Utah Wildlife Board Meeting

June 11, 2026, Eccles Wildlife Education Center

1157 South Waterfowl Way, Farmington, Utah
The Board Meeting will stream live at https://youtube.com/live/WuB5KQFREYI

AGENDA

Thursday, June 11, 2026, 9:00 A.M.

1. Approval of Agenda ACTION
— Gary Nielson, Chairman

2. Approval of Minutes ACTION
— Gary Nielson, Chairman

3. Old Business/Action Log CONTINGENT
— Paula Richmond, Vice-Chairman

4. DWR Update INFORMATIONAL
— Riley Peck, DWR Director

5. Upland Game Recommendations ACTION
- Heather Talley, Upland Game Coordinator

6. Wild Turkey Recommendations ACTION
- Heather Talley, Upland Game Coordinator

7. CWMUs with Public Land Variance Requests and Rule Amendments ACTION

- Darren DeBloois, Private Lands/Public Wildlife Coordinator

8. R657-24 Compensation for Mountain Lion, Bear, Wolf or Eagle Damage @ ACTION
- Chad Wilson, Mammals Coordinator

9. R657-11 Taking Furbearers and Trapping ACTION
- Chad Wilson, Mammals Coordinator

10. R657-28 — Use of Division Lands Rules ACTION
- Chelsea Duke, Wildlife Lands Coordinator

11. R657-75 - Wildlife Consult. Procedure for Renewable Energy Facilities ACTION
- Daniel Olsen, Impact Analysis Coordinator

12. White Sturgeon Introduction and Regulations ACTION
- Craig Walker, Assistant Chief of Fisheries

13. Bear Season Date Amendments — Board Only ACTION
- Chad Wilson, Mammals Coordinator

14. Other Business CONTINGENT
— Gary Nielson, Chairman

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act - Persons needing special accommodations (including auxiliary communicative aids and services) for this
meeting, should contact Staci Coons at 801-538-4718, giving her at least five working days notice.


https://youtube.com/live/WuB5KQFREyI

Draft 6/11/2026
Wildlife Board Action Log

Following is a summary of Wildlife Board motions directing the Division to take action and the response to date:

Fall 2026 — Target Date — Antelope Island MOU

MOTION: I move that we ask the division to look at the Antelope Island Memorandum of
Understanding and adjust both season dates and hunting structure. This is to be placed on the Action
Log.

Motion made by: Justin Oliver

Assigned to: Dax Mangus

Action: Under study

Placed on Action Log: December 4, 2025

Winter 2026 — Target Date — Furbearer and Bobcat Licensing

MOTION: We ask the Division to look at separating the Bobcat license from the Furbearer
requirements.

Motion made by: Bob Christensen
Assigned to: Lindy Varney

Action: Under study

Placed on Action Log: January 8, 2026

Fall 2027 — Target Date — OQak Creek Mid-Plan Review

MOTION: We ask the Division to look at reclassifying the Oak Creek unit to a premium unit during the
mid-plan review. This is to be placed on the Action Log

Motion made by: Gary Nielson
Assigned to: Mike Wardle

Action: Under study

Placed on Action Log: April 30, 2026
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Utah Wildlife Board Meeting
April 30, 2026, Eccles Wildlife Education Center
1157 South Waterfowl Way, Farmington, Utah
The Board Meeting will stream live at https://youtube.com/live/Ca3c8gXmee4

AGENDA

Thursday, April 30, 2026, 9:00 A.M.

1. Approval of Agenda ACTION
— Gary Nielson, Chairman

2. Approval of Minutes ACTION
— Gary Nielson, Chairman

3. Old Business/Action Log CONTINGENT
— Paula Richmond, Vice Chair

4. DWR Update INFORMATIONAL
— Riley Peck, DWR Director

5. Legislative Update INFORMATIONAL
— Justin Shannon, Deputy Director
— Charles Lyons, Asst. Attorney General
Taking Waterfowl, Common Snipe and Coot — R657-9
Hunting and Fishing Accommodations for Disabled Persons — R657-12
Taking Fish and Crawfish — R657-13
Terminally Il Fishing Licenses — R657-30
Fees, Exchanges, Surrenders, Refunds and Reallocation of Wildlife Documents — R657-42
Landowner Permits — R657-43
AIS — R657-60
Licensing and Operation of Ouffitters, Guides and Spotters — R657-72

6. Big Game Informational Presentation INFORMATIONAL
— Mike Wardle, Big Game Program Coordinator

7. Deer Permit Recommendations for 2026 ACTION
— Mike Wardle, Big Game Program Coordinator

8. Once-in-a-Lifetime Permit Recommendations for 2026 ACTION
— Rusty Robinson, OIAL Species Coordinator

9. Bull EIk Permit Recommendations for 2026 ACTION
— Mike Wardle, Big Game Program Coordinator

10.Pronghorn Permit Recommendations for 2026 ACTION
— Mike Wardle, Big Game Program Coordinator

11. Antlerless Permit Recommendations for 2026 ACTION
— Mike Wardle, Big Game Program Coordinator

12. 2026 CWMU Antlerless Permit Recommendations ACTION
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— Darren DeBloois, Private Lands Public Wildlife Coordinator

13.Aquatic Rule Amendments for R657-3c and R657-59a ACTION
-- Randy Oplinger, Assistant Chief of Fisheries

14.0ther Business CONTINGENT
— Gary Nielson, Chairman

-

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act - Persons needing special accommodations (incli g auxiliary cc icative aids and services)
for this meeting, should contact Staci Coons at 801-538-4718, giving her at least five working days notice.
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Draft 4/30/2026
Wildlife Board Action Log

Following is a summary of Wildlife Board motions directing the Division to take action and the response to
date:

— Target Date — Antelope Island MOU Hunt Structure and Season Dates

MOTION: I move that we look at the Antelope Island MOU hunt structure and season dates.
This is to be placed on the Action Log.

Motion made by: Justin Oliver

Assigned to:

Action: Under study

Placed on Action Log: December 4, 2025

Winter 2026 — Target Date — Furbearer and Bobcat Licensing

MOTION: I move that we ask the Division to look at separating the bobcat license from the
furbearer requirements. This is to be placed on the Action Log.

Motion made by: Bob Christensen
Assigned to: Lindy Varney

Action: Under study

Placed on Action Log: January 8, 2026

— Target Date —

MOTION: I move that we ask the Division to look at reclassifying the Oak Creek unit to a
premium unit during the mid-plan review. This is to be placed on the Action Log.

Motion made by: Gary Nielson
Assigned to:

Action: Under study
Placed on Action Log: April 30, 2026
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Utah Wildlife Board Meeting
April 30, 2026
Farmington, Utah
Summary of Motions

1) Approval of Agenda (Action)

The following motion was made by Paula Richmond, seconded by Kent Johnson and
passed unanimously.

MOTION: I move that we approve the agenda.
2) Approval of Minutes (Action)

The following motion was made by Kent Johnson, seconded by Justin Oliver and passes
unanimously.

MOTION: I move that we approve the minutes of the January 8, 2026,
Wildlife Board Meeting as submitted.

3) Legislative Update and Rule Amendments (Informational)
4) Big Game Informational Presentation (Informational)
5) Deer Permit Recommendations for 2026 (Action)

The following motion was made by Gary Nielson, seconded by Chris Robinson and
passed unanimously. This is to be added to the Action Log.

MOTION: I move that we ask the Division to look at reclassifying the Oak
Creek unit to a premium unit during the mid-plan review.

The following motion was made by Kent Johnson, seconded by Bob Christensen and
passes unanimously.

MOTION: I move that we approve the Deer Permit Recommendations
for
2026 as presented by the Division.

6) Once-in-a-Lifetime Permit Recommendations for 2026 (Action)

The following motion was made by Justin Oliver, seconded by Paula Richmond and
passed 4-2 with Bob Christensen and Kent Johnson opposed.

MOTION: I move that we accept the Once-in-a-Lifetime permit
recommendations as presented by the Division with the addition of an
archery bison permit on the Book Cliffs Little Creek and Book Cliffs Bitter
Creek archery hunts.



Utah Wildlife Board
April 30,2026

7) Bull Elk Permit Recommendations for 2026 (Action)

The following motion was made by Chris Robinson, seconded by Kent Johnson and
passed unanimously.

MOTION: I move that we accept the Bull Elk Permit Recommendations
for 2026 as presented by the Division.

8) Pronghorn Permit Recommendations for 2026 (Action)

The following motion was made by Justin Oliver, seconded by Chris Robinson and
passes unanimously.

MOTION: I move that we accept the Pronghorn Permit
Recommendations for 2026 as presented by the Division.

9) Antlerless Permit Recommendations for 2026 (Action)

The following motion was made by Kent Johnson, seconded by Bob Christensen,
amended by Justin Oliver and passes 5-1 with Ryan Foutz opposed.

MOTION: I move that we reduce the Antlerless Moose permits on the
Wasatch Mountains/Salt Lake Timpanogos unit to 2 permits and the
Morgan/South Rich unit to 8 permits (1 removed from each weapon type).

AMENDED MOTION: to reduce the Morgan unit from 8 permits to 5,
allowing 3 Any Legal Weapon and 2 Archery.

The following motion was made by Kent Johnson, seconded by Chris Robinson,
amended by Paula Richmond and passes unanimously.

MOTION: I move that we approve the remainder of the Antlerless
Permit Recommendations for 2026 as presented by the Division.

AMENDED MOTION: to increase antlerless elk permits on the Monroe unit
from 40-60.

The following motion was made by Justin Oliver, seconded by Bob Christensen and
passes unanimously.

MOTION: I move that we allow a nonresident to apply for one antlerless
moose permit on the Morgan South Rich unit.

10) 2026 CWMU Antlerless Permit Recommendation (Action)

The following motion was made by Justin Oliver, seconded by Kent Johnson, and passes
4 in favor with 2 recusals (Ryan Fouts, Chris Robinson).
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MOTION: I move that we accept the 2026 CWMU Antlerless Permit
Recommendations as presented by the Division with the exception Deseret
Antlerless Moose is reduced by 1 public and 1 private permit.

11)  Aquatic Rule Amendments for R657-3¢c and R657-59a (Action)

The following motion was made by Chris Robinson, seconded by Paula Richmond, and
passes unanimously.

MOTION: I move that we accept the Aquatic Rule Amendments for
R657-3¢ and R657-59 as presented by the Division.

12)  Other Business (Contingent)
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Utah Wildlife Board Meeting
April 30,2026, Eccles Wildlife Education Center
1157 S Waterfowl Way, Farmington, Utah

Attendance

Wildlife Board

RAC Chairs

Gary Nielison - Chairman

Central — Brock McMillan

Paula Richmond — Vice Chair

Northeastern — Eric Major (online)

Riley Peck — Executive Secretary

Northern — Brad Buchanan

Bob Christensen

Southeastern — Scoot Flannery

Ryan Foutz

Southern — Austin Atkinson

Kent Johnson

Justin Oliver

Chris Robinson

Division Personnel
Mike Canning Dallon Christensen Randy Oplinger
Ashley Green Chad Wilson Drew Cushing
Dax Mangus Darren DeBloois Covy Jones
Chris Wood Rusty Robinson Dustin Mitchell
Kenny Johnson Chad Bettridge
Danny Summers Kent Hersey
Blair Stringham Jim Christensen
Stephen Kaiser Lindy Varney
Dave Smedley Staci Coons
Teresa Griffin Paige Wiren
Paul Gedge Trina Hedrick

Public Present

Troy Justesen

Amanda Price

Kevin Albrecht Tanner Carlson
Angie Wonacott Travis Jensen
Andy Monroe Andy Satterlee
Kevin Norman

Phil Crowther
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Utah Wildlife Board Meeting
April 30, 2026, Eccles Wildlife Education Center
1157 S Waterfowl Way, Farmington, Utah
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=WwufUuLdHKA
00:00:04 Chairman Nielson called the meeting to order, welcomed the public and read the meeting
protocol guidelines. The Board and RAC chairs introduced themselves.
00:03:27 1) Approval of the Agenda (Action)
The following motion was made by Paula Richmond, seconded by Kent Johnson and
passed unanimously.
MOTION: I move that we approve the agenda.
00:03:48 2) Approval of the Minutes
The following motion was made by Kent Johnson, seconded by Justin Oliver and passed
unanimously.
MOTION: I move that we approve the minutes of the January 8, 2026
Wildlife Board Meeting.
00:04:19 3) Old Business/Action Log (Contingent)
Vice Chair Paula Richmond reviewed the two action items currently on the Action Log.
00:05:05 4) DWR Update (Informational)
Director Peck gave updates from the Division’s Administrative, Wildlife, Habitat and
Aquatic sections.
00:10:56 5) Legislative Update (Informational)
Deputy Director Justin Shannon gave updates on 2026 Legislative Session wildlife-
related bills.
The Board asked if there have been any SITLA parcels identified that the Division would
purchase with the $50M non-lapsing funds.
Assistant Attorney General Stephen Kaiser gave 2026 Legislative Session technical rule
change updates.
00:26:34 6) Big Game Informational Presentation (Informational)
Big Game Coordinator Mike Wardle offered to explain how Division biologists
calculated 2026 deer permit number recommendations.
The Board asked if the Division could consolidate, by unit, data used to calculate permit
recommendations.
00:30:14 7) Deer Permit Recommendations for 2026 (Action)
Big Game Coordinator Mike Wardle reminded the Board that the permit
recommendations were for the units above the 20% allowance within which the Division
may adjust permit numbers without Board approval, a stipulation which is part of the
Mule Deer Statewide Management Plan.



