Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: April 29, 2026 3:16 pm

Which best describes your Strongly agree
position regarding the white

sturgeon introduction and

regulations?

Do you have any comments Make it happen
regarding the white sturgeon
introduction and regulations?



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback

Submission Time: April 30, 2026 11:38 am

Which best describes your
position regarding the white
sturgeon introduction and
regulations?

Do you have any comments
regarding the white sturgeon
introduction and regulations?

Strongly disagree

I am not sure how | feel about putting Sturgeon in Grantsville
Reservoir. It's a popular place to fish and getting more popular as
the population increases in Tooele valley. Sturgeon seems like
they would be hard to catch and not provide a very good angling
experience. | also worry about the effects they would have on the
excellent rainbow trout fishing at Grantsville. | don't know if they
would complete directly but would the trout fish stocking change
due to the Sturgeon. | get the need for some species diversity in
Grantsville Reservoir, but | would like to see something like Tiger
trout or Wiper. These species would provide a new angling
resource as well as help curb the illegal smallmouth found in the
lake. | would vote no on introducing Sturgeon.



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: April 30, 2026 5:43 pm

Which best describes your Strongly agree
position regarding the white

sturgeon introduction and

regulations?

Do you have any comments | think that this would be an amazing opportunity for all the
regarding the white sturgeon anglers in Utah and | also believe that with the introduction of
introduction and regulations? white sturgeon in Utah they'll have the potential of positively

impacting our water while making a great sport fish improving the
fishing in Utah consequently raising more money for the DWR. In
say yes



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: April 30, 2026 8:20 pm

Which best describes your Strongly agree
position regarding the

recommended changes to

R657-11: Taking Furbearers and

Trapping?

Do you have any comments about Trapping is not safe on public lands.
the recommended changes to

R657-11: Taking furbearers and

trapping?



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: April 30, 2026 8:30 pm

Which best describes your Strongly agree
position regarding the

recommended changes to

R657-11: Taking Furbearers and

Trapping?

Do you have any comments about | think this is an amazing step in the right direction.. While

the recommended changes to substantially more needs to be done to protect Mountain Lions
R657-11: Taking furbearers and and other Utah keystone species, this is an incredible step in said
trapping? direction!



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: April 30, 2026 8:37 pm



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: April 30, 2026 8:45 pm

Which best describes your Strongly agree
position regarding the

recommended changes to

R657-11: Taking Furbearers and

Trapping?

Do you have any comments about There is no need to have snares on public land. | have dogs and
the recommended changes to spend a lot of time with them off leash on public land. It's not
R657-11: Taking furbearers and worth loosing a dog to a snare. Snares kill whatever animal gets
trapping? caught.



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback

Submission Time: April 30, 2026 9:43 pm

Which best describes your
position regarding the
recommended changes to
R657-11: Taking Furbearers and
Trapping?

Do you have any comments about
the recommended changes to
R657-11: Taking furbearers and
trapping?

Strongly agree

| strongly agree in restricting lethal cougar trapping on public
lands.

Thank you for this recommendation! Further, as a resident of the
state and avid outdoor adventurer, | urge DWR to fully eliminate
all trapping, lethal and non-lethal, on public lands.

Trapping does not discriminate in what it will catch and can harm
other wildlife, pets, people, or whatever crosses its path. It is an
inhumane and outdated way to hunt.

The public uses lands and desires wildlife management for all
different reasons, and our perspective deserves representation,
too.

According to The "Americans' Attitudes Toward Legal, Regulated
Fishing, Target/ Sport Shooting, Hunting, and Trapping" survey,
conducted by Responsive Management in 2023, the majority of
Americans in the West (52%) disapprove all trapping. And
disapproval rates are trending up.

Additionally, more Americans disapprove than approve hunting
bears, wolves, and mountain lions.

There is a growing number of people like me who enjoy wildlife
watching and photography. As observers of wildlife, is gutting to
imagine beautiful, important, and sentient creatures like
mountain lions being painfully trapped for hours or days to be
killed, assuming they don't die from starvation.

