















































































































































































































































From: Nathan Albertson

Sent: Sunday, June 18, 2017 12:50 AM

To: FWP Wildlife

Subject: Public Review and Comment Regarding “Furbearer and Trapping Regulations, Seasons and Quotas —
Proposed”

June 17, 2017
Dear Montana Fish, Wildlife, & Parks (MT FWP),

Please permit this letter to serve as my submission for public review and comment regarding “Furbearer and Trapping
Regulations, Seasons and Quotas — Proposed”.

Trapper Education Program and Mandatory Trapper Education:

In regards to MT FWP’s proposal to “establish a Trapper Education Program and Mandatory Trapper Education”
requirement taking effect in 2018, | support and urge the passing of this proposal, with one qualifier. The instructors of
said course should be active trappers, having successfully participated in trapping seasons in recent, prior years. The
substitution of Hunter Education Instructors as Trapper Education Instructors should not be considered. If the purpose
of this Trapper Education Program is to urge the use of modern techniques and provide education in regards to trapping,
the instructors must be required to have trapped in recent, prior trapping seasons.

Modifications:

In regards to MT FWP’s proposal to require “Modifications” to ground-set foothold traps, (specifically: center swivels,
an additional chain swivel, and jaws with minimum offset and thickness) | DO NOT support this measure at all. There are
several reasons why and they follow this paragraph. Please be aware, all of the information | quote or list in the
remainder of this correspondence is gleaned from either the MT FWP “Hunting Season/Quota Change Supporting
Information” (http://fwp.mt.gov/fwpDoc.htm|?id=81755) or the Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies’ (AFWA) “Best
Management Practices for Trapping in the United States” (http://www.fishwildlife.org/files/Introduction BMPs.pdf)
documents. All bold type is done by me to bring special attention to the words stated and has been added by myself as
emphasis.

Candid and Truthful Facts regarding MT FWP “Hunting Season/Quota Change Supporting Information”
and the AFWA “Best Management Practices for Trapping in the United States”:

The AFWA “Best Management Practices” (BMPs) are not clear-cut, one size fits all, blanket concepts or ideas to be
enacted as a state law to force trappers into one method or piece of equipment. This is clearly stated on page four, in
paragraphs three and four:

“Trapping BMPs are intended to be a practical tool for trappers, wildlife biologists, wildlife agencies and
anyone interested in improved traps and trapping systems. BMPs include technical recommendations from expert
trappers and biologists and a list of specifications of traps that meet or exceed BMP criteria. BMPs provide options,
allowing for discretion and decision making in the field when trapping furbearers in various regions of the United
States. They do not present a single choice that can or must be applied in all cases.”

“Trapping BMPs are recommendations to be implemented in a voluntary and educational approach.”



The MT FWP document referenced above was clearly written to favor and influence the reader to support the proposed
changes. However, that same MT FWP document is at best misleading and at worst an outright falsehood. On page six
of the MT FWP document it clearly states in the first paragraph under “Trap Modifications”:

“Montana currently has few regulations mandating the use of certain trap features that have been
scientifically demonstrated to reduce injury while maintain the trap’s ability to effectively restrain an
animal. Recognizing that these modern features maintain trap efficiency and improve animal comfort after capture,
many trappers voluntarily update or replace older traps.”

This sounds fine and yet that is not quite what the AFWA material states. The “efficiency” criteria is outlined on page
five of the AFWA document and it clearly states that their recommended BMPs were only required to attain an
“efficiency” of greater than sixty percent of the target animals held! If my traps only hold sixty percent of my target
animal, | would no longer own those traps and just about any other trapper in Montana would feel very similarly.