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=WwufUuLdHKA
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00:31:17 Board/RAC Questions
The Board asked a meeting procedure question.
00:33:04 Public Input
Director Peck summarized the electronically submitted public comments.
00:33:47 RAC Recommendations
All RACs voted to accept the recommendations, with various dissent and additional
motions.
00:35:21 Public Comments/Division Clarification
Public comments were accepted at this time.
00:39:39 RAC Summaries
Chairman Nielson summarized the RAC recommendations.
00:39:54 Board Discussion

The Board asked for information specific to the Oak Creek unit.

The Board asked about antler size as it may relate to the nutrition available to the buck’s
mother at the time of the deer’s birth and if a deer’s full growing potential may not be met
if the deer’s access to nutrition were limited.

The Board asked for a general explanation as to why, when population size has decreased,
permit recommendations may increase.

The Board suggested that the Division make information about what influences permit
recommendations more accessible to the public, and commented that hearing simple
explanations about how management recommendations are made is helpful.

The Board suggested that it would be helpful if the Board were given Division-generated
answers to use when replying to anticipated questions from members of the public.

The Board discussed looking at having the Oak Creek unit be a premium unit.

The Board stated that the wellbeing of does and fawns needs to be considered when the
Oak Creek discussion takes place during the mid-plan review. The Board also expressed
opposition to designating Oak Creek a premium unit, but not to having a discussion about
the unit.

The following motion was made by Gary Nielson, seconded by Chris Robinson and
passed unanimously. This is to be added to the Action Log.

MOTION: I move that we ask the Division to look at reclassifying the Oak
Creek unit during the mid-plan review.

The following motion was made by Kent Johnson, seconded by Bob Christensen and
passed unanimously.
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MOTION: I move that we approve the Deer Permit Recommendations for
2026 as presented by the Division.

01:02:37

8) Once-in-a-Lifetime Permit Recommendations (Action)

OIAL Species Coordinator Rusty Robinson opened the floor for questions.

01:02:45

Board/RAC Questions

The Board asked if the Division had any moose mortality or herd health information
updates, especially information about the impact winter ticks on the Wasatch West. The
Board asked if the Division was amenable to lowering the current antlerless permit
recommendations. The Board asked if ticks were affecting bull moose populations.

01:06:09

Public Input

Director Peck summarized the electronically submitted public comments.

01:06:48

RAC Recommendations

All RACs voted to accept the recommendations, with two RACs recommending one
additional archery bison permit on the Book Cliffs, Bitter Creek.

01:08:08

Public Comments/Division Clarification

Public comments were accepted at this time.

01:13:42

RAC Summaries

Chairman Nielson summarized the RAC recommendations.

01:14:45

Board Discussion

Chairman Nielson recalled past public discussions about a bison archery hunt being an
opportunity hunt. The Board stated that the original intent of the hunt was to offer a hard
hunt and suggested that if the Division were comfortable adding more tags, that
additional tags go into the any legal weapon pool.

The Board asked about specific archery hunt dates, and for how many years Book Cliffs
bison hunts have been offered. The Board also asked if hunters with max points are
applying for and/or drawing the bison archery bpermits.

The Board noted that the one suggested archery tag was not in the recommendations
presented to the RACs; it was brought up and voted on in the RACs. The Board also
commented that it is good to have opportunity with all weapon types.

The Board voiced both support for and opposition to an additional bison archery permit.

The following motion was made by Justin Oliver, seconded by Paula Richmond and
passed 4-2 with Bob Christensen and Kent Johnson opposed.

MOTION: I move that we accept the Once-in-a-Lifetime permit
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recommendations as presented by the Division, with the addition of an archery
bison permit on the Book Cliffs Little Creek and Book Cliffs Bitter Creek archery
hunts.

01:29:28

9) Bull Elk Permit Recommendations for 2026 (Action)

Big Game Coordinator Mike Wardle turned the floor over to Southern Region Office
biologist David Smedley to share unit-specific information.

01:33:22

Board/RAC Questions

The RAC asked if the Division is slower in trying to meet elk plan objectives compared to
trying to meet mule deer plan objectives.

Chairman Nielson voiced concern from the public about the difference in permit
recommendations in the Nebo unit compared to other units.

01:36:59

Public Input

Director Peck summarized the electronically submitted public comments.

01:37:31

RAC Recommendations

All RACs voted to pass the rule amendments with stipulations from the Northern and
Northeastern RACs.

01:39:45

Public Comments/Division Clarification

Public comments were accepted at this time.

01:40:23

RAC Summaries

Chairman Nielson summarized the RAC recommendations

01:41:24

Board Discussion

The Board asked what the Division’s opinion was on the permit increases suggested by
the Northern and Southeastern RACs, and voiced support for both increasing opportunity
and putting trust in Division biologists’ recommendations.

The Board asked how many late archery bull elk tags there are on units, and. what the
average increase was on all units. The Board then asked if there would be a benefit to
issue permits proportional to the number that currently are allotted to a unit versus the
blanket five permits per unit increase, if there has been a lot of hunter interest in these
permits, what the draw success rates have been, and if any unit undersubscribed.

The Board asked if issued permits went to high point holders, in particular the Manti and
Wasatch units, and then asked about success rates again.

The Board asked if it would be problematic to issue five additional permits to units where
biologists have already calculated a sufficient recommendation, and then asked
specifically about the Southwest Desert South unit.

The RAC commented on a previous Elk Committee discussion in which they asked
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biologists to make recommendations that would be negligible to the overall harvest.

The Board voiced support for a five-permit increase on the majority of units except for
the Southwest Desert South unit.

The RAC asked if the suggested 5-permit increase would be in addition to the Division-
recommended permit increases.

The Board asked about hunter success rate on the Book Cliffs Bitter Creek unit.

Chairman Nielson said he thought that the recommended archery permit increases were
already generous, and that one of the functions of the mid-plan review is to look at data
and discuss potential changes to hunts.

The Board asked how big of an increase in bull elk permits, and what the average age of
bull elk harvest is on the Nebo unit. Board commented that the population objective on
the Nebo was raised back in 2023, and that currently the herd is over objective, and
voiced support for the permit increase on the Nebo unit.

The following motion was made by Chris Robinson, seconded by Kent Johnson and
passed unanimously

MOTION: I move that we accept the Bull Elk Permit Recommendations for
2026 as presented by the Division.

02:04:17

10) Pronghorn Permit Recommendations for(Action)

Big Game Coordinator Mike Wardle opened the floor for questions.

02:04:27

Board/RAC Questions

The Board asked the Division to address the online comments questioning managing to
age class.

02:06:21

Public Input

Director Peck summarized the electronically submitted public comments.

02:06:42

RAC Recommendations

All RACS voted unanimously to pass the agreements as presented.

02:07:36

Public Comments/Division Clarification

Public comments were accepted at this time.

02:08:10f

Board Discussion

The Board thanked the RACs for having discussed the agenda items so thoroughly at each
of their respective meetings.

The following motion was made by Justin Oliver, seconded by Chris Robinson and
passed unanimously.

MOTION: I move that we accept the Pronghorn Permit Recommendations for
2026 as presented by the Division.
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02:09:22 11) Antlerless Permit Recommendations for 2026 (Action)
Big Game Coordinator Mike Wardle opened the floor for questions.

02:09:33 Board/RAC Questions
The Board asked about the history of the Beaver City archery hunt.
The Board then asked if it might be a good idea not to hunt antlerless moose this year
because currently moose herds are suffering from high tick loads, and expressed concern
about authorizing five antlerless moose permits on the Morgan-South Rich unit because
the moose population is being negatively impacted by tick activity.
The Board referred to a letter received from a Fish Lake District Ranger encouraging
limited antlerless harvest in hunting unit impacted by the Monroe Canyon Fire.
The Board asked if the Division had the authority to issue additional permits later in the
year should drought conditions affect the forage consumed by both big game and
livestock.
The RAC asked how many CWMU antlerless permits there are for moose in the Morgan-
South Rich.

02:21:37 Public Input
Director Peck summarized the electronically submitted public comments.

02:22:11 RAC Recommendations

All RACS voted to pass the recommendation as presented with exceptions.

02:23:46 Public Comments/Division Clarification
Public comments were accepted at this time.

02:25:13 RAC Summaries
Chairman Nielson summarized the RAC recommendations.

02:25:56 Board Discussion
The Board asked how many acres are on the Morgan-Rich versus the Wasatch unit, and
argued that 21 recommended antlerless moose permits for the combined Morgan-Rich
and Wasatch public and private acreage is too many. The Board asked if biologists are
seeing a lack of moose calves on the Morgan South Rich unit.
The Board asked for clarification on moose being over population objective anywhere in
the state, but in particular on the Morgan-South Rich unit. The Board asked what the
Division’s opinion would be on discontinuing cow moose hunts this year. The Board
asked what the Division’s moose count was the last time they conducted an aerial survey
of. the unit. The Board recalled being able to still buy a bonus point the last time the
Division discontinued cow moose hunting, and asked if that would be an option should
the Division discontinue those hunts this year. The Board voiced support for decreasing
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the number of recommended cow moose permits. The Board posited that tick mortality in
cow moose could serve the same population control goal as the cow moose hunt.

The Board asked how many fewer permits there would be if all Wasatch, and all but one
of the Morgan-South Rich permits were eliminated. The Board then asked if non-resident
opportunity would be lost should these fourteen permits be eliminated.

The Board discussed how many antlerless moose permits they would be comfortable
reducing.

The following motion was made by Kent Johnson, seconded by Bob Christensen,
amended by Justin Oliver and passed 5-1, with Ryan Foutz opposed. .

MOTION: I move that we reduce the Antlerless Moose permits on the Wasatch
Mountains/Salt Lake Timpanogos unit to 2 permits, and the Morgan/South Rich
unit to 8 permits (1 removed from each weapon type).

AMENDED MOTION: to reduce the Morgan unit from 8 permits to 5,
allowing 3 Any Legal Weapon and 2 Archery.

The following motion was made by Kent Johnson, seconded by Chris Robinson, amended
by Paula Richmond and passed unanimously.

MOTION: I move that we approve the remainder of the Antlerless Permit
Recommendations for 2026 as presented by the Division.

AMENDED MOTION: to increase antlerless elk permits on the Monroe unit
from 40-60.

The following motion was made by Justin Oliver, seconded by Bob Christensen and
passed unanimously.

MOTION: I move that we allow a nonresident to apply for one antlerless
moose permit on the Morgan South Rich unit.

02:45:19

12) 2026 CWMU Antlerless Permit Recommendations

Private Lands/Public Wildlife Coordinator Darren DeBloois opened the floor for
questions.

02:45:26

Board/RAC Questions

Chris Johnson and Ryan Foutz both declared a conflict of interest on this agenda item as
CWMU owners.

