AGENDA
Game, Fish, and Parks Commission
Wednesday, July 1, 2015
Thursday, July 2, 2015
RedRossa Convention Center
808 W Sioux Avenue, Pierre, SD

Call to order 1 PM CDT

Division of Administration

Action items:
1. Approve minutes of the June 2014 meeting
http://afp.sd.gov/agency/commission/archive/2015/June/June2015Minutes.pdf
2. Additional Commissioner Salary Days
3. License List Requests

Information item:
4. Notification of lien filing

Proposals
5. Duck Hunting Season
6. Goose Hunting Season

2 PM Public Hearing

Finalizations
7. Antelope Hunting Season
8. Fall Turkey Hunting Season
9. Early fall Canada goose Hunting Season
10. Custer State Park hunting restrictions

Open Forum

Division of Parks and Recreation
Action item:
11. Custer State Park private cabin transfer
Information items:
12. Good Earth State Park update
13. Parks Reservation System update
14. June storm damage
15. Parks Revenue and Camping Reservations
16. Miscellaneous updates

Division of Wildlife

Action ltem:
17. 2016 Elk raffle license

This agenda subject to change without prior notice.
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Information items:

18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26,
2r.

Adjourn

Land Acquisitions update

Antelope survey and populations

Brook Brown Boating Safety Officer Award
Update on AIS activities

Mussel survey/inventory

Elk habitat conditions

Waterfow! season setting schedule
Habitat and access on private land
License sales update

Miscellaneous updates

Next meeting information:
August 6-7, 2015, Aberdeen Americinn
301 Centennial Street, Aberdeen, SD

This agenda subject to change without prior notice.



Minutes of the Game, Fish, and Parks Commission
June 4-5, 2015

Chairman Cooper called the meeting to order at 8:02 a.m. CDT at the Ramkota
RiverCentre in Pierre, South Dakota. Commissioners John Cooper, Cathy Peterson,
Barry Jensen, Gary Jensen, Duane Sather, W. Scott Phillips, and H. Paul Dennert were
present. Commissioner Jim Spies was absent. Department Secretary Kelly R. Hepler
was present along with approximately forty public, staff, and media.

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATION

Approve Minutes

Chairman Cooper called for additions or corrections to the May 7-8, 2015,
minutes or a motion for approval.

Motion by Peterson with second by Dennert TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF
THE MAY 7-8, 2015, MEETING AS PRESENTED. Motion carried unanimously.

Additional Commissioner Salary Days

Chairman Cooper called for additional salary days by requesting two days for a
Prairie Potholes meeting and tour near Leola, South Dakota.

Motion by Gary Jensen with second by Barry Jensen TO APPROVE THE
ADDITIONAL SALARY DAYS AS REQUESTED BY COOPER. Motion carried
unanimously.

License list requests

Director Chris Petersen presented a license list request from Dave Ciani of High
Prairie Lodge & Outfitters, Whitewood, South Dakota. The request is for a list of the
2015 non-resident waterfowl license holders to promote his lodge and business and is a
full fee request.

Motion by Sather with second by Gary Jensen TO APPROVE THE LICENSE
LIST REQUEST FROM DAVE CIANI AS PRESENTED. Motion carried unanimously.

FY16 Budget

Director Petersen provided the updated FY 16 Budget for the Department that
reflected the salary package approved by the 2015 Legislature. The information
included the impact on the budget authority, health insurance, insurance on state
buildings, and the number of full time employees (FTE). Petersen indicated the
Department overall FY16 Budget is $83,554,451 with 568.4 FTE and breaks down with
the Division of Administration budget at $3,327,793 with 20.1 FTE; Division of Parks
and Recreation Operations Budget at $22,273,361 with 244.2 FTE; Parks Capitol
Development Budget at $8,212,500; the Division of Wildlife Budget at $47,239,618 with
295 FTE; Wildlife Capitol Development Budget of $1,130,000; and the Snowmobile
Trails Budget of $1,371,179 with 9.1 FTE.
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Director Petersen indicated the Division of Wildlife Operations Budget and
Capitol Development Budget along with the Snowmobile Trails Budget require
Commission action and requested approval of the three budgets as presented.

Motion by Barry Jensen with second by Sather TO APPROVE THE DIVISION
OF WILDLIFE OPERATIONS BUDGET OF $47,239,618; THE DIVISION OF WILDLIFE
CAPITOL DEVELOPMENT BUDGET OF $1,130,000; AND THE SNOWMOBILE
TRAILS BUDGET OF $1,371.719 AS PRESENTED. Motion carried unanimously.

Secretary Kelly Hepler provided an update from the Commission Governance
meeting in May indicating processes are in development to assist with active and
effective involvement of the public. The development of work groups for management
plans are underway; and he recommended the forming of a Commission Budget
Committee to assist with the FY 17 Budget process scheduled to begin in July.

Later in the day, Chairman Cooper indicated he had visited with Commissioners
Peterson and Gary Jensen at the lunch break and appointed the Chairman Cooper,
Vice Chairman Peterson, and Gary Jensen to the Commission Budget Committee.

Chairman Cooper provided an update on the Fire Bill U. S. Senator Thune
introduced regarding prescribed burns and that discussions are ongoing. Cooper
indicated a formal letter of comment has been prepared for when the comment period
opens regarding this Fire Bill.

OPEN FORUM

Chairman Cooper opened the meeting for comments from the public about
matters other than items listed on the agenda under Finalizations. No persons came
forward.

PROPOSALS

Archery Antelope Hunting Season

Chad Switzer presented the season dates, open area, licenses, requirements,
and restrictions for the Archery Antelope Hunting Season including five years of harvest
and success information. There were no recommended changes from the Department
and the season would remain the same for two years unless extenuating circumstances
require Commission action for change next year. No action was required or taken.

Firearm Antelope Hunting Season

Switzer presented the season dates, open area, licenses, requirements, and
restrictions for the Antelope Hunting Season along with harvest and success rates for
five years. Switzer indicated the aerial survey would be completed by June 15 and
information will be presented next month. Recommended changes were to adjust the
number of licenses primarily in Pennington, Fall River, and Perkins counties. These
changes would begin the two-year rotation to review this season.
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1. Offer resident hunters 75 more one-tag licenses (75 tags) and 125 more two-tag licenses
(250 tags) than 2014.

2. Offer nonresident hunters 1 more one-tag license (1 tag) and 5 more two-tag licenses (10
tags) than 2014.

Motion by Phillips with second by Dennert TO PROPOSE CHANGES TO
ANTELOPE HUNTING SEASON AS RECOMMENDED. Motion carried unanimously.

Custer State Park Antelope Hunting Season

Switzer shared the season, dates, licenses, requirements, and restrictions for the
Custer State Park Antelope Hunting Season along with harvest and success
information. There were no recommended changes to the season and no action was
required or taken.

Sage Grouse Hunting Season

Chad Switzer stated the Sage Grouse Hunting Season is currently closed and
then provided the Sage Grouse Lek Survey Results since 1990. Switzer indicated there
were no recommended changes to the season. Discussion about the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service status on a decision to list the Sage Grouse as threatened or
endangered later this year. No action was needed and no action was taken.

Fall Turkey Hunting Season

Switzer presented the season dates, licenses and areas, requirements and
restrictions along with five years of harvest and success rates for the Fall Turkey
Hunting Season. Switzer indicated the Wild Turkey Management plan revisions are
underway. The recommended changes included an adjustment of licenses and to
modify the boundary of Unit NE1. Discussion began about depredation, sports groups
concerns about the population and the fall season, and recruitment. Action was deferred
until Friday morning to allow staff and Commission time to consider modifying the
number of Black Hills licenses.

On Friday morning, the Commission returned to the Fall Turkey Hunting Season
and Tom Kirschenmann referenced the map showing the fall turkey units; and stated
that landowners on the east and north side of the Black Hills Fire Protection District and
the east side of Custer State Park have depredation issues. All tools including trap and
transfer of turkeys and directing turkey hunters to these areas are being utilized.
Kirschenmann provided history of the reduction of licenses available in the Black Hills
Unit 1.

-

Offer 100 more one-tag licenses for resident hunters on the East River Prairie Units.

2. Modify Unit NE1 to include those portions of Marshall County south and east of South Dakota
State Highway 25 and north of South Dakota State Highway 10 and Roberts County north of
South Dakota State Highway 10 (see attached map).

3. Offer 250 fewer one-tag licenses for resident hunters (500) and 20 fewer non-resident (40)

one-tag "any turkey” licenses in unit BH1.

Motion by Dennert with second by Sather TO PROPOSE THE ABOVE
CHANGES TO FALL WILD TURKEY HUNTING SEASON. Motion carried unanimously.
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Youth Waterfowl Hunting Season

Chief Tom Kirschenmann presented the season dates, open area, daily limit,
possession limit, requirements, and restrictions for the Youth Waterfowl Hunting
Season. The Department had no recommended changes. No action was needed or
taken.

Early Fall Canada Goose Hunting Season

This proposal was held until after Finalizations. Chief Kirschenmann presented
the season dates, open area, daily limit, possession limit, requirements, and restrictions.
The recommended change modifies boundaries providing a metro unit to assist with
Canada goose issues and was developed by working with the City of Sioux Falls and
airport personnel to define this area.

Amend 41:06:16:07 to modify the boundaries of Units 1 and 2 by adding those portions of Lincoln
and Minnehaha counties within a line beginning at the junction of the South Dakota-Minnesota
state line and Minnehaha County Highway 122 (254th Street) west to its junction with Minnehaha
County Highway 149 (464th Avenue), south on Minnehaha County Highway 149 (464th Avenue)
to Hartford, then south on Minnehaha County Highway 151 (463rd Avenue) to State Highway 42,
east on State Highway 42 to State Highway 17, south on State Highway 17 to its junction with
Lincoln County Highway 116 (Klondike Road), and east on Lincoln County Highway 116
(Klondike Road) to the South Dakota-lowa state line, then north along the South Dakota-lowa and
South Dakota-Minnesota border to the point of beginning, to Unit 2.

Motion by Peterson with second by Gary Jensen TO PROPOSE CHANGES TO
EARLY FALL CANADA GOOSE HUNTING SEASON AS RECOMMENDED. Motion
carried unanimously.

Threatened and Endangered Species Listings

Eileen Dowd-Stukel presented a PowerPoint on the assessment and delisting
process (see later in these minutes). Chief Tom Kirschenmann presented the
recommended change to remove the bald eagle from the state list of threatened birds.
The management goal for bald eagles in South Dakota is 25 active nests per year for 5
years. Currently, the estimated number of active nests in South Dakota is 140-150 using
nest monitoring and aerial surveys since 2012; and this is a conservative estimate
because some nests are in remote locations and cannot be monitored.

Kirschenmann stated that should the Commission accept the recommended
change the requirements for public notice for this change is a 30-day public comment
period, and there are not enough days before the next meeting, so final action on this
would come before the Commission at the August meeting.

- Remove the bald eagle from the list of state threatened birds (41:10:02:02).

Motion by Sather with second by Phillips TO PROPOSE CHANGES TO STATE
THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES LISTINGS AS RECOMMENDED.
Motion carried unanimously.

Custer State Park Road Restrictions
Matt Snyder presented current regulations for hunting restrictions for elk and
deer near roads and buildings within Custer State Park. The recommended change will
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assist with the preservation of watchful wildlife for the visiting public and will keep the
hunters off the road potentially deterring the animals away from the roads in the park.
This change will address any potential conflict from the public watching the wildlife or
witnessing a hunter take an animal from the road. The recommended change will
standardize the restriction for hunting adjacent to roadways in Custer State Park to 200
yards for all big game: antelope, deer, elk, and turkey.

Amend 41:06:07:10 as follows: Hunting restrictions near roads and buildings. With the following
exception, the area within the boundaries of Custer State Park is open to hunting during any open
season. No person may hunt any big game species within 200 yards of any public access road or
building in Custer State Park.

Motion by Dennert with second by Barry Jensen TO PROPOSE CHANGES TO
CUSTER STATE PARK RESTRICTIONS AS RECOMMENDED. Motion carried
unanimously.

DIVISION OF PARKS AND RECREATION

Lewis and Clark Resort Concession Lease

Sean Blanchette indicated that the owners of Lewis and Clark Resort, Jeff and-
Judy Wahl, have submitted their intent to sell the resort and relinquish their rights in the
concession lease. In accordance with the 1990 version of the Concession Lease rules
to which the current lease is subject, they have established their sale price for the
facilities and personal property at $3,707,262. Blanchette provided history of the current
concession lease, past improvements, current level of services, current lease fees, and
a description of the buildings and personal property that would be included for sale in
the prospectus.

Blanchette indicated that the Department has developed a prospectus for the
sale of the resort assets and the issuance of a new concession lease. The
recommended terms of the draft concession lease are to carry forward the existing
levels of service and maintenance responsibilities, a continuation of the current lease
fee structure of a 5% Franchise Fee and a 3% Promotion Fee with the addition of a 2%
Repair and Maintenance Reserve.

Blanchette also presented a settlement agreement between the Department and
the concessionaire. The Settlement Agreement details the terms of sale that all
interested parties would have to agree to in response to the prospectus, and contains
an asset list and list of intangibles to remain with the future resort operator after the
sale.

Blanchette recommended the approval of the settlement agreement and the
authorization to advertise the prospectus based on the terms and conditions of the draft
lease as discussed with the Commission. Discussion included improvements and
current condition of facilities and grounds.

Motion by Gary Jensen with second by Peterson TO APPROVE THE
SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT WITH JEFF AND JUDY WAHL OF LEWIS AND CLARK
RESORT CONCESSION AND TO GIVE THE DEPARTMENT AUTHORIZATION
ADVERTISE THE PROSPECTUS AS RECOMMENDED. Motion carried unanimously.

93



Mt. Rushmore Trail EIS

Director Doug Hofer shared that the “scope of work” to conduct an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) to develop a spur trail from the Mickelson Trail to Mt. Rushmore
has been completed and agreed upon by the U.S. Forest Service and the U.S. Park
Service. Hofer outlined the funding for the EIS and that a contract with consultant, HDR,
is in final form and in Denver awaiting approval from the U.S. Forest Service. The U.S.
Forest Service will have oversight of the project and work will begin upon approval of
the contract.

Good Earth State Park update
Director Hofer indicated the Good Earth State Park update would be provided at
the July meeting.

Parks Revenue and Camping Reservations

Director Hofer stated the January to May 2015 Revenue is up 3% while camping
reservation revenue is up 6% with the busy months of June, July, and August still
ahead. Camping occupancy is up 11% over the same January to May months in 2014,
probably due to the mild March and April weather.

Miscellaneous updates

Hofer reminded the Commission about the Fort Sisseton celebration and that
Secretary Hepler and Lt. Governor Michels would be attending the celebration and flag
dedication ceremony.

DIVISION OF WILDLIFE

Adopt the Black Hills fisheries management plans

Chief John Lott provided a brief history of the process used to develop the Black
Hills stream and reservoirs management plans and the public comment period. Lott
believes there is a need to engage the public to assist with the objectives and to
develop and implement the plan. Plan overviews were handed out and will be posted on
the website. Commissioner comments included public perception, a good process, and
a good product and plan.

Motion by Gary Jensen with second by Phillips TO APPROVE THE FISHERIES
MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR BLACK HILLS STREAMS 2015-2019 and THE
FISHERIES MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR BLACK HILLS RESERVOIRS 2015-2019.
Motion carried unanimously.

Mountain Lion Plan Extension

Chief Tom Kirschenmann presented the Mountain Lion Management Plan with
history indicating the current plan was revised in 2010; and was a very comprehensive
plan. The changes and additions to the plan since 2010 were outlined including the
population goal, harvest strategies, access, permits, research, education of staff and
public, and public input.
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Kirschenmann stated that looking forward to current development of
management plans and the need for a comprehensive deer management plan; the
Department requested the Commission consider a two-year extension of the current
mountain lion management plan through 2017. The opportunity to modify the plan
according to current conditions remains in place as it is now. Kirschenmann indicated
the president of the Prairie Hills Audubon Society is aware of this request.

Motion by Barry Jensen with second by Peterson TO APPROVE THE TWO-
YEAR EXTENSION OF THE MOUNTAIN LION MANAGEMENT PLAN THROUGH
2017 AS REQUESTED. Motion carried unanimously.

Depredation Hunts Resolutions

Keith Fisk presented Resolution 15-05 for Commission consideration to continue
allowing depredation hunts for deer, antelope, and turkey as needed to assist
landowners for the next three years. Fisk provided background and history of the pool of
hunters contacted and used for these hunts. The resolution provides guidelines for the
use of the depredation pool permits authorized by the Secretary of Game, Fish, and
Parks or his designee. Discussion included the number of permits for the different
species in this resolution and a modification was made to add ‘per species’ in the
parenthesis in paragraph four.

Motion by Dennert with second by Sather TO APPROVE RESOLUTION 15-05
AS MODIFIED (Appendix A). Motion carried unanimously.

Keith Fisk presented Resolution 15-06 for Commission consideration to allow the
use of elk depredation hunts utilizing licensed elk hunters that were unsuccessful in the
problem areas with a focused approach to the problem. This approach works well for
hunters and landowners within the Prairie Unit.

Motion by Sather with second by Barry Jensen TO APPROVE RESOLUTION 15-
06 AS PRESENTED (Appendix B). Motion carried unanimously.

Land Acquisitions

Paul Coughlin presented information on a potential land acquisition in Yankton
County to add 175 acres containing 80-90 acres of wilderness to the Uimer Game
Production Area with expected closing in December of 2015.

Coughlin shared information on a potential purchase of 160 acres in Day County
for a Game Production Area with possible closing in August 2015.

Coughlin shared the desire to dispose of two tracts of property totaling half an
acre on Clear Lake in Marshall County due to encroachment issues. The adjacent lot
owners have been contacted about a possible public auction to dispose of these tracts.
The Commission may be asked to consider a resolution in the next couple of months to
move this action forward.

Threatened and Endangered Species Assessment and Delisting Process
Eileen Dowd-Stukel presented a PowerPoint Presentation indicating there are
state and federal laws that define non-game species, threatened species, and
endangered species. These laws also define the responsibilities of the Department
Secretary of Game, Fish, and Parks and the Department of Agriculture and the
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responsibilities of the GFP Commission. The laws determine what species are listed
and conditions that would allow for the capture or destruction of any listed species
should there be a health or public safety issue. The penalty for violations are included in
these laws.

The state laws and the federal laws are different; and the state list and the
federal list of threatened and endangered species are different as are the processes to
determine listing and delisting of a species.

The Wildlife Diversity and Natural Heritage Program staff is conducting status
reviews for all of the state listed species and is working with other states about
processes used to develop review criteria, locate experts for a species, and draft
reviews and recommendations before implementing actions for recovery of state listed
species.

Chairman Cooper called a recess at 11:50 a.m. for lunch with meeting to resume
at 1 p.m. The meeting resumed at 1:06 p.m. with Commissioners Cooper, Peterson,
Jensen, Jensen, Sather, Phillips, and Dennert present along with Secretary Hepler,
media, staff and public numbering about fifty.

Sportsmen Against Hunger

Chief Kirschenmann presented an overview of the 2014 Sportsmen Against
Hunter Report showing donations of deer, antelope, and Canada goose. Funding and
expenditure information was included. Jeff Olson thanked the Commission for continued
support to provide this source of protein to food banks and folks across South Dakota.
Olson indicated the license check-off donations and the GFP contribution helps support
the contract with Ron Fowler, processors certificates, and getting the meat product to
food banks. Olson requested continued support for the Sportsmen Against Hunger
program.

Motion by Peterson with second by Phillips TO CONTINUE SUPPORT IN 2015
TO SPORTSMEN AGAINST HUNGER UP TO $50,000. Motion carried unanimously.