In reference to being “scientifically demonstrated to reduce injury” and improving “animal comfort after capture,” this is
an outright falsehood if MT FWP is applying this concept to all proposed trap modifications. The AFWA requirements for
evaluating a trap were based on a minimum of twenty of the target specimens for each trap evaluated. Thisis a
woefully small sample size and even with such a small sample size, with regards to the proposed modifications of
swivels, jaw thickness (or laminations) and offset jaws, the AFWA stated the following:

Swivels — (page nine)
“Proper swiveling is the key to preventing the chain or cable of an anchoring system
from binding at the stake, drag or grapple. This is important because it minimizes injury to
the captured animal, reduces fur damage and may prevent cable breakage.”

Jaw Thickness (Laminations) — (page ten)
“Expanding the trap jaw thickness with lamination or the addition of rubber pads
will increase the surface area of the jaw on a trapped animal’s foot and may influence
both animal injury and capture efficiency.”

Offset Jaws — (page ten)
“Offset jaw models allow spring levers on coil-spring traps and spring eyes on

longspring traps to close higher upon capture, thereby reducing the chance that the captured
animal will escape. In addition, clamping pressure is slightly reduced when levers are fully
raised which may improve animal welfare under some conditions.”

At best, the AFWA recommendations regarding “proper swiveling” states this “minimizes injury to the captured
animal”. The “scientific demonstration” was on an extremely small sample size and it is the ONLY place in which the
AFWA emphatically states that it will do so. With regards to jaw thickness (laminations) the AFWA states this “may
influence both animal injury and capture efficiency” yet it does not say in which way it would be

influenced. Additionally, with regards to offset jaws, the AFWA states these “may improve animal welfare under some
conditions”, but it goes nowhere near the standard of saying it will across the entire spectrum of animals captured.

In essence, there is a concerted effort by the drafters of the MT FWP “Hunting Season/Quota Change Supporting
Information” to skew the facts with regards to the information contained within the AFWA BMPs.

A Blanket Approach Does Not Work

As quoted above, the AFWA clearly states that BMPs “do not present a single choice that can or must be applied in all
cases”. The proposed changes with regards to swivels, jaw thickness, and offsets with regards to some species is
ludicrous. Requiring these modifications to traps regarding weasels, mink, marten, and raccoon is foolish at best. If one
increases the jaw thickness (weight and surface area of the trap jaws) one will also be required to increase the spring
leverage/pressure as well. And an offset jaw for weasels and raccoon, while it might occasionally hold some of these
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species, will often result in an empty, sprung trap! These proposed modifications cannot and should not be applied to
all land sets!

MT FWP Statistics Do Not Add Up

Throughout pages seven and eight of the MT FWP document, the low/high costs of these proposed modifications to
trappers are estimated. Swivels (50.35 - $1.50), jaw thickness ($1.00 - $3.00), and offset jaws with rounded edges ($5.00
- $35.00). In addition, MT FWP used a sample size of 5,000 licensed Montana trappers with an average of 20 traps (I
know many trappers in Montana, | do not know very many who only have 20 traps for their line) to configure their
economic impact cost estimations to trappers.

MT FWP estimated the economic impact to trappers to be between $350,000 and $2,300,000 dollars, and that would
include 57,000 hours of time modifying or replacing traps. Taking these figures alone, that would mean an average
investment by each licensed Montana trapper of between $70 - $460. This is presupposing the trapper does not have
to hire the work out and pay for the hourly wage of those working on his or her traps (and this does not include the 11.4
hours, average, each trapper would dedicate to making these changes).

Yet, in calculating MT FWPs own numbers, without counting the compensation for time spent making modifications, this
mathematical analysis does not add up! If 5,000 licensed Montana trappers had to modify 20 traps (as per the
parameters presented by MT FWP) to meet the modification criteria outlined in their proposal, that would be a cost
(again, by the parameters estimated and presented by MT FWP) of $6.35 - $39.50 per trap. By MT FWPs own numbers,
this would actually result in an economic impact to Montana trappers of between $635,000 - $3,950,000! That is a far
cry from the estimated numbers presented by MT FWP and still does not include the time invested in making
modifications.