This is a cruel way to permit hunting, and should be fully
restricted in both forms on public lands, in line with the growing
majority of Americans desires.

Thank you for this current step, for your time, and for taking my
comment!



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: April 30, 2026 10:52 pm

Which best describes your Strongly agree
position regarding the

recommended changes to

R657-11: Taking Furbearers and

Trapping?

Do you have any comments about | strongly agree in restricting lethal cougar trapping on public

the recommended changes to lands. Further, as a resident of the state, avid outdoor adventurer,
R657-11: Taking furbearers and and pet owner, | urge DWR to fully eliminate all trapping, lethal
trapping? and non-lethal, on public lands.



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: May 1, 2026 7:33 am

Which best describes your Strongly agree
position regarding the CWMUs

with public land, variance

requests and rule amendments
recommendations?

Do you have any comments about | think it's fair, and | like that it passes through several reviews
the CWMUs with public land, before recommendation.

variance requests and rule

amendments?



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback

Submission Time: May 1, 2026 7:25 pm

Which best describes your
position regarding the
recommended changes to
R657-24: Compensation for
mountain lion, bear, wolf or
eagle damage?

Somewhat agree

Do you have any comments about Would this have any impact on letting predators live longer after

the recommended changes to
R657-24: Compensation for
mountain lion, bear, wolf or
eagle damage?

Which best describes your
position regarding the
recommended changes to
R657-11: Taking Furbearers and
Trapping?

destruction of livestock? | know this has been helpful in other
states to manage losses. Also how is it currently funded? Can the
public contribute in exchange to reduce loss of predators. Unless
of course they become habitual in predation to excess.

Strongly agree

Do you have any comments about Thank you for making progress towards more ethical means of

the recommended changes to
R657-11: Taking furbearers and
trapping?

Which best describes your
position regarding the wildlife
consultation procedure for
renewable energy facilities?

Do you have any comments
regarding the wildlife
consultation procedure for
renewable energy facilities?

trapping that doesnt kill dogs or other animals indescriminately. |
would hope in the future we could find a way to ban them state
wide no matter the locations because they can kill innocent
animals not targeted. Ive seen videos of people hiking their dogs
and the dog goes out of sight one second. 3 min and their gone.
So thank you for readdressing this.

Strongly agree

| think this is great. Especially electric bicycles squashing critters
because their going too fast to stop on single track trails. And |
bike but its irresponsible. Also all the little structures people keep
builting that are permanent for themselves innthe woods to hunt,
do drugs or just live. Not okay with that at all. Thank you.



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: May 4, 2026 3:20 pm

Which best describes your Strongly agree
position regarding the CWMUs

with public land, variance

requests and rule amendments
recommendations?

Do you have any comments about | want to highlight the opportunity for nonresidents to purchase
the CWMUs with public land, CWMU tags and consistent success I've had on those lands.
variance requests and rule

amendments?



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: May 5, 2026 6:35 am

Which best describes your Strongly agree
position regarding the CWMUs

with public land, variance

requests and rule amendments
recommendations?

Do you have any comments about | guess | don't mind as long as there is additional op opportunity
the CWMUs with public land, for us public hunters. It appears there is.

variance requests and rule

amendments?



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback

Submission Time: May 5, 2026 11:56 am

Which best describes your
position regarding the CWMUs
with public land, variance
requests and rule amendments
recommendations?

Do you have any comments about
the CWMUs with public land,
variance requests and rule
amendments?

Strongly agree

Private land and public land are vital to each other in many ways
and here's why. Private lands play a key role in habitat, health of
wildlife, and the love and the pursuit of wild game. Private lands
help maintain habitat for wildlife in the way the ground is
operated, cared for, and protected against outside harm.
Operators who seek out the best intentions for the ground keep in
check not only the ground, but the wildlife, livestock, and
recreation use of the ground. Many of these operators | know on a
personal level and do a fantastic job. Health of the wildlife is key
to maintaining a strong herd. Between private and public hunts on
either side of the fence is vital to a healthy herd, as well as
predator control. | know of multiple private land operators who
feed the deer far before the UDWR at their own expense over the
last numerous years during drought, hard winters, and just to
keep a healthy body fat percentage on the animals. They also
contribute to this by managing predators best the can so in these
situations the wildlife have the best chance of survival. For the
love and pursuit of is, and has to be not a sacrifice but a
contribute from the private land operators but also the public.
Over 50% of all wildlife live and use private ground, in any season
of the year. As operators do their best to help the wildlife, there
should also be help contributed from the public as seen fit.
Interactions between public and private have been nothing short
of great from personal experience and friends who have drawn
private land tags. | strongly agree with the number 3
recommendation for the Northern Region, Central Region and for
the wildlife board. Thank you