The Board asked if the Division foresees any issues with hunt opportunity given cow
moose permit reductions, and asked a particular question about the Beaver Hollow
CWMU. The Board asked about the public/private splits in permits issued to CWMU s,
and asked if there are any Morgan-South Rich CWMUs that allow public draw hunters.

02:49:35

Public Input

Director Peck summarized the electronically submitted public comments.

02:50:04

RAC Recommendations

All RACS voted to pass the recommendations as presented.
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02:50:50

Public Comments/Division Clarification

There were no public comments on this agenda item.

02:51:07

Board Discussion

The Board asked if the Division has talked with the Deseret CWMU about the impact
ticks are having on moose in northern Utah. The Board suggested reducing permits on the
Morgan-South Rich CWMUs in order to satisfy public concern, and also suggested
approving one public and one private permit on the Deseret CWMU.

The following motion was made by Justin Oliver, seconded by Kent Johnson and passed
4 in favor with two recusals (Ryan Foutz, Chris Robinson).

MOTION: I move that we accept the 2026 CWMU Antlerless Permit
Recommendations as presented by the Division, with the exception Deseret
Antlerless Moose is reduced by 1 public and 1 private permit.

OIAL Species Coordinator Rusty Robinson asked the Board for clarification on
resident/non-resident allocation given that the Board has voted to reduce permits.
The Board and RAC chairs then discussed how to split the permits.

03:01:58

13) Aquatic Rule Amendments for R657-3¢ and R657-59a (Action)

Assistant Fisheries Chief Randy Oplinger outlined the development of these rule changes
and opened the floor for questions.

03:07:19

Board/RAC Questions

There were no questions from the Board or RAC chairs. 07

03:07:30

Public Input

Director Peck summarized the electronically submitted public comments.
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03:07:48

Public Comments/Division Clarification

Public comments were accepted at this time.

03:16:03

RAC Recommendations

All RACS voted unanimously to pass the agreements as presented.

03:17:24

Board Discussion

The following motion was made by Chris Robinson, seconded by Paula Richmond and
passed unanimously.

MOTION: I move that we accept the Aquatic Rule Amendments for R657-c
and R657-59 as presented.

03:18:04

12) Other Business (Contingent)

DWR Southern Region Manager Dax Mangus recognized Board member Chris Robinson
as a “Legacy of Land” landowner award recipient and presented to Chris a gift that was
part of the formal award package.

Regarding an item on the Action Log, the Board noted the importance of discussing hunt
season dates and making sure that the dates fit an work for permit recipients.

03:20:49

Meeting adjourned




Regional Advisory Council Meeting
Summary of Motions

1) Upland Game Recommendations (Action)*

CR, NR, SR, SER:

MOTION: I move we accept Upland Game Recommendations as presented.
VOTE: Passed Unanimously

2) Wild Turkey Recommendations (Action)*

CR:

NR:

SR:

SER:

MOTION: I move we accept Wild Turkey Recommendations as presented.
VOTE: Passed 7-2

MOTION: I move we accept Wild Turkey Recommendations as presented.
VOTE: Passed Unanimously

MOTION: I move we accept Wild Turkey Recommendations as presented with the
recommendation that the Division consider allocating mitigation permits to kids, disabled
or veterans and not strictly limiting it to immediate family members.

VOTE: Passed 7-1

MOTION: I move we accept Wild Turkey Recommendations as presented other than
R657-69-7.
VOTE: Passed Unanimously

3) CWMUs with Public Land Variance Requests and Rule Amendments (Action)*

CR:

NR:

SR:

SER:

MOTION: I move we approve the amendments as presented with the additional
guidance for the maps that detail trust lands be made more visible to the public.
VOTE: Passed Unanimously

MOTION: I move we accept CWMUSs with the Public Land Variance request as
presented with the exception that we reject the proposed change that CWMUSs don’t have
to report to the advisory committee for not meeting elk harvest objectives.

VOTE: Passed Unanimously

MOTION: I move we accept CWMUSs with Public Land Variance request as presented.
VOTE: Passed Unanimously

MOTION: I move we accept CWMUSs with Public Land Variance request as presented
except for the rule change.
VOTE: Passed Unanimously



4) R657-24 Compensation for Mountain Lion, Bear, Wolf or Eagle Damage (Action)*
CR, NR, SR, SER:

MOTION: I move we accept R657-24 Compensation for Mountain Lion, Bear, Wolf or
Eagle Damage as presented.

VOTE: Passed Unanimously

5)  R657-11 Taking Furbearers and Trapping (Action)*

CR: MOTION: Imove we reject the division’s proposal as presented.
VOTE: Failed 9-2
MOTION: I move we accept the division’s proposal as presented.
VOTE: Passed 7-3 with 1 abstention

NR: MOTION: Imove we reject the division’s proposal and instruct the division to form a
committee with stake holders including houndsmen and trappers.
VOTE: Passed 11-1

SR: MOTION: Imove that we don’t pass this and ask that the Division come up with a
better solution that includes the stakeholders.
VOTE: Passed 6-2

SER: MOTION: Imove that we reject the division’s recommendation as presented.
VOTE: Passed Unanimously

6) R657-28 Use of Division Lands Rules (Action)*

CR, SER:  MOTION: Imove we accept R657-28 Use of Division Lands Rule as presented.
VOTE: Passed Unanimously

NR: MOTION: Imove we accept R657-28 Use of Division Lands Rule as presented.
VOTE: Passed 11-1

SR: MOTION: Imove we accept R657-28 Use of Division Lands Rule as presented.
VOTE: Passed 7-1

7) R657-75 Wildlife Consultation Procedure of Renewable Energy Facilities (Action)*

CR, NR, SR, SER:
MOTION: I move we accept R657-75 Wildlife Consultation Procedure for Renewable
Energy Faculties as presented.

VOTE: Passed Unanimously



8)  White Sturgeon Introduction and Regulations (Action)*

CR, NR, SR:
MOTION: I move we accept White Sturgeon Introduction and Regulations as presented.
VOTE: Passed Unanimously

SER:
MOTION: I move we accept White Sturgeon Introduction and Regulations as presented.

VOTE: Passed 6-1

*Northeastern Regional Advisory Council failed to meet the quorum requirements and
therefore could not take motions or votes.
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10.

11.

12.

RAC AGENDA
May 12th, 2026

Welcome, RAC Introductions and RAC Procedure
- Vice RAC Chair Braden Sheppard

Approval of Agenda and Minutes ACTION
- Vice RAC Chair Braden Sheppard

Wildlife Board Meeting Update INFORMATIONAL
- Vice RAC Chair Braden Sheppard

Regional Update INFORMATIONAL
- DWR Regional Supervisor Danny Summers

Upland Game Recommendations ACTION
- Heather Talley, Upland Game Coordinator

Wild Turkey Recommendations ACTION
- Heather Talley, Upland Game Coordinator

CWMUs with Public Land Variance Requests and Rule Amendments ACTION

- Darren DeBloois, Private Lands/Public Wildlife Coordinator

R657-24 Compensation for Mountain Lion, Bear, Wolf or Eagle Damage ACTION

- Chad Wilson, Mammals Coordinator

R657-11 Taking Furbearers and Trapping
- Chad Wilson, Mammals Coordinator

R657-28 — Use of Division Lands Rules
- Chelsea Duke, Wildlife Lands Coordinator

ACTION

ACTION

R657-75 - Wildlife Consultation Procedure for Renewable Energy Facilities ACTION

- Daniel Olsen, Impact Analysis Coordinator

White Sturgeon Introduction and Regulations
- Craig Walker, Assistant Chief of Fisheries

ACTION
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Central Region RAC Meeting
Summary of Motions
May 12th, 2026
Springville, Utah

1) Approval of Agenda and Minutes.

The following motion was made by Kellen Hyer, seconded by Bryce Castagnetto/Drew
Eline, and passed unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the agenda as presented.

2) Upland Game Recommendations

The following motion was made by Tyson and seconded by Joshua Kaze and passed
unanimously.

MOTION 1: To approve the recommendations as presented .
3) Wild Turkey Recommendations

The following motion was made by Bryce Castagnetto, seconded by Kellen Hyer, and
passed seven in favor and two opposed.

MOTION: To approve the recommendations as presented.
4) CWMUs with Public Land Variance Requests and Rule Amendments

The following motion was made by Tyson Skeen, seconded by Bryce Castagnetto and
passed unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the amendments as presented with the

additional guidance for the maps that detail trust lands be made
more visible to the public.

5) R657-24 Compensation for Mountain Lion, Bear, Wolf or Eagle Damage

The following motion was made by Kellen Hyer, seconded by John Ziegler and passed
unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the rule as presented.

6) R657-11 Taking Furbearers and Trapping
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The following motion was made by Joshua Greenhalgh, seconded by Amos Murphy and
fails with only two in favor; all others against.

MOTION: To reject the recommendation as presented.

The following motion was made by Joshua Kaze, seconded by John Ziegler and passed
seven in favor, three opposed and one abstained.

MOTION: To accept the recommendation as presented.
7) R657-28 — Use of Division Lands Rules

The following motion was made by Brock McMillan, seconded by Bryce Castagnetto
and passed unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the amendments as presented.

8) R657-75 - Wildlife Consultation Procedure for Renewable Energy
Facilities

The following motion was made by Tyson Skeen, seconded by Bryce Castagnetto and
passed unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the amendments as presented.
9) White Sturgeon Introduction and Regulations

The following motion was made by Tyson Skeen, seconded by Joshua Greenhalgh and
passed unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the regulations as presented.
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Central Region RAC Meeting
Attendance
May 12th, 2026, 2025
Springville, Utah

RAC Members

Attending Absent
Brock McMillan

Drew Eline

Eric Reid

John Ziegler (online)
Tyson Skeen

Bryce Castagnetto
Josh Greenhalgh
Braden Sheppard
Kellen Hyer (online)
Josh Kays

Amos Murphy (online)
Jim Shuler (online)

Wildlife Board
Gary Nielson
Paula Richmond (online)
Justin Oliver (online)
Kent Johnson (online)
Christopher Robinson (online)

DWR Personnel
Danny Summers
Michael Packer
Bailee Prestwich
Shianne Shepherd
Jason Robinson (online)
Heather Talley
Matt Briggs
Josee Seamons
Mark Farmer
Chad Wilson
Darren Debloois
Wes Alexander
David Smedley
Rusty Robinson
Elicia Cotcher
Chelsea Duke
Craig Walker
Daniel Olsen
Chris Crockett
Heather Talley

Total members of the public in attendance: 20
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Central Region RAC Meeting

May 12, 2026
Springville, Utah

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EXZsv4ApLIk&list=PLWIxD5-tnhxr8 SUVBFbo-

XxbMR_ pS5aQ_x&index=6

06:02:00

RAC Vice Chair Braden Sheppard called the meeting to order. He called the roll of
RAC members and indicated which UDWR personnel were present on the broadcast.
He explained the process that there will be no live presentations and public comments
will be taken during the meeting.

06:04:55

1/2) Approval of Agenda & Past Minutes (Action)

The following motion was made by Kellen Hyer, seconded by Bryce
Castagnetto/Drew Eline and passed unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the agenda as presented.

06:05:46

3) Wildlife Board Meeting Update (Informational)

RAC Vice Chair Braden Sheppard provided an update on the previous Wildlife
Board Meeting.

06:08:54

4) DWR Regional Update (Informational)

Danny Summers updated the RAC on all regional activities.

06:11:28

5) Upland Game Recommendations (Action)

Heather Talley, Upland Game Coordinator presented to the board.

06:12:36

Public Comments
Danny Summers summarized public comments received from the online presentation.

- There were no public comments/questions.

06:12:49

RAC Questions
The RAC did not engage in a discussion.