Trying to Satisfy Those Who Refuse to Be Satisfied With Trapping

The most outlandish portion of these proposed modification requirements can be found in the MT FWP “Interested
Persons” letter, under “Furbearer and Trapping Regulations, Seasons and Quotas — Proposed”, the number two point,
which states in part:

“Persons trapping for purposes of livestock or property protection would be exempt from
these requirements”.

In other words, by my interpretation, this is simply a nuanced way of saying those trapping on private land will
essentially be exempted from being required to make these proposed trap modifications were they to become
required. The Montana Wilderness Association claims that roughly seventy-one percent of Montana is privately
owned. Those of us who trap the remaining twenty-nine percent of public land will be required to make these
modifications if these proposals are adopted.

So, if those who are trapping for purposes of livestock and property protection are exempted from these trap
modifications, how in the world would this meet the number two objective of the Summary of Approach on page nine of
MT FWP “Hunting Season/Quota Change Supporting Information” which states:

“The objective of this proposal is to improve Montana’s trapping program, reduce non-target captures,
improved animal welfare, and increased involvement in and support for trapping in Montana, by requiring
mandatory trapper education and improving traps by using the latest scientific information from the Association
of Fish and Wildlife Agencies’ trapping Best Management Practices. A side benefit will be to better
articulate and incorporate into regulation Montana’s ethical standards and practices associated with trapping.”

Are we expected to believe MT FWP is so overwhelmingly concerned with an animal’s welfare in a trap that essentially
only those of us trapping on roughly twenty-nine percent of Montana lands must follow these BMPs, which were



originally conceived (as referenced earlier in this letter) to be implemented on a voluntary basis! Where is MT FWPs
concern for those animals in traps on roughly the other seventy-one percent of Montana lands?

Additionally, reading on in the “Summary of Approach” in measuring success, these trap modifications are expected to
reduce non-target captures, improve animal welfare, and increase involvement in and support for trapping in Montana.
Trapping is supported in Montana and that proof is in the fact that we have had multiple ballot initiatives in the past ten
years outlawing trapping and Montana voters have consistently voted no on those measures. In addition, recent
legislative sessions have tried on several fronts to improve protections for Montana trappers and the biggest obstacle
has been Governor Bullock refusing to sign bills into law, which have come across his desk with a majority support from
the Montana Congress! Individual trappers know best how to help improve the welfare of trapped animals and they do
so under their own ethical and moral guidelines, something you cannot possibly legislate. And, the majority of non-
target captures most Montana trappers contend with are domestic dogs which have escaped the control of irresponsible
owners, something trap modifications cannot remedy! The proposed measure of success is simply an unreasonable
expectation waiting to disappoint.

The bottom line is that regardless of what trap modifications MT FWP tries to forcefully implement on Montana
trappers, no trap modification in the world will win over the opinion of anti-trappers to favor or support trapping in
Montana. That is a losing proposition in which we as trappers pay the price!

In addition, two years ago, MT FWP made concessions to lynx supporters in an effort to appease their concerns with
regards to lynx capture. That lawsuit settlement was made possible by the fact that MT FWP had failed to secure the
required permits from United States Fish Wildlife Services in case of an accidental take of a lynx and MT FWP had no
other recourse than to concede or risk losing bobcat trapping in portions of Montana. Many trappers in the “Lynx
Protection Zone” (incidentally, also only applicable to public land trappers, not private land trappers) were required to
modify and acquire new traps to meet the stipulations of those lawsuits (2015). Now, after recently surviving a recent
attempt to stop trapping by a ballot initiative (2016), MT FWP decides it is a good time to require Montana Trappers to
again modify and acquire new traps by 2019, in an effort to win over the hearts and minds of anti-trappers who will not
accept our chosen sport?