Fish spawning and stocking plans

Will Sayler provided a handout of the 2015 Annual Technical Fish Stocking
Report and indicated 7.16 million perch eggs were collected this spring and 75 million
walleye eggs were collected. The collected eggs will meet the priority stocking requests
and some of the secondary requests. Sayler indicated the Atlantic Salmon stocking has
not taken place as the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service was not able to fill our request and
due to importation criteria the process to get eggs from the United Kingdom.

License List drawings

Chief Scott Simpson presented a PowerPoint presentation on the preference
point system for deer, antelope, paddlefish, and turkey licenses and outlined the
modification to add a second tier for those with 2+ years of preference to the current
system. The pros and cons of the modification were discussed and the consensus from
the Commission was to make the changes and report back.
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Chairman Cooper called for a short recess to allow the public wishing to
comment on the non-waterfowl licenses to sign up before the public hearing began.

PUBLIC HEARING

The meeting resumed and the Public Hearing began at 2 p.m. and concluded at
3:53 p.m. The public hearing minutes follow the regular meeting minutes.

Chairman Cooper stated the Commission would take action on Finalizations on
the next morning.

Secretary Helper thanked the public for their comments during the non-resident
waterfowl license process. Hepler thanked the Commission for their work on this issue
and the opportunity for the public to provide comment at several meetings.

Shooting Preserves

Janelle Blaha provided an update on the private shooting preserves showing ten
years of information and the number of preserves, pheasants released and harvested,
and the number and size of preserves operators.

Missouri River fishing outlook

Hilary Meyer presented a PowerPoint showing hydro-acoustics, warm and cold
water prey fish, walleye abundance estimates, creel survey information, angler
satisfaction, and research projects on Lake Oahe, Lake Sharp, Big Ben Lake, and
Lewis and Clark Lake.

Leadership development program

Cindy Longmire provided a history of the wildlife leadership program and
indicated the Wildlife Management Institute identified the need for leadership training. A
program has been developed that includes online career development through the
South Dakota Bureau of Human Resources for all state and department employees.
The Wildlife Leadership program consists of five 2-day workshops with several
presenters on a range of topics developed by a five-person committee for an
established learning outcome. There will be staff evaluations following the classes to
assist with future courses and participants.

License sales report

Scott Simpson presented the License Sales Report ending May 28, 2015,
indicating an increase in sales for the similar timeframe last year. Simpson also showed
five years of East and West River Special Buck, Archery Paddlefish, Paddlefish
Snagging, Black Hills Bighorn Sheep, and Mountain Goat license applications and that
all had over ninety percent of the applications submitted online.

Miscellaneous updates

Director Leif indicated the elk license draw is complete and that the mild spring
weather was good for pheasants.
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Chairman Cooper called a recess at 5:09 p.m. with meeting to resume at 8:30
a.m. the next morning.

The meeting resumed at 8:30 a.m. the next morning with Commissioners
Cooper, Peterson, Jensen, Jensen, Sather, Phillips, and Sather present along with
Secretary Hepler and public, staff, and media numbering about thirty.

FINALIZATIONS

Chief Tom Kirschenmann presented information on the 9-day antlerless deer
extended season showing a map of the areas open for the extended season in 2015
and shared the hunter and harvest statistics. Kirschenmann indicated this season is a
tool used to obtain harvest consistent with the management objectives determined in
the current deer management plan process, which uses surveys to get public input.

Commissioner Phillips provided his comments that included the number of days
open to deer hunting, his concern that the 9-day extended season allows the take of
bucks that have shed their antlers, his concern about “landowner fatigue”, trespass
concerns, no need to hunt over Christmas and New Year's Day holidays, that staff are
split on support for the season, the number of public comments received, his desire to
pick a different week and he supported the week after the regular season or take a doe
first license, and he asked the Commission for support to change the season.

Commissioner Peterson recognized Phillips concerns, and yet felt there are
different considerations for East River than West River, and believes the 9-day
extended season is a tool for east river sportsmen and landowners. This season helps
families fill their meat needs and believes it could be earlier in the year.

Dennert shared his concern about having a different extended season for East
River than West River. He stated his appreciation for the opportunity to hear public
comments on this and realizes there are access concerns in central South Dakota due
to the pheasant season.

Barry Jensen agreed with Phillips about “landowner fatigue” which includes the
pheasant season. He is ok with the extended season as a management tool and
believes there are other depredation tools available when and where needed.

Discussion continued on staffing and law enforcement concerns with date
changes and if there was an East River extended season and no West River extended
season.

East River Deer Hunting Season 41:06:21

Chief Tom Kirschenmann presented the proposed changes to the East River
Deer Hunting Season along with a recommended change to retain the 9-day antlerless
season for deer population management to meet management objectives.

Motion by Sather with second by Peterson TO AMEND THE PROPQOSAL TO
RETAIN THE 9-DAY ANTLERLESS DEER SEASON THAT BEGINS ON THE
SATURDAY FOLLOWING CHRISTMAS. Roll call vote: Dennert-no; Barry Jensen-yes;
Gary Jensen-yes; Peterson-yes; Phillips-yes; Sather-yes; Cooper-yes. Motion carried
with six yes votes and one no vote.
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1. Offer 250 less one-tag licenses and 1,050 more two-tag licenses (2,100 tags) compared to
2014.

2. Establish Unit ERD-07B as an antlerless deer unit within Yankton County described as that
portion of Yankton County south of SD Highway 50 and west of US Highway 81.

3. Retain the 9-day antlerless deer season that begins on the Saturday following Christmas.

Motion by Sather with second by Barry Jensen TO FINALIZE CHANGES TO
EAST RIVER DEER HUNTING SEASON 41:06:21 AS AMENDED. Roll call vote:
Dennert-no; Barry Jensen-yes; Gary Jensen-yes; Peterson-yes; Phillips-yes; Sather-
yes; Cooper-yes. Motion carried with six yes votes and one no vote.

West River Deer Hunting Season 41:06:20

Chief Kirschenmann presented the proposed changes to the West River Deer
Hunting Season with the recommendation to retain the 9-day extended antlerless
season. Discussion ensued retaining the extended season to allow for the development
of the management plan.

1. Adjust resident license numbers by decreasing one-tag licenses by 250 compared to 2014.

2. Adjust nonresident license numbers by decreasing one-tag licenses by 20 compared to 2014.

3. Adjust the season dates for Unit WRD-30A (Gregory County) and Unit WRD-50A (Mellette
County) as described: The season in these units are open for four consecutive days
beginning on the Saturday nineteen days prior to Thanksgiving and for seven consecutive
days beginning on the Monday three days prior to Thanksgiving.

4. Adjust the season dates for Unit WRD-20A (Corson County), WRD-24A (Dewey County), and
WRD-64A (Ziebach County) from being open for 23 consecutive days beginning on the first
Saturday of November to the regular season dates of sixteen consecutive days beginning on
the Saturday twelve days prior to Thanksgiving.

5. Change county name of Unit WRD-65A from Shannon County to Oglala Lakota County.

6. Eliminate the 9-day antlerless deer season that begins on the Saturday following Christmas.

Motion by Phillips with second by Gary Jensen TO FINALIZE CHANGES TO
THE WEST RIVER DEER HUNTING SEASON 41:06:20 AS PROPOSED. Motion
carried unanimously.

Black Hills Deer Hunting Season 41:06:19
Chad Switzer presented the proposed changes to the Black Hills Deer Hunting
Season with no recommended changes to proposal.

Offer 500 more resident “Any Whitetail” deer licenses and 40 more nonresident “Any Whitetail”
Deer licenses.

Motion by Peterson with second by Sather TO FINALIZE CHANGES TO THE
BLACK HILLS DEER HUNTING SEASON 41:06:19 AS PROPOSED. Motion carried
unanimously.

Refuge Deer Hunting Season 41:06:36

Switzer presented the proposed changes to the Refuge Deer Hunting Season
with the recommendation to retain the 9-day extended season. The proposed changes
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will make the refuge season consistent and these changes were discussed with the
respective refuge staff.

Motion by Sather with second by Peterson TO RETAIN THE 9-DAY
ANTLERLESS DEER SEASON THAT BEGINS ON THE SATURDAY FOLLOWING
CHRISTMAS FOR SAND LAKE NWR. Motion carried unanimously.

1. Open Unit RFD-SL4 and offer 20 more resident and 2 more nonresident “any deer” licenses
and 10 more resident and 1 more nonresident “any antlerless deer” licenses for Sand Lake
NWR.

2. Adjust the season dates for Waubay NWR as follows:

Unit RFD-WA1 is open for 8 5 consecutive days beginning seven eight days prior to the
beginning of East River deer hunting season.

Unit RFD-WA2 is open for 8 5 consecutive days beginning on the day following the end of the
Unit RFD-WA1 season.

Unit RFD-WA3 is open for 7 14 consecutive days beginning on the day following the end of
the Unit RFD-WA2 season.

3. Retain the 9-day antlerless deer season that begins on the Saturday following Christmas for
Sand Lake NWR.

Motion by Dennert with second by Barry Jensen TO FINALIZE CHANGES TO
NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE DEER HUNTING SEASON 41:06:36 AS AMENDED.
Motion carried unanimously.

Archery Deer Hunting Season 41:06:22
Chad Switzer presented the proposed changes to Archery Deer Hunting Season
with no recommended changes to proposal.

1. For Unit ARD-LM1, provide an exception that would allow hunters possessing an access
permit to archery hunt Adams Homestead and Nature Preserve Area.

2. Increase the number of “antlerless whitetail deer” archery access permits from 0 to 20 for the
Adams Homestead and Nature Preserve.

Motion by Sather with second by Peterson TO FINALIZE CHANGES TO THE
ARCHERY DEER HUNTING SEASON 41:06:22 AS PROPOSED. Motion carried
unanimously.

Archery deer access permits for Newton Hills State Park 41:06:01

Chad Switzer presented the proposed changes to Application for License to
provide an access permit for Newton Hills State Park for archery hunters similar to other
established access permit areas with no recommended changes to proposal.

Amend this as: 41:06:01:17. Access permits required for specific deer hunting units and
public lands. Any resident or nonresident deer hunter possessing an archery, muzzleloader,
youth, or mentor deer license shall obtain and possess a free access permit to hunt West River
deer units 24B, 27L, and 35L. Any resident or nonresident deer hunter possessing an archery
deer license shall obtain and possess a free access permit to hunt Newton Hills State Park.
Unlimited access permits may be issued for each management unit and each free access permit
shall be unit specific.
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Motion by Sather with second by Gary Jensen TO FINALIZE CHANGES TO
APPLICATION FOR LICENSE 41:06:01 AS PROPOSED. Motion carried unanimously.

Crossbow requirements 41:09:12

Andy Alban presented the proposed changes to Persons with Disabilities with no
recommended changes. This change provides consistency for crossbow hunters in both
groups allowed to use crossbows: the big game hunters during the firearms seasons
and those who qualify for the disability permit.

Amend 41:09:12:02 (Crossbow and bolt specifications) to allow telescopic sights and lighted sight
pins to be used by crossbow permittees.

Motion by Gary Jensen with second by Dennert TO FINALIZE CHANGES TO
PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES 41:09:12 AS PROPOSED. Motion carried unanimously

Boat lighting requirements 41:04:15

Andy Alban presented the proposed changes to Motorboats and Watercraft that
creates a provision that would exempt law enforcement from using boat lights after dark
in certain circumstances including rescue operations when using night vision equipment
or during surveillance situations. This is consistent with other motor vehicles. There
were no recommended changes to proposal.

Add a provision to 41:04:05:18 that would exempt law enforcement officers from boat lighting
requirements if certain criteria are met.

Motion by Barry Jensen with second by Sather TO FINALIZE CHANGES TO
MOTORBOATS AND WATERCRAFT 41:04:.05 AS PROPOSED. Motion carried
unanimously.

Special Canada goose 41:06:16:08

Chief Kirschenmann presented the proposed changes to the Special Canada
Goose Hunting Season along with a history of the tag system and information about
west river hunting opportunity during the late season. Kirschenmann indicated a public
meeting was held in Martin to discuss the recommended changes before presented to
the Commission. There were no recommended changes to proposal.

Arden Peterson indicated there has been staff discussion for ten years about this
season and there is no concern about commercialization of this season or that there
would be additional pressure due to the proposed changes. Discussion included public
comment, quality of the hunt, and concern for overrun of additional hunters.

Sather made a motion to finalize changes to the Special Canada Goose Hunting
Season as proposed. Motion died for lack of a second; therefore, the season remains
the same.

Non-resident waterfowl licenses

Chief Tom Kirschenmann provided a background of the origination of the
proposed changes including which recommendations came from the work group and
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that the Department recommended changes were needed to support or enable the
implementation of the work group recommendations.

Director Tony Leif pointed out the public support of the youth licenses. The staff
and Department has remained neutral on this issue providing history, and information
as requested by the work group and Commission as needed because the 2014
Legislature placed the non-resident waterfow! license issue before the Commission.

Commissioner Gary Jensen shared his thoughts on the hard work of the staff and
work group. He appreciated the number of persons that provide oral testimony at Custer
State Park, Brookings, and today. He also noted the many comments the work group
received from the public. He recognized this is a contentious issue with decades of
struggle by many and including the Legislature. He identified many concerns including
the make-up of the work group, that there was no data available to support the over-
crowding concerns that ninety percent of resident hunters that commented want the
proposal rejected and that forty percent of commenting non-resident hunters want the
proposal rejected. He considered the comments from legislators and was surprised
there were no comments from the tourism industry or local chamber of commerce staff.
He did not feel there was a big increase of licenses proposed and heard the concern
about the 3-day licenses moved away from the Missouri River. He understands the
quality of the hunt here in South Dakota is good and that resident hunters are proud of it
and thankful for it; as are many non-resident hunters. He realizes that resident hunters
get to enjoy it every year. He also recognized the support for non-resident youth
licenses.

Commissioner Dennert thanked Director Leif and Chief Kirschenmann for their
leadership during this process. He felt the majority of public is in agreement on the
issues and that the Legislature charged the Commission to determine the number of
licenses. He believes access remains a concern and that the 500 licenses transferred to
the northeast in 2002 should be supported as this was done by the Legislature. He
believes there is too much to the proposal and it is convoluted; it needs to be simpler.

Commissioner Cooper stated the Commission was charged with the
responsibility from the 2014 Legislature to review and modify, as needed the number of
non-resident waterfowl licenses and did not include any changes to SDCL 41:06:18:04.
Cooper believes the moving of 500 licenses from the Missouri River to the northeast
nullifies an agreement made with landowners creating of those licenses along the
Missouri River. He does believe this proposal is soundly and widely opposed and that
public comment indicated “not only no, but hell no” and this is an important message.

13. Create 100 nonresident youth licenses that are valid for the youth waterfowl hunting season.
14. Establish the fee for any nonresident youth waterfowl license (Under 16 years of age) at $10.

Motion by Gary Jensen with second by Dennert TO FINALIZE CHANGES 13
AND 14 AND REJECT ALL OTHER PROPOSED CHANGES TO NON-RESIDENT
WATERFOWL LICENSES. Motion carried unanimously.

Commissioners thanked everyone indicating this was a good process and that
the decision belonged to the Commission and Commission appreciated the public
comments.
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The Commission then took action on the Fall Turkey Hunting Season and Early
Fall Canada Goose Hunting Season proposals (see those items for action taken) before
adjourning.

Motion by Phillips with second by Gary Jensen TO ADJOURN THE MEETING.
Motion carried unanimously and the meeting adjourned at 10:47 a.m.

Respectfully subm ed,

KeIIy R. epler Department Secretary
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Appendix A
RESOLUTION 15-05 [as modified]

BIG GAME OTHER THAN ELK AND MOUNTAIN LION
DEPREDATION HUNTER POOL

WHEREAS, the Game, Fish, and Parks Commission has promulgated rules to provide
for a big game depredation pool of hunters designed to assist in reducing wildlife
damage to property by big game species other than elk and mountain lion, and:

WHEREAS, applications for depredation pool permits have been received and a
random drawing held to establish the lists of depredation pool hunters for each county,
and;

WHEREAS, it is anticipated that high populations of game animals coupled with
adverse weather conditions may cause property damage, which in some instances
cannot be resolved by any other method except by reducing the number of game
animals in a specific geographic area;

NOW, THEREFORE LET IT BE RESOLVED THAT, for the next three years (2015,
2016, and 2017) the Game, Fish, and Parks Commission authorizes the Secretary of
the Department of Game, Fish, and Parks or his designee to issue no more than the
maximum number (600 permits plus an additional 200 landowner/operator permits per
year [per species]) of depredation pool permits to depredation pool hunters to respond
to property damage caused by game animals.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that in issuance of the depredation pool permits, the
Secretary of the Department of Game, Fish, and Parks or his designee is authorized to
establish when and where each permit is valid and the number, species and sex of the
game animals other than elk and mountain lion permitted to be taken by the holder of
each depredation pool permit.
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Appendix B

RESOLUTION 15-06

ELK DEPREDATION HUNTS

WHEREAS, the Game, Fish, and Parks Commission has promulgated rules to
provide for elk depredation hunts designed to assist in reducing wildlife damage
to property, and;

WHEREAS, applications for elk permits have been received and a list of elk
applicants is available in Game, Fish, and Parks license application records, and:;

WHEREAS, it is anticipated that high populations of elk may cause property
damage, which in some instances cannot be resolved by any other method
except by reducing the number of animals in a specific geographic area;

Now, therefore let it be resolved that, for the next three years (2015, 2016, and
2017) the Game, Fish, and Parks Commission authorizes the Secretary of the
Department of Game, Fish, and Parks or his designee to issue up to 50 elk
depredation permits (as approved in rule) per year to respond to property
damage caused by elk.

Be it further resolved, that in issuance of the elk depredation permits, the
Secretary of the Department of Game, Fish, and Parks or his designee is
authorized to establish when and where each permit is valid and the number,
species and sex of the game animals permitted to be taken by the holder of each
elk depredation permit.
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Public Hearing Minutes of the Game, Fish, and Parks Commission
June 4, 2015

Chairman Cooper began the Public Hearing at 2:02 p.m. with Commissioners
John Cooper, Cathy Peterson, Barry Jensen, Gary Jensen, Duane Sather, H. Paul
Dennert, and W. Scott Phillips present. Cooper indicated Commissioner Peterson will
lead the public hearing on the waterfowl issue and anyone wishing to speak on the
waterfowl issue were asked to sign in at the table just outside the meeting room. The
sign in list would be posted on the back wall and testimony would follow the order on the
sign in sheets. Oral testimony would be limited to three minutes per person.

Public Hearing Officer Scott Simpson indicated written comments were provided
to the Commission for consideration and would be included in the public hearing
minutes. Simpson then invited the public to come forward with oral testimony. Written
testimony will follow the oral testimony. Written comments on the 9-day extended
season comments are included in the East and West River Deer Hunting Season unless
unspecified and these are included in the East River Deer Season comments.

East River Deer Hunting Season

No oral testimony was received.

Gary G. Colbath of Rapid City, SD, emailed, “...Please follow through with
recommendation to eliminate the 9-day antlerless season statewide...”

Paul Bezdicek of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “...write you about the proposed
elimination of the 9-day antlerless deer season in December. | would like to let you
know that | am against the proposed changes to the season for many reasons...the
extended season is a great way for the state of SD to manage the deer herd in Sully
County...”

Dean Scheele of Glencoe, MN, emailed, “I am personally opposed to ending the
late antlerless season...”

Chip O'Malley of Wentworth, SD, emailed, “I think the changes to East and West
River deer are great. | thought the 9-day antlerless season should never existed to
begin with.”

Chad Feistner of Mankato, MN, emailed, “| hope you will not remove the 9-day
deer extended season...”

John Morris of Pierre, SD, emailed, “...this additional season has allowed me
time to take a first time adult deer hunter out to fill an antlerless tag the past 2 years
because there is more access to private land that isn’t accessible during the normal
season...this additional season | have allowed hunters to hunt our private land that
normally wouldn’t have access to land during the normal season...allows hunters who
are looking to only fill an antlerless tag...allows so many people who are just trying to
put meat in their freezer an opportunity to do so...| will support a decision made either
way...”