06:13:51

Upland Game Recommendations (Action)
MOTION

The following motion was made by Tyson Skeen and seconded by Joshua Kaze. This
was passed unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the recommendations as presented.
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06:15:00 6) Wild Turkey Recommendations (Action)
Heather Talley, Upland Game Coordinator presented to the board.
06:16:40 Public Comments
Danny Summers summarized public comments received from the online presentation.
06:16:59 RAC Questions
The RAC asked questions in regards to hunting on adjacent landowner properties. The
RAC asked for an explanation of what actions municipalities (cities) can take to remove
urban wild turkey. The RAC encouraged the DWR to educate municipalities on the
reasons certain species are translocated (i.e. urban deer). The RAC asked for an
understanding of a “nuisance” versus a “depredation” hunt/animal situation.
06:24:04 Public Questions
- The public did not engage in questions.
06:24:14 Public Comments

- Wayland Pritchett - KWD Adventures - Expressed a big thank you to the
CRO for kids fishing day. KWD adventures supports the mandatory harvest
reporting of upland turkey. It would be very crucial in helping litigate tag
numbers similar to Big Game. Support to landowners from the DWR to help
manage the turkey population will be very important to the public hunters.
(translocating)

- Troy Henry - Utah Farm Bureau - The biggest complaints we receive are from
elk and turkey nuisance/damage. The UFB is very grateful for the DWR’s
commitment to working on these issues. When there is financial hardship on
landowners we are grateful for landowners having the opportunity to use public
hunting as a tool to remove.

- Troy Justensen - SFW - Supports the recommendations as recommended by
the DWR.

06:28:38 RAC Discussion

The RAC discussed the angle that turkeys are being treated similarly as CWMU'’s and
raised concerns about landowners continuing behaviors that keep the birds on their
properties with the opportunity available of monetary compensation. The RAC asked
for an explanation of how turkey tags for landowners will be determined (i.e. biologist
involvement, seasons/fall management). The RAC asked if there are specific
areas/regions where landowners are experiencing these issues.
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06:41:20

Wild Turkey Recommendations (Action)
MOTION

The following motion was made by Bryce Castagnetto, seconded by Kellen Hyer, and
passed seven in favor and two opposed.

MOTION: To approve the recommendations as presented.

06:42:37

7) CWMUs with Public Land Variance Requests and Rule Amendments (Action)

Darren DeBloois, Private Lands/Public Wildlife Coordinator presented to the
board.

06:44:06

Public Comments

Danny Summers summarized public comments received from the online presentation.

06:44:30

RAC Questions

The RAC asked for education on the public lands variable being offered to CWMU’s
and how this opportunity will aid the public hunter. The RAC asked for an explanation
of a trade line and how the public are informed of these opportunities to utilize private
land for access purposes.

06:54:11

Public Questions

- The public did not engage in questions/comments.

06:54:28

RAC Discussion

The RAC expressed that some negative feedback has been received from some
individuals in the public who do not fully understand the benefit to the trust land access.
The availability of accessing maps that detail these lands was requested from the
DWR. The RAC wanted to understand how the Division calculates acres a CWMU has
into tags (buck/bull).

06:58:13

CWMUs with Public Land Variance Requests and Rule Amendments (Action)
MOTION

The following motion was made by Tyson Skeen, seconded by Bryce Castagnetto and
passed unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the amendments as presented with the additional guidance
for the maps that detail trust lands be made more visible to the public.
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06:59:38

8) R657-24 Compensation for Mountain Lion, Bear, Wolf or Eagle Damage
(Action)

Chad Wilson, Mammals Coordinator presented to the board.

07:00:04

Public Comments

Danny Summers summarized public comments received from the online presentation.

07:00:39

RAC Questions

The RAC asked if there would be any training involved with teams who will identify the
need for compensation. The RAC asked for the current typical reimbursement
cost/payout of livestock killed from a predator. The RAC asked for clarification of what
this process looks like from the landowner and DWR employees perspective on this
process. The RAC asked for an understanding of the definition/handling difference
between “protected” and “non protected” game. The RAC expressed support of the
idea to give more support to landowners experiencing these issues. There were some
difficulties in the past to get help from the state’s licensed trappers.

07:12:08

Public Questions
- The public did not engage in questions/comments.

07:12:26

RAC Discussion

The RAC expressed that there were some concerns with landowners “double dipping”
on insured animals but clarified that statutes are in place to award them of due
compensation.

07:16:11

R657-24 Compensation for Mountain Lion, Bear, Wolf or Eagle Damage (Action)
MOTION

The following motion was made by Kellen Hyer, seconded by John Ziegler and passed
unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the rule as presented.

07:17:10

9) R657-11 Taking Furbearers and Trapping (Action)
Chad Wilson, Mammals Coordinator presented to the board.

07:17:41

Public Comments

Danny Summers summarized public comments received from the online presentation.
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07:18:25

RAC Questions

The RAC asked for an explanation of the cougar harvest take methods being
recommended. The RAC also asked for an expected outcome of the “cougar sports
hunts” being discussed. The RAC asked if there was an understanding of how many
non targeted animals have been killed since the introduction of the cougar legislative
change. The RAC wanted to understand the background of where this change came
about (public vs DWR request). The RAC made note that as of three years ago
cougars were not allowed to be snared/trapped (HB 469). The RAC asked if out of the
traps that are currently reported on, how many non targeted species are being
snared/trapped. The RAC also asked what kinds of repercussions come to those who
mistakenly target non game/non targeted species.

07:24:10

Public Questions

- Troy Justensen - SFW - What is the driving factor for eliminating the use of
lethal sets? Was this coming from the public feedback or those who are actually
utilizing these traps?

- Chris Snell - Utah Trappers Association - Did the DWR survey the UTA or
anyone who engages in trapping to determine these recommendations?

- Ken Strong - We are concerned with snares on lions, but we allow them to be
used for all other species? These types of traps should still be used to remove
lions.

- Jace Steele - Utah Trappers Association - How did you collect the data used
to collect what kind of traps were being recommended on this rule amendment?

07:35:50

Public Questions

- John Fairchild - Vice Chair for the UT Wildlife Federation - We recognize
the important heritage we have with hunting, fishing and trapping. We are not
an organization that is anti any of these. Our board met this last week and we
unanimously passed the support of this amendment. If the RAC votes in favor
of the recommendation as presented, we would encourage the DWR to remove
lethal snares from the language and update the cougar management plan.

- Tyler Key - Utah Trappers Association - Provided an official statement from
the UT Trappers Association on the recommendations being presented. We do
not feel that cougars should be eradicated, however we do feel they should be
managed similarly to other species in the state (deer/elk).

- Justin Ellswick - 'am very much in favor of the recommendations being
presented tonight and support the detail being taken on HB 469 surrounding
cougars. Although | do not hunt or trap, the interest of the public is still
important and should be heard. The public knows of what is going on now and
will continue to show up.

- Carolyn Ellswick - This is the first meeting I've attended and heard from other
meetings that deer numbers are concerning. | can understand that even with
those numbers declining, hunters still wanted to see higher harvests. Cougar
numbers are continuing to decline. When is a species considered protected
versus not protected? We should be responsible and honest with the
eradication of cougars. It is wrong. We cannot kill off a species like this and
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leave their young to die.

Denise Peterson - UT Mountain Lion Conservation - | just wanted to say
thank you for taking time to hear from everyone. | have a unique insight into
lions. I've seen a lot of this since this study has been implemented. We can
engage in those discussions later, however we are already seeing the effects of
these changes. The management of our wildlife should be done transparently
and carefully. Removing lethal traps from the rule is something that we
encourage and support. We encourage the DWR to continue to analyze cougar
management. The long term ecosystem balance is at risk should we continue
down the pattern we are on. Large scale predator removal efforts should be
approached cautiously and with public transparency.

Chance Jensen - | express full support of this.

Ron Holt - Utah Trappers Association - Would like to see this tabled until we
have more data from trappers and all other stakeholders.

TJ Pace - UT Huntsman Association - | express full support of this.

Kyle Coons - Strongly oppose this. It doesn’t sound like there is very much
data to support this recommendation. Banning snares isn’t really going to do
anything for the aid of cougars. | don't think this recommendation gets us
anywhere.

Gavin Woodhouse - | would like to say that cougars are everywhere yet we
have native big horn sheep that really struggle with their populations. Every ten
to fifteen years we see a large kill off. | don't think it is right to have snares all
over the state, however when you have a nuisance cat that needs removal, you
should be allowed to do so. Getting rid of this option does not help anyone.

Chris Snell - | wanted to caution the RAC with unintended consequences
surrounding the use of snares on public lands. Chris provided data feedback on
studies done in other states that have more management than the state of UT.
We need to be careful to protect trapping in the state of UT. We should table
this and work together to make it a sustainable recommendation.

Troy Justensen - SFW - We support the recommendation as presented.

Ken Strong - A few years ago the legislature passed the removal of cougars in
the state due to the decline of our deer populations. We have learned through
data from collared elk/deer, we know the numbers of animals being removed
from the landscape. This move was made to assist in protecting the wildlife we
have on our landscapes that are actively declining. | support these
recommendations as presented.

08:08:33 RAC Discussion

The RAC expressed that the constitution protects heritage hunting methods and that
trapping should fall under these same protections. The RAC expressed understanding
of the strong feedback received tonight on this topic.The RAC reminded the public that
the Board is charged with the methods of taking our wildlife. The RAC expressed
concerns around the alluding intent to take trapping out of UT. Other tools (trail
cameras/technologies) have been taken away in the past.The RAC expressed
understanding that cougars are a renewable resource and should be managed as
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such. The RAC continued a detailed discussion on the topic.

08:48:58

R657-11 Taking Furbearers and Trapping (Action)
MOTION #1

The following motion was made by Joshua Greenhalgh, seconded by Amos Murphy
and fails with only two in favor; all others against.

MOTION: To reject the recommendation as presented.
MOTION #2

The following motion was made by Joshua Kaze, seconded by John Ziegler and
passed seven in favor, three opposed and one abstained.

MOTION: To accept the recommendation as presented.

09:17:26

10) R657-28 — Use of Division Lands Rules (Action)
Chelsea Duke, Wildlife Lands Coordinator presented to the board.

09:19:15

Public Comments

Danny Summers summarized public comments received from the online presentation.

09:19:36

RAC Questions

The RAC asked for feedback on specific trails that were concerning to the public. Has
the DWR received feedback on what other trails may be of concern over the course of
the next three years plan?

09:20:30

Public Questions

- The public did not engage in questions.

09:20:40

RAC Discussion
The RAC did not engage in a discussion.
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09:21:01

R657-28 — Use of Division Lands Rules
MOTION

The following motion was made by Brock McMillan, seconded by Bryce Castagnetto
and passed unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the amendments as presented.

09:21:40

11) Wildlife Consultation Procedure for Renewable Energy Facilities (Action)
Daniel Olsen, Impact Analysis Coordinator presented to the board.

09:22:20

RAC Questions

The RAC asked for a general understanding of the renewable energy facilities being
recommended. The RAC asked questions in regards to the optional/collaborative
nature of the proposal.The RAC asked if the DWR had considered if a proposed
development were to come up, what would happen?.

09:24:29

Public Comments/Questions

There were no online or public comments engaged on the topic either in person or
online..

09:26:42

RAC Discussion

The RAC asked if the DWR has considered putting the solar panels in parking lots
instead of fields and discussed the options around this idea. The RAC made a
comment that this may be a good step in the right direction and getting conversation

going

09:27:22

Wildlife Consultation Procedure for Renewable Energy Facilities
MOTION

The following motion was made by Tyson Skeen, seconded by Bryce Castagnetto and
passed unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the amendments as presented.

09:28:02

12) R657-75 - White Sturgeon Introduction and Regulations (Action)
Craig Walker, Assistant Chief of Fisheries presented to the board.

09:29:02

Public Comments

Danny Summers summarized public comments received from the online presentation.
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09:29:23

RAC Questions

The RAC asked what repercussions may come from the introduction of Sturgeon to
UT’s waterbodies? The RAC asked why the DWR decided to move forward with the
opportunity to introduce Sturgeon specifically? The RAC asked if Sturgeon will become
a viable sports species for the state of UT?

09:44:23

Public Comments

- Ken Strong - SFW - First off all | would like to thank the DWR for considering
the introduction of a new species. | think it is a great idea as the public has
been looking for a trophy fish. | feel this species would do very well in UT.

- Troy Justensen - | love the idea. Sometimes it feels like we get a little stagnant
in the fishing world and this is a great opportunity.