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: May 5, 2026 12:25 pm

Which best describes your Neither agree nor disagree
position regarding the changes to
R657-28: Use of Division Lands?

Do you have any comments about jJust wondering if | take my visiting family members into the
the proposed changes to permit areas , will they need to get a permit as well?
R657-27: Use of Division Lands?



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: May 6, 2026 5:29 pm

Which best describes your Strongly disagree
position regarding the

recommended changes to

R657-11: Taking Furbearers and

Trapping?

Do you have any comments about As a trapper/snareman with a full time job and a being a dad with
the recommended changes to kids, taking away snaring for sport harvest of lions would mean
R657-11: Taking furbearers and having to only use foothold traps for lions and have to check traps
trapping? once every 48 hours. Being able to snare and check once every

96 hours makes it a lot more feasible
Thank you



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: May 6, 2026 10:05 pm

Which best describes your Strongly agree
position regarding the

recommended changes to

R657-11: Taking Furbearers and

Trapping?

Do you have any comments about | support restricting the use of lethal traps for Mountain Lions. |
the recommended changes to support even greater protection for these powerful creatures.
R657-11: Taking furbearers and | have had a lifelong goal of seeing a mountain lion in the wild. |
trapping? hope this for myself and even more, | hope that my children and

my grandchildren will be able to live in a world where they can
someday encounter these majestic lions in Utah's wild country

themselves.
Thank you for this effort and please consider further measures to
protect Utah's mountain lions.



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: May 7, 2026 6:28 pm

Which best describes your Strongly agree
position regarding the

recommended changes to

R657-11: Taking Furbearers and

Trapping?

Do you have any comments about | fully support the proposal to end the use of lethal trapping for
the recommended changes to wildlife such as cougars in Utah. Lethal traps are indiscriminate,
R657-11: Taking furbearers and often causing prolonged suffering and posing risks to other
trapping? wildlife, pets, and even people. Humane, non-lethal methods of

managing cougar populations not only reduce unnecessary harm
but also foster a more balanced coexistence with Utah's natural
ecosystems. It's time we adopt ethical practices that respect
wildlife while ensuring public safety.



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: May 7, 2026 10:26 pm

Which best describes your Strongly agree
position regarding the

recommended changes to

R657-11: Taking Furbearers and

Trapping?

Do you have any comments about | do not believe that trapping is humane. Lethal or non-lethal. If
the recommended changes to it's a sport they need to hike out there and shoot the animal
R657-11: Taking furbearers and themselves.

trapping?



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: May 7, 2026 10:32 pm

Which best describes your Strongly agree
position regarding the

recommended changes to

R657-11: Taking Furbearers and

Trapping?

Do you have any comments about | would like to prohibit traps for mountain lions in the Utah
the recommended changes to wilderness as well

R657-11: Taking furbearers and

trapping?



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: May 7, 2026 11:01 pm

Which best describes your Strongly agree
position regarding the

recommended changes to

R657-11: Taking Furbearers and

Trapping?

Do you have any comments about | am writing to voice my support for the recommended

the recommended changes to restrictions on lethal trapping. Furthermore, | ask that the Division
R657-11: Taking furbearers and implement a total ban on mountain lion snares and traps across
trapping? all public land, including the WRI 7707 study area, for safety

reasons. Thank you for your consideration.



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: May 11, 2026 11:05 am

Which best describes your Strongly agree
position regarding the

recommended changes to

R657-11: Taking Furbearers and

Trapping?