Mike Lees of Pierre, SD, emailed, “In regard to the Commission’s proposal to
remove the nine day antlerless season for both East and West River deer hunting
seasons. | oppose this change...l'd prefer to have fewer antlerless tags available than
to remove the 9-day antlerless extension season.”
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Jon D. Heck of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “I am writing to oppose the elimination
of the 9-day antlerless seasons for east and west river...| would urge the commission to
keep this extended season in place.”

Dean Eimers of Madison, SD, emailed, “| am in full favor of eliminating the 9-day
antlerless deer season.”

Gregg J. Simon of Mobridge, SD, emailed, “| would ask the commission to please
consider continuing the after Christmas antlerless season...”

David Meyer of Monroe, SD, emailed, “If this helps increase the deer numbers.
I'm all for limiting this season.”

Kevin J. Hansen of Zell, SD, emailed, ‘I think it is a great idea to do away with
the 9-day antlerless deer seasons in both the East and West River units. Please
proceed with these plans to do so.”

Rick Boettcher of Parkston, SD, emailed, “| approve both of these new changes.
Especially the removal of the antlerless 9-days. The deer have already been stressed
and pressured enough. It also removes the possibility of bucks being taken illegally.”

Scott Madsen of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “...While | understand that there may
be legitimate reason(s) for eliminating the late doe season, | would ask you to consider
the aforementioned reasons for keeping it...”

Steve Rausch of Harrisburg, SD, emailed, “Removal of the 9-day antlerless
season: | do not support this move...Please consider not removing these dates...”

Todd Brandt of Bowdle, SD, emailed, “| wanted to share my thoughts on the
second short antlerless deer seasons. | would not be in favor of removing the 9-day
season starting the Saturday after Christmas...”

Jeff Braulick of New Ulm, MN, emailed, “| really hope you reconsider closing
down that 3™ season, hunting in southern Minnesota is not enjoyable at all for me...”

Anthony Arneson of Yankton, SD, emailed, “...1 enjoy the antlerless season very
munch and would like to see it remain in place...”

Dylan Deuter of Ree Heights, SD, emailed, “| am in support of ending the
January deer seasons...”

Gary Sejnoha of Yankton, SD, emailed, “...| do however question the reason for
eliminating the extra 9-day “antlerless only” season at the end of the year...| strongly
disagree with the elimination of that season and would ask that it be further reviewed.”

Cory Hansen of Brandon, SD, emailed, “...| propose to shorten the season in
November to a 9-day season, which would cover two weekends and one week. Then
leave the 9-day doe only season, as it is, in late December/early January...”

Larry W. Martian of Howard, SD, emailed, “I think that eliminating the extra
season for antler deer is a bad idea...”

Mark Swenson of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “I've observed a distinct drop off in
deer numbers and fully support dropping the 9-day antlerless season...”

Mike Meyer of Springfield, SD, emailed, “I ask that you keep this 9-day season at
the 1% of the year...Please do not take away this 9-day season, please.”

Cheryl Braun of Rosholt, SD, emailed, “Yes, remove the 9-day antlerless deer
season for all types of hunting beginning after Christmas!”

Harvey Freeman of Garretson, SD, emailed, ‘I agree with closing of the
antlerless rifle season after Christmas. It's about time it was closed. | have never liked
it...”
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Charles Boulais of Mina, SD, emailed, “Please consider reducing the 9-day
antlerless season to only the last six days of December...”

Mirranda Blumhardt of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “I believe that you should not get
rid of the 9-day antlerless season...Please consider in keeping this 9-day season!”

Kevin Bruzelius of Pierre, SD, emailed, “| would like to comment on the additional
9-day doe hunting: | would be in favor of continuing this excellent/beneficial additional
hunting season...”

Troy Gilman of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “I am writing about the proposal of
cutting the nine days off after Christmas...as a concerned hunter, those days are the
only days | am able to do deer hunting...because | work at the post office here in Sioux
Falls... Thank you for considering not cutting the days.”

Richard Pearson of Webster, SD, emailed, “I'm a landowner in Day County and
support stopping the late season.”

William Menne of Doland, SD, emailed, “I do not understand why you would
remove the antlerless season?...”

Travis Halsey of Huron, SD, emailed, “| do not see any benefit in eliminating the
9-day antlerless portion of the East River Deer Season. | also feel that with the slight
increase in tags given that also it should go back to any unfilled "any deer” tags being
converted into “any antlerless” tags for the 9-day antlerless season...”

Charles Brewer of Wessington, SD, emailed, “Please consider keeping the
antlerless season open for counties with abundant deer populations. | feel Hand County
has a very good deer population, at least in our area, and would like to see the season
still available.”

Rick Bohn of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “I wish to object to the removal of the 9-
day antlerless hunting the Saturday following Christmas...| would like it to remain as it
has!...”

Rick Albrecht of Albuquerque, NM, emailed, “...1 object to this proposal to
remove the antlerless season...please do not decline us our ability to hunt these
antlerless deer...”

Matt Thompson of Mitchell, SD, emailed, “...Please do not get rid of the 9-day
deer season in January.”

Mark Meyer of Menomonee Falls, WI, emailed, “What are the main reasons for
closing the 9-day late season antlerless season is it simply a down population issue or
land owners tired of the long hunting season in general? Reason | ask is | live out of
state and have participated in the late season hunt many times as much easier to get on
land as the residents have filled their doe tags by that time so nice when we drive that
far and get on quality land...”

Eric Ristau of St. Paul, MN, emailed, “The East River Antlerless deer season
extension over the Christmas holiday has been a great opportunity for my daughters to
get into deer hunting. | urge you to continue this wonderful tradition for younger hunters
who are unable to participate during the regular season (and who may not be all that
welcome to join the "regular" season hunters who predominantly are buck hunting
during the November-early Dec regular season.”

Dick Stotz of Tolstoy, SD, emailed, “In Potter Co. we need the 9-day antlerless
season because of the over population of whitetail deer.”
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Jim Gruber of Estelline, SD, emailed, “...many a day bow hinting | will see the
same vehicles sometimes once an hour all day long, and if one [deer] spotted it quickly,
due to social media, becomes a full blown circus of trucks and the chase begins. End all
the seasons on December 31°. No need for a longer season...a month is long enough.”

Jay Klusmann of Hurley, SD, emailed, “Received email re: proposed changes
deer hunting. | support them and am encouraged that you are being mindful of the low
deer numbers | have seen the past several seasons, by cutting the doe seasons.”

Ron Waterfall of Milbank, SD, emailed, “| am in favor of the proposed changes...”

Janet Hanson of Minnetrista, MN, emailed, “| own 80 acres in Marshall
County...For the past three years, | have been unable to deer hunt on my land. The
deer population has been down. No non-residents have been allowed to purchase a
deer hunting license...”

Jason West of Onida, SD, emailed, “Our mule deer numbers are still declining.
Cut down the tags and regulate your archery hunting on public lands better. A special
unit needs to be made in west sully co from Peoria flats to potter co line using 1804 as
it's east boundary. Make this a special archery unit and start controlling the public
better. More antlered tag restrictions and lessen the doe harvest.”

Lowell Somsen of Pierre, SD, emailed, “How about at least a few any doe tags in
Hughes County instead of whitetail doe only? Hunted 20 miles east of Pierre and saw
100 mule deer doe, but no white tail doe. Got areas that have too many mule deer doe.’

Paul Assmus of White Lake, SD, emailed, “l don’t know why u would want to
even think of cutting the antlerless season from the east river deer season dates...|
don't think the extra 9-days is going to hurt anything...”

Ray Pearce of Spearfish, SD, emailed, “If you remove the separate antlerless
season, will you extending the regular season to 2 weeks long?”

Matt Bones of Parker, SD, emailed, “Absolutely!! Get rid of the extra antlerless
season...”

John Simpson of Pierre, SD, emailed, “...I'm not convinced the special antlerless
season after Christmas need to be eliminated statewide...”

West River Deer Hunting Season

No oral testimony was received.

Marty Roghair of Okaton, SD, emailed, “You need to keep the after Christmas
antlerless season especially for whitetail deer...Please consider keeping this season
open.”

Frank L. Wilson of Litchfield Park, AZ, emailed, “This year | have drawn a west
river special buck tag and have already made travel arrangements and gotten the
vacation time approved... The proposed changes to the 2015 Gregory County season
will make my trip this year impossible...| don’t see the need for the any change...”

Britteny Dahler of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “...Filling those tags is what we use
for our meat for our family of 4 for the year. We are not trophy hunters, we hunt for the
sport and to feed our family. We only hunt public land and are limited on weekends to
come out and hunt. Some of those weekends the public land is over crowded with other
hunters so we rely on being able to fill our tags during the 9-day antlerless season. It is
also more fun to hunt during that season as the deer have had a break from being
chased around and are not as easily spooked...”
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Mick Trask of Wasta, SD, emailed, “| completely support ending the doe season
in January, and or end it on mule deer does anytime...Please end the doe seasons until
the population gets higher...”

Joe Wolfe of Dyerburg, TN, emailed, “| strongly oppose the possible deletion of
the antler less seasons, particularly in the West River areas...”

Michael Gebes of Philip, SD, emailed, “I am sorry to hear that you are
considering removing the 9-day antlerless season...This is a season that we enjoy to
hunt for meat and do not have to compete with out of state buck hunters.”

Steve Halverson of Pierre, SD, emailed, “I am opposed to eliminating the 9-day
antlerless season west river...| urge you to continue this important deer management
season.”

Randy Routier of Buffalo, SD, emailed, “| would strongly suggest you end the
antlerless deer season in January...”

Glenn Saeger of Wi Rapids, WI, emailed, “Can you delay the date change till
next year. We are from out of state and have to put in for vacation in January, by you
moving the date from what it has been in the past messes up our vacation. Don’t
change hunting dates midyear. Set them up for next year...”

Shane Simon of Nemo, SD, emailed, “| am writing to express that | do not want
to see the 9-days of antlerless hunting for der after Christmas to be closed...In short,
please do not close the season for antlerless deer!”

Ken Hehr of Spearfish, SD, emailed, “Leave the antlerless season the way it is.
Make it earlier if you must change it.”

Michael Krug of Rapid City, SD, emailed, “| would please like you to consider
leaving the 9-day antlerless deer hunt for West River as is...”

Kevin L. Stoterau of Tea, SD, emailed, ‘I find this date change very irrational.
State hunter having both east and west river deer season at the same time is going to
cut down on our harvests. | live east river, and hunt both east and west...”

Cody Hanten of Groton, SD, emailed, “I have been hunting in Corson County for
around seven years and really like the early season, it gives me and my brother-in-laws
that do some flexibility as to when we can all get together for a weekend and go. The
proposed start put it only 1 weekend before East River season, which does not allow
much flexibility. | would really like to see the seasons dates for Corson, Dewey, and
Ziebach Counties to stay the same.”

Ross Swedeen of Rapid City, SD, emailed, “| would please like you to consider
leaving the 9-day antlerless deer hunt for West River as is...”

Brent Wiederholt of Mobridge, SD, emailed, “I think these are good changes. | do
hunt Corson County...”

Mark A. Miler of Black Hawk, SD, emailed, “I feel if our deer numbers are down
everywhere, that non-resident should not take president over resident hunters. If the
doe number are so bad why are you still issuing doe tags to be used in December? It is
very frustrating as a resident of South Dakota who hunts to provide meat for my family
to be turned down 3 times last year...”

Kelly Koistinen of Spearfish, SD, emailed, “...why is it that the Commission thinks
that they should increase the number of Black Hills Deer tags this year? The population
is still trying to rebound from everything that has been going on the last four years. WE
shouldn’t increase the number of tags yet!...”
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Brent Roth of Bison, SD, emailed, “l would like to see the deer season dates in
west river be left alone unless the reservation is going to change ad start enforcing. If
West River starts Nov. 14 the native Americans will have been hunting for 2-3 weeks
already.”

Jarrett Perry of Rapid City, SD, emailed, “Changing the season dates to the
same as all the other counties in the state is unfair for the people that hunt in Ziebach,
Dewey, and Corson. All of the other counties don’t have a tribal season in there
counties. We should have the same opportunity as the tribal season to harvest a good
buck.”

Austin Falkingham of Tea, SD, emailed, “| would like to comment on the
proposed change of the 2015 deer season dates for Corson County... Moving the
Corson dates back by two weeks will put us state hunters at a disadvantage, as the
deer will have already been hunted for over a month by the time we are allowed to start
hunting...”

Fred Eland Septka of Spearfish, SD, emailed, “I do not thing the season should
be changed...When January comes around and it is cold, there are not many hunters
out there. That is when | get my deer...If you take away the 9-days in January, | will not
get my deer...”

Luther Perry of Rapid City, SD, emailed, “First, | want to thank you about thinking
about get rid of the late deer season for does it is not smart to shoot does that late when
they possibly could be pregnant. Changing the dates for Ziebach, Corson, and Dewey
Counties is not a smart decision. If these dates were changed then we could have to
hunt 14 days after the tribal season. That is not fair for the people that have to hunt
deeded land. We should have the same chance to harvest a good buck as the tribal
members.”

Rich Coykendall of Honor, MI, emailed, “I| have been hunting West River for
several years. | think changing dates and shortening the season is not a good idea, my
son and | hunt Corson County and also hunt Standing Rock for about 12 years. | think it
could be devastating to the economy; it is already hard enough finding a place to stay
and now it would take a whole week away from your small motels and restaurants. As a
small business owner of sporting goods store, | know how bad that could be. For us, we
would have to cancel our reservations because we might not be able to hunt Corson
County this year with the change proposal...”

Thomas Hoffman of Hot Spring, SD, emailed, “...If the antlerless season after
Christmas was eliminated, | doubt that it would reduce the harvest, since many hunters
like myself would make every effort to fill his/her two-deer tag during the general
season...| cannot support this proposal without seeing more date...”

Richard Beuttell of Vero Beach, FL, emailed, “I agree with the decision to restrict
antlerless harvest...”

Steven Anderson of Rapid City, SD, emailed, “I don't agree that reducing tags in
all of West River is a good idea... My suggestion is to maintain or increase the number
slightly.”

Joshua De La Rosa, of Dupree, SD, emailed, “| am a concerned hunter for
Ziebach County. This is because if you change this date, the tribe will still stay the same
and the deer may be scattered by the time state licenses are valid. This would cause
me not to be a participant of West River deer season...”
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David Craig Burnett of Pierre, SD, emailed, “...I love the early openings in said
counties [Corson, Dewey, Ziebach] and have had tags in all of them save Gregory Co. |
see these early opening counties as a bonus for those serious deer hunters who are
willing to do their research and spend their time and money to try new areas that don’t
conflict with their close or convenient counties. | hunted Ziebach for the first time this
last season...Mellette is an option, but good for only three huntable days before regular
West River season open...| see this proposal as a move that removes money from SD
and gives it to other states.”

Jay Price of New Underwood, SD, emailed, “I am a rancher and the deer
population in southern Meade County need a big rest the Oct. blizzard and the common
flu the herd [I] had was not good.”

Tony Russell of Isabel, SD, emailed, “about time the deer might be in rut when
season opens instead of at the end of the season.”

Tadd Hatterty of Brookings, SD, emailed, “I'm writing this email in regards to the
proposed season date changes for Corson County this upcoming 2015 deer season.
I've been deer hunting on the same ranch in Corson County for approximately the last
6-7 year...the lodging need to be booked nearly a year in advance...In other words | will
not be able to hunt there this year...”

Justin Allen -Kyle of Murdo, SD, emailed, “It has been brought to my attention
that GFP has proposed to eliminate the extended rifle antlerless season that opens after
Christmas. | like the season...and believe it should continue to be used by GFP...”

William Rice of Sisseton, SD, emailed, “| would like to see Corson dates left as
they were in the past. We have had many years of trips to Corson during the holiday
week in November and it has worked great. Not sure why it would need to be changed.”

Dan Williams of Webster, SD, emailed, “I would like to see if you could change
Bennett counties season date to align with the Pine Ridge season...”

Shawn Olsen of Dupree, SD, emailed, “| just read the proposed change to the
West River deer season. To say the least | would be disappointed if this was to take
effect...”

Terry Finzen of Deephaven, MN, emailed, “...If | read the information correctly, it
looks like the West River Deer season would run from November 14-29, and for
Gregory and Mellette Counties the proposed dates would be November 7-10 and
November 23-29...1 believe the November 7-10 dates will conflict with the Minnesota
deer season. This would mean we would not be able to apply for a South Dakota
license for first season and may not make a second pheasant trip, since the 2™
proposed season conflicts with Thanksgiving...”

James Waterson of Wright, WY, emailed, “...In order for the deer herd to recover
from disease devastation | believe it would be a good idea to cancel the 9-day antlerless
hunt after the regular season is over...”

Micheal Scott Brickman of Black Hawk, SD, emailed, “and [I] am opposed to the
proposed changes in the upcoming deer season. The reason for this is | hunt in Mellette
County and have had much better luck with the late season than any other time...”

Pat Nogelmeier of Florence, SD, emailed, “| am opposed to the proposal which
will start Dewey County West [River] deer season the same dates as all other West
River units...”
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Kenneth Bombalski of Farwell, MI, emailed, “...If there is a genuine need to move
the date in Gregory County, would it be possible to allow the small number of West
River Special Buck Out of State Hunter to hunt from Nov. 14, 2015, like last year. This
would preserve my lifelong dream of back to back out of state hunts for a potential
Trophy Whitetail. There will be little to no affect on residents of South Dakota (except
possibly for our guides’ family)...”

Black Hills Deer Hunting Season

No oral testimony was received.

Michael Rudebush of Watertown, SD, emailed, “Any whitetail license should be
increased by 500. | have seen them rebounded in number the last few years.”

Grant Jones of Deadwood, SD, emailed, “I think more resident firearm licenses
should be made available in the Black Hills region...”

Refuge Deer Hunting Season
No oral testimony was received.

Archery Deer hunting season

No oral testimony was received.

Mike Mattson of Davis, SD, emailed, “I am just concerned with the proposals that
would increase tags for firearm hunters when archery tags remain without additional tag
options...”

Archery Deer in Newton Hills
No oral testimony was received.

Crossbow requirements

No oral testimony was received.

Ron Geerdes of Dent, MN, emailed, “Crossbows should be allowed for all seniors
res or non-res if they are 60 yrs old!!! Can also be allowed for disabilities!”

Kevin Hansen of Zell, SD, emailed, “I would like to object to the proposed
changes that would allow Cross Bow Permittees to use scopes on their crossbows
during the archery seasons...”

Paul Anderson of Custer, SD, emailed, “...I for one, am opposed to this weapon
in the archery season except for those folks with legitimate disabilities...but | have
noticed over the years that the “new” equipment seems to have promoted longer and
longer shooting which flies in the face of what archery and bowhunting is all about.”

Grant Jones of Deadwood, SD, emailed, “Crossbow: | think you should be able to
archery hunt deer with a crossbow, just like a compound bow. Many other states have
already made this adjustment and with good results. | don’t think a special handicap
permit should be required...”

Boat lighting requirements
No oral or written testimony was received.

Special Canada goose and non-resident waterfowl licenses
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Oral testimony:

Sean Weaver of Hecla, SD, the Flatland Flyways commercial operator, stated he
believes nothing should be changed, it is a good system, it has been working, and don’t
change anything.

Martin Hesby of Brookings, SD, stated his passion about waterfowl and does not
support anything in the proposal other than the youth changes. He indicated this is
about a quality of life and the resource. He is not in favor of the changes and urges the
Commission to stand with the residents of South Dakota. The meeting in Brookings had
overwhelming testimony against this and the same testimony extended to the Custer
meeting and that in the end the Commission had to approve the proposals as
presented; and this meeting, modifications can be made. He asks the Commission to do
nothing, kill it all; if need to do one thing the nonresident youth would be okay.