09:46:51

RAC Discussion

The RAC was interested in the DWR’s idea to introduce other sports fish from higher
elevations to lower areas. The RAC clarified the DWR’s confidence to ensure the
waterbodies they are targeting with sturgeon, will not have negative impacts on the
native species found there.

09:47:52

R657-75 - White Sturgeon Introduction and Regulations (Action)
MOTION

The following motion was made by Tyson Skeen, seconded by Joshua Greenhalgh and
passed unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the regulations as presented.

09:48:34

12) R657-75 - Loafer Mountain WMA Habitat Plan (Informational) - CRO ONLY

Mark Farmer, Habitat Program Manager presented to the board.

09:51:28

Meeting adjourned.
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RAC AGENDA
May 13, 2026
The meeting will stream live at https://youtube.com/live/UyrOUTB5sdA

Welcome, RAC Introductions and RAC Procedure

- RAC Chair
Approval of Agenda and Minutes ACTION
- RAC Chair
Wildlife Board Meeting Update INFORMATIONAL
- RAC Chair
Regional Update INFORMATIONAL
- DWR Regional Supervisor
Upland Game Recommendations ACTION
- Heather Talley, Upland Game Coordinator
Wild Turkey Recommendations ACTION
- Heather Talley, Upland Game Coordinator
CWMUs with Public Land Variance Requests and Rule Amendments ACTION
- Darren Debloois, Private Land/Public Wildlife Coordinator
R657-24 Compensation for Mountain Lion, Bear, Wolf or Eagle Damage ACTION
- Chad Wilson, Mammals Coordinator
R657-11 Taking Furbearers and Trapping ACTION
- Chad Wilson, Mammals Coordinator
R657-28- Use of Division Lands and Rules ACTION
- Chelsea Duke, Wildlife Lands Coordinator
R657-75- Wildlife Consultation Procedure for Renewable Energy Facilities ACTION
- Daniel Olsen, Impact Analysis Coordinator
White Sturgeon Introduction and Regulations ACTION

- Craig Walker, Assistant Chief of Fisheries

Regional Presentations- Informational Only

Loafer Mountain WMA Habitat Plan- CR Only- Josee Seamons, Habitat Program Manager
Yankee Meadow WMA Habitat Plan- SR Only- Makayla Roundy, Habitat Program Manager
Parowan Valley WMA Habitat Plan- SR Only- Barbara Sugarman, Habitat Program Manager

East Fork Sevier River WMA Habitat Plan- SR Only Oakley Toomer, Habitat Program Manager

Bare Top WMA Habitat Plan- NER Only- Tory Mathis, Habitat Program Manager

East Canyon WMA Habitat Plan- NR Only- Melissa Early, Habitat Program Manager
Woodruff Coop WMA Habitat Plan- NR Only- Brad Hunt, Asst. Habitat Program Manager


https://youtube.com/live/Uyr0UTB5sdAF

CR RAC — May 12th, 6 PM

Wildlife Resources Conference Room
1115. N. Main Street, Springville
https://youtube.com/live/EXZsv4ApLIlk

NR RAC — May 13", 6 PM

Weber County Commission Chambers
2380 Washington Blvd. Ogden
https://youtube.com/live/UyrOUTBS5sdA

SR RAC — May 19%, 6 PM
R6 Regional Council Building

82 E. 600 N. 2" Floor Conference Room, Richfield

https://youtube.com/live/eR Lluk91Yg

Meeting Locations

SER RAC — May 20", 6 PM

John Wesley Powell Museum

1765 E. Main St., Green River
https://youtube.comlive/Ixym7FSZZ10

NER RAC- May 21%, 6 PM

Wildlife Resources NER Office

318 N. Vernal Ave., Vernal
https://youtube.com/live/luMK1eKrVUU

Board Meeting- June 11th 9:00 AM

Eccles Wildlife Education Center, Farmington Bay
Farmington
https://youtube.com/live/WuB5KQFREyl



https://youtube.com/live/EXZsv4ApLlk
https://youtube.comlive/lxym7FSZZ10
https://youtube.com/live/Uyr0UTB5sdAI
https://youtube.com/live/luMK1eKrVUUU
https://youtube.com/live/eR_Lluk91Yg
https://youtube.com/live/WuB5KQFREyl

Regional Advisory Council Meeting
Summary of Motions
1) Approval of Agenda and Minutes (Action)

The following motion was made by Ryan Brown, seconded by Ross Worthington and passed
unanimously.

MOTION: I move we approve the Agenda and Minutes.
2) Upland Game Recommendations (Action)

The following motion was made by Ross Worthington, seconded by Ryan Brown and passed
unanimously.

MOTION: I move we accept Upland Game Recommendations are
presented.

3) Wild Turkey Recommendations (Action)

The following motion was made by Steve Sorensen, seconded by Wyatt Selman and passed
unanimously.

MOTION: I move we accept Wild Turkey Recommendations and
presented.

4) CWMUs with Public Land Variance Requests and Rule Amendments (Action)

The following motion was made by Hunter Stallings, seconded by Ross Worthington and passed
unanimously.

MOTION: I move we accept CWMUs with the Public Land Variance
request as presented with the exception that we reject the
proposed change that CWMUs don’t have to report to the
advisory committee for not meeting elk harvest objectives.



5) R657-24 Compensation for Mountain Lion, Bear, Wolf or Eagle Damage
(Action)

The following motion was made by Wyatt Selman, seconded by Garrett Larsen and passed
unanimously.

MOTION: I move we accept R657-24 Compensation for Mountain Lion,
Bear, Wolf or Eagle Damage as presented.

6)  R657-11 Taking Furbearers and Trapping (Action)

The following motion was made by Brandon Zundel, seconded by Steve Sorensen and passed
For: 11 Against: 1. Robert Dale. Didn’t Feel like passing it was detrimental to lion harvest.

MOTION: I move we reject the division’s proposal and instruct the division
to form a committee with stakeholders including houndsmen
and trappers.

7)  R657-28 Use of Division Lands Rules (Action)

The following motion was made by Robert Dale, seconded by Brandon Zundel and passed For:
11 Against: 1. Garrett Larsen. Felt like there wasn’t enough definition in the rule based on the

conversation,
MOTION: I move we accept R657-28 Use of Division Lands Rule as
presented.

8) R657-75 Wildlife Consultation Procedure of Renewable Energy Facilities (Action)

The following motion was made by Ryan Brown, seconded by Ross Worthington and passed
For: 11 Against: 1. Steve Sorensen. Felt like there wasn’t enough definition in the rule based on
the conversation.



MOTION: I move we accept R657-75 Wildlife Consultation Procedure for
Renewable Energy Faculties as presented.
9)  White Sturgeon Introduction and Regulations (Action)
The following motion was made by Ross Worthington, seconded by Steve Sorensen and passed

unanimously.

MOTION: I move we accept White Sturgeon Introduction and
Regulations and presented.



Brad Buchanan - Chair
Blair Stringham - Exec Sec
Ryan Brown- Co-chair

RAC Members
James Carlson
Avery Cook
Robert Dale
Garrett Larsen
Darren Parry
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Board Member

Northern Regional Advisory Council Meeting
May 13, 2026
Attendance

Steve Sorensen

Hunter Stallings-Online
Ross Worthington
Brandon Zundel
Jessica Wade

Justin Oliver, Gary Nielson, Paula Richmand, Kent Johnson, Bob Christensen

RAC Excused

Casey Snider

Jodie Anderson
Jim Christensen
Heather Talley
Darren Debloois
Chad Wilson
Chelsea Duke
Daniel Olsen
Craig Walker
Xaela Walden
Covy Jones
Hailey Wayment

Division Personnel

Mike Christensen
David Beveridge
Melissa Early
Brad Hunt
Calvin Hawkins
Mike Kinghorn
Chris Penne
Daniel Sallee
Jordan Hastings
Sam Robertson



Regional Advisory Council Meeting
May 13, 2026

00:04:01 1) Chairman Brad Buchanan called the meeting to order, welcomed the audience and
o reviewed the meeting procedures.

00:07:34 2) Approval of Agenda and Minutes (Action)

The following motion was made by Ryan Brown, seconded by Ross Worthington
and passed unanimously.

MOTION: I move we approve the Agenda and Minutes.

00:08:15 3) Update from past Wildlife Board Meeting by Brad Buchanan

Link on website to view.

00:11:12 4) Regional Update (Informational)
Blair Stringham updated the RAC on regional activities.

00:19:55 5) Upland Game Recommendations (Action)

Presentations could be viewed at https://wildlife.utah.gov/agendas-materials-
minutes.html

Heather Talley- Summarized the presentation for the RAC.

00:21:54 Questions from RAC Members/Public
Buffer between the CHA and Waterfowl/Wildlife Management Areas.

Public Questions

None


about:blank
about:blank

00:22:39

00:23:21

00:24:01

00:24:16

00:22:29

Electronic/ Public Comment Report by Blair Stringham, Regional Supervisor

Blair Stringham summarized the public comments received from the online
presentation.

Public Comment

Angie Wonnacott- Sportmen for Fishman and Wildlife- Support the division’s
recommendation.

RAC discussion/Division Clarification and Motions

None

The following motion was made by Ross Worthington, seconded by Ryan Brown and
passed unanimously.

MOTION: I move we accept Upland Game Recommendations are presented.

6) Wild Turkey Recommendations (Action)

Presentations could be viewed at https://wildlife.utah.gov/agendas-materials-
minutes.html

Heather Talley summarized the presentation for the RAC.

Questions from RAC Members/Public

E-tagging for turkeys. Mandatory harvest reporting. Committee to go over the changes
or was it done internally? Selling of vouchers.

Public Questions

None

Electronic/ Public Comment Report by Blair Stringham, Regional Supervisor

Blair Stringham summarized the public comments received from the online
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about:blank
about:blank

presentation.

Public Comment

Angie Wonnacott- Sportmen for Fish and Wildlife- Support the division’s
recommendation.

Chuck Carpenter- National Wild Turkey Federation- Recognize and support three of the
changes. Mandatory harvesting, turkeys in the urban deer plan, increase of Turkey
Control Permits, turkey being included in the Conservation Agreement Rule.

Strongly oppose R657-69-7. Wildlife is a public trust in Utah and should be managed
for the benefit of landowners, hunters and public and turning it into a commodity shifts
that go against the North American model. Looking at data, the division surveyed all the
landowners that had vouchers. Not changing the number of vouchers, we’re changing
the number of control permits. 49% said it was very helpful and solved their problems.
18% said it moderately helped their problems, but they wanted additional permits.

Utah Turkey Management plan has a trigger if satisfaction for hunters is two out of five,
40% equivalent, until we enact any kind of change. I think 57% can make everybody

happy.

Adding three new tools, we need to evaluate those tools and see if that solved our
problem. Switching to a commodification of wildlife, that is a big step and should be
taken with a grain of salt. We need to take this one step at a time, measure the results
and then adjust if we need to come back and re-evaluate what we can.

The sampled landowners want to promote opportunities for Utah hunters. 42% of those
landowners opened their land to public with over-the-counter tags. 50% said they let
friends and family come and hunt their property.

If we allowed vouchers to be sold, it lists turning conflict management into a free to
play opportunity and once the voucher has a market value, and start moving away from
access from public owners, neighbors, local families and we move into whoever can
pay.

We believe turkey control permits should be designed to solve the problem and should
target the harvest conflict, reduction improved tolerance for turkeys on the landscape.
Once permits can be sold, it incentivizes a shift, where it rewards the presence of those
conflict animals and incentivizes people to be intolerant of those turkeys. That is the
wrong direction to be taken.

We want to build trust and goodwill. We want to help the landowners and hunters and
reduce conflicts. We have a system where we mitigate that. Need to see what happens
with the new changes. For that reason, we suggest to table R657-69-7 and the
modification of turkey permits.

Sierra Nelson- Utah Wool Growers Association- Support the division’s
recommendations. Like how it mirrors the deer depredation program. With the drought
this year, this is going to do some good things for people. Turkeys are super destructive.