Do you have any comments about Please restrict any traps possible. Trapping is old and extremely
the recommended changes to inhumane. It also catches bycatch animals that aren't the
R657-11: Taking furbearers and targets. | once saw a post about a cougar that had been caught
trapping? in a trap and slowly starved and froze to death, stuck frozen in a

steam. | help with cat rescues here and have already heard
about cats in wildlife traps that have needed their leg amputated..



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback

Submission Time: May 13, 2026 3:59 am

Which best describes your
position regarding the changes to
R657-28: Use of Division Lands?

Do you have any comments about
the proposed changes to
R657-27: Use of Division Lands?

Somewhat agree

So glad this law was repealed. | am opposed to hunting and
fishing but was required to purchase a killing license just to enjoy
nature, and watch birds and wildlife. | do not support that. We had
out of state visitors who had been waiting to go bird watching.
The minimum charge for our 2 hour drive at Farmington Bay
would have been a $44 3 day non resident fishing license for each
of them. We didn't go see birds even though they would have
been in a vehicle with two license holders. So much for showing
them the beauty of Utah. Additionally the jerks ruining the roads,
and habitat are the hunters. I've never seen a photographer or
bird watcher do any environmental damage. The hunters are
extremely destructive. Just watch their F-350's pulling trailers and
boats fly down narrow rutted dirt roads and 50mph. Throwing
dust and rocks and mud. Smothering anything trying to grow by
the wayside. Covering plants and birds without a single care.
We've even had mud thrown all over our very expensive camera
equipment and the entire inside of my vehicle. They have no
concern for anyone or anything. They park where they shouldn't.
And we've seen them hunting in non hunting sections. A true
conservation fee, managed by a true conservation organization
(not a group who thinks killing the biggest and strongest is the
best way to support healthy species) would be acceptable but it
should apply to the whole vehicle. Our guests missed out on a
really cool experience that they had been looking forward to for
quite a while and will never have the opportunity to do again.
Make conservation actually about real conservation.



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: May 14, 2026 4:39 pm

Which best describes your Strongly disagree
position regarding the

recommended changes to

R657-11: Taking Furbearers and

Trapping?



Do you have any comments about The following questions are intended to better understand the

the recommended changes to
R657-11: Taking furbearers and
trapping?

biological, legal, enforcement, and stakeholder basis for the
proposed restriction on lethal trap sets for cougar harvest on
public land. These questions are intended to clarify how the
proposal was developed, what measurable outcomes are
expected, and how implementation and enforcement would occur.

Background/Data

*[JChad Wilson stated during the RAC presentation that:

o[Jlethal trapping methods would be evaluated over a 3-year
period,

o[Jand recommendations would be brought back if changes were
needed.

*(JThe memorandum recommends:

o[Jrestricting lethal trap sets on public land for cougar sport
harvest,

oJwhile continuing to allow producers and agents to use these
methods for livestock protection.

*[JCougar harvest involving trapping methods:

Year[JTotal Cougar Harvest[JTotal Trapped[]% trapping harvest[JLethal
Set Harvest[]% lethal harvest[JFoothold Harvest[]% foothold
harvest[JUnknown Trap
2022-2023[531[06[11.1%0000%[14[00.7 %02
2023-202405300072[013.5%[19[01.6%[149[19.2%[114
2024-202503790490012.9%[8[2.1%[135[19.2%[16
2025-2026[]298[077[025.8%141.3%[168[112.7%05
Total]1738[0204011.7%[02101.2%[156[18.9%[127

Biological and Management Questions

*[JWhat measurable biological problem is being solved?
*[lIs the proposal biologically justified?

*[JWhat evidence specifically implicates lethal trapping as a
population-management concern?

*[JTrapping does not appear to have become the dominant
mortality source statewide. Why is this method being prioritized
for restriction relative to other harvest methods?

*JWhat mortality threshold or biological benchmark was
exceeded?

*[JWas there evidence of statewide overharvest caused by
trapping?

*[JWhat year did cougar harvest peak historically, and was trapping
involved during those years?

*[JDo most cougar units still remain below harvest objective
despite all currently available harvest tools?