Norbe Barrie of Turton, SD, thanked the Commission for the opportunity to serve
on the work group and for the good information provided by Tony and staff. He
represents the South Dakota Opportunity Group they believes quality of life is for
everyone and should not be for just certain groups, all South Dakotans are to have a
good quality of life. HB1185 was hog housed and hunters should be able to hunt
farmers land with or without permission. Where is the risk reward for the farmer and the
risk liability of this. He named the persons that provided support for HB1185 including
Senator Krebs and then were opponents the next day.

Spencer Vaa of Brookings, SD, representing himself self and the 110 members
of the Brookings Wildlife Federation, believes excessive hunting pressure leads to
mediocre duck hunting. He opposes these proposed changes and that they will result in
more non-resident hunters. He stated to leave it as it is, it is working as is, and non-
residents drawing every other year are good odds. Hunters like the good hunt. He
suggested making changes to last 3-5 years so this don’t have come up for
consideration for changes so often. He supports the non-resident youth season as that
will fit in nicely with the resident youth season. The Public Hearing and comments are
great and thanked the Commission for their work.

Dean Hyde of Pierre, SD, stated that we have to remember that all wildlife
belongs to the citizens of South Dakota not Minnesota and other states. Wildlife does
not belong to the State, the Game, Fish, and Parks, or the Commission but the public. If
more non-residents come into the state, the birds will go further and further away from
the roads and ditches.

Pat Gross of Springfield, SD, read a statement providing his history as a
waterfowl hunter and his involvement in many issues over time. He moved to Springfield
for the quality of life and stated his concerns of the proposed changes. Reject the
proposal before you.

Rich Widman of Brookings, SD, President of the South Dakota Wildlife
Federation (SDWF) representing 150,000 sportsmen and women in South Dakota and
could have filled this room. Thank you for serving and hopefully this issue will be easy
as due to the comments received from South Dakota citizens. He stated that the South
Dakota Wildlife Federation was founded on the waterfow! hunting in South Dakota for
veterans and feel we [South Dakota] should not go backwards. Widman stated was
disappointed with the makeup of the work group. He recommended to keep the non-
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resident license as is and we have a paradise of waterfowl hunting in South Dakota and
he does not want to ruin it.

Chuck Dieter of Brookings, SD, stated he represents the South Dakota Waterfow!
Association a group of 500 waterfow! hunters and all purchase the South Dakota
Migratory Bird Certificate. The members want to preserve the waterfowl hunting in
South Dakota. He participated in the working group and tried remain open minded and
felt the working group was unbalanced and as he and Helsa represented thousands of
members and only had two seats on the group while the commercial operators each
had a say. The workgroup was not balanced and that a consensus was not made for
the recommendations. He stated that between January and April of this year 283 pages
of testimony was received and provided to the work group and Commission with 90% of
comments stating they wanted a decrease or no increase of licenses. He believes the
request to increase licenses came from commercial operators. Testimony in Brooking
was overwhelming against additional licenses suggested fewer licenses. He believes
the resident hunters should be spread out around the state within existing units and he
would like to increase resident youth hunters. He read letter from non-resident hunter
that likes come to South Dakota and does not want additional non-resident hunters.
Dieter stated no more non-resident hunters; keep the number the same or reduce the
licenses; and wait for five years before considering any waterfowl license changes
again.

John Simpson of Pierre, SD, stated he is retired and has hunted since he was
four years old and waterfowl hunting is the primary reason he became a resident in
1973 after serving in Vietnam. He stated that the last ten years North Dakota hunting
has dramatically declined due to the increase of non-resident hunters. The number of
lodges in North Dakota have increased and he believes this has reduced the quality and
quantity of waterfowl hunting there and he does not want this to happen in South
Dakota. He stated he does not want the proposed changes to move forward.

Arnie Goldade of Aberdeen, SD, representing himself and 300+ members of
Brown County Sportsmen Club and they do not want these changes. All pheasant spots
were lost due to commercial interests and now if more non-resident waterfowl permits
are issued we will lose the greatest waterfowl hunting in the world here in South Dakota.
Please do not approve these proposals; it is not good for our residents or waterfowl
hunting in South Dakota.

Joe Long of Aberdeen, SD, stated he took a vacation day to testify, as this is
important to him. He believes that every issue has a pro and con side. The SDWF
indicates 90% of residents member disapprove of the changes. Commission, listen to
these numbers, as the changes will lead to decreased opportunity. Disapprove changes
and do not transfer licenses; and return licenses to the Pierre area.

Ed Keller of Aberdeen, SD, testified to reject all proposals except for youth. If it
isn’t broke, do not fix it.

Carter Ness of Aberdeen, SD, stated he is totally against any new licenses. Ness
questioned-how do we keep the youth here? This is the best way to keep them here.

Tom Putzier of Aberdeen, SD, he participates in duck and waterfow!| hunting and
opposes the proposal. He believes in opportunity for his six grandchildren and great
grandchildren and they should have the same opportunity he has had in the outdoors of
South Dakota.
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Bill Antonides of Aberdeen, SD, thanked the Commission and everyone who
came to testify as well as those who wrote in. He stated he is President of SDFW
Camo-Coalition, the legislative branch of the SDWF, and is charged with protecting
natural resources for all children and all grandchildren for an opportunity to hunt. South
Dakota already has a number of non-resident waterfowl licenses for all areas of the
state and the unsold Pierre commercial licenses are not to be sold or bartered and
should not be moved; these licenses should probably be reduced to change the
perception they are leftover licenses. He believes the desire for increase licenses come
from commercial and tourism interests and are the driving forces for the increased
licenses not hunting opportunity, not depredation concerns, and not wildlife
management. Antonides asked for a no vote on the proposal.

Chris Helsa, of Pierre, SD, Executive Director of the SDWF, stated his opposition
on this issue and thanked everyone for taking the day off to testimony. We should work
together to save habitat for ducks and waterfowl and we do not need to provide a place
for everyone to hunt. He does not support these changes.

Ben Burgess of Sioux Falls, SD, stated he lives here due to unmatched
opportunity to hunt ducks but choose to stay here as it is a live style he chooses and he
wants it [duck hunting] to stay as it is. The work group proposals had good intentions
and way too many changes; and it is not broke - don't fix it. His non-resident friends look
forward to vacationing in South Dakota with him due to good hunt. Burgess stated leave
it alone -shoot the whole proposal down, if need to accept something keep the youth
portion. If you make the changes keep them small and keep them for 2-3 years before
revisiting them.

Larry Steffen of Pierre, SD, participated on work group and believes the license
increase is not many. As President of the South Dakota Migratory Association and they
are concerned reallocation of some of the 3-day and they want them to stay in central
South Dakota. The license increases are small and he tried to compromise with work
group to get a few additional licenses in other areas of the state.

Terry Liddick of Spearfish, SD, moved here because of waterfowl hunting
critically important to him for waterfowl hunting. Non-resident pressure will be bad for
South Dakota and provided graph showing downhill for wetlands in South Dakota.
Believes fifty percent decrease since 2011 of wetlands and any additional hunting
pressure due to lack of habitat and non-resident increase license will continue to
compete for waterfowl hunting with South Dakota residents. He believes that non-
resident hunters are ok with an every other year hunt to have a quality hunt. Liddick
urged once again to disapprove any possible increase of licenses for non-resident
hunters. Vote no to all of these proposals.

Paul Lipsto, of Pierre, SD, representing the Izaak Walton League of America,
specifically, the South Dakota chapter and read a letter. The letter stated their concern
for the loss of wetland habitat, critical breeding, and brood rearing habitat, and stated
the league opposes increased license sales as this will result in lower quality hunting for
everyone. The letter stated there should be no increase in number of non-resident
licenses. The letter did support non-resident youth licenses valid for the youth waterfow!
hunting season at the fee of $10.

Jeff Liudahl of Pierre, SD, stated he hunts waterfowl in northeast South Dakota
and non-resident waterfowl hunters a problem at the current license level. He does not
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support additional non-resident hunters as these hunters secure private land to hunt. He
believes someone needs to support the resident waterfowl hunter because if we lose
them we will lose great waterfowl hunting opportunity. Liudahl takes kids waterfow!
hunting and opportunity has diminished. He whole heartedly encouraged the
Commission to vote down the proposals including the youth licenses. He agrees with
Deiter about work group and politics behind the forming of the work group. He supports
not revisiting this issue every year and wants decision for several years.

Don P. Roehr of Britton SD, representing himself and the Brown County
Sportsman’s Club and told stories about nonresidents that came to South Dakota to
hunt. Roehr requested to not change it, South Dakota has something non-residents
want [good waterfowl hunting] and they want to get it when they visit here.

Dick Werner of Huron, SD, stated he was the prime sponsor of HB 1185 and
provided history of HB1185; he believes as does other legislators that the non-resident
waterfowl licenses issue should be managed by the Game, Fish, and Park Commission
not the Legislature. He is not about increasing licenses except for the youth. Migration
patterns and waterfowl hunters are down and waterfowl populations are three times
what they were. He fully supports the prior comments on youth and geese. He focused
on the 10-day licenses and he opposes the work group recommendations on this. He
believes the Commission should eliminate the 25 licenses in Bennett County as they
and roll them into the 3,725 available to non-residents. The 3-day license had 500
allocated to private land in the northeast unit and work group proposed to set up a
northcentral unit. The Commission could add Potter and five other counties to a
northcentral unit to encourage non-resident waterfowl hunters to travel there to hunt
waterfowl as the population of those counties has not increase in years. Werner
believes the Commission could give consideration to some minor changes to proposals
that could be positive for waterfowl hunting in South Dakota.

Norman Brown of Memphis, TN, and has a farm south of Kimball, and stated he
has considered comments about habitat and declining population. He spends lots of
time in South Dakota as his second home and invests habitat improvement on his
property. He would like consideration for preference for non-resident landowners to
obtain some of the non-resident licenses.

George Vandel of Pierre, SD, provided read a letter from the High Plains
Association stating the compromise agreed to in the 1990’s for the 3-day licenses in
Pierre works and went through the Legislature as a win-win compromise. The letter
stated that they oppose most of the proposed changes especially the transfer of
licenses from the Missouri River unit and outlined the specifics of their opposition. The
letter included a request to establish a rule prohibit leaving decoys out overnight; and
stated they have no opposition to the non-resident youth licenses if used during the
resident youth hunting season; and no opposition to the change of the Bennett County
licenses.

Alex Russo of Aberdeen, SD, indicated he gave his time and support to Casey.

Bill Koupal of Pierre, SD, stated he against any increase of non-resident
waterfowl hunters and resident hunters oppose any increase. Where do we go from
here, why 4,000, is there data for this number, what is right number? He would like to
see reduction of non-resident hunters as there is lots of pressure out there. He urged
some type of system or standard for a specific number of licenses as there is a need for
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good science as a basis for decisions and believes political pressure is why we are here
today.

John Forsyth of Northville, SD, reiterates comments received and do not want
change, leave it the same. What is object of the wildlife management of the state? Is it
to maximize dollars of resources or maximize the hours of quality of outdoor time for
residents and non-residents?

Mark Grasse of Aberdeen, SD, talked about the private land he lost to non-
resident hunters and when he asked if he could lease the land the landowner indicated
it is expensive for him. He believes in good hunting experiences for kids. He state the if
we teach a South Dakota kid to hunt and fish; he will not have enough money left to do
drugs and alcohol.

Janet Grasse of Aberdeen, SD, loves to duck hunt and don’t want to see any
changes and supports the youth non-resident changes.

Tom Curran of Yankton, SD, hunts Springfield area on the Missouri River
supports the youth non-resident licenses for youth season and believes the youth
licenses for season long will provides additional hunter licenses. He believes this is a
social issue not a wildlife issue and is about the quality of a hunt and life and true
resident waterfowl hunter dollars for this sport are great. GFP and work group has heard
the majority of resident hunters and some non-resident hunters are satisfied with a
quality hunt. He requested the Commission deny those parts of proposal that work to
increases licenses including non-resident. He wants the Early September goose season
off the table as there are not that many geese in the southeast corner of the state.

Casey Kruse of Lesterville, SD, deferred his time.

Tom Skinner of SD, moved here five years ago from out of state to train dogs
and passion for waterfowl hunting and upland bird hunting. When he was a non-resident
he never had an issue with system and was okay with it. He loves South Dakota and
when he retired, he moved here. There is no reason to change anything, we have a
wonderful state, this is God’s country, and leave things as they are. Don’t need to
change anything.

Jay Fogarty of Pierre, SD, has been in Pierre here since the 1980's and is
against this proposal except for youth issue. It is minimal where one can go to hunt and
best we have is Sheehan goose hunting place and concerned about losing places to
hunt as it is leased up. He does not want this to go thru and is against the proposal
except youth.

- Eric Paulson of Pierre, SD, about pressure in northeast and landowners indicated
they had lots of non-resident hunters ask to hunt. He doesn’t want any changes made,
leave as is.

Bobby Cox of Ipswich, SD, moved to South Dakota for one reason and one
reason only and that was for quality duck hunting. He indicated he would undergo
severe hardships to hunt ducks and this is about quality of life for him. | lives here to
watch pintail broods walk thru his yard and see the migration. He wants to watch the
wildlife out his window. He opposes everything proposed and he wonders where the five
county northcentral unit, which includes Ipswich, idea came from, the thin air of the work
group? He really opposes this change. He heard the work group say they needed to do
something and stated that doing nothing is doing something it is saying we are not

118



going to change. He wants no more pressure here and wants to move the additional
licenses in the northeast back to the river where they belong.

Kim Cox of Ipswich, SD, is Bobby Cox’s wife and does not hunt all: and she does
not want to move again and for this reason opposes the changes.

Bill Van Gerpen, Tyndall, SD, recognized this is a difficult task and appreciates
efforts of Commission. He thanked work group for efforts and had diverse positions on
the work group. Believes this proposed changes are for redistribution of licenses in
South Dakota and this may open door to reciprocate to hunt in other states. What if the
fly patterns would change and we become the non-resident applying for a license to
hunt waterfowl in another state. U. S. Service people were happy to come to South
Dakota to hunt and fish while serving in South Dakota. Van Gerpen indicated this is a
fine proposal before the Commission that will not be a deterrent to South Dakota
residents. He asked to look favorably on recommendations of the work group.

Frank Alvine of Sioux Falls, SD, is opposed to expansion of out-of-state licenses.
Lake County has no sloughs left and the potholes are now lakes. The areas to hunt are
fewer and the pressure on them has increased dramatically. He supports no change.

Dave Brandt of Bucannon, ND, does not support the proposed changes and the
pressure will make the ducks leave. North Dakota duck hunting has increase due to
additional non-resident hunters and please don't do this to South Dakota residents. He
is against any liberalizing of duck hunting even if it means fewer hunters in North
Dakota. Non-resident hunting in North Dakota has decreased opportunity and non-
resident hunters have dropped. Politics and money should not drive wildlife policy. He is
more than happy to wait every other year for the South Dakota world-class hunt. The
policies in place today will best serve future generations of South Dakota residents. He
urged do what is right and maintain the South Dakota world-class hunting heritage.

John Solberg of Bismarck, ND, was waterfowl biologist and hunts waterfowl. It is
tough to go last and opposes any increase of any non-resident licenses in South
Dakota. Does not agree with or support licenses moved to the northeast from Central
South Dakota. He believes in maintaining hunting quality and access to South Dakota
residents. The non-resident who draws every other year will benefit with the current
system; the commercial interests are for money only. Base your decision on quality and
access for South Dakota hunters. Landowners are tired and birds have moved out of an
area in North Dakota. South Dakota has done a good job to regulate hunting quality and
pressure. It is worth it to come every 2-3 years to have a quality waterfowl hunt. South
Dakota is a premier destination to hunt waterfowl.

Public Hearing Officer Scott Simpson indicated that every written comment was
provided to the Commissioners with more than 100 comments on the deer seasons and
over 184 waterfowl comments. About 80% oppose or want a decrease in non-resident
licenses; 9-10% favor the proposal; and about 10% are unsure of their position. The
youth waterfowl comments had 3 in favor as proposed, 3 opposed the youth licenses in
general, and 11 were in favor of the youth licenses during the youth season. The
Bennett County unit change had two in support, eleven opposed, and one neutral.

Special Canada goose and non-resident waterfowl licenses
Written testimony:

119



Dr. TJ Johnson or Groton, SD, emailed, “...| encourage you to decrease the
number of nonresident licenses by 10%. | request removal of the 500 3-day licenses
and northeast South Dakota and have them returned to the Missouri River area or
eliminated entirely. | do not mind some nonresident youth licenses for the same time
frame as the resident youth season and we need these rules to stay in effect for at least
three years so we do not have to have this conversation every year.”

Justin Allen of Pierre, SD, emailed, “I do not support the proposed changes in
non-resident waterfowl licenses...”

Lloyd Hodgin of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “l am opposed to any change to our
current system...”

Jim Kirk of Springfield, SD, emailed, “...| advocate, as does the majority, that
there be no increase in NR waterfow! licenses and in fact my recommendation is a
reduction, particularly in the SE Unit, where over time, the season-long allotment has
grown from 150 to 2015...”

Matt Owens of Redfield, SD, emailed, “| am against additional allocation of
nonresident waterfowl permits by gfp...”

Tim Brown of Watertown, SD, emailed, “I am writing to encourage you to please
lower or keep the same amount of non-resident licenses as there currently are. We also
need return the 500 3-day licenses back to the river zone instead of NE South
Dakota...| do feel that increasing the number of non-resident youth licenses is a good
thing as long as those licenses are valid during the youth seasons only...”

Curt Tesch of Rosholt, SD, emailed, “...Let's remember we don’t own
nonresidents anything. Let's have a little consideration for the resident hunter that lives
here, works here, pays taxes, here and in many cases as with myself, moved here for
the resident hunting privileges...”

Lynn Lander of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “...| respectfully ask if you are going [to]
concentrate license to some of the best hunting within the state that you increase NR
license fees substantially so new funds are available to buy or lease additional
habitat...”

Conrad P. Ferrar, Lawrenceville, GA, emailed, “... The crush to increase NR
licenses is without a doubt a threat to the South Dakota hunting experience. The
commercial lobby seems to be “having its way” ---in spite of heavy opposition from
locals and out-of-staters...More is not going to be better for the hunter or the game.
Consider decreasing the available NRW licenses. South Dakota hunting should be a
privilege, not a purchase.”

Daniel W. Milo of Mentor, OH, emailed, “...| really have no informed opinion on
the changes of zones or allocations. | do much approve the possibility of the youth
license reduction in fee...”

Clint Hay of Brookings, SD, emailed, “...The increase of NR Licenses...the
current lottery in place has worked flawlessly in past years! If it's not broke, don't fix it. |
think the majority of fellow NR hunters would agree. ..

Steve Hansen of Savage, MN, emailed, “Why the change in license allocation?
I've been hunting South Dakota for a long time and things are changing. Northeast
South Dakota has become highly pressured with incoming guide services locking up
large chunks of lands...| view these changes are government serving special interests
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while doing what is not best for the majority. | truly hope you reconsider. The system
that was in place worked very well, why the need to change?”

Larry Noteboom of Corsica, SD, emailed, “| oppose changing the Bennett Co.
Canada Goose tag system to Unit 2.”

Renee Allen of Pierre, SD, emailed, “...| am against any increase in licenses sold
or any structure change to the current system and would like to see 5-10% decrease in
NR fall licenses available/sold in NE SD, central SD, and eastern SD ring snows. | do
not support NR youth licenses during the regular waterfow! season and believe all 3-day
licenses should be moved back to central SD on private land only where they were
originally created for...”

David P. Pearson of Minneapolis, MN, emailed, “...| am very concerned about
any proposal to reduce out of state licenses, which are already at a premium...| urge
you to expand, not contract, the number of out of state license, especially in northeast
SD...”

Ed Vanderbeck of Columbus, KS, emailed, “My biggest concern that SD will go
the way of my home state KS. They have totally taken the wildlife management out and
went for the all almighty dollar you have such a treasure in your state the potholes as a
concerned conservationist | would be sickened if the waterfowl we all work so hard to
preserve are sold out for a few dollars more.”