Sakia White- Utah Farm Bureau Federation- We are an organization of private
landowners. Support the division’s recommendations. This recommendation allows for
relief to the producers that has not been there in the past and mirrors the deer
depredation program. This has been an excellent tool for our producers. Feel the ability
to sell vouchers is important because it offers the landowners a financial compensation
and helps force the turkeys from being accustomed to the long-term use of private
property. It’s a better balance between wildlife management and private property rights.

00:31:08 RAC discussion/Division Clarification and Motions

Vouchers for other species are allowed to be sold. People creating problems so they can
receive tags to sell. Areas needing to be assessed before vouchers can be given.
Dispersing turkeys off the private and back onto the public. Charging for access to
private property. Limit on what a turkey voucher can be sold for. Trapping turkey’s
verses vouchers being sold to harvest a turkey. Acreage requirements or number of
animals on the property. Buffer areas. Landowners with adjacent properties signing up
as a group. Beardless vouchers. Vouchers listing property owners. Number of
depredation turkey tags given out and how many were beardless. Putting info in harvest
report.

The following motion was made by Steve Sorensen, seconded by Wyatt Selman and
passed unanimously.

Discussion on the motion

Came into the meeting against the idea of selling vouchers, especially for beardless
turkeys. No trophy aspect to it at all and hearing there really aren’t any abusers of this
program. This isn’t a money maker. Support the proposal.

Three-year plan.

MOTION: I move we accept Wild Turkey Recommendations as presented.

00:47:41 7) CWMUs with Public Land Variance Requests and Rule Amendments (Action)

Presentations could be viewed at https://wildlife.utah.gov/agendas-materials-
minutes.html

Darren Debloois summarized the presentation for the RAC.
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about:blank
about:blank

00:49:51

01:06:34

01:07:12

01:17:22

Questions from RAC Members/Public

Removing forest land from a CWMU. Reasons for having public land in the CWMU.
Old Woman Plateau CWMU. Number of CWMUSs over the cow elk objective. CWMUSs
over objective offering antlerless permits to their private hunters. Some CWMUs do not
report in extenuating circumstances. Rule Committee and accountability measures.
Number of CWMU s that had to go before the advisory board. Discernable boundary.
Concern whether hunters can go in and hunt other species.

Public Questions

None

Electronic/ Public Comment Report by Blair Stringham, Regional Supervisor

Blair Stringham summarized the public comments received from the online
presentation.

Public Comment

None

RAC discussion/Division Clarification and Motions

Permit allotment for the Old Woman Plateau CWMU. Adding additional deer and elk
permits. Needing forest service acreage for the threshold. CWMU operators not
showing up for the advisory committee meetings. Season extensions.

The following motion was made by Hunter Stallings, seconded by Ross Worthington
and passed unanimously.

MOTION: I move we accept CWMUs with the Public Land Variance request as
presented with the exception that we reject the proposed change that CWMUs
don’t have to report to the advisory committee for not meeting elk harvest
objectives.

-8) R657-24 Compensation for Mountain Lion, Bear, Wolf or Eagle
Damage (Action)

11



Presentations could be viewed at https://wildlife.utah.gov/agendas-materials-
minutes.html

Chad Wilson summarized the presentation for the RAC.

01:17:48 Questions from RAC Members/Public

Who can be on the panel?

Public Questions

None

01:18:20 Electronic/ Public Comment Report by Blair Stringham, Regional Supervisor

Blair Stringham summarized the public comments received from the online
presentation.

Public Comment

Casey Earl- Utah Wool Growers Association- Support the division’s recommendation.

Sierra Nielsen- Wool Growers Association- Support the division’s recommendation.

01:20:04 RAC discussion/Division Clarification and Motions

Great idea. Timing issues and puts more responsibility on the producer and what is
killing the animal.

The following motion was made by Wyatt Selman, seconded by Garrett Larsen and
passed unanimously.

MOTION: I move we accept R657-24 Compensation for Mountain Lion, Bear,
Wolf or Eagle Damage as presented.

01:31:17 9) R657-11 Taking Furbearers and Trapping (Action)

Presentations could be viewed at https://wildlife.utah.gov/agendas-materials-
minutes.html
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about:blank
about:blank

01:34:33

01:51:13

Chad Wilson summarized the presentation for the RAC.

Questions from RAC Members/Public

Groups were notified what direction the division was going to take with no snares.
Defining legal snares. Exemption for agricultural depredation. Notification and concerns
for the safety of pets/hounds on the landscape. Mechanism to let the public know where
snares are set. Problems in Fruit Heights along a walking trail. Influx of new trappers.
Utah Trappers Association involvement. Number of cougars taken with legal sets.
Number of incidents with hounds being caught in legal sets. Spot and stock or
incidental, number of cougars being taken annually. What specific data was used to
decide this proposal. Why carve out private land? Concern from the houndsmen because
of multiple incidents of hounds being caught in snares. Non-lethal snares. Relaxing
locks not being lethal.

Public Questions

Chris Snell- Utah Trappers Association- Rule specific to protecting the hounds or the
lions. Incidental lions killed by hounds on the ground. Official process to notify the
division of hounds that died in snares.

Electronic/Public Comment Report by Blair Stringham, Regional Supervisor

Blair Stringham summarized the public comments received from the online
presentation.

Public Comment

Sierra Nelson- Utah Wool Growers Association-Have producers that suffer losses all the
time. Strongly oppose this proposal. Make something safer for dogs.

Erin Ferguson- Concerned about the biological component, the science-based decisions
that need to be at play here. Does support the division’s recommendation to restrict
lethal traps on public lands. Prohibit the use of all traps and snares for mountain lions on
all public lands. Especially the Watershed Restoration Initiative, Study Area 7707.

Casey Earl- Utah Wool Growers Association- Suffer from lion losses every year.
Strongly urge the RAC to not support this proposal.

Taylor Turner- Utah Mountain Lion Conservation- Support the division’s
recommendation.

Tade Wilson- Support the division’s recommendation.
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02:22:16

Troy Justensen- Sportsmen for Fish and Wildlife-Not in support of this
recommendation. Get with the stake holders and come back with some common ground.

Greg Guyman- Utah Houndsmen Association- Concern with wildlife services using
snares and if we are really solving the problem. Wildlife Services always use snares.
The division has no confirmed cases of hounds getting in snares, we have eleven
confirmed cases. Snares are lethal sets.

Trapping must be something we protect. It is a tool to manage species. Need to keep it
alive. We are in support of this proposal. We would like to see the animals protected.

We are eventually going to lose trapping. It is a huge impact to our livelihood when our
hounds are killed.

Ken Strong- Lost a dog in a snare. Buy a collar so you can track your dog. Snares are
legal for everything else, and they need to stay that way. Need to get lions under control.
Trying to get our deer herd back. Urge the RAC to not support the division’s proposal.

Angie Wannocott- Do not support this recommendation. Direct the RAC to not pass the
DWR’s recommendation but direct the division to get with the respective stakeholders
and find some middle ground that allows trappers to still use this valuable tool to
harvest mountain lions.

Tanner Carlson- Strongly oppose this recommendation. Anytime you take a dog off a
leash, you are taking a chance. Anti-hunters are trying to push this agenda. Recommend
the RAC not to approve this proposal.

Chris Carling- Oppose this proposal. Snaring is an effective tool.

Chris Snell- Utah Trappers Association- We represent hundreds of trappers. They know
their art. They care about the animals. It is hurtful when a rule comes out that restricts
the use of lethal traps on public land for cougar sport harvest. Trappers know their stuff.
Trappers hold seminars to help other trappers.

Chris read an official statement opposing the rule.

RAC discussion/Division Clarification and Motions

Risk of pets getting caught in the lethal sets. Each snare needs to have an individual
trapper ID number on them. Education courses need to be made available. Using pets
and hounds as a motivation to remove this tool from taking cougars. Don’t agree with
that. Type of snares being used. Solution looking for a problem. There is not a high
incidence of pets or hounds getting caught. Trying to silence the squeaky wheel. Vocal
minority saying we need to get rid of the snares. Not going to solve the problem. There
are some solutions that can work for everyone, but this has not been properly explored.
Needs to be a committee with all the stakeholders. Uneducated trappers could be the
problem. Don’t think this has been thought through enough. Need to table this and run it
through a committee. Is this constitutional? Traditional method of harvest. Requirement
for reporting when a lion is taken with a lethal trap. Hearing a statement, there are more
lions being caught with lethal traps on public lands, than what is being reported by the
division. What is lost by not having a lethal trap allowed? How do you enforce this?
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This has a minuscule effect. This discussion goes further abroad than what has been
presented. Public safety. Don’t like to restrict the public-on-public land. There is room
to have a little more nuance on this rule. Can’t look at success rates. This does not solve
pet safety. We are balancing two things. Don’t think passing this would be a balance. If
this is a safety issue, probably need to address snares in general, not only snares for
lions. There needs to be more time put into this. Banning the snares is not the right
approach. Take management back. Bring in the Utah Trappers Association trappers.

The following motion was made by Brandon Zudel, seconded by Steve Sorensen and
passed For:11 Against: 1, Robert Dale. Didn’t Feel like passing it was detrimental to
lion harvest.

MOTION: I move we reject the division’s proposal and instruct the division form a
committee with stakeholders including houndsmen and trappers.

02:52:22 10) R657-28- Use of Division Land Rules

Presentations could be viewed at https://wildlife.utah.gov/agendas-materials-
minutes.html

Chelsea Duke summarized the presentation for the RAC.

02:53:18 Questions from RAC Members/Public

No financial contributions now for non-hunters visiting wildlife management
areas. Where did the decision come from to just have a digital access permit
instead of requiring some kind of an access fee? Will the donated monies be
earmarked for specific projects on the WMAs? Room for vehicle parking fees.
Can the Wildlife Board do anything about this. Lands rule and WMA
management plans. More specific objectives that can be measured and science
based. It is lacking. How to access the habitat management plans.

Public Questions

None

03:03:13 Electronic/ Public Comment Report by Blair Stringham, Regional Supervisor

Blair Stringham summarized the public comments received from the online
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about:blank
about:blank

03:03:26

03:06:50

03:07:38

03:14:37

presentation.

Public Comment

None

RAC discussion/Division Clarification and Motions

Digital Access Permit. Matching PR monies, do we get to count that as a license
sell? Enforcement of the Digital Access Permit. Renewal of this permit.

The following motion was made by Robert Dale, seconded by Brandon Zundel
and passed For: 11 Against:1. Garrett Larsen. Felt like there wasn’t enough
definition in the rule based on the conversation.

MOTION: I move we accept R657-28 Use of Division Lands Rule as
presented.

11) R657-75- Wildlife Consultation Procedure for Renewable Energy
Facilities (Action)

Presentations could be viewed at https://wildlife.utah.gov/agendas-materials-
minutes.html

Daniel Olsen summarized the presentation for the RAC.

Questions from RAC Members/Public

What are the requirements? Funding for this? Legislature could have assessed a
fee for the developers to pay for this consultation based on the scale and solved
this problem. Who makes the decision for the division to weigh in? Non-
renewable projects. Output of this consultation be substantially different than
your standard impact analysis letter?

Public Questions

None

Electronic/Public Comment Report by Blair Stringham, Regional
Supervisor
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Blair Stringham- No public comments received from the online
presentation.
Public Comment

None

03:15:10 RAC discussion/Division Clarification and Motions
None
The following motion was made by Ryan Brown, seconded by Ross
Worthington and passed For: 11 Against: 1 Steve Sorensen. Felt like there

wasn’t enough definition in the rule based on the conversation.

MOTION: I move we accept R657-28- Use of Division Lands Rules as
presented.

03:16:03 12) White Sturgeon Introduction and Regulations (Action)

Presentations could be viewed at https://wildlife.utah.gov/agendas-materials-
minutes.html

Craig Walker summarized the presentation for the RAC.

03:16:47 Questions from RAC Members and Public
Risks associated with this introduction. Downstream and upstream risks. How
big will the sturgeon get? Lifespan of a sturgeon. Are they sterile? Will there be
certain regulations? How long do they live in the wild?
Public Comment

None

03:22:32 Electronic/ Public Comment Report by Blair Stringham, Regional
Supervisor

Blair Stringham- No public comments received from the online
presentation.
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Public Comment

Ken Strong-Sportsmen for Fish and Wildlife- Thank the division for thinking out
of the box. Think it is a great idea.