°[JHas the Division evaluated whether trapping contributed
supplemental harvest in historically under-harvested units?
*[JWhat data exist regarding:

o[Jsex ratios of trapped cougars?

o[lage structure of trapped cougars?



o[Jadult female harvest by method?

ofJcomparison between hound harvest and trapping harvest
demographics?

*[JHave population impacts associated specifically with trapping
methods been evaluated, or has only overall harvest been
evaluated?

[JIf lethal trapping contributes approximately 1-2% of total
statewide cougar harvest, what biological benefit is expected
from restricting this specific method?

Data and Evaluation Questions

*[JWas a formal biological evaluation conducted?

*[JWas a formal public-safety evaluation conducted?

*[JWere non-target incidents quantified?

*[JWere method-specific demographic impacts evaluated?
*[JWere alternative management options evaluated?

*[JWas a cost-benefit or effectiveness analysis conducted?

*JWill data collected after implementation be publicly released?
*[JWhat specific change in data between the initial 2022
authorization and the current recommendation triggered the need
for restriction?

Public Safety and Non-Target Questions

*[JWhat documented public safety incidents specifically drove this
proposal?

*[JHow many documented:

o[]Jdog captures,

o[Jnon-target captures,

o[Jhuman safety incidents,

occurred during the evaluation period?

¢[JOver what timeframe did those incidents occur?

*[JRelative to how many total trap nights or total trap sets?
*[JWere incidents associated specifically with:

o[Jlethal sets,

o[Jfootholds,

o[Jsnares,

o[Jor all trapping methods collectively?

*[ls the proposal evidence-based from a public safety standpoint?

Definition and Legal Questions

*[JWhat exactly constitutes a "lethal trap set"?

*[]Does "lethal" refer to:

oflintended lethality?

o[Jactual lethality?

o[Jlock type?

o[Jentanglement capability?

o[]dispatch method?

*[JWould a foothold trap intended for live restraint but followed by
dispatch qualify?

*[JWhat specifically becomes illegal under the proposal?



*[JWhat constitutes:
o[Jpublic land?
o[Jproducer?

o[Jagent?

o[Jpublic allotment?
*[JWhat distinguishes:
o[Jsport harvest,
o[]depredation,
o[Jincidental capture?
*[JIf a trapper legally sets for another species and incidentally
captures a cougar:

o[Jis that unlawful take?
oJunlawful possession?
o[Jmandatory release?
o[Jcriminal liability?

Enforcement Questions

*[JHow will officers distinguish between:

o[Jlawful sets,

o[Junlawful cougar-directed lethal sets,

o[Jand incidental capture situations?

e[JHow will intent be determined?

*[JCould interpretation vary between officers or regions?
*[JHow will "sport harvest" be distinguished from depredation
response?

*[JWhat documentation would producers or agents need?
*[JCould ranchers designate additional agents?

Stakeholder and Process Questions

*[JWas there formal stakeholder consultation prior to developing
this recommendation?

*[JWhich stakeholder groups were consulted?

*[JWas the Utah Trappers Association consulted?

*[JIf not, why was a directly affected user group excluded from the
process?

*[IWere:

o[Jhoundsmen,

o[Janti-trapping organizations,

o[Jrecreation groups,

consulted while trappers were not?

*[JWas stakeholder engagement balanced and representative?
*[JIf consultation was considered important regarding the original
2022 decision, why was the Utah Trappers Association reportedly
not included in either process?

*[JWere alternative mitigation measures considered prior to
recommending the restriction?

o[]Setback requirements

o[JSignage

o[JEquipment standards



o[]Seasonal restrictions

oJMandatory reporting

o[]Trail buffers

o[JEducation requirements

*[JWas the recommendation initiated internally by the Division,
externally by stakeholder groups, or through Wildlife Board/RAC
direction?

Policy Consistency Questions

[JIf lethal trapping is considered:

o[Junsafe,

o[Junethical,

o[Jor biologically problematic,

why does the proposal continue allowing its use for depredation
control?