Mike Olmstead of Cottage Grove, MN, emailed, “I'm against any change to the
NRW zone structure or license allocations...Under the current structure you get drawn
for a license every other year-that’s more than fair. Don't ruin a good thing.”

David Lyon of Hudson, SD, emailed, “I am against additional allocation of
nonresident waterfowl permits by GFP...Please do not make enact the proposed
changes to the nonresident waterfowl licenses for the benefit of the few at the expense
of the resident waterfowl hunters and good game management.”

Elmo Ziebach of Monroeville, AL, emailed, “...| have read over the changes and
other than moving licenses around | do not see any improvement...”

Joel R. Knopf of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “Adding 2,000 10-day licenses to the
current 500 3-day licenses for the NE unit will effectively end “free” hunting for SD
waterfowl hunters. Non-resident number from the Twin Cities metro area will entice the
local farmers to lease their land. Capitalizing on another natural resource the way of the
pheasants. And there is no wonder why the decline in hunters in this state???”

Tanner Johnson of Aberdeen, SD emailed, “... The number of nonresident
waterfowl licenses needs to be decreased, not increased...”

Jim Gruber of Estelline, SD, emailed, “While reading over the current proposals
one has to wonder, just who is going to be out there trying to untangle the mess this is
creating? Boundaries, licenses, youth, right unit, right dates, all falls on the game and
fish officer who already is over loaded with area coverage. Sometimes things are better
off left as is, a system that has worked...”

Marty Ahrendt of Burr Ridge, IL, emailed, “10 consecutive days even with a
better possession limit is “silly.” So selling 3-day licenses would be sensible (interesting
to see the price tag). (2) 5-day tags is the next best thing. My brothers and | now try the
Group scenario so we can come “home” to hunt w/ our dad....... also silly but |
understand that the oultfitters in state carry some clout($$). In the last 5-7 years we have
been denied the privilege of coming home (SD) to hunt w/ our father a couple of times
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as one or both of his sons don’t make the drawing....... all sad but so goes life in today’s
political climate.”

Murral Stark of Plainwell, MI, emailed, “This lottery is nonsense. | am a former
resident of SD and never did understand the limited access of NR hunters for waterfowl,
when the doors are wide open for pheasants...Please get this regulation removed.”

Jeff Olson of Rapid City, SD, emailed, “I support no changes to the non-resident
water fowl license in SD. | do not support the 12 items listed in the proposal from the
working group. | do however support a creation of 100 non-resident waterfowl tags
during the youth waterfowl season only. The capital journal summed it up well today
about this task force. They put nothing forward in the form of helping with the resource
and the access issue in South Dakota. You cannot come to the commission and ask for
more but offer nothing in return for the local sportsmen.”

Joel Carlson of Omaha, NE, emailed, “... While | do not have a comment for
each of the 12 proposed changes, | do approve of the overall changes and direction the
committee is taking. As a non-resident waterfowl hunter, it is important to me that South
Dakota continues to limit the number of non-resident waterfowl! licenses.”

Chris Daniel of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “| would like to see things stay the way
they are, personal with the waterfowl seasons and licensing...”

Joe Williams of Austin, TX, emailed, “...if | am reading them [proposed changes]
correctly, it means that South Dakota will continue to use a lottery system for obtaining
a non-resident hunting license, which is the point of my comments initially being a
system where planning waterfowl hunts is almost impossible...”

Richard Simms of Chattanooga, TN, emailed, “...| was disappointed when | read
the recommendations. As a non-resident, it was my hope that any forthcoming changes
would make the non-resident waterfow! license application process less complicated
and more user-friendly. While | admit | haven't “studied” all of the 12 changes closely...|
must say that my first impression was that instead of making the process less
complicated, it is going to become even more complicated...”

Paul and Karen Johnson of Webster, SD, emailed in response to the comment
from Richard Simms, “Well said, young man! You have no idea how many would-be
hunters agree with your statements.”

Ryan Wendling of Beresford, SD, emailed, “...If anything they need to reduce the
number of out of state waterfowl licenses, and also look at the sections they are adding
to. Those areas already have enough pressure the way it is...”

Stan Lucas of Washington State, emailed, “... Most of the items don’t pertain to
myself and friends who come out once per year at the start of the deer season. We hunt
deer in the early hours and at the end of the day and in the daytime in between, we like
to either hunt pheasant and/or waterfowl. We hunt in Bennett County near the town of
Martin...”

Robert Naylor of Chapel Hill, NC, emailed, “...| believe the state of South Dakota
should not change the number of non-resident licenses issued each year. The migratory
waterfowl congregate in specific areas of South Dakota at very specific times during the
year, and it would be easy to put too much pressure on the migratory waterfowl in these
short windows of time by increasing the number of non-resident waterfowl licenses.
Increasing the number of non-resident waterfowl licenses would harm the waterfow! by
putting too much stress on them each day while they are staging for the next leg of their
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journey south, and it may potentially alter their migratory patterns if they are constantly
pressured by an increased number of hunters. But most importantly, it would harm the
outdoor experience that resident and non-resident hunters enjoy today.”

Mark Widman of Tea, SD, emailed, “| am asking you to vote NO on the Non-
Resident Waterfowl proposal which will consider at the upcoming June meeting in
Pierre...We have a good thing going here in South Dakota ant that's why non-residents
want to come here to hunt...”

Paul J. Gillette of Redfield, SD, emailed, “I am writing this letter to object to the
issuance of additional nonresident waterfow! hunting licenses in Northeastern South
Dakota. The issuance of additional licenses is not consistent with good wildlife
management. Issuing additional licenses will result in less access for local and existing
nonresident hunters alike. The current system of licensing is excellent and satisfies the
needs of wildlife management as well as protecting the public interests for hunters and
waterfowl! enthusiasts.”

Dan Raderschadt of Watertown, SD, emailed, “Not sure your stance on this, but |
like the fact that our waterfowl resource in South Dakota is not over-licenses. Many of
us hunt for the peacefulness and opportunity to just watch the annual migration. Not
everything in life has to be utilized to the maximum all in the name of monetary profits.”

Paul Bezdicek of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “...we have an opportunity here to
preserve a great system that has worked extremely well for the past 40-50 years. 90%+
Residents and 60%+ Nonresidents do not want changes to the current system. Let’s not
screw up the system for the people that enjoy hunting for a few people to make a few
more bucks.”

Rusty Hanson of Pierre, SD, emailed, “| am in favor of the transfer of 500 unsold
licenses. Why these are not state birds, they are migratory birds and will always be
there for the hunting public, whether that hunter is from in state or out of state they have
just as much right to hunt them as we do. Some of the people do not have the great
hunting as we do, let them enjoy SD. PS why didn’t they think of adding them to
pheasant license that way they are not going to lease up land, they are here to hunt
pheasants with waterfowl as a bonus.”

Jason E. Engbrecht of Pierre, SD, emailed, “...| was completely shocked with the
committee’s recommendations. Why would we want more nonresidents here hunting
our waterfowl in South Dakota... You can bet we will be there in force come June 4" and
hopefully we will actually be listened to...Please don’t change anything...”

Jerry Soholt of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “...\WWe've sold our pheasant hunting to
nonresidents. We hear the question why are there fewer resident hunters today. Easy
answer access is limited. Increasing the number in NE will further limit access. |
encourage you to make no changes or reduce by 10%...I understand hunting is no
longer what it was, perhaps | was just hoping SD would hold onto the opportunity for
locals to chase ducks...”

Robert Foote of Whittier, CA, emailed, “| am in support of the idea to create 100
non-resident youth waterfowl licenses. | think this is super for those young folks that
wish to join in the waterfowl hunting sport...and for only $20...1 am certainly not
opposed to the creating of the new NE unit and making 2,000 10-day licenses available.
My concern is: How do you know...2,000 is the correct number...”
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Maynard Isaacson of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “...Here are my suggestions: 1)
request a 5-10% decrease in all non-resident licenses, 2) request removal of the 500 3-
day licenses in NE SD and return them to the Missouri River area, 3) It would be nice to
see these rules stay in effect for 3-5 years so we don't have to address them on an
annual basis...”

Pete Koupal of Rapid City, SD, emailed, “...My concern on this issue still is the
number of opportunities we currently have in SD. Whether you are a resident or non-
resident hunter, the hunting experience comes down to the quality of your hunting
opportunity, and my belief is that those hunting opportunities for waterfow! in SD are
currently not adequate for the number of waterfowl hunters that we already have now...”

John Nolen of West Frankfort, IL, emailed, “...and don’t support the
recommendations that have been set by the work group. If the proposed
recommendations go through it will only further hurt a great system that is in place now
that provides quality waterfowling opportunities to the people who are drawn...”

Dave Feiner of Mitchell, SD, emailed, “Not in favor of letting more nonresidents
hunt in SD. | find very few spots to hunt now and bringing in more nonresidents would
certainly make it even more difficult...”

Alan D. Thomas of Huron, SD, emailed, “...| am asking you to provide the
necessary assistance in controlling the number of non-resident waterfowl licenses in
South Dakota through the following: 1.) Remove the 500 three day non-resident
licenses in NE South Dakota and have them returned to the Missouri River area; 2.)
Request that rules stay in effect for three to five years to minimize or eliminate the
associated problems with annual rule changes. 3.) Request a five to ten percent
decrease in all non-resident waterfowl licenses. 4.) Provide some non-resident
waterfowl youth licenses for the same timeframe as the resident waterfowl youth
season...”

Paul Knecht of Pierre, SD, emailed, “...My concern is specifically related to the
transfer of the three-day licenses from the Central South Dakota Unit (Missouri River) to
the six-county area in north central South Dakota. As a person who was raised in that
area and also regularly hunts waterfowl in that area | have to express my concern...
With increased licenses in north central South Dakota, one can anticipate the frustration
of both resident and non-resident hunters as we compete to access those muddy
launching areas in the dark, pre-dawn hours. To increase the number of hunters that will
use a small number of lakes without improving, or increasing, the access points to those
lakes seems irresponsible. Please do not move licenses to the north central counties of
our state.”

Bruce Basom of Stanton, MI, emailed, “...I support the modifications
recommended by the Department. This plan seems to be both reasonable and fairly
easy to understand and administer by both potential nonresident hunters and the
Department...”

Mark Heck of Mitchell, SD, emailed, “...looks to me like you are just moving
license allotments around so there are more available for the nonresident in NE South
Dakota. Who really benefits from this??...the resident hunter will lose...Please don't
change the license allotment...”
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D. Thompson of Boone, IA, emailed, “...1t is my opinion that the seasons, zones,
and number of nonresident licenses available is just right. | have not been drawn every
year and that is ok. Please leave the regulations and guidelines as they are.”

Robert L. Orton of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “I am writing in hopes that the
commission will adopt a non-resident waterfowl plan that is favorable to the residents of
our great state while still allowing a reasonable number of non-resident licenses. At its
heart the commission should protect and utilize our resources in the best interest of
South Dakotans... This is a decision that be made for the benefit of the majority of South
Dakotans and not for the profits of a few.”

Casey Rorvick of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “...| oppose all 12 of the
recommendations put forth by the committee...| oppose ALL recommendations.”

William J. O’Brien of Minneapolis, MN, emailed, “Would still like to see the
waterfowl season start later and go later in the SE region along the Missouri River.
Excellent response to the youth license fees and adding more of them for nonresident
youth. We need to get and keep our youth interested in the sport and it has to be
affordable for parents to carry the load at an affordable price...”

Thomas G. Whiteing of Omaha, NE, emailed, “...| am not in support of any
measure to increase the number of non-resident licenses...and feel that any increase in
the non-resident licenses would be detrimental both to the resources and the
experience.”

David Nowak of Milwaukee, WI, emailed, “...I just want to say that the license are
fine the way they are and can tell you over the last few years it has been getting more
and more crowded with resident hunters...”

Jim Blankenheim of Tomahawk, WI, emailed, “...My interest is strictly relates to
the NE SD unit...we always do a 4 day hunt beginning opening day. We have never had
any crowding issues and the hunts were extremely enjoyable...what | may be getting at
is @ 5 or 7 day license instead of the 10 day. It seems more realistic to me, especially if
it would increase the number of licenses available...”

Mick Hanan of Lake Andes, SD, emailed, “...| respectively think that the current
proposal is taking the wrong approach...adding zones and moving around allocated
licenses only increases the difficulty of understanding all the boundaries...| sincerely
hope that this proposal is reconsidered before moving forward and putting it into
practice...it appears to me that there is a lack of clear understating what is trying to be
accomplished by the restructuring of license allocations.”

Tom Fell of Mobile, AL, emailed, “... After reading over the proposed changes |
don’t see anything in the changes that would make a difference in the NR waterfow!
hunting for the area where | typically hunt except moving the 2000 license from the
statewide B-86 to a limited draw area will decrease the number of licenses available in
the area where | try to draw...”

Arthur Russo of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “...We would ask that you would leave it
the way its been for many years. It works well as it stands. Your addition of some youth
nonresidents being added is an excellent idea...”

Tom Gerlach of Corsica, SD, emailed, “l oppose changing the Bennett Co.
Goose tag system to Unit 2.”

Wayne and Cindy Steinhauer of Hartford, SD, emailed, “...1 continue to hope for
some special consideration to be giving to former South Dakota residents.”
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Tim Bjork of Pierre, SD, wrote, “So | am going to say no. No to increases in
nonresident waterfowl licenses...”

Mark A. Rumble of Rapid City, SD, emailed, “I am writing to ask you to vote no
on both proposals to alter the goose season in Bennett County...”

Scot Hamilton of Gray, TN, emailed, “most any other state you can buy a
nonresident license over the counter and very few more ducks would be killed, | don’t
understand the system in place.”

Dr. Douglas W. Allen of Willmar, MN, emailed, “...I'm disappointed in the
proposed regulations...please consider other options...that the 10-day license be
eliminated and a 5-day license be instituted instead. At least that move would allow NR
a chance at drawing a license...”

Thomas J. Parker of Nashville, TN, emailed, “We are in support of the new
legislation. It is our understanding that more waterfowl licenses will be available in the
Pollock, South Dakota area as a result of these changes... Hopefully, these new
changes will increase our chances of being drawn...”

Ryan Roehr of Britton, SD emailed, “I see the proposed numbers for NE SD and
those numbers seem very, very high, considering that we (people that live and have
land in NE SD) find it harder and harder to find land to hunt waterfowl in the fall that isn't
leased up from outfitters. Did | read this correctly, currently 500 licenses for NE SD and
the work group wants it to go to 2k!...”

Curt Koepp of Waubay, SD, emailed, ‘I read all the comments that were
submitted and it is a fact that they were biased to the out of staters...”

Greg Borchard of Dousman, WI, emailed, “Our group of 5 like the proposed
changes for NE South Dakota to make it easier for our whole group to get an out of
state waterfowl lic...”

Charles “Mick” Hutchko of Sewickley, PA, emailed, “I did look at the proposals
and didn’t see anything that addressed my concerns. Seems like the people in Pierre
are quite protective of their waterfowl hunting. Interestingly | have not met one local
person near the Roscoe area that hunts waterfowl in over 20 years of hunting there.
Seems like a waste a valuable NATURAL resources and a substantial loss of state
revenue, but it is what it is.”

Tim Ward of Milbank, SD, emailed, “Please consider these requests concerning
the new proposals for nonresident waterfowl rules. 1.) Please require a 5-10% decrease
in all non-resident licenses. 2.) | Request removal of the 500 3-day licenses in NE SD
and have them returned to the Missouri River area, 3.) Allow some NR youth licenses
for the same timeframe as the resident youth season, 4.) | request that rules stay in
effect for 3-5 years so we don't have this consternation every year.”

Larry Menning of Chamberlain, SD, emailed, “| oppose changing the Bennett Co.
Canada Goose tag system to Unit 2.”

Brent Andrews of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “...| honestly do not support any of the
12 items on the proposal not even the youth one...The way we have our hunting now
Resident hunters are OK with it, even though some things we are not happy about but
we can live with them and we do not want them to change and have the hunting get
worse. If the proposed changes do get accepted and finalized it will disappoint and
upset every Resident waterfowl hunter...SD has a good thing going right now for
waterfowl hunting...please don't ruin it by flooding the state with non-resident hunters.”
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Aubrei-Llin S. Borah of Chamberlain, SD, emailed, “I oppose changing the
Bennett County Canada goose tag system to Unit 2.”

Bob Marquardt of Watertown, SD, emailed, “I would like to go on record in
opposition of the expanded out of state duck license proposal that is on the agenda for
your June 4™ meeting. | believe this change does not reflect the opinions and interests
of the sportsman and women of South Dakota, nor the public in general...”

Joel Will of Waseca, MN, emailed, ‘I believe the great state of South Dakota has
answered and addressed some of the issues that nonresident waterfow!l hunters
have...| also agree in not increasing the number of licenses...the birds use SD as a
resting area. | have actually heard people say that. | would have to agree...”

Robert Pries of Pierre, SD, wrote, “| am an 80-year old waterfowl hunter who is
opposed to increasing the number of non-resident WF licenses...As for the 5 county,
along the river, 3-day licenses, they were primarily for goose hunting. They were a trade
off for resident access...the commission should not feel these licenses should be
transferable to other areas...”

Larry Minter of Jefferson, SD, emailed, “Please vote against the proposal to
increase nonresident waterfowl hunting permits...please support keeping the amount of
nonresident permit the same or less in some zones.”

Steve Dubiak of St. Louis Park, MN, emailed, “I have been coming to South
Dakota for 30 years, and things are just fine the way they are...”

Dan Koch of Sioux Falls, SD, wrote, “| have hunted waterfowl! in South Dakota
since 1956. | enjoy being able to hunt ducks without all the out of state competition.
Please don’t open up our great hunting to people that don't live here.”

Andrew Dolney of Grenville, SD, emailed, “the proposed changes are a start but
just a start instead of all the confusion just make things simple. Meanwhile the geese
are growing in numbers and the people that can help control the numbers are being
held up, just sell so many permits, but make it simple...| agree that youth should have
some permits set aside for them...”

Stephen J. Foster of Watertown, SD, emailed, “Please...leave things as they are.
I'and many others oppose the proposal you folks are considering on June 4™...”

Sean Coykendall of Beulah, MI, emailed, “If you go ahead with the changing of
the season, my dad and | will be forced to choose a different state to hunt...”

Michael Richardson of Fort Pierre, SD, emailed, “| am writing this email in
opposition to the proposed waterfowl license increase for nonresidents...waterfow!
hunting is one of the last hunting opportunities South Dakota residents have without
having to compete with commercial hunting operations...please do not sell out our
resident hunters anymore.”

Phillip Lowe of Florence, SD, emailed, “Leave Potter County in the current lottery
drawing. Do not make this change.”

Dan Thayer of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “...I would request the following changes
in what is currently proposed: 1) A 10% decrease in the current number of non-resident
licenses being issued, 2.) Move the 500 3-day licenses back to the Missouri River area
as was the original agreement, 3.) | would not mind seeing some NR youth licenses so
the youngsters could experience quality waterfowling with their parents or relatives, 4.)
Ink the deal for a minimum of 5 years, this has to be a majorly expensive endeavor each
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and every year not to mention the time for you folks as well as my fellow waterfowlers in
SD...”

Todd Van Maanen of Yankton, SD, emailed, ‘...I'd ask that you not to increase
the number of out-of-state waterfowl hunting licenses.”
Greg L. Hoftiezer of Watertown, SD, emailed, “...| am an avid outdoorsman and

although | don't hunt as often as | did a few years ago | recognize the importance of
quality time spent outdoors hunting. My oldest son recently graduated from SDSU. He
had job opportunities in other states and other parts of SD. He chose to come back to
Watertown mainly because of the outdoor opportunities available in NE SD. | have to
believe other young people make similar decisions based on the quality of the hunting
opportunities we have. | would hate to see waterfowl hunting become as
commercialized as pheasant hunting has. We may get some non-residents here for 3
day or 1 week hunts, but if the waterfowl opportunities become less appealing, or more
crowded, to residents like my son or other young people they may choose other states
in which to live and work. | understand the economics the other side presents as | am a
business owner myself. | just think the big picture is more important than a few extra
dollars in October and November.”