Summary

In reading between the lines on this trap modification proposal, it is quite clear that factions within MT FWP have gone
to great lengths to misrepresent the facts of the AFWA BMPs and their purpose. In addition, MT FWP is trying to
implement the BMPs in a way in which they were never meant to function, as a blanket approach to all land sets. Doing
so would negatively impact the number of animals taken by trappers every year and it would not always be best for the
animal being trapped. In compiling the economic impact numbers of this proposal, there has been a serious error made
as to how much these proposed trap modifications would negatively impact Montana trappers. Last but not least, the
reasoning behind these proposed trap modifications, which supposes to be in the interest of animal welfare, would only
be applicable to a limited minority of Montana lands being trapped. Instead, if one is to read between the lines of the
proposal, it appears to be intended to hamper and severely limit the ability of Montana trappers to approach each trap
and scenario individually and to leverage their experience and knowledge to trap their chosen quarry in the most
efficient way possible (to include limiting injury to the trapped animal). This all appears to be in an attempt to gain favor
with the anti-trapping crowd who are an especially vocal minority in the State of Montana!

These proposed trap modifications can easily be presented in Trapper Education Programs and the individual trappers
can choose for themselves what is best for their trapline. | wholly and fully support such a Trapper Education Program
and look forward to enrolling in the first local program in the Eureka area.

| cannot and do not wish to see, nor can | recommend for adoption, the proposed trap modifications presented by the
MT FWP. Not only are they not needed, these are decisions that should be made by the individual trappers involved in
the individual scenarios in which they are trapping on a consistent basis. These need to be decisions left for the
individual trapper to make, not the MT FWP!



Sincerely,

Nathan Albertson
Eureka, MT 59917



From: Barbara Booher

Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 9:14 AM
To: FWP Wildlife
Subject: Furbearer trapping regulations

My name is Barbara Booher, a native Montanan, and my comment is that | want FWP to join the
rest of the nation in adopting a 24 hour trap check regulation. This regulation should be in place
in any and all youth trapping education. In 2005, the International Association of Fish and
Wildlife Agencies published a Trapper Education Manual that urges trappers to “make a
commitment to check your traps at least once every day” in order to reduce suffering, more
quickly release non-target animals, and actually improve success (by, for example, reducing the
chance of predation on an animal caught in a trap). It is imperative that teaching have some
generally accepted standard on which to base education. Unfortunately, Montana remains one
of the last states in the country that does not require traps to be checked with any regularity
(except those set for wolves and, in some places, bobcats). This is a problem because studies
have shown that the longer an animal spends alive in a trap, the more severe its injuries can
become, and the lower the likelihood that “non-target” animals will be able to be released alive.
As a non-consumptive consumer of our public lands, I am disappointed that the FWP cares only
about trappers and not the rest of the tax paying public. Wildlife and the public land on which it
resides belongs to us ALL not just to trappers. Where are our needs and opinions represented on
the FWP commission? NO WHERE! No representation of the non-consumptive public land user
by the FWP commission is not an acceptable or sustainable condition.

Submitted by,
Barbara E. Booher

Troy, MT 59935



From: Claudia Lippincott

Sent: Monday, July 03, 2017 5:40 PM
To: FWP Wildlife

Subject:

Please pose a limit on time regarding checking "live-Traps". Less than 12 hours would be appropriate. thank
you.



From: Claudia Lippincott

Sent: Monday, July 03, 2017 5:29 PM
To: FWP Wildlife

Subject:

Please check traps before 24 hours...



From: Connie Poten

Sent: Sunday, July 16, 2017 12:33 PM
To: FWP Wildlife
Subject: Comments re trapping regs and otter quota

Dear Commissioners, Director Williams and FWP Staff,

Please find comments below from Footloose Montana regarding the trapping proposals and increase in otter
quota. I've sent this through the FWP website as well, but please use this copy because the links are live, and
don't seem to be through the website.

Also, can you let me know how people can see all comments? Will they be posted somewhere on the FWP
website? Many thanks.

Sincerely,
Connie Poten

TO: Fish, Wildlife and Parks

RE: Quota Change Supporting Information, 2017

Date: July 16, 2017

FROM: FOOTLOOSE MONTANA

Footloose Montana, representing anglers, hunters, recreationalists, wildlife watchers and concerned citizens,
appreciates the opportunity to comment on the proposed change in regulations. Our comments refer strictly to
recreational and commercial trapping, not trapping for health and safety, or for the protection of property and
livestock, or for science and conservation.