[ls this proposal based primarily on:

o[Jbiological concerns,

o[Jethics concerns,

o[Jrecreational concerns,

o[Jor public perception concerns?

*[JIf cougars are publicly managed wildlife, why are some members
of the public restricted from using methods still available to
producers and agents?

*[JWhy does livestock ownership determine allowable harvest
methods?

*[JCould this proposal reduce predator-control effectiveness in:
oJremote areas,

o[Jwinter range,

o[Jdifficult-access units?

*[]Does this proposal open future discussions about restricting
additional hunting or trapping methods?

Results

*JWhat measurable management outcome is expected if lethal
public-land trapping is restricted?

*JWhat measurable criteria will determine whether the restriction
was successful or unsuccessful?

Based on these questions and concerns, as a trapper and as the
PR Director for the Utah Trappers Association, | do not support the
DWR's recommended changes to R657-11. | would like for the
Utah Trappers Association to be a part of this discussion and
hopefully come to an educated agreement that | can support. |
would ask that you oppose the changes and request the DWR to
revisit the topic after addressing their constituents.



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: May 19, 2026 12:21 pm

Which best describes your Strongly disagree
position regarding the

recommended changes to

R657-11: Taking Furbearers and

Trapping?



Do you have any comments about To the Utah Wildlife Board and Regional Advisory Committee

the recommended changes to
R657-11: Taking furbearers and
trapping?

Members,

| respectfully but strongly oppose the proposed amendments to
Rule R657-11 regarding restrictions on lethal trap sets for cougar
sport harvest on public land.

While | understand and support the importance of responsible
wildlife management and public safety, this proposal raises
several serious concerns that | believe have not been adequately
addressed.

First, the language as summarized appears vague and
insufficiently defined. Terms such as "lethal trap sets," "public
land," and the scope of what qualifies as "cougar sport harvest"
leave substantial room for interpretation. Even in the short video
the presenter defined lethal traps as snares and other. Without
precise definitions, both trappers and enforcement officers are
left to operate under unclear standards. Regulations that carry
legal consequences should be written with clarity and specificity
so that all parties understand exactly what is prohibited and what
remains lawful.

A major concern is how easily a lawful trap set targeting another
furbearer or predator species could be mistaken for a cougar set.
Many trap configurations overlap in equipment type, placement,
terrain, and attractants. This creates a serious risk that individuals
legally trapping other species could face citations, investigations,
confiscation of equipment, or other penalties based on subjective
interpretation rather than clear evidence of intent. Ambiguous
regulations place both sportsmen and conservation officers in
difficult positions and increase the likelihood of inconsistent
enforcement across regions and officers.

Second, the proposal seems difficult to enforce consistently in the
field. Utah contains vast areas of mixed ownership, overlapping
grazing allotments, state land, BLM land, and other jurisdictions.
Determining intent, target species, and whether a set falls under
an exemption for livestock protection could become highly
subjective. Vague enforcement standards create confusion among
lawful public land users and unnecessary conflict between the
public and wildlife officers.

Another concern is the growing complexity of trapping regulations
overall. Trapping in Utah already requires significant study,
attention to detail, and constant awareness of changing rules,
boundaries, seasons, methods, and equipment restrictions. For
many beginners or younger outdoorsmen interested in learning
the tradition, the increasing legal uncertainty and fear of



unintentionally violating regulations makes participation
intimidating. Additional vague restrictions only add to that
problem and risk discouraging responsible new trappers from
entering the sport altogether. That loss of participation affects not
only cultural traditions and outdoor heritage, but also future
wildlife management and conservation efforts that rely on
engaged sportsmen.

Third, | disagree with the institution of this restriction as a matter
of policy. Responsible trapping has long been a legitimate and
regulated wildlife management tool in Utah. Restricting lawful
trapping methods on public land appears to unfairly target
sportsmen and trappers who already operate under existing
regulations, licensing requirements, reporting obligations, and
harvest controls. There has not been a clear public justification
presented showing that current practices are causing widespread
biological, safety, or management failures significant enough to
warrant additional restrictions.