03:23:44 RAC discussion/Division Clarification and Motions

Thank the division for bringing in the sturgeon.

The following motion was made by Ross Worthington, seconded by Steve
Sorensen and passed unanimously.

MOTION: I move we accept White Sturgeon Introduction and Regulations
and presented.

03:24:39 13) East Canyon WMA Habitat Plan- NRO Only (Informational)

Presentations could be viewed at https://wildlife.utah.gov/agendas-materials-
minutes.html

Melissa Early summarized the presentation for the RAC.

03:26:06 RAC Questions

Is this for all WMA’s or just the East Canyon WMA?

03:26:59 14) Woodruff Coop WMA Habitat Plan-NRO Only (Informational)

Presentations could be viewed at https://wildlife.utah.cov/agendas-materials-
minutes.html

Brad Hunt Summarized the presentation for the RAC.

03:27:57 RAC Questions

BLM looks forward to coordinating more in the future before things get finalized.

03:28:55 Motion to Adjourn: Ross Worthington
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Southern Regional RAC Meeting

May 19th, 2026

R6 Regional Council Building
82 E. 600 N. 2™ Floor Conference Room

RAC Members

Attending

Austin Atkinson

Bart Battista

Rachel Bolus (online)
Chris Cannon
Brooklyn Cox (online)
Russell Gardner
Bryant Johnson

Gary Barney

Mike Grant

Bart Battista (online)

Wildlife Board

Paula Richmond (online)
Kent Johnson (online)

DWR Personnel

Dax Mangus

Kyle Christensen (online)

Riley Peck

Barbara Sugarman (online)

Katie Gurley (online)
Darren Debloois
Teresa Griffin
Makayla Roundy
Chelsea Duke

Daniel Olson

Gabe Patterson
Vance Mumford

Absent

Chuck Chamberlain
Trevor Barnson
Chad Utley

Travis Duran

Justin Oliver (online)
Bob Christensen (online)

Adam Kavalunas
Heather Talley
Selena Yardley (online)
Sherry Gilge (online)
Ashley Green

Tyrell Orme

Oakley Toomer
Danielle Dershem
Chad Wilson

Morgan Hinton

Craig Walker (online)

Public invited to join online:
https://youtube.com/live/eR_LIuk91Yg



https://youtube.com/live/eR_Lluk91Yg

06:02:35

1) RAC Chair Austin Atkinson called the meeting to order. He called the roll of RAC
members and recognized the Wildlife Boards members that were present. He explained
the RAC process and that there will be no live presentations. The public will be given
the opportunity of providing comments and asking questions at the appropriate time.
Encourage the public to submit comment cards if they wish to provide comments or ask
questions. He asked for respect and professional conduct from all those in attendance.
The Wildlife Board makes the final decision, not the regional RAC’s.

06:06:01 2) Approval Of Agenda and Minutes (Action)
The following motion was made by Bryant Johnson, seconded by Chris Cannon.
MOTION: I move that we approve the Agenda and Minutes as presented.
Passed unanimously.

06:06:02 3) Wildlife Board Meeting Update (Informational)
RAC Chair Austin Atkinson provided the RAC members and public with an update
from the last Wildlife Board Meeting held on April 21, 2026.
Questions from the RAC:

e none
06:10:28 4) Regional Update (Informational)

Dax Mangus, Regional Supervisor

e Wildlife Section: The region is continuing with their mule deer working groups.
They have finished the Sage Grouse lek counts and surveys. They’re continuing
work with big game collar retrievals. There are some very dry conditions, and
we have been getting a few calls about bears being around town. Dealing with
concerns from landowners about depredation concerns. There are a couple of
wildlife biologist staff vacancies that we should be filling very shortly. Wildlife
staff held a very successful lead-free ammunition shooting demonstration.
They’re starting on Kit Fox surveys, bird monitoring surveys as well as Prairie
Dog counts. Staff installed a silt fence that helps block the view of Prairie Dogs
and helps keep them from moving onto agricultural fields.

e Aquatics Section: Looking ahead and trying to be proactive as far as drought
response. Some stocking adjustments will be made. There will be fewer fish put




into bodies of water that may hit levels that are too low and they will be
allocating more fish to stable waters such as Fishlake. Emergency regulations
are being evaluated and monitored. Spring netting surveys in our lake and
reservoir fisheries look pretty good. They’re moving forward with efforts to
increase diversity with both warm and cool water species. They’re working hard
to maintain viable fisheries despite situations caused by drought. They’re having
good success in stocking sterile predatory fish in bodies of water that we’re
trying to reduce undesirable species or species that are over abundant. We will
be preparing the committee to review and update the Fishery Management Plan.
The Washington County Field Office and Native Aquatics Program have been
monitoring the species on the Virgin River. We’ve seen some good recapture
effort on some of the animals that were pit tagged last year. Monitoring Desert
Tortoises. Working hard on relocating and translocating tortoises that end up in
problem areas. Some weed control and rotenone treatments have been done.
Working on trying to help sensitive species populations and trying to remove
non-natives that can threaten our three species. We’ve had some successful
spawning of Wound Fin which has been a challenge in the past. If you are
interested and want to learn more about the Virgin River Program, speak with
Melinda Bennion at the office near Quail Creek.

Habitat Section: It has been a busy restoration season. A lot of fire rehab work
has been done, and a lot of seeds have been flown. If you go to the WRI website,
you can see all kinds of projects that we are working on. Awarded grazing
contracts on all our grazing properties. Most of the grazing started on May 15,
We still have a couple of more grazing contracts that will be awarded. They will
be awarded to those that have been displaced due to fire or drought. We have a
new NRCS partner biologist, Kasen Hulet. We’ve started irrigation on some of
our WMA properties. We are using irrigation and grazing to implement some
habitat management.

Outreach Section: Our outreach section has had some successful events. They
had a Fishing Derby, Special-Needs Fishing Day, Every Kid Outdoors, NASP
Western Regionals, Utah Hunting Skills Challenge, Modern Hunting
Ammunition Workshop, and a Desert Tortoise Viewing Event. Some of the
activities they have coming up are the Color Country Natural Resources Camp,
DHHS-Juvenile Justice Program, and a nature photography workshop.

Law Enforcement: We’ve been busy working to fill our vacancies. This fall we
will have 5 new officers in the region. The new officers will be assigned to
Salina, East and West Washington, East Iron and Beaver Districts.

06:20:46

5) Upland Game Recommendations (Action)
Heather Talley, Upland Coordinator

Presented the Division’s recommendations and answered questions from the RAC and
public members.




06:21:12

RAC Questions:

e Chris Cannon: Happy to hear we are getting more law enforcement staff. Is
concerned about the quail populations and requests that we could have more law
enforcement to help with the pressure they get from ATVs during quail season.

e Heather Talley: I will take note of that.

06:22:13

Public Questions:

® none

06:22:20

Public Comments
Dax Mangus:

* Strongly agree: 1 (100%)

» Somewhat agree: 0 (0%)

* Neither agree nor disagree: 0 (0%)
» Somewhat disagree: 0 (0%)

* Strongly disagree: 0 (0%)

* Total votes: 1

Weighted average ([(1*5)+(0*4)+(0*3)+(0*2)+(0%1)]/1 = 5.0

Public Comment (in person)

06:22:59

RAC Discussion:

® none

06:23:12

MOTION:
The following motion was made by Mike Grant, seconded by Chris Cannon.
MOTION: I move that we accept the Division’s recommendations as presented.

Passed unanimously.

06:24:00

6) Wild Turkey Recommendations (Action)
Heather Talley, Upland Game Coordinator

Presented the Division’s recommendations and answered questions from the RAC and
public members.




¢ One thing to clarify, with the selling of control permit vouchers, we would
internally change the sex ratio available for those vouchers to the individuals we
are giving them to. Right now, all of them are either sex and people can sell
them. We intend to internally go and assess the damage with our depredation
biologists, and they would be offered 10% of the offending animals in permits,
or up to 15 maximum vouchers. They would split that on a sex ratio, and they
would be very beardless heavy. They are to manage conflict.

06:25:25

RAC Questions:

e Russell Gardner: How do you calculate the damage from turkeys.

e Heather Talley: The price of the hay bale would be what would determine the
price of the compensation. Someone could make a claim once and we would
offer them tarps and coverings to make sure that their hay is protected.
Depredation specialists will go and assess any damage caused by turkeys
extracting seed before it’s had time to germinate and emerge. They will
determine how much the bags of seed are, how much is at loss and will replace
the bag of seed. We are working with the Farm Bureau to estimate damage with
silage.

e Russell Gardner: Turkeys aren’t too popular today. I had some damage done to
the paint job on my pickup. There’s no avenue to fix that? Could you look into
something like that?

e Heather Talley: That is why we have definitions in the turkey depredation rule
for issuing control vouchers for material damage to personal and private
property. We also have to abide by city limits, which is also a concern. Our hope
is that with the approach we are taking with these new depredation changes that
we can help avoid some of those conflicts by being able to take other measures
before they reach that point.

e Russell Gardner: They do the most damage in the summer. They get pushed to
private property during the limited entry season. I would like to make a proposal
or somehow be able to change it so we could hunt them on our private property
during that time. It seems if they’re allowed to nest on private property, they’re
going to stay there.

e Heather Talley: To clarify to everyone, we have a limited entry season that runs
the second Saturday through the last Thursday in April, then we have a three-day
youth hunt, and then we open general season through the end of May. There is a
break for June and July. Control permits or vouchers can be issued from August
1%, through March 14™ and we also have the ability to call some fall
management harvest hunts from August 1° through February 2™, We try to
rectify most of those problems within those windows. If you don’t have 60-70%
breeding occurring before the limited entry hunt, there could be huge population
crashes. There is also a three-day season extension prior to the limited entry
season offered to hunters with disabilities. We would like someone who is
incurring turkey issues to maybe reach out to someone who has a three-day
extension to come rectify the problem.




Russell Gardner: The turkey permits don’t mean much to private property
owners that don’t have family to hunt. I would like to see that change.

Heather Talley: If you don’t have a lot of family members or full-time
employees that can utilize the free control permits, hopefully you can take
advantage of the control permit vouchers.

Austin Atkinson: The mandatory reporting is going to be a new thing?
Heather Talley: Yes, for limited entry, over the counter and over-the-counter
fall management.

Gary Barney: Would it be possible for the landowners to give the permits
they’re not using to the handicapped to be utilized?

Heather Talley: Not at this point. It’s immediate family only.

Bryant Johnson: I don’t remember seeing anything about trapping, is that an
option?

Heather Talley: We are still highly focused and prioritizing trapping. We’ve
had the lowest translocations that we’ve had since we started. The walk-in traps
are most efficient. It’s hard to get them to go into a trap when there is food
widely available everywhere. We are hopeful that we can continue with our
trapping efforts as well. NWTF has used ECP funds to hire a seasonal employee
just to conduct turkey trapping, so we have focused effort there.

Bryant Johnson: When those work, are we able to transplant them to other
areas of the state or trade them for other wildlife to other states?

Heather Talley: We haven’t conducted a turkey trade for a while, but we have
sent about 20 turkeys to Nevada last year and the year before about 149. The rest
have been intrastate translocations.

Chris Cannon: One of the proposals is to allow adjacent landowners to hunt
one another’s land with the voucher. Is that correct? Can they sell those to the
public?

Heather Talley: They can. They would have to apply in writing as a group if
they wished. Any individual who received that voucher could hunt both
properties. The point of that is to try to push the birds off of the private property
all together instead of chasing them to one property to the next and to help
remove the offending birds.

Chris Cannon: My fear is that it gives landowners an incentive to become a
hunting preserve for turkeys. Has that been taken into consideration?

Heather Talley: Yes. Let me share the table that I have shared in other regions
that I think might be helpful. I don’t want anyone to be under the impression that
1s some kind of a LOA or CWCU. This shows the difference between LOA,
CWMU vs. Control Vouchers. Another reason we aren’t concerned about it
turning into and incentivization program is because they’re mostly beardless
permits.

Austin Atkinson: There’s no method for a landowner to get a spring limited
entry permit?