Mark Peterson of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “...Leave this state to residents. Quit
taking away from my family, quit trying to make money off of my benefit as a South
Dakotan... This is about our quality of life not the non-residents...”

Robert J. Young of Stratford, SD, emailed, “no on proposed waterfowl
changes...”

Michael Peterson of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “... The main people to benefit
from this should be residents of the State of South Dakota. No changes to the current 9
County NE Unit. No more non-resident licenses or access period. No non-residents in
SE Early Season. No non-resident youth...”

Jack Broome of Burke, SD, emailed, “...| have hunted the Bennett Co. special
goose season for over 20 years with a group of resident hunters. We have discussed
the proposed changes and the group is strongly in favor of retaining the tagged system.
We strongly feel that eliminating the tag hunts and simply including it another waterfowl
unit will very quickly lead to a system of leased land barring the resident hunters to
opportunity to hunt. WE are strongly opposed to his change...”

Arnie Goldade of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “Please vote no on June 4" for the
proposed changes to the 2015 Non Resident waterfowl season...”

Dan or Amy Gooding of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “I would like you to consider the
residents of South Dakota before you consider opening more doors for out of state
waterfow! hunters...”

Jeff Rudd of Madison, SD, emailed, “Any review of the public testimony and
public comments received to date on this issue really leaves you no logical choice but to
vote no on this issue...Vote no and save SD waterfowl from commercial hunting...”

Jason Lorenz of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “...| am strongly opposed to increasing
the waterfowl licenses especially in northeastern South Dakota...”
Miek Stenson of Fort Pierre, SD, emailed, “...| do not support any additional

nonresident waterfowl! licenses...From my many conversations with both residents and
nonresidents that hunt waterfowl in South Dakota, it is overwhelmingly clear that none

128



of them support increases in nonresidents licenses...| have no issue with the addition of
100 nonresident youth waterfowl licenses..."

Gary Wickre of Marshall County Sportsman’s Club, Marshall County, SD,
emailed, “We, as the Marshall Co. Sportsman's Club, strongly oppose any increase in
the number of non-resident waterfowl licenses, or the transfer of non-resident waterfowl
licenses from other areas of South Dakota to the NE region of SD. Waterfowl hunting
sites in NE SD are heavily hunted now, and any increase in licenses will reduce the
hunting experience for all hunters. We want to keep waterfowl hunting as we know it
now.”

Mark Richardson of Brookings, SD, emailed, “...One of the main reasons that |
continue to live in SD is due to the hunting and fishing opportunities...| stick more to
waterfowl hunting. | would hate to see that change...”

Adrian Heitmann of Lake City, SD, emailed, “...| am not in favor of more out of
state licenses...”
Barry Diede of Moberly, MO, emailed, “...I live down in Missouri, and twice a year

| mail large checks for taxes to SD for cyn-bar farms. | wish that as a tax payer and
large land owner | could have the same opportunity to at least hunt on my land as the
locals...”

Carter Knecht of Pierre, SD, emailed, “I am 15 years old and water fowling is my
passion. Hunting is the only thing | have ever truly ever been good at in my life. Nearly
all the good memories | have in my life center around hunting, especially duck hunting. |
have had these good experiences because the state of South Dakota has provided me
and many others a good quality hunting experience, water fowling has been an
enjoyable experience for me in this state because of how we run the licensing system. |
fear greatly that if we change this system the way it has been proposed to change, that
the hunting qualities and experiences will decrease remarkably. When | heard about the
proposed idea to move nonresident waterfowl licenses from the Missouri river to the
north central part of the state where | hunt waterfowl almost every weekend of the duck
hunting season, | was frustrated to say the least. The fact alone that this idea has gotten
these far scares me...”

Timothy Even of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “| am concerned that this proposal is
only for the Short Term benefit of a few commercial interests. Please keep the resident
hunters in mind when you decide on this...Please oppose this proposal.”

Warren Jackson of Egan, SD, emailed, “| am writing to express my opposition to
the non-resident waterfowl proposal that will be considered...It is not in the best interest
of South Dakota sportsmen...reduce the number of regular NR licenses; then add a
FEW of the number being reduced for the NR youth licenses to be valid during the
same time as the resident youth licenses are valid...”

Gary Ladner of Rapid City, SD, emailed, “...| am opposed to any increase
nonresident waterfowl licenses as it will only continue to erode the opportunities for the
hunters that are unable to compete with “Wall Street” hunters...”

Bob Krutzfeldt of Huron, SD, emailed, “I am a lifelong resident of South Dakota
who chose to live here to enjoy all of the things our state has to offer, including hunting
and fishing opportunities. My request is that you listen to the sportsmen of South Dakota
and act to limit non-resident waterfowl licenses.”
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Lee Fonken of Romance, AR, emailed, “I would like to see Kingsbury County
added to the northeast section of the non-resident waterfowl map.”

Craig Pugsley of Custer, SD, emailed, “I would like to offer the following
comments about the proposal to eliminate the Bennett County Goose Tags...the current
system allows everyone an (equal chance) to apply for a tag, secure leftover tags if they
are available and provides everyone with an equal opportunity to hunt gees in this
special unit.”

William Koupal of Pierre, SD, emailed,”...| oppose any increase in non-resident
waterfowl hunters in South Dakota...”

Bill Willroth of Vermillion, SD, emailed, “I urge you to please oppose the
proposed waterfowl proposal in June. This would be another instance of forcing
residents of our great state out of already crowded field and waters.”

S. Patrick Donovan of Arlington, SD, emailed, “...| support the expansion of non-
resident waterfowl hunting licenses and opportunities.”

Charlie Moore of Madison, SD, emailed, “...| am opposed to these new
proposals/ideas on raising the number of non-resident licenses...”

Earl Graham of Tellico Plains, TX, emailed, “...| have hunted as non-resident 13
of 15 years and do not want to see system changed do not mess up the great

Jeff Clow of Harrisburg, SD, emailed, “Please leave the current number of NR
waterfowl license alone...Do no transfer licenses from the Missouri River to anywhere
else in the state...allowing some NR youth hunters with the resident youth season
would be good...”

Dana Iverson of Harrisburg, SD, emailed, “Please consider the following to help
alleviate the overpopulation of the Canadian goose: Since the geese are not gender
specific, allow hunters to harvest them %2 hour past sunset. Although geese are not
classified under big game, this would give hunters additional time in the field at the
prime opportunity when geese are moving back and forth from feeding to nesting.

If a survey was done, | am fairly certain that you would find out that a much higher
harvest rate could be accomplished by this simple adjustment.”

Gregg Lawrence of Wilmer, MN, emailed, “...What would really get us to come
back would be if there were 3-day licenses available for more areas of the state...”

John Fuglsang of Pierre, SD, emailed, “I am writing you to voice my opposition to
the current proposal for non-resident waterfowl licenses. | am not in favor of any of the
proposed changes...”

Gregory Locy of Canonsburg, PA, emailed, “First, | would like to thank you for
allowing the non-residents a voice with the issue of non-resident waterfowl
licensing... The Workgroup proposal regarding the allocation of 2,000 10-day licenses
for the NE SD license unit sounds ok on the surface, but since most are likely wanting to
hunt in that area the new allocation would additionally limit the chances of getting drawn
for the area that we regularly hunt. | would also favor a 5-day license in lieu of 10 day
licenses...”

Chris Hesla, of Pierre, SD, emailed, “Please do not change anything to do with
the current NR Waterfow! licenses. If you do want to do something reduce them!!l.”
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Colin Knudson of Tea, SD, emailed, “...| am adamantly against increasing
licenses and opening doors to increased traffic to the state of South Dakota’s wonderful
waterfowl opportunities...”

Rich Rovang of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “| am against the proposed changes to
the 2015 nonresident waterfowl season, particularly changes that allow an increase in
nonresident licenses for the northeast unit...”

Glen Carlson of Lake Andes, SD, emailed, “I| don'’t think we need any additional
zones set up for non-resident waterfowl...”

Richard Visker of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “there is some serious concern about
this topic as a whole and how it is being handled...here are my suggestions: There
MUST be a 5-10% decrease in all non-resident licenses. Need to remove 500 of the 3-
day licenses in NE SD and have them returned to the Missouri River area. Some NR
youth licenses should be added for the same timeframe as the resident youth season.
These rules should stay in effect for 3-5 years so we don't have this consternation every
year...” :

David Jacobson of Pierre, SD, emailed, “...Please do NOT APPROVE the
changes proposed by the Governor's Work Group...”

Lori Goldade of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “...Please keep these young residents,
and the next generation they bring into SD, in mind when you vote for the NR Waterfowl
Licenses. Believe me, the number of young residents who stay here far outnumber the
folks who want to take money from the NR hunters. Let’s keep the access open for our
young waterfowl hunters by not changing the regulations we already have in place...”

Andrew Richwalski of Pollock, SD, emailed, “It's very simple...Leave the non-
resident waterfowl licenses the way it is.”

Terry Nemitz of Brookings, SD, emailed, “I would strongly urge the board to
consider the following for criteria in allocating non-resident waterfow! licenses: Request
a 5-10% decrease in all non-resident licenses, request the removal of the 500 3-day
licenses in NE SD and have them returned to the Missouri River area, allow some NR
youth licenses for the same time frame as the resident youth season, and request that
rules stay in effect for 3-5 years so we don't have this consternation every year...”

David M. Hettick of Hot Springs, SD, emailed, “Please keep the Bennett County
Special Canada Goose Season...Right now it is a quality hunt...”

Dennie Mann, President of Greater Dakotah Chapter-SCI, Rapid City, SD, wrote:
“The Greater Dakotah Chapter of SCI would like to express their support for continuing
with the special Canada goose hunting season in Bennett County...”

Matt Nofziger of Harrisburg, SD, emailed, “Please do no increase the amount of
waterfowl licenses. We don’t need any more out of state hunters.”

Mark Stults of Spearfish, SD, emailed, “Please leave non-resident waterfowl
license requirements as they are.”

Tom Black of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “...Do not allow for the expansion of the
number of nonresident waterfowl hunters...Protect at least one resource for the local
hunters.”

Colette Hesla of Fort Pierre, SD, emailed, “please leave nonresident waterfowl
the way it is.”

Harold R. Bickner of Kimball, SD, emailed, “...| would oppose any increase in the
amount of out of state licenses or any increase in the amount of days allowed to hunt...”
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Jesse Weeks of Watertown, SD, emailed, “...Over the years it has become
increasingly difficult to secure land suitable for hunting, and an increase in the number
of non-resident licenses will only make it more difficult for those of us who live here...”

Ben Burris of Brookings, SD, emailed, “I am writing in strong opposition of the
newly formed proposal for non-resident waterfow! hunting...”

Rick or Dee Dannen of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “...By adding more hunters,
changing license allocation, and along with fewer places to go this proposal is not good
for anyone. Please listen to the average hunters and keep things the way they are, and
not ruin a good thing.”

Everett Randall of Redfield, SD, emailed, “Writing in opposition to any changes to
increase...Do not allow more licenses.”

Rik Bartels, President of Center of the Nation Sportsman’s Club of Belle Fourche,
SD, wrote: “We are writing to voice our disapproval of the proposal to repeal the Special
Canada Goose season in Bennett County... This club of 450 members is opposed to
eliminating the current special Canada goose season in Bennett County.”

Mark Jenzen of Minnesota Lake, MN, emailed, “...| cannot express to you the
anticipation our group of 3 fathers and sons have, when we draw SD waterfowl, but the
time we spend and the experiences are valuable enough to build family traditions
on. Please consider the average family and modest water fowlers and not just outfitters,
and guides. Our moneys help ND families just as much. Don’t shut us out!”

Scott Hed of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “...| am asking you to oppose the proposal
formed from a supposed “consensus” from the Non-Resident Waterfowl! License
Working Group...”

Glenn Moravek of Pierre, SD, emailed, “...I'm opposed to reducing the number of
three-day nonresident waterfowl licenses for central SD and transferring them to other
areas of the state. I'm opposed to absorbing Bennett County 10-day goose licenses into
a larger unit...”

Andy Vandel of Pierre, SD, emailed, “| am in strong opposition to any increase
(including the shift of exiting Missouri River unit licenses) in non-resident waterfowl
licenses. In addition, | would recommend that the 500 3-day licenses that have already
been shifted by the legislature to the southeast corner of the state be returned to the
central Missouri River unit...”

Michael Klienwolterink of Yale, IA, emailed, “...It is my recommendation that the
quota for nonresidents stay the same for all areas of South Dakota like last year.”

Mitchell Reuss of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “| am writing this to express my
opposition to the 12 proposals currently on the table regarding non-resident waterfowl
licenses...”

Richard Carlson of Brandon, SD, emailed, “...we don’t need any more non-
residents that we have now...”

Lee Mischke of Westbrook, MN, emailed, “I would like to express to you my
disappointment with the proposed changes to the South Dakota Non-resident Waterfowl
regulations...”

George Vandel of Pierre, emailed, “| am opposed the changes in waterfowl
regulations that will increase the number of nonresident waterfowl hunters. | am also in
opposition to creating more units and further complicating an already over-complex set
of nonresident waterfowl hunting regulations. | am most opposed to the transfer of 3-day
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permits out of the Missouri River unit...| do not oppose your rule proposals to create
100 nonresident youth licenses, valid only during the youth waterfowl season. | support
your rule to eliminate the Bennett County unit...”

Leonard Skovly of Brookings, SD, emailed, “...Let's not destroy what we have
worked for by opening the gates for non-residents and lose the support of our hunters
out here right now...”

Cody Warner of Roslyn, SD, emailed, “... After the overall opposition from the
majority of residents and nonresidents, | find it hard to believe that the GFP would still
propose a change in the licensing structure. | believe there is a good balance of
residents and nonresidents at the moment. Please listen to the residents and
nonresidents that value quality hunting in SD and vote to keep SD licensing the same.”

Francis Barnett of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “...This sounds like it is a done deal. It
will be interesting to see how it affects me and my 2 boys (ages 13 and 14 and their
friends) waterfowl hunting experiences. We have thoroughly enjoyed our outings in
Faulk, Edmunds, McPherson, and Campbell Counties. It really is top quality hunting. |
realize it is nice to share, but some things a person likes to keep for themselves. Please
don’t share too much.”

Mark Williamson of Britton, SD, emailed, “... The resident sportsman of this fine
state deserve to be considered first. PLEASE vote against the proposal...”

Derek Schiefelbein of Pierre, SD, emailed, “...| oppose any increase to the
number of non-resident waterfowl licenses in South Dakota...”

Mark Hamiel of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “...As far as | see it, waterfowl hunting is
the only real uninhibited hunting perk residents have left in South Dakota. Please keep it
that way. Let the non-residents go after our pheasants & deer. Let the residents have
our waterfowl. Please do not increase non-resident licenses.”

Leonard Spomer of Pierre, SD, emailed, “The resident expenditures for material
to support their waterfowl hunting activities range from vehicle purchases to dog food,
from insurance to boat gas, from clothing to household furnishings, along with the basic
hunting supplies, that they buy all year long to support their waterfowl hunting
activities. The residents spend money twelve months of the year, not just in a 3-10 day
window in October or November. And the sad part is that every time nonresident
licenses are increased, scores of residents hang up there gun, decoys and waders. The
net loss to the State is great, not only socially, but economically... In closing, please
remember that it is the resident sportsmen and their forefathers, who have created the
waterfowl oasis that both resident and nonresident now enjoy.”

David Ciani of Spearfish, SD, requested consideration for a 3-day non-resident
waterfowl license for the Black Hills.

Gary Roth of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “I support the SDWF proposal for Non-
resident waterfowl licenses as follows: REMOVE 500 3-day NR licenses from Northeast
South Dakota, decrease non-resident by 10%, AFTER passage of the proposed rules in
favor of these recommendations, the rules shall stay in effect for 5 years. Please
support these recommendations in your considerations!”

Greg Fischer of Lake City, SD, emailed, “...people that come to the state are
interested in a quality hunt. They are not going to give up their hard earned bucks for a
poor hunting experience...People in this day and age demand quality!... There is a
reason why they all are heading here!..”

133



Wade Harkema of Volga, SD, emailed, “...I'm opposed to the recommendations
by the waterfowl work group...”

Jason Gilb of Mitchell, SD, emailed, “...| strongly oppose increasing nonresident
licenses and support maintaining the current nonresident licenses as they currently
allocated...Please respect the wishes of your resident hunters and don’t increase
waterfowl license.”

Eric Hamiel of Aberdeen, SD, emailed, “| moved to Aberdeen, SD 10 year ago
and was introduced to waterfowl hunting. Over the past 10 years, | have become an
avid waterfow! hunter primarily due to the opportunity that it currently offers resident
hunters in this state. If our state starts to allocate more licenses to non-residents,
waterfowl hunting will take the same path as deer & pheasant hunting has...Let the
residents have our waterfowl. Please do not increase non-resident licenses.”

William E. Clayton of Sioux Falls, SD, wrote: “...It my understanding...that the
proposal on which you will vote is not in the best interest of the average hunter like
myself. Thus, | urge you to vote against the present proposal!!”

Charles Berdan of Belle Fourche, SD, emailed, “...| am opposed repealing the
current Special Canada goose season in Bennett County. | ask the commission to vote
against the following proposals: Absorb the current Bennett County 10-day license into
the unit comprised of that part of the state not included in the NE and SE units;
and...repeal the special Canada goose hunting season for Bennett County and place
into Unit 2 of the regular goose hunting season...”

Andrew Johnson of Dell Rapids, SD, emailed, “l am voicing my opposition to the
current nonresident waterfowl proposal on which you'll be voting...please consider your
votes carefully, and please don't let the voice of so many go unheard in favor of a
few...”

Leon Fenhaus of Rapid City, SD, emailed, “I strongly encourage you to reject the
proposal...l am totally opposed to providing opportunities for non-residents. However, |
believe the highest priority is maximizing the opportunity for SD residents first, before
making opportunity available to or expanding opportunity for non-residents...”

Curtis Gustafson of Huron, SD, emailed, “...| am asking with all respect to the
tremendous work the Game and Fish Department has done in this state, not for just
Waterfowl Hunting, but for all the freedom which we Residents have to take advantage
of the wildlife, fishing, camping etc., that we do not change the number of Non-Resident
Waterfowl permits allowed for them...”

John Pollmann of Dell Rapids, SD, emailed, “I am writing to you today to urge
you to vote “No” on the proposed changes to the nonresident waterfow! license
system...”

Mark Lawrenson of Pierre, SD, emailed, “| do not agree with any changes or
increases to the number of non-resident waterfowl hunting licenses. South Dakota
resident hunters should not have their quality of life experience in waterfowl hunting be
decreased by an increase in nonresident waterfowl! licenses.”

Mike Fischer of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “... There is no doubt the reason for the
high quality hunting is due to limiting the number of non-resident hunters. Even with the
lottery system in place today, non-residents can still draw 4 out of every 5 years. Many
of my hunting days during the year are with non-residents, and they are perfectly happy
with how things are right now...”
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Mark Steinborn of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “| reviewed the proposed changes in
the nonresident waterfowl licenses. | struggled with accurately assessing the actual
increase in the number of permits.”

Andrew Nielson of Lennox, SD, emailed, “| am opposed to the proposal with
changes in waterfowl! regulations that will increase the number of nonresident waterfowl
hunters. | am most opposed to the transfer of 3-day permits out of the Missouri River
unit. They were specifically tied to increased public waterfowl hunting access in counties
along the Mo. River. | am in favor of a 10% overall decrease in the number of all non-
resident waterfowl licenses. | do not oppose your rule proposals to create 100
nonresident youth licenses, valid only during the youth waterfowl season.”