Footloose Montana welcomes any effort to make the practice of trapping more humane. However, candidly, we
submit that the effort to make an antiquated and brutal practice “more humane” is a difficult undertaking at
best.—

Addressing FWP’s Introductory Material

1. Page 2: The trap modification will impact trappers “on the order of $350,000 - $2.3 million”
and “approximately 57,000 hours of time modifying or replacing traps.”



This statement is repeated many times, but there seems to be no reliable basis for these numbers. The
total number of trappers is unknown because there is no license requirement for trapping predators and non-
game animals. Wolf trappers were not included in cost/time estimates either.

According to national statistics (http://www.fishwildlife.org/filess AFWA-FINAL-TRAPPING-
Report.pdf), the average trapper owns approximately 200 traps, of which 112 are footholds. That adds up to
560,000 licensed foothold traps. If you add half as many traps to include wolf trappers and a guesstimate of
non-licensed trappers, it adds up to 840,000 traps. This changes time spent modifying traps to about 4 minutes
per trap--hardly a big impact. Also, it is stated that many trappers already have these modifications, throwing
the numbers off again.

As for the cost—spanning $350,000 to $2.3 million—there is no data to support this “impact.” The
number of trappers is unknown and many trappers already have made modifications. FWP would better simply
acknowledge that the information necessary to accurately estimate impacts does not exist.

2. Page 2: ... “trapping is integral to managing many Montana wildlife populations.”

This statement is simply not true of recreational and commercial trapping, the main focus of these
proposed regulations. In fact, trapping is managed solely as recreation, not wildlife management, according to
retired FWP furbearer coordinator Brian Giddings. Trapping is indiscriminate and unreliable as a management
tool. It has been found ineffective for disease control because only healthy animals are lured to bait. The
collateral damage—the death by starvation of offspring of trapped lactating females—is a significant yet
immeasurable consequence of recreational and commercial trapping, undermining any possible management
benefit. For controlling coyotes, trapping actually causes increased
populations. http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2016/08/coyote-america-dan-flores-history-science/

3. Page 2: “Itis also a valued economic and recreational activity...”

Actually, in direct contrast to this assertion, trapping does not contribute significantly to Montana’s
economy. Instead, it is a drain. Trappers say they lose money or are lucky to cover their gas costs; they do it
out of “passion.” Recent numbers prove this true. The 2016-17 Montana Fur Auction results brought in less
than $75,000 gross profit to the trappers. Costs of vehicles, gas, MTA Auction fees, traps and gear make
trapping an expensive hobby; trap lines can be hundreds of miles long, covering many drainages. Trapping
brings the state about $61,000 in license fees, far less than the cost of one employee. Wildlife watching, by
contrast, is a significant part of Montana’s economy. But recreational trapping vastly reduces the chances of
seeing and hearing wildlife. Instead, people head for the national parks. Four major timber projects have been
shut down in three Montana National Forests because these forests contain habitat for the endangered
Ilynx. Trapping is one of the main reasons lynx are on the endangered species list. This impact on the timber
industry is a big loss to Montana’s economy in jobs and
revenue. http://cdn.ca9.uscourts.gov/datastore/opinions/2015/06/17/13-35624.pdf

Trapping is a “valued recreational activity” for the mere 0.005% of Montanans who are licensed
trappers, but for the vast majority of people who labor and recreate on Montana’s landscape, traps cast a
dangerous pall, turning outings into nightmares when pets or livestock including horses are trapped. People
have been severely injured due to traps as well.



4. Page 2: *“...Public support is ... rooted...in the belief that regulations are science-based with
broad compliance.”

There is no proof that these regulations are science-based. In fact, to illustrate the state’s non-scientific
decision-making regarding trapping, Chief Federal District Judge Dana Christensen read a statement for the
record that Montana withdrew its support for listing the wolverine as endangered “so that trapping could
continue.”

