in 

hunts in urban areas
– Don’t allow archers in No-Shooting zone

• Manage property with fencing for gardens 
and leave open areas for elk

• WDFW should provide fencing for westside 
property owners like the eastside orchards



Packwood Public Comment
Issues 10/42 & 12

• Patrol for poachers
• USFS permits to collect specialized forest 

products - these are forage for elk
– Removing forage for elk

• Set up website link for resident input on these 
2 issues

• Use professional hunters to harvest elk and 
provide meat to foodbank, charities



Packwood Public Comment
Issues 10/42 & 12

• Develop spray on deterrent to vegetation?
• Learn to deal with damage
• Already have RCWs/WACs to deal with 

damage
• What are the number of elk within this 40 

mile stretch?
• How many is enough?

– Social impacts on property



Packwood Public Comment
Issues 10/42 & 12

• Take $ from hunting licenses for a period of 
time and designate those $ to landowners 
with crop damage

• Permit damage hunts on landowner property 
ONLY

• Property owners don’t allow hunters on land 
because of liability



Packwood Public Comment
Issues 10/42 & 12

• Add cow permits to existing GMUs, not in 
the 1-mile N & S of HWY 12

• Reduced logging=reduced habitat for elk
– Work with USFS on forest practices

• How will we monitor success?
• Existing techniques have not been effective
• Study on cause of effect of why there is this 

problem?



Packwood Public Comment
Issues 10/42 & 12

• Reproduction of elk herd – 30%
• How much of proposed elk area is 

public/private
– Ensure access?
– Match landowners with hunters
– Require hunter to have permission from 

landowner BEFORE applying for hunt.



Packwood Public Comment
Issues 10/42 & 12

• Use fencing not harvest
• Petition to congressmen to get forest 

practices back
• Start the public process with local input










































































	ISSUE 7A: Boundary problems for GMUs 578 (West Klickitat) and 388 (Grayback)
	ISSUE 7B: Boundary problems for GMUs 574 (Wind River) and 578 (West Klickitat)
	ISSUE 7C: Boundary problems for GMUs 568 (Washougal) and 574 (Wind River)
	ISSUE 9: Combining GMU 490 (Cedar River) with GMU 460 (Snoqualmie) in King County 
	ISSUE 17: Opening Day of General Cougar Season 
	ISSUE 19: Loss of General Cougar Season Opportunity in Areas that Allow Hunting with Dogs
	ISSUE 23: Low Deer Population in GMU 388 
	ISSUE 24: Antler Restrictions in GMUs 574 (Wind River) & 578 (West Klickitat) Don't Seem to be Having a Positive Effect 
	ISSUE 26: GMU 578 (West Klickitat) is Not Achieving Deer Population Objectives 
	ISSUE 28: Effectiveness of Antlerless White-tailed Deer Special Permits in Northeast Washington 
	ISSUE 29: Extending the Late White-tailed Deer Season in Northeast Washington to Include the Sunday Before Thanksgiving 
	ISSUE 30: White-tailed Deer Antler Point Restriction in Northeast Washington 
	Issue 30: If an antler point restriction is implemented, would you suggest a 3 or 4 point restriction?
	ISSUE 34: Mule Deer Antler Point Restrictions 
	ISSUE 25: Allocate Hunting Opportunity in GMU 381 to Muzzleloaders Instead of Archers 
	ISSUE 33: Late Season Muzzleloader Opportunity for Mule Deer in the following Chelan County GMUs: 243 (Manson), 245 (Chiwawa), 246 (Slide Ridge), 247 (Entiat), 250 (Swakane), and 251 (Mission). 
	ISSUE 35A: GMUs Open for Muzzleloader General Season Deer Hunting 
	ISSUE 35B: Providing More Muzzleloader Deer Hunting Time 
	ISSUE 35C: Providing More Muzzleloader Elk Hunting Time 
	ISSUE 39: Management Alternatives for Bull Elk in GMUs 568 (Washougal), 574 (Wind River), 578 (West Klickitat), & 388 (Antler Restrictions) 
	ISSUE 40: Timing of Modern Firearm General Elk Season in the Yakima and Colockum Areas 
	ISSUE 71: Changing the Season Structure for GMUs 524 (Margaret) & 556 (Toutle) from Permit Only to General Season 
	ISSUE 45: Low Bull Survival in the Colockum Elk Herd 
	ISSUE 46: Reduce Antlerless Elk Hunting in Northeast Washington 
	ISSUE 47: Modern Firearm Elk General Season Length in Western Washington 
	ISSUE 69: Wild Turkey Early Fall Season Overlaps 
	ISSUE 70: Wild Turkey Late Fall Season from Permit Only to General Season Hunt 
	ISSUE 48: Bullet Types Allowed When Hunting with a Muzzleloader 
	ISSUE 49: Using Lead Shot for Hunting 
	ISSUE 51: Baiting Deer, Elk, & Other Big Game Animals 
	ISSUE 53: Hunting for Bear or Cougar During a Deer or Elk Season 
	ISSUE 54: Legal Shooting Hours When Big Game Hunting 
	ISSUE 57: Timing of the Big Game Hunting Pamphlet & Special Permit Applications 
	ISSUE 59: Applying for Permits with Low Chances of Being Drawn 
	ISSUE 61: Number of Hunt Choices Allowed When Submitting a Special Permit Application 
	ISSUE 66: Hunting in Urbanizing Areas 
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