Jim Vinella of Watertown, SD, emailed, “| urge you to vote against the proposal
to add 2000 ten day non-resident waterfowl licenses to NE South Dakota area...I'm in
favor of youth NR hunting during the current resident season...”

Berdette Zastrow of Grenville, SD, emailed, “...1 strongly disagree with the Non-
Resident Waterfow! License Working Group’s final recommendation to increase the
number of non-resident waterfowl hunters. Please vote no on the non-resident
waterfowl license proposal. | also request removal of the 500 3-day licenses in
northeast South Dakota. Please move them back to the Missouri River area...”

Jeff Sorensen of Viborg, SD, emailed, “Plz do not do away with the special
Canada goose season in Bennett County.”

Bob Hodorff of Hot Springs, SD, emailed, “| object to eliminating the tag system
that is currently in place for goose hunting in Bennett County...”

Don Scherschligt of Huron, SD, wrote: “...Don’t open Pandora’s Box--Leave
Well Enough Alone concerning the number of out of state waterfowl licenses....Leave
M

Dennis M. Jones of Sioux Falls, SD, emailed, “It is my understanding that
recommendations have been proposed to the commission by a non-resident committee,
especially for northeastern South Dakota...Please don't buy into public pressure to over
hunting...”

The Public Hearing concluded at 3:53 p.m.

Respectfully submiT,

Kelly R. ler, Department Secretary
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SOUTH DAKOTA GAME, FISH, and PARKS COMMISSION

Division of Administration
July 1, 2015

SUBJECT: Public Improvement Contract Lien: Roy Lake Comfort Station
(Project #: RoyE15Ma)

On April 29, 2015. Roland Larson of Larson Construction, filed a $15,897.78 lien
pursuant to SDCL 5-22 on monies held by the So. Dak. Department of Game, Fish, and
Parks for the Roy Lake Comfort Station Project (Attachment I).

The funds required to cover the lien have been segregated from other funds held by the
Department for the project, and the subcontractor has commenced an action to
foreclose on its lien.

No action is required by the GFP Commission at this time. This report is made to
comply with the mandate of SDCL 5-22-3.

RECOMMENDED ACTION OF THE SOUTH DAKOTA GAME, FISH, and PARKS
COMMISSION: No action required.



Prepared by: L%Ck
Joshua K. Finer
Richardson, Wyly, Wise,
Sauck & Hieb, LLP
Post Office Box 1030

Aberdeen, SD 57402-1030

ACCOUNT OF CLAIM FOR
MECHANIC'S, MINER'S, LABORER'S OR

MATERTIALMAN'S LIEN ON PUBLIC TIMPROVEMENT CONTRACT
SDCL 5-22-1

NOTICE IS HEREBY given that Roland Larson of Larson
Construction intends to claim and hold a lien in the amount
of Fifteen Thousand Eight Hundred Ninety Seven Dollars and
Seventy Eight Cents ($15,897.78), with interest thereon at
the statutory rate per annum from the 22th day of April,
2015, or such earlier date as payments were due and owing to
the claimant. That such amount is due and owing to the
claimant for construction services, to wit: to provide
demolition, plumbing, carpentry, concrete and materials at
the Roy Lake Comfort Station (Project #: RoyEl1l5Ma) .

Larson Construction provided labor and materials as
a subcontractor, hired by Henry Okroi, on Project #:
RoyEl5Ma, the Roy Lake Comfort Station, for a public
improvement contract between Henry Okroi and the South Dakota
Department of Game, Fish and Parks.

The name and post office address of the claimant is
Roland Larson of Larson Construction, 515 East 12ttt Avenue,

Webster, SD 57274.

The name and address for whom the work was
performed or materials furnished is: Henry Okroi of B&H
Electric, Inc, 304 E. Hawthorne Ave, Rosyln, South Dakota

57261.

The date when the first item of the claimant's con-
tribution was made was the 26th day of September, 2014, and
the last item of the claimant's contribution was made on or
after the 22™ day of January, 2015.

Exhibit A is the itemized statement upon which this
lien is claimed. Exhibit A is incorporated herein and made a
part of this claim and of the itemized statement by reference
making up the total of $15,897.78 to which there must be
added interest to the date of payment upon which this lien is



claimed pursuant to SDCL 54-3-5.1.

Dated this “j 77 day of April, 2015.

bof Lo

MRoléﬁd Larson

STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA)
: SS.

COUNTY OF DAY)

Roland Larson, being first duly sworn, says that he.
is a subcontractor and the lien claimant mentioned in the
foregoing statement; that he has read the statement and knows
the contents thereof; that he has knowledge of all the facts
therein stated, and that said statement is in all respects

Rolaﬁé'Larson

STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTAZ)
: S8
COUNTY OF DAY)
| /Z‘tﬁ |

On this day of April, 2015, before me, the
undersigned officer, personally appeared Roland Larson, who
acknowledged himself to be the lien claimant herein named and
that he, as sole proprietor and being authorized to so
execute the foregoing instrument on behalf of the business
for the purposes therein contained.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I hereunto set my hand and
official seal.

ey oo frtye S ofodeopfry ittt '
Eitzn L. Eliis /(1 '

'TNRYWK”C CEAL “Notary Publlé South Dakota

My Commission Expires:
ty Commussion Expires
April 14,2017



ITEMIZED STATEMENT

Materials:
Webster Lumber.
A & S
Eden Lumber
Britton Lumber.
Winnelson
Buildiﬁg.

Concrete.

TOTAL MATERIALS.

Labor:

Page 1 317 x $75

362 x $75

Page 2
Page 3 - 112 x $75

TOTAL LABOR.

TOTALS:
Materials.

Labor.

TOTAL OWING.

Less amount already paid.

TOTAL STILL OWING.

S 56.

188.

61.
12,480.
11,445.

9,511.

38

17

.92

27

65

29

56

§23; 775
27,150.

6,160.

00

00

00

$38,; 812

57,085,

.78

00

tabbles*

de

$ 33,750.24
X .15

5,062.54
$ 38,812.78

$ 57,085.00

$ 95,897.78

- $ 80,000.00

$ 15,897.78

A




GAME, FISH AND PARKS COMMISSION ACTION 5‘

PROPOSAL
Duck Hunting Season
Chapter 41:06:16
Commission Meeting Dates:  Proposal July 1-2, 2015 Pierre
Public Hearing August 6, 2015 Aberdeen
Finalization August 6-7, 2015 Aberdeen

DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION

Season Dates and Open Areas:

High Plains Zone: October 10, 2015 — January 14, 2016
Low Plains North & Low Plains Middle Zone: September 26 — December 8, 2015
Low Plains South Zone: October 10 — December 22, 2015
Daily Limits:

Ducks: 6 The duck limit may be comprised of no more than: 5 mallards (which may include
no more than 2 hens), 3 wood ducks, 2 scaup, 2 redheads, 2 pintails, and 1 canvasback.

2 Bonus blue-winged teal (first 16 days of the season only)

Low Plains North & Low Plains Middle Zones: September 26 — October 11, 2015

High Plains and Low Plains South Zones: October 10 — 25, 2015
Coots: 15

Mergansers: 5 (may include no more than 2 hooded mergansers).

Possession Limits: Three times the daily bag limits.

Duck Hunting Zones

Cafpbel | Mcohersor Sy Marshat

Low Plains ey
~ North Zone

yoe
Low Plains Kingsbury
Middle Zone Bckeos

SR Moody
Sarbom

Ye | Auora DoveorHansol mcCook = Mevehana

Low Plains
South Zone

Recommended changes from last year:

1. Decrease the scaup daily limit from 3 to 2.

SUPPORTIVE INFORMATION

Resident Nonresident Ducks
Year Hunters Hunters Harvested
2010 14,038 4123 262,302
2011 13,394 4132 264,740
2012 12,797 3,961 233,608
2013 13,456 3,842 240,393
2014 13,471 3,565 221,981

APPROVE MODIFY REJECT NO ACTION




Commission Meeting Dates:

GAME, FISH AND PARKS COMMISSION ACTION
PROPOSAL

Goose Hunting Season
Chapter 41:06:16

July 8-9, 2015
August 7, 2015

Finalization August 7-8, 2015 Aberdeen
DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION
Season Dates:

Light Geese
Statewide: September 26 — December 20, 2015

White-fronted Geese

Proposal
Public Hearing

Statewide: September 26 — December 20, 2015

Daily Limits:
Canada geese
Unit1: 8
Unit 2: 4
Unit 3: 4
Light geese: 50
White-fronted goose: 2

Canada Geese (and Brant)
Unit 1: October 1 — December 16, 2015

Unit 2: November 2, 2015 — February 14, 2016
Unit 3: January 9-17, 2016

Possession Limits:

Light geese: Unlimited
All other geese: Three times the daily limit.

Canada Goose Units

Unit 2

3

P et

A S AN

Unit3

-

Recommended changes from last year:

Unit 2

b

Pierre
Aberdeen

1. Increase the number of hunting days for white-fronted geese from 72 to 86 consecutive days.
SUPPORTIVE INFORMATION

The 3-year average for white-fronted geese is over 800,000, which allows for a liberal harvest package
indicated in the national management plan. Therefore, the number of hunting days can increase from
72 to 86 days with a daily bag limit of 2 birds.

Canada Geese (all seasons) Light Geese (fall season only) White-fronted Geese

Year| Res NR Geese Res NR Geese Res NR Geese
Hunters [ Hunters |Harvested| Hunters | Hunters | Harvested| Hunters | Hunters [Harvested

2010 | 13,552 | 2,198 | 129,628 | 4,031 551 36,259 985 261 891

2011 ] 13,376 | 2,167 | 137,837 | 3,614 617 40,828 973 288 1,011

2012 13,725 | 2277 | 164417 | 4,113 726 55171 1,685 440 3,485

2013 | 12,004 | 2,160 | 124,156 | 3,747 641 53,322 1,098 224 1,891

2014 12130 | 1,969 | 103,149 | 3,572 514 53,815 951 244 1,529

APPROVE MODIFY REJECT NO ACTION |




GAME, FISH AND PARKS COMMISSION ACTION
FINALIZATION

Antelope Hunting Season
Chapter 41:06:23
Proposal June 4-5, 2015 Pierre
Public Hearing July 1, 2015 Pierre

Finalization July 1-2, 2015 Pierre
COMMISSION PROPOSAL

October 3 — October 18, 2015

7

Commission Meeting Dates:

Season Dates:

Open Area: See the attached map
Licenses: Total of 2,972 licenses (3,102 tags)

Residents: 2,780 single tag licenses
Residents: 125 double tag licenses

Nonresidents: 62 single tag licenses
Nonresidents: 5 double tag licenses

Requirements and Restrictions:

1. One-half of the licenses allocated in each unit are available for landowner/operator preference.

2. Landowners not possessing a license that allows the harvest of a buck may purchase an “any
antelope” or a two-tag “any antelope” + “doe/fawn antelope” license that is valid on their property
only.

Proposed changes from last year:

1. Offer resident hunters 75 more one-tag licenses (75 tags) and 125 more two-tag licenses (250
tags) than 2014.

2. Offer nonresident hunters 1 more one-tag licenses (1 tag) and 5 more two-tag licenses (10 tags)
than 2014.

DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION

Recommended changes from proposal:

1. Offer resident hunters 165 more one-tag licenses (165 tags) and 125 less two-tag licenses (250
tags) than proposed.

2. Offer nonresident hunters 5 less two-tag licenses (10 tags) than proposed.

Resident Tags
Year Buck Tags | Doe Tags | Total Tags
2014 2,685 20 2,705
2015 2,945 0 2,945

Buck Tags (+10%)

SUPPORTIVE INFORMATION

Licenses | Tags Bucks |Doe/Fawn| Total
Year Sold Issued |Harvested|Harvested| Harvested| Success
2010 9,379 18,319 3,932 5.017 8,949 49%
2011 6,209 8,898 2,523 1,971 4,493 50%
2012 3,965 4,936 1,695 942 2,637 53%
2013 3,467 4,006 1,454 480 1,935 48%
2014 3,052 3,176 1,770 314 2,083 66%
APPROVE MODIFY REJECT NO ACTION




2015 Antelope

Resident Licenses |Nonresident Licenses|| License Totals
Unit Unit Name % NR|[AnyA[D/K] AA+D/K| AnyA| D/K| AA+D/K || RES |RES| RES | RES| NR | NR NR NR

41 | 43 48 41 | 43 48 1-tag | 2-tag| Licenses| Tags | 1-tag| 2-tag| Licenses|Tags
02A Pennington East 2% || 150 3 150 150 150 | 3 3 3
11A Bennett/Shannon 2% || 50 1 50 50 50 1 1 1
15A Butte NW 2% || 200 4 200 200 200 | 4 4 4
158 Butte/Lawrence 2% || 250 5 250 250 250 | 5 5 5
20A Corson 2% 40 1 40 40 40 1 1 1
21A Custer/Pennington Central 2% || 125 3 125 125 125 | 3 3 3
24A Dewey 2% || 30 1 30 30 30 1 1 1
27A Fall River/Custer Southwest || 2% || 500 10 500 500 500 | 10 10 10
31A Haakon 2% || 100 2 100 100 100 | 2 2 2
35A Harding West 2% || 200 4 200 200 200 | 4 4 4
35B Harding East 2% || 150 3 150 150 150 | 3 3 3
36A Hughes/Hyde 2% || 40 1 40 40 40 1 1 1
39A Jackson 2% 50 1 50 50 50 1 1 1
41A Jones 2% || 20 1 20 20 20 1 1 1
45A Lyman CLOSED
45B | Ft. Pierre National Grasslands CLOSED
49A Meade North 2% || 400 8 400 400 400 | 8 8 8
49B Meade South 2% || 200 4 200 200 200 | 4 4 4
50A Mellette 2% || 20 1 20 20 20 1 1 1
53A Perkins North 2% || 100 2 100 100 100 | 2 2 2
53B Perkins South 2% || 150 3 150 150 150 | 3 3 3
58A Stanley 2% || 50 1 50 50 50 1 1 1
59A Sully 2% || 20 1 20 20 20 1 1 1
60A Tripp CLOSED
63A Walworth/Potter CLOSED
64A Ziebach 2% || 100 2 {| 100 100 | 100 | 2 2 2

TOTAL [[2,945| 0 0 62 | O 0 [{2,945] © 2,945 |2,945| 62 0 62 62

Unit DRl AnyA | D/K | AA+D/K| AnyA| D/K| AA+D/K || RES|RES| RES | RES| NR | NR NR NR

41 | 43 48 41 | 43 48 1-tag | 2-tag| Licenses| Tags | 1-tag| 2-tag Lic |Tags

“L



ANTELOPE

2014--2015 Comparison

2014 2015 4 % 2014 2015 " %
Unit # Unit Name Resident | Resident Resident | Resident
R . Change | Change Change | Change
Licenses | Licenses Tags Tags

02A Pennington East 150 150 0 0% 150 150 0 0%
11A Bennett/Shannon 50 50 0 0% 50 50 0 0%
15A Butte NW 150 200 50 33% 150 200 50 33%
15B Butte/Lawrence 200 250 50 25% 200 250 50 25%
20A Corson 40 40 0 0% 40 40 0 0%
21A Custer/Pennington Central 125 125 0 0% 125 125 0 0%
24A Dewey 30 30 0 0% 30 30 0 0%
27A Fall River/Custer Southwest 400 500 100 25% 400 500 100 25%
31A Haakon 100 100 0 0% 100 100 0 0%
35A Harding West 200 200 0 0% 200 200 0 0%
35B Harding East 150 150 0 0% 150 150 0 0%
36A Hughes/Hyde 40 40 0 0% 40 40 0 0%
39A Jackson 50 50 0 0% 50 50 0 0%
41A Jones 20 20 0 0% 20 20 0 0%
45A Lyman 0 0 0 0% 0 0 0 0%
45B Ft. Pierre National Grasslands 0 0 0 0% 0 0 0 0%
49A Meade North 400 400 0 0% 400 400 0 0%
49B Meade South 200 200 0 0% 200 200 0 0%
50A Mellette 20 20 0 0% 20 20 0 0%
53A Perkins North 50 100 50 100% 50 100 50 100%
53B Perkins South 100 150 50 50% 100 150 50 50%
58A Stanley 60 50 -10 -17% 60 50 -10 -17%
59A Sully 40 20 -20 -50% 40 20 -20 -50%
60A Tripp 0 0 0 0% 0 0 0 0%
63A Walworth/Potter 30 0 -30] -100% 30 0 -30 -100%
64A Ziebach 100 100 0 0% 100 100 0 0%
[ TOTAL 2,705] 2,945 240 9% 2,705] 2,945 240 9%

Note: An additional percentage of the number of resident licenses will be available to nonresidents based upon the following harvest
strategies by management unit: Restrictive (2%), Moderate (4%), Liberal (8%)

—
G~



GAME, FISH, AND PARKS COMMISSION ACTION 8

FINALIZATION
Fall Wild Turkey Hunting Season
Chapter 41:06:14
Commission Meeting Dates:  Proposal June 4-5, 2015 Pierre
Public Hearing July 1, 2015 Pierre
Finalization June 1-2, 2015 Pierre
COMMISSION PROPOSAL
Season Dates: November 1, 2015 — January 31, 2016
Licenses: BH1 500 resident and 40 nonresident one-tag “any turkey”
licenses
ER Prairie Residents: 835 single tag “any turkey” licenses
Residents: 50 two-tag “any turkey” licenses
WR Prairie Unlimited resident and nonresident single tag “any turkey”

licenses for the West River Prairie Unit (WR1).

Requirements and Restrictions:

1. One-half of the fall turkey licenses are available for landowner preference applicants.

2. A person is limited to a total of two (2) fall turkey licenses.

3. A person may not use any firearm on the south unit and the signed portion of the north unit of
the Bureau of Land Management Fort Meade Recreation Area.

No person may shoot a turkey that is in a tree or roost.

>

Proposed changes from last year:

1. Offer 100 more one-tag licenses for resident hunters on the East River Prairie Units.

2. Modify Unit NE1 to include those portions of Marshall County south and east of South Dakota
State Highway 25 and north of South Dakota State Highway 10 and Roberts County north of
South Dakota State Highway 10 (see attached map).

3. Offer 250 less one-tag licenses for resident hunters and 20 less on-tag licenses for nonresident
hunters for the Black Hills Unit.

DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION

Recommended changes from proposal: None.