Additionally, creating separate standards for public land versus
producers or agents protecting livestock raises concerns about
unequal treatment under the rule. If a method is considered
appropriate and effective for one lawful purpose, the rationale for
broadly prohibiting it for another lawful activity should be clearly
demonstrated and supported by evidence.

Finally, to my knowledge, this proposal largely stems from an
unfortunate incident involving a hound that was killed in a snare.
That outcome is genuinely unfortunate, and | believe most
trappers and sportsmen would agree that nobody wants to see
someone lose a valued dog in the field.

It is also important to recognize that hounds unfortunately face
many risks in the field unrelated to trapping. Every year, hunting
dogs are injured or killed by wildlife encounters, vehicle strikes,
falls and rough terrain, dehydration, exposure, conflicts with other
predators, and a variety of other hazards inherent to pursuing
game in remote country. While the loss of any dog is unfortunate,
it would be unreasonable to single out trapping as uniquely
responsible for risks that are already widely understood to exist in
working dogs and hound hunting.

Because of that, | do not believe one tragic incident involving a
snare should be used as justification for broad restrictions that
affect lawful trappers statewide. Public policy should be based on
long-term data, practical enforcement standards, and balanced
wildlife management principles, not isolated emotional reactions.
Greater emphasis on communication, awareness, and cooperation
between user groups would likely be more productive than



implementing vague new prohibitions that may create confusion
and unintended consequences for responsible sportsmen.

Utah's wildlife policies work best when they are practical,
enforceable, scientifically justified, and written in clear language.
In its current form, this proposal does not appear to meet those
standards.

| encourage the Board and Committee to reconsider this
amendment, provide substantially clearer definitions and
enforcement criteria, and engage more directly with licensed
trappers, houndsmen, rural communities, and public land users
before moving forward with changes of this magnitude.

Respectfully,
Ryder Norman



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback
Submission Time: May 19, 2026 12:40 pm

Which best describes your Strongly disagree
position regarding the

recommended changes to

R657-11: Taking Furbearers and

Trapping?

Do you have any comments about | feel that this is a one sided proposal where only the houndsman
the recommended changes to win. The same ones who drive every closed road, tail, off road and
R657-11: Taking furbearers and more to cut a track from a truck. Turn dogs loose and find them
trapping? the next day miles away. I've personally ran snares and have

never had an issue though in not on the roads or close to them. |
feel like banning the oldest form of trapping and survival is wrong
. My little girl traps with me and understands what we are doing
and why we do it. | don't want to have to explain why we can't do
it because someone else does not like it. | don't want to turn into
colorado or California.



Form Name: May 2026 RAC Feedback

Submission Time: May 19, 2026 1:53 pm

Which best describes your
position regarding the
recommended changes to
R657-11: Taking Furbearers and
Trapping?

Strongly disagree

Do you have any comments about | am asking the Board to reject this rule on several different

the recommended changes to
R657-11: Taking furbearers and
trapping?

points. The rule is so vague that when asked about the language,
the Mammals Coordinator said that it was written that way on
purpose. Why would we have a rule written with so much gray
area? The trappers, Conservation officers and general public
deserve well thought out and clear rules so that no one is left to
wonder... am | following the law? This rule does nothing to limit
the number of lethal traps on the public landscape as
Government ADC, Producers and their agents are still able to use
these lethal trap sets to harvest cougars on public land. If it is not
to protect the hounds then is it it reduce the number of lions
killed? As acknowledged by Chad, there are no documented
cases of hounds being killed by lethal lions sets on public ground.
Only 1.2% of total lions killed per year are from the Sportsman's
lethal trap sets. What are we trying to solve here? This rule sets
a slippery slope precedent that undoubtedly will lead to the
erosion of trapping privileges. We heard an anti-trapping group
mention in the Central RAC, that this rule is a good first step...
Yikes. They aren't even hiding it anymore. A good first step in
eliminating trapping altogether? | ask you to reject this rule
change. We must protect our Utah Constitutional rights to hunt
via traditional methods (trapping and snaring). Thanks
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Which best describes your
position regarding the
recommended changes to
R657-11: Taking Furbearers and
Trapping?