The rate of compliance with FWP’s regulations is unknowable. It is logistically impossible to monitor
the tens of thousands of hidden traps on Montana’s landscape. Only one-third of licensed trappers return
surveys to FWP. The indiscriminate, data-thin nature of trapping undermines any claims of a scientific
basis. It’s impossible to know how many animals are trapped, but government trapper Dick Randall has
submitted testimony to Congress that for every target animal kept, two non-targets are discarded:

“The leg-hold trap ... is probably the most cruel device ever invented by man and is a direct
cause of inexcusable destruction and waste of our wildlife,” wrote Dick Randall, a former federal
trapper, in a statement to Congress in 1975.

“Even though | was an experienced, professional trapper, my trap victims often included non-
target species such as bald and golden eagles, a variety of hawks and other birds, rabbits, sage
grouse, pet dogs, deer and antelope, badger, porcupine, sheep and calves....”

“My trapping records show that for each target animal I trapped, about two unwanted
individuals were caught,” Randall wrote. “Because of trap injuries, these non-target species usually
had to be destroyed.”

--Excerpted from "Long struggles in leg-hold device make for gruesome deaths,” by Tom Knudson,
McClatchy Newspapers, May 16, 2012.

Addressing Montana’s Proposed Trapper Education Course

Regarding recreational and commercial trapping, ethical and humane trapping is nothing more than an
oxymoron. In past wolf trapping classes, “ethics” consisted in part of teaching people how to treat the pelts so
as not to damage them. In reality, we and hundreds of thousands of Montanans fail to see anything humane or
ethical about trapping today, especially with no mandatory trap-check time limit. Animals in traps struggle in
pain and panic; they are subjected to predators, dehydration, freezing temperatures with no escape but to chew
off their feet or wring off entire limbs, resulting in a miserable, slow death. Those who are found alive are
stomped to crush their lungs or beaten to death with clubs so as not to damage their fur. Trappers who
photograph or take potshots at terrified trapped animals are advised against that practice because of its negative
impact on trapping’s image, not because it is wrong or unethical.

Pope and Young’s first rule is: “The term “Fair Chase’ shall not include the taking of animals under the
follow conditions: Helpless in a trap, deep snow or water, or on ice.” https://pope-young.org/fairchase/




Fair chase means knowing one’s target, having respect for wildlife, not using technology that would
give unfair advantage, not causing waste, and quick dispatch of the
animal. https://legendarchery.com/blogs/archery-bowhunting-blog/15596096-is-bowhunting-ethical.

Trapping adheres to none of these essential ethics. There are no words or illusions that can change this
truth.

It is stated that field experience is the most valuable part of teaching. Allowing children older than the

age of 13 to be instructors after taking an online course negates this claim, adding to the cynical appearance of
this education effort.

Addressing Trap Modifications

These modifications do not reduce non-target captures, nor do they stop animals from suffering to the
point of chewing off their feet or wringing off entire limbs. The swivels may reduce the number of animals
who drag the trap away with them, but this helps the trapper, not the trapped. The laminated, offset jaws help
reduce damage to the fur and may reduce impacts on blood flow. But the animal will still be beaten or crushed
to death when the trapper arrives, at his or her convenience. This does not stop self-mutilation and/or a slow,
terrifying death in any case.

“The leg-hold trap ... is probably the most cruel device ever invented by man and is a direct
cause of inexcusable destruction and waste of our wildlife.”

--Dick Randall, former federal trapper, statement to Congress, 1975.

None of these modifications change the facts of Randall’s experience and statement.

Addressing Quota Increase for Trapping Otter

“The proposal to increase the Regions 1 and 2 otter per-person take and possession limit from 2 to
3 is a better match opportunity with the distribution of trapping.”