SUPPORTIVE INFORMATION

Prairie Black Hills
Licenses| Toms Hens Licenses Toms Hens
Year Sold Harvested | Harvested| Success Sold Harvested | Harvested| Success
2010 5,995 3,019 2,419 48% 3,312 907 646 47%
2011 5,649 2,497 1,838 41% 3,098 537 513 34%
2012 5,527 2,001 1,335 35% 2,165 457 470 43%
2013 5,066 1,180 721 22% 1,627 185 188 23%
2014 1,910 422 224 33% 810 100 114 27%

APPROVE MODIFY _ _ REJECT NO ACTION ]
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FALL TURKEY UNITS 3
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2015 Fall Turkey Licenses
(All tags are for “any turkey”)

Unit 1-Tag 2-Tag Unit 1-Tag 2-Tag |

07A 100 36A 30
08A 50 37A 30
12A 200 62A 50
13A 75 NE1 100
17A 200 BH1 500
19A 50

West River Prairie Unit (WR1)—Unlimited resident and nonresident 1-tag “any turkey” licenses



2015 Fall Turkey

Resident Nonresident License Totals
Unit # Unit Namo AnyT 2AnyT| AnyT 2AnyT| RES RES RES RES NR NR NR NR
31 37 31 37 1-tag 2-tag Licenses Tags | 1-tag 2-tag Lic Tags |
01A Minnehaha CLOSED
06A Brookings CLOSED
07A Yankton 100 100 100 100
08A Davison/Hanson 50 50 50 100
12A Bon Homme 200 200 200 200
13A Brule 75 75 75 75
17A | Charles Mix/Douglas 200 200 200 200
19A Clay 50 50 50 50
23A Deuel CLOSED
36A Hughes 30 30 30 30
37A Hutchinson 30 30 30 30
44A Lincoln CLOSED
52A Moody CLOSED
62A Union 50 50 50 50
NE1 Northeast 100 100 100 100
BH1 Black Hills 500 40 500 500 500 40 40 40
WR1 West River Unlmited UnImited
TOTAL 1,335 50 40 1,335 50 1,385 | 1,435 40 40 40
. . AnyT 2AnyT| AnyT 2AnyT| RES RES RES RES NR NR NR NR
i Unit Name 31 37 31 37 1-tag 2-tag Licenses Tags | 1-tag 2-tag Lic Tags |
RES & NR: 1,375 50 1,425 1,475

23



FALL TURKEY
2014--2015 Comparison

2014 2015 4 % 2014 2015 4
Resident | Resident Change | Change Resident | Resident Change % Change
Unit # Unit Name Licenses | Licenses Tags | Tags

01A Minnehaha 0 0 0 0%][ 0 0 0 0%
06A Brookings 0 0 0 0% 0 0 0 0%
07A Yankton 100 100 0 0% 100 100 0 0%
08A Davison/Hanson 50 50 0 0% 100 100 0 0%
12A Bon Homme 200 200 0 0% 200 200 0 0%
13A Brule 75 75 0 0% 75 75 0 0%
17A Charles Mix/Douglas 200 200 0 0% 200 200 0 0%
19A Clay 50 50 0 0% 50 50 0 0%
23A Deuel 0 0 0 0% 0 0 0 0%
36A Hughes 30 30 0 0% 30 30 0 0%
37A Hutchinson 30 30 0 0% 30 30 0 0%
44A Lincoln 0 0 0 0% 0 0 0 0%
52A Moody 0 0 0 0% 0 0 0 0%
62A Union 50 50 0 0% 50 50 0 0%
NE1 Northeast 0 100 100 NA 0 100 100 NA
BH1 Black Hills 750 500 -250 -33% 750 500 -250 -33%
WR1 West River Unlimited| Unlimited NA NAJ| Unlimited| Unlimited NA NA
TOTAL 1,535 1,385 -150 -10% 1,585 1,435 -150 -9%

Note: An additional 8% of the number of licenses will be available to nonresidents for the Black Hills.
Unlimited resident and nonresident single tag “any turkey” licenses for the West River Prairie Unit.

Po



GAME, FISH AND PARKS COMMISSION ACTION q
FINALIZATION

Early Fall Canada Goose and Waterfowl Hunting Seasons

Chapters 41:06:50 and 41:06:16

Commission Meeting Dates:  Proposal June 4-5, 2015 Pierre
Public Hearing July 1, 2015 Pierre
Finalization July 1-2, 2015 Pierre
COMMISSION PROPOSAL

Season Dates: September 1 - 30, 2015 Open Area: Unit 1 (see map below)
Daily Limit: 15 Canada Geese Possession Limit: 45 Canada Geese

Requirements and Restrictions:
1. Shooting hours are one-half hour before sunrise to sunset.

Unit2

‘ Unit3

Proposed changes from last year:

1. Amend 41:06:16:07 to modify the boundaries of Units 1 and 2 by adding those portions of
Lincoln and Minnehaha counties within a line beginning at the junction of the South Dakota-
Minnesota state line and Minnehaha County Highway 122 (254th Street) west to its junction with
Minnehaha County Highway 149 (464" Avenue), south on Minnehaha County Hidghway 149
(464" Avenue) to Hartford, then south on Minnehaha County Highway 151 (463" Avenue) to
State Highway 42, east on State Highway 42 to State Highway 17, south on State Highway 17 to
its junction with Lincoln County Highway 116 (Klondike Road), and east on Lincoln County
Highway 116 (Klondike Road) to the South Dakota-lowa state line, then north along the South
Dakota-lowa and South Dakota-Minnesota border to the point of beginning, to Unit 2.

DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION

Recommended changes from proposal: None.

SUPPORTIVE INFORMATION

Resident | Nonresident Total Geese Ave. Days | Ave. Season
Year Hunters Hunters Hunters | Harvested | Hunted Bag
2009 5,805 352 6,157 39,275 Unknown 6.38
2010 5,444 323 5,767 44,183 Unknown 7.66
2011 5,098 318 5,416 50,361 3.41 9.30
2012 3,189 447 3,636 28,788 3.32 7.92
2013 4,372 338 4,710 31,976 Unknown 6.79

APPROVE MODIFY REJECT NO ACTION
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GAME, FISH, AND PARKS COMMISSION ACTION

FINALIZATION |D
Custer State Park Restrictions
Chapter 41:06:07
Commission Meeting Dates:  Proposal June 4-5, 2015 Pierre
Public Hearing July 1, 2015 Pierre
Finalization July 1-2, 2015 Pierre

COMMISSION PROPOSAL

Proposed changes from last year:

Current Rule:

41:06:07:10. Hunting restrictions near roads and buildings. Except for an area within 300 feet of
any Custer State Park paved public access roadway, the area within the boundaries of Custer State
Park is open to elk and deer hunting during any of these seasons. No person may hunt antelope
within 440 yards of any public access road in Custer State Park. Additionally, no person may hunt
any species within 300 feet of any occupied building in Custer State Park.

1. Amend 41:06:07:10 as follows:

41:06:07:10. Hunting restrictions near roads and buildings. With the following exception, the
area within the boundaries of Custer State Park is open to hunting during any open season. No
person may hunt any big game species within 200 yards of any public access road or building in
Custer State Park.

DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION

Recommended changes from proposal:

41:06: 07 10. Hunting restrlctlons near roads and bmldmgs M@h%e#e#ewmgexeepﬂen—the

person may hunt any blg game spemes Wlthln 200 yards of any pubhc access road or bundmg in
Custer State Park.

SUPPORTIVE INFORMATION

Custer State Park hosts over 1.8 million visitors and is known as one of the premiere sites for
viewing wildlife in North America. The park also hosts a number of big game hunts both for
management and recreational opportunity. Incidents in the past have led to the restriction of hunting
near some roads. Road closures serve to prevent conflicts between the viewing and sporting publics.
Additionally, protection of big game near roadways enhances the quantity and quality of game visible
from the roads by reducing the removal of high quality animals and allowing the animals to become
more habituated to non-threatening disturbance. Further, in addition to reducing hunter and viewing
opportunity conflicts, this action promotes better distribution of hunters. This proposal seeks to
standardize the restrictions for hunting adjacent to the roadways in CSP to 200 yards and to afford
protection to all hunted species in the park.

APPROVE MODIFY REJECT NO ACTION
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2014 VS 2015 RESERVATION STATS

2014

Custer = 18039
Resident = 21%
Non-Resident = 79%

Lewis and Clark = 15,177
Resident = 58%
Non-Resident = 42%

All Other Parks = 69,637
Resident = 76%
Non-Resident = 24%

2015 Year to Date

Custer = 9,355
Resident = 21%
Non-Resident = 79%

Lewis and Clark = 10,849
Resident = 61%
Non-Resident = 39%

All Other Parks = 49,246
Resident = 81%
Non-Resident = 19%

——

Ov



South Dakota Department of Game, Fish & Parks - Wildlife Division
Land Acquisition and Disposal Report
July 2015

Action ltems
None
Information Items The following proposed acquisitions have been advertised for

public input as per SDCL 41-4-1.1, and will be brought to the GFP Commission
for final action at the August 2015 meeting.

Kirschenman Addition to Ulmer GPA
Location: Seven miles northeast of Lesterville in Yankton County
Description: 175 acres
Management Objective: Game Production Area — wildlife habitat
management and public hunting
Cost: $665,000
Expected Closing: November 2015

Randall Estate Property
Location: Four miles southwest of Waubay in Day County
Description: 160 acres
Management Objective: Game Production Area — wildlife habitat
management and public hunting
Cost: $215,000
Expected Closing: August 2015

Disposal Items

Clear Lake Lots Disposal
Location: Marshall County
Description: Two tracts totaling 0.5 acre. Lots will be disposed of to
address encroachment issues identified as a loss of control finding in the
2012 WSFR Program Audit.
Expected Closing: September 2015
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License Sales Totals

(as of June 29)

date updated: 29 June 2015

Resident 2015 2014
Combination 39,160] 37,488
Junior Combination 5,097 5,693
Senior Combination 6,807 5,909
Small Game 1,651 1,766
Youth Small Game 829 832
1-Day Small Game 206 129
Migratory Bird Certificate 14, 320] 16,479
Predator/Varmint 1,115 1,085
Furbearer 2,417 2599
Annual Fishing 52,804| 53,515
Senior Fishing 10,963| 10,927
1-Day Fishing 2,789 2,677
Gamefish Spearing/Archery 2,352 2,444
Nonresident 2015 2014

Small Game 3.287 2,368
Youth Small Game 226 172
Annual Shooting Preserve 97 69
5-day Shooting Preserve 558 514
1-day Shooting Preserve 249 163
Spring Light Goose 4274 4,572
Youth Spring Light Goose 163 165
Migratory Bird Certificate 128 288
Predator/Varmint 3,209 2,772
Furbearer D 5
Annual Fishing 22,191 20,323
Family Fishing 7,303 6,906
Youth Annual Fishing 1,076 1,053
3-Day Fishing 13,199 12,208
1-Day Fishing 10,305 9,622
Gamefish Spearing/Archery 498 491

TOTAL ON FILE = 207,778| 203,070
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CSP FIREARMS ELK (CUE)

=
YEAR TOTAL APPS
2015 9,137 14000} ]
2014 11,762 —1{ 12000 |
2013 11,722| : —
2012 11,125 2 —+ 10000 |
2011 12,055 5 S080: L)
2010 12,881 E ]
2009 13,066 3} 6000
2008 12,569 T L]
2007 12,768 a 4000 | |
2006 11,699
2005 12,168 o 1=
2004 10,701 0 ]
2003 9,726 ]
2002 8,575 ]
2001 8,150 ]
2000 7,704 YEAR —
YEAR LANDOWNER| ~ RESIDENT TOTAL LEFTOVER
2015|LICENSES AVAILABLE 0 8 8 ;
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 8 8 g
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0 ‘
LICENSE ISSUED 0 8 8
UNSUCCESSFUL 0 9,129 9,129 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 0 9,137 9,137 96.4%
YEAR LANDOWNER RESIDENT TOTAL LEFTOVER
2014 |LICENSES AVAILABLE 0 5 5
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 5 5
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0
LICENSE ISSUED 0 5 5
UNSUCCESSFUL 0 11,757 11,757 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 0 11,762 11,762 95.9%
YEAR LANDOWNER RESIDENT TOTAL LEFTOVER|
2013/ LICENSES AVAILABLE 0 4 4 ‘
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 4 4
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0
LICENSE ISSUED 0 4 4
UNSUCCESSFUL 0 11,718 11,718 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 0 11,722 11,722 95.0%
YEAR LANDOWNER RESIDENT TOTAL  |LEFTOVER|
2012[LICENSES AVAILABLE 0 4 4
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 4 4
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0
LICENSE ISSUED 0 4 4
UNSUCCESSFUL 0 | 11,121 11,121 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 0 11,125 11,125 94.2%
YEAR LANDOWNER RESIDENT TOTAL LEFTOVER
2011 LICENSES AVAILABLE 0 1 11
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 11 11
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0
LICENSE ISSUED 0 11 11 ;
UNSUCCESSFUL 0 12,044 12,044 |Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 0 12,055 12,055 1 92.8%




CSP EARLY ARCHERY ELK (CEE)

|
YEAR TOTAL APPS |
2015 3,600
2014 5,095 ®
2013 4,824 z
2012 4,331 2
2011 4,390 g
2010 4,426 E
2009 4,547 &
2008 3,869
2007 3,609
2006 3,154
2005 2,783]
2004 2,286/
2003 1,822
2002 1,575
2001 1,309 YEAR
2000 1,067
YEAR [LANDOWNER|  RESIDENT TOTAL LEFTOVER
2015|LICENSES AVAILABLE 0 4 4
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 4 4
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0
LICENSE ISSUED 0 4 4
UNSUCCESSFUL 0 3,596 3,596 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 0 3,600 3,600 98.3%
YEAR LANDOWNER|  RESIDENT TOTAL LEFTOVER
2014 | LICENSES AVAILABLE 0 4 4
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL| 0 4 4
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0
LICENSE ISSUED 0 4 4
UNSUCCESSFUL 0 5,091 5,091 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 0 5,095 5,095 97.5%
YEAR LANDOWNER RESIDENT TOTAL LEFTOVER
2013|LICENSES AVAILABLE | 0 3 3
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 3 3
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0
LICENSE ISSUED 0 3 3
UNSUCCESSFUL 0 4,821 4,821 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 0 4,824 4,824 97.2%
YEAR LANDOWNER RESIDENT TOTAL  [LEFTOVER
2012 LICENSES AVAILABLE 0 3 3 (
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 3 3
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0
LICENSE ISSUED 0 3 3
UNSUCCESSFUL 0 4328 4328 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 0 4331 4331 97.2%)|
YEAR LANDOWNER RESIDENT TOTAL LEFTOVER
2011[LICENSES AVAILABLE 0 3 3
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFU 0 3 3
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0
LICENSE ISSUED 0 3 3
UNSUCCESSFUL 0 4,387 4387 | Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 0 4,390 4,390 96.2%




BLACK HILLS ELK (BHE) ;

YEAR TOTAL APPS 18000 |
2015 12,152 16000
2014 14,795|
2013 14,498 - = 14000
2012 13,067 3 3+ 12000
2011 13,960 E | 10000!
2010 14,910 3}
2009 14,976 = 8000 |
2008 14,603 % L 6000 ||
2007 15,168 1 4000 |
2006 14,333
2005 15,527 - 2000
2004 14,160| L0
2003 13,547
2002 11,998
2001 12,008
2000 11,820 YEAR
‘ I
YEAR LANDOWNER|  RESIDENT |ONRESIDEN  TOTAL LEFTOVER \
2015|LICENSES AVAILABLE 465 465 0 930
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL| 86 844 0 930
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0 0
LICENSE ISSUED 86 844 0 930 |
UNSUCCESSFUL 5 11,217 0 11,222 'Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 91 12,061 0 12,152 92.5%
YEAR 'LANDOWNER RESIDENT  |ONRESIDEN  TOTAL LEFTOVER
2014 |LICENSES AVAILABLE 335 335 0 670
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 77 593 0 670
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0 0 ; 1
LICENSE ISSUED 77 ; 593 0 670 |
UNSUCCESSFUL 10 14,115 0 14,125 'Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 87 14,708 0 14,795 - 93.0%
YEAR LANDOWNER RESIDENT  |ONRESIDEN  TOTAL LEFTOVER
2013|LICENSES AVAILABLE | 310 1 310 0 ‘ 620
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 83 ‘ 519 0 * 602
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0 0
LICENSE ISSUED 83 519 0 602 18
UNSUCCESSFUL 3 13,893 0 13,896 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 86 14,412 0 14,498 92.2%
YEAR LANDOWNER RESIDENT  |ONRESIDEN  TOTAL LEFTOVER 1
2012 LICENSES AVAILABLE 285 285 0 570 1 ;
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 74 470 0 544 | ‘
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0 0 }
LICENSE ISSUED ‘ 74 470 ‘ 0 544 26 '
UNSUCCESSFUL 1 12,522 | 0 12,523 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 75 12,992 | 0 13,067 91.6%
YEAR LANDOWNER RESIDENT  ONRESIDEN  TOTAL LEFTOVER
2011[LICENSES AVAILABLE | 432 433 1 0 865
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 93 622 0 715
| |2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0 0
LICENSE ISSUED 93 622 0 715 [ 150
UNSUCCESSFUL 3 ; 13,242 0 13,245 | Online %
[ TOTAL APPLICATIONS 96 ; 13,864 0 13,960 89.7%
| |
|




ARCHERY ELK (AEE)

YEAR TOTAL APPS
2015 4769
2014 6,498
2013 6,027 2
2012 5330 g
2011 5292 <
2010 5,853 %
2009 5,057 g
2008 4532 <
2007 4,184
2006 3614
2005 3,189
2004 2,517
2003 2,212
2002 1,846
2001 1,537
2000 1,231 YEAR
YEAR LANDOWNER RESIDENT TOTAL| LEFTOVER
2015 | LICENSES AVAILABLE 100 100 200
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 9 191 200
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0
LICENSE ISSUED 9 191 200
UNSUCCESSFUL 0 4,569 4,569 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 9 4,769 4,769 96.4%
YEAR LANDOWNER RESIDENT TOTAL| LEFTOVER
2014 |LICENSES AVAILABLE 53 54 107
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 9 98 107
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0
LICENSE ISSUED 9 98 107
UNSUCCESSFUL 0 6,400 6,400 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 9 6,498 6,498 96.4%
YEAR LANDOWNER RESIDENT TOTAL| LEFTOVER
2013 |LICENSES AVAILABLE 53 54 107
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 7 98 105
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0
LICENSE ISSUED 7 98 105 2
UNSUCCESSFUL 0 5,929 5,929 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 7 6,027 6,027 95.9%
YEAR LANDOWNER RESIDENT TOTAL| LEFTOVER
2012 |LICENSES AVAILABLE 48 49 97
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 6 83 89
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0
LICENSE ISSUED 6 83 89 8
UNSUCCESSFUL 0 5247 5247 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 6 5,330 5330 96.0%
YEAR LANDOWNER RESIDENT TOTAL| LEFTOVER
2011 |LICENSES AVAILABLE 63 63 126
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 10 93 103
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0
LICENSE ISSUED 10 93 103 23
UNSUCCESSFUL 0 5,199 5199 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 10 5,292 5,292 94.6%]




PRAIRIE ELK (PRE)

YEAR TOTAL APPS
2015 2,119
2014 3,428
2013 3,065 *
2012 2,696 z
2011 2,505 2
2010 2,576 g
2009 2,313 E
2008 2,032 B
2007 1,961
2006 1,637
2005 1,705
2004 1,378]
2003 1,184
2002 1,105
2001 1,060
| I T
YEAR [LANDOWNER| RESIDENT  NRESIDE  TOTAL LEFTOVER|
2015 LICENSES AVAILABLE 49 49 0 98 :
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 28 70 0 98 1
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0 0 g
LICENSE ISSUED 28 70 0 98 !
UNSUCCESSFUL 9 2,012 0 2,021 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 37 2,082 0 2,119 95.1%
YEAR LANDOWNER RESIDENT  NRESIDE  TOTAL LEFTOVER
2014 |LICENSES AVAILABLE 46 47 0 93
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 29 64 0 93
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0 0 LR
LICENSE ISSUED 29 64 0 93 3
UNSUCCESSFUL 6 3,329 0 3,335 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 35 3,393 0 3,428 95.4%
YEAR LANDOWNER RESIDENT  NRESIDE  TOTAL LEFTOVER
2013[LICENSES AVAILABLE 48 48 0 | 96 ‘
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 25 62 0 87
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0 0 |
LICENSE ISSUED 25 62 0 87 1 9
UNSUCCESSFUL 6 2,972 0 2,978 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 31 3,034 0 3,065 | - 94.3%
‘ |
YEAR LANDOWNER| RESIDENT  NRESIDE  TOTAL _  LEFTOVER
2012[LICENSES AVAILABLE 50 50 0 | 100
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 23 52 | 0 | 75
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 [0 | 0
LICENSE ISSUED 23 52 0o | 75 25 |
UNSUCCESSFUL 2 2,619 0 2,621 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 25 2,671 0 2,696 J 94.0%
|
YEAR LANDOWNER RESIDENT  NRESIDI  TOTAL LEFTOVER
2011|LICENSES AVAILABLE 53 53 0 106
1ST CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 27 71 0 98
2ND CHOICE SUCCESSFUL 0 0 0 0
LICENSE ISSUED 27 71 0 98 8
UNSUCCESSFUL 0 2,407 0 2,407 Online %
TOTAL APPLICATIONS 27 2,478 0 2,505 92.5%