Strongly disagree

Do you have any comments about "2023 HB0469: 23-19-17. (c) hunt or trap cougar during a period

the recommended changes to
R657-11: Taking furbearers and
trapping?

beginning on January 1 and ending on December 31; and"

It's very obvious to me that this proposal is in violation of state
law. The verbiage is very clear that trapping cougar is allowed by
HB0469.

To say that it's banned on public grounds, but still allowed on
private or by livestock producers, doesn't sit right with me. I've
watched what has been happening in surrounding states. The
comments in the central RAC that this was the "first step" in
banning trapping were pretty telling. I'm not a trapper. Never
have been, and never will be. But, | think there's a middle ground
on this issue, and | think actually involving the Utah trapping
community in the process would have been the correct course to
go. Put together a course, much like the coyote bounty, bear
hunt, or dedicated hunter courses, and mandate everyone that
traps must take it. Push through regulations that traps or snares
must be 300 feet from established trails, especially along the
Wasatch front. Even change the kind of snares people can use.
But to outright ban it? 100% not in favor. Not even mentioning
that this would be pretty much unenforceable, and put an excess
burden on our wildlife law enforcement officers that are already
stretched thin.
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Which best describes your
position regarding the
recommended changes to
R657-11: Taking Furbearers and
Trapping?

Do you have any comments about
the recommended changes to
R657-11: Taking furbearers and
trapping?

Strongly disagree

Thank you Mr. Wilson for your explanation on R 657-11. |
understand your comments on the lethal harvest of cougars. My
opinion is that trappers are being careful not to set lethal sets,
and that's what we want them to consider every time they are in
the field. | personally have trapped a cougar on public land with a
lethal set. | considered other users to the area before | made that
decision. | don't want to loose the snare either as a tool. Snares
are a backbone of my methods. And that is the way | would like it
to remain in Utah. | also want to bring up that the science is
missing from this proposal. There should be more data. Who is
catching these cougars? Is it ranchers? You don't have to have a
trapping license to set a lethal trap. So it could be anyone, not
just trappers. My preference would be that we educate trappers
through the same programs and methods we are using today to
consider when it is safe and ethical to use lethal sets. That's the
way we do things here in Utah, isn't it? It's not the the tool isn't
effective. It's the wise use of the tool by trappers knowing what is
right and what is wrong. So that is my position. More education
at a grass roots level, and keep the option there for when the
situations that warrant it. Thank you for your time.
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Which best describes your
position regarding the wild
turkey recommendations?

Do you have any comments about
the wild turkey
recommendations?

Strongly disagree

Dear Wildlife Board members,

I am writing to oppose the proposed rule change to R657-69-7
control permit vouchers for turkey that would allow turkey control
permit vouchers to be bought and sold.

| understand the turkey depredation issues and have spent many
hours in the field with DWR personnel helping with problem birds.
Allowing the sale of turkey vouchers crosses a line that would be
difficult to come back from. Wild turkeys are a public resource
held in public trust and should not be monetized for the benefit of
a few.

It raises concerns under the North American Model of Wildlife
Conservation which holds wildlife should be managed as a public
trust resource in public trust and should not to be commodified.

Before this goes to a vote | am asking the Wildlife Board to reject
the proposed change allowing turkey vouchers to be sold.

If the board moves forward and allows the sale of vouchers, |
would ask that only beardless birds be allowed to be taken. This
would help keep the focus on depredation problems while
allowing the general public to continue hunting gobblers.

| have personally been involved with the wild turkeys
reintroduction to Utah for over 30 years in various rolls and | do
not believe this is in the best interest of this great game bird or
the State of Utah. Turning them into a private money source has
been against our vision from the beginning and | do not agree
with the principle.

Thank you for allowing me to comment and for your service to
Utahs wildlife and our sportsman.
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Which best describes your Strongly disagree
position regarding the upland
game recommendations?

Do you have any comments about | am worried about the future of our wild turkey flocks. | do not
the upland game like the proposed vouchers for land owners. Also, if this does pass
recommendations? | absolutely think that only hens should be harvested.

Respectfully,
Matt Sessions