River otters were trapped to extirpation and were reintroduced in Montana and 20 other states. The
Montana population is further hindered by habitat destruction. Darin Newton leads his University of Montana
2012 PhD thesis, Northern River Otter Population Assessment and Connectivity in Western Montana, with this
first sentence: “Northern river otters (Lontra canadensis) are elusive and difficult to monitor, and little is
known about their movement patterns or how populations are structured on the landscape.”

http://scholarworks.umt.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1728&context=etd

In Ana E. Dronket-Egnew’s University of Montana 1991 Masters Thesis, River otter population status
and habitat use in Northwestern Montana, she notes the rare occurrence of otters in Region 1. Her

recommendations include:
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1. Mandatory carcass collection within 48 hours of capture;
2. The requirement that trappers carry a shield board to release otters captured over the 1 otter limit;
3. No trapping on sloughs and ponds in the Flathead River Valley;

4. All furbearer trapping seasons closed after 1 March or live-trapping only for beaver to avoid
trapping lactating female otters;

5. Implementing a measure initiated in Britain where “owners of riparian areas have voluntarily
agreed to manage their lands as “havens” for river otters interspersed with legally protected nature
reserves.

http://scholarworks.umt.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=5697 &context=etd

These research papers make it clear that little is know about otters except for the fact that they have not
reached a minimum population level that justifies raising the quota. Rather, these theses make a case for
severely restricting or ending recreational trapping of otters.

FWP’s quota increase proposal focuses on opportunities for the trapper without sufficient knowledge of
the species. The lack of scientific data coupled with the reduction of suitable habitat for otters makes a quota
increase an injurious step backwards in otter recovery. We urge you to consider Ms. Dronket-Egnew’s
recommendations and to not increase the quota.

Conclusion

While we appreciate all efforts to reduce the cruelty of trapping and make our landscape safe from these
devices for people, stock, pets and wildlife, we find that these proposals have deleterious effects on these
issues.

Footloose Montana encourages a more intensive review of Montana’s trapping regulations with input
from a wide variety of interest groups. Leaving trapping reform to trappers ignores the vast segments of
Montana’s population who view trapping as an outdated, barbarous and cruel vestige of our past. It also leaves
out independent wildlife biologists and others who study and experience Montana’s wildlife and
landscape. Without a broad base, trapping reform efforts are destined to produce superficial results.

Again, thank you very much for the opportunity to comment.

Respectfully submitted,



Connie Poten

Footloose Montana

Missoula, MT 59807

Constance J. Poten

Missoula, MT 59802

DISCLAIMER:

This e-mail is only intended for the person(s) to whom it is addressed and may contain confidential information. If you
have received this e-mail in error, please notify us immediately by reply e-mail and then delete this message from your
system. Please do not copy it or use it for any purposes, or disclose its contents to any other person without permission
from its author. Thank you for your cooperation.



From: Leonard Stastny

Sent: Tuesday, July 04, 2017 8:57 PM

To: FWP Wildlife

Subject: Re 2017-18 Furbearing and Trapping REgulations

| support the trapping initiative supporting that trappers check
their trap lines every day to alleviate the suffering animals endure
when caught in cruel steel traps.

Further more, | wish to point out something which so many of
you humans don't seem to understand—and that is:

All animals enjoy their lives and want to continue living their
lives just as you and I. They are harming now no one. And the
cruelty of trapping them for their fur is barbaric.

Suppose you were walking along and have a giant steel trap
snap on you leg breaking it—the shock would no doubt make
you pass out in shock. Then reduce you a whimpering panic
totally afraid of everything. After hours of pain—realizing the only
way to free yourself is to check your leg off—you begin chewing
you leg off before the barbarian who set the trap comes to club
you to death.

Trappers are not only cruel barbarians they are insensitive
brutes who ought not be counted as human.

In this age of manufacturing textiles resembling fur there is no
good reason to torment animals in this most human fashion
anymore. Humans suck—really suck and trapping ought be
banned from the face of this planet.

Regards:
Leonard Stastny

Missoula, Montana 59808
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