Heather Talley: That is correct. These vouchers are issued from August 1%
through March 14™, Once they hit the cap for that, they’re done.




06:41:27

Public Questions:

® none

06:41:34

Public Comments
Dax Mangus:

* Strongly agree: 1 (100%)

» Somewhat agree: 0 (0%)

* Neither agree nor disagree: 0 (0%)
» Somewhat disagree: 0 (0%)

* Strongly disagree: 0 (0%)

* Total votes: 1

Weighted average ([(1*5)+(0*4)+(0*3)+(0*2)+(0*1)]/1 = 5.0
Public Comment (in person)

e Troy Justensen: Representing SFW. Supportive as presented.

e Troy Henrie: Representing the Farm Bureau. It’s nice to see the division
recognizing damage concerns. Fully supports the recommendation from the
division.

e Chuck Carpenter: Representing the National Wild Turkey Federation.
Supports most of the recommendations. Supports the increase of tags. Strongly
opposes the R657-69-7. It removes the language that prohibits the sale of turkey
vouchers. We want to avoid to an incentive structure.

06:43:23

RAC Discussion:

e Russell Gardner: Would like to donate some of the turkey tags to disabled or
veterans.

e Austin Atkinson: What public opportunities are there for fall?

e Heather Talley: Most of the fall over-the-counter management harvests are
already on private lands.

e Austin Atkinson: I understand their concern about incentivizing the sale of
turkey vouchers, but the beardless doesn’t seem like it would be worth that much
money.

e Bryant Johnson: I think it makes a big difference with it being beardless
because some of the tags sold for bearded turkeys went for over $1200.

e Austin Atkinson: If it were for a spring bearded tag it would be a different
thing?

e Bryant Johnson: I think if it’s for a bearded animal it would be a bigger
incentive if someone is going to pay that kind of money.

e Austin Atkinson: Some of the permits may be bearded, but the majority will be
beardless. Is that a fair way to say that?




e Heather Talley: Correct. If somebody has 200 beardless turkeys on their
property and two jakes, they’re just going to get 15 beardless vouchers.

e Austin Atkinson: Okay, Discussion?

Chris Cannon: I don’t think chasing a beardless bird would be a desire for most

people in terms of paying big money. You said it was 15 maximum for permits?

Heather Talley: That’s correct after it’s 10%.

Chris Cannon: That’s even for adjacent properties?

Heather Talley: That’s correct.

Mike Grant: Why do we cut them off if they’re going to be primarily beardless

during that spring hunt? I agree with Russell’s comment to open it up to the

handicapped, disabled vet or veteran along with the family. That would be

something to consider to help drive the turkeys out. It would allow more

opportunity for sportsman.

06:53:42

MOTION:
The following motion was made by Bryant Johnson, seconded by Mike Grant.

MOTION: I move that we accept the Division’s recommendations as presented,
but with the recommendation that the Division consider a way to allow vouchers to
be allocated to someone who would need it besides the immediate family of the
landowner.

Passed, 7:1, Bart Battista objected. Too many things are being done at once. I
don’t agree with the commodification and things need to be more measured.

06:57:08

7) CWMUs with Public Land Variance Requests & Rule Amendments (Action)
Darren DeBloois, Private Lands/Public Wildlife Coordinator

Presented the Division’s recommendation and answered questions from the RAC and
public.

06:58:46

RAC Questions:

e Austin Atkinson: That’s about how it’s been in the Blacksmith Fork?

e Darren DeBloois: Historically, they’ve used the road as the boundary, so it
included that eastern portion of forest, if not both. For this renewal, they want to
stop having any forest part of their boundary but still leave their trade lands
accessible to the public.

e Austin Atkinson: Have we made any headway with marked land or indicating
those straight lines on the ground?

e Darren DeBloois: Yes. We changed the rule two years ago that requires a trade
land to be marked as open. They’re required to post it.




e Austin Atkinson: If a CWMU has accessible public land, and say it is a CWMU
for deer, what does that do for elk?

e Darren DeBloois: Think of CWMUs as hunt boundaries. You have to have a
specific tag to hunt that boundary. It is only relevant to that species. CWMU
public lands are still public lands and are accessible for all other activities, you
just couldn’t hunt on it without a CWMU tag.

e Austin Atkinson: If a CWMU gets to include our public land, they can mark it
with yellow signs indicating it’s accessible to you, but can they mark it as no
trespassing?

e Darren DeBloois: The signs say it isa CWMU and it lists the species that you
need a permit for, but they can’t mark it as no trespassing.

e Mike Grant: Just to clarify, if it’s a deer CWMU on this specific unit, and you
hold an elk tag, can you hunt elk in that unit?

e Darren DeBloois: We want to make sure it’s common knowledge among the
public that it’s on boundary and if they’re near a CWMU that’s the only access
that is limited on public lands. All other activities would be available to the
public with the proper permit.

07:04:22 Public Questions:
® none
07:04:27 Public Comments
Dax Mangus:
* Strongly agree: 1 (100%)
» Somewhat agree: 0 (0%)
* Neither agree nor disagree: 0 (0%)
» Somewhat disagree: 0 (0%)
* Strongly disagree: 0 (0%)
* Total votes: 1
Weighted average ([(1*5)+(0*4)+(0%3)+(0*2)+(0*1)]/1 =5.0
Public Comment (in person)
® none
07:04:43 RAC Discussion:

® none




07:04:53

MOTION:
The following motion was made by Mike Grant, seconded by Russell Gardner.
MOTION: I move that we accept the Division’s recommendations as presented.

Passed unanimously.

07:05:46

8) R657-24 Compensation for Mnt. Lion, Bear, Wolf or Eagle Damage (Action)
Chad Wilson, Mammals Coordinator

Presented the Division’s recommendations and answered questions from the RAC and
public members.

07:06:16

RAC Questions:

® none

07:06:19

Public Questions:

[ ] none

07:06:24

Public Comments:
Dax Mangus:

* Strongly agree: 1 (100%)

» Somewhat agree: 0 (0%)

* Neither agree nor disagree: 0 (0%)
» Somewhat disagree: 0 (0%)

* Strongly disagree: 0 (0%)

* Total votes: 1

Weighted average ([(1*5)+(0*4)+(0*3)+(0*2)+(0*1)]/1 =5.0
Public Comment (in person)

e None

07:06:36

RAC Discussion:

® none




07:06:28

MOTIONS:

The following motion was made by Chris Cannon, seconded by Bryant Johnson.

MOTION: I move that we accept the Division’s recommendations as presented.

Passed unanimously.

07:17:45 9) R657-11 Taking Furbearers and Trapping (Action)
Chad Wilson, Mammals Coordinator
Presented the Division’s recommendations and answered questions from the RAC and
public members.
07:20:46 RAC Questions:

Austin Atkinson: Who enforces trapping regulations in the field?

Chad Wilson: Our division law enforcement.

Austin Atkinson: How do you tell the difference between a lethal set for a
cougar vs. another species of a similar size? Can that easily be determined?
Chad Wilson: Yes, for those that have done it a lot, they can tell the difference.
You can determine by the size of the loop and height. If we saw someone
trapping cougars multiple times in the same set, that would be part of the
consideration too.

Austin Atkinson: When a qualified trapper in any state targets cougars, do they
generally use a lethal set, or do they use a foothold?

Chad Wilson: I don’t think there are very many states that allow lethal trapping
or trapping of cougars. I haven’t seen data on how much of it is happening in
Utah. The harvest reports are an average of seven.

Austin Atkinson: That average of seven cougars could be incidental take?
Bryant Johnson: Yes. There’s a good chance that a portion of those could be
bobcat sets.

Austin Atkinson: Are all snares lethal? Are there snares that are not lethal?
Chad Wilson: There can be some snares that are not lethal.

Austin Atkinson: This would apply to any lethal set?

Chad Wilson: Yes, this would apply to any lethal set.

Bryant Johnson: When this opened up to cougars, did your law enforcement
see a drop in things to respond to such as accidental catches? The way I see it is
that trying to take this away isn’t going to change anything. You’re still going to
have sets for different species. Accidental catches are still going to happen and
seems like a lot of work for a miniscule amount. A lot of this is to help people’s
dogs, but dogs don’t go in the same places as a cougar would.

Mike Grant: You said the legislature wanted to go back to this in three years.
Why wasn’t I told there was going to be a meeting so a committee of everyone
involved could be formulated before it went down this path?




Chad Wilson: We didn’t feel it was a significant enough of a change to have a
committee. A lot of the time when we have a committee it’s on a management
plan. This is a rule change. It doesn’t feel like many people are using lethal sets
to harvest cougars.

Mike Grant: So why make the change?

Chad Wilson: There is a risk involved to people’s dogs. We’ve been getting
feedback since this law went into place. We felt like it was a place that would
help ease their minds on public land.

Mike Grant: We’ve been trapping this way for years. Is this just to appease
someone or something?

Chad Wilson: We looked at the data, and the data says that it isn’t an efficient
or widely used way to harvest cougars. With a risk and other components, that’s
what brought us to the RAC.

Bryant Johnson: Was this brought up specifically to lethal snares, or was it
brought up when we changed something to do with killing cougars wide open?
Chad Wilson: People were concerned about having lethal traps for cougars.
Bryant Johnson: It was more for lethal snares in the beginning?

Chad Wilson: Yes, that was what their highlight was.

Austin Atkinson: Is trapping considered equal with that as a protected right?
Chad Wilson: Yes, trapping is a form of hunting.

Austin Atkinson: Can you tell me the process if someone wants to get a
furbearer license?

Chad Wilson: There is a furbearer class, similar to hunter’s safety.

Austin Atkinson: I can’t just buy some snares and run them up on the mountain
and place them all over?

Chad Wilson: You can for coyotes, but you have to have a trapper ID tag on
your traps. If it were a snare, you’d have to have that ID.

Chris Cannon: This proposal doesn’t apply to the government trapper, correct?
Chad Wilson: Yes

Austin Atkinson: This doesn’t stop the appearance of lethal sets on public land
because a rancher and grazer can still do it and the government trapper can still
have them, correct?

Chad Wilson: Yes.

Bart Battista: [ am one of those people that are concerned about what the
legislature did. I think it’s about time and this is a good idea.

Russell Gardner: Is there a distance requirement from a public road or trail?
Maybe we should consider that.

Chad Wilson: There is not a distance requirement. If you’re catching dogs,
you’re not getting what you’ve set out to get. Trappers generally try to set up in
places where they’re unlikely to catch someone’s pet.

Bryant Johnson: Has law enforcement seen a change in cases of accidental
catches?

Gabe Patterson: It was getting more and more uncommon for people to call on
trapping issues.




07:37:20

Public Questions:

e Kelly Laier: Representing Utah Trappers Association. If there’s only 1.2
percent of lions taken with a lethal snare, why outlaw it? There aren’t that many
people trying to take them that way.

o Chad Wilson: It goes back to the risk part.

Kelly Laier: I feel like we are taking that away from a very small group.

e Chad Wilson: I don’t feel like we are taking that away. They would still have
the opportunity on private lands.

e Bryant Johnson: Kelly, would a hound dog be in more danger from a cougar
snare or from something set for a coyote or a bobcat?

o Kelly Laier: We will get to that at some point in time tonight, but we would like
to recommend a different type of snare. I feel everyone has a little responsibility
in the field, even the dog owner. He should have control over his dog.

o Troy Justensen: Representing SFW. How many were taken in UDAF or this

study we’re taking have been taken by snares vs trap?

Chad Wilson: I don’t have that exact number off the top of my head. Phil?

Phil Crowther: There were more taken by snares on that study than by trap.

Audience Member: 75%.

Troy Justensen: They are effective.

07:44:07

Public Comments
Dax Mangus:

* Strongly agree: 0 (0%)

» Somewhat agree: 0 (0%)

* Neither agree nor disagree: 0 (0%)
» Somewhat disagree: 0 (0%)

* Strongly disagree: 1 (100%)

* Total votes: 1

Weighted average ([(0*5)+(0*4)+(0%3)+(0*2)+(1*1)]/1 =1.0
Public Comment (in person):

e Brett Guymon: UHA. We need to preserve the heritage as well as the tool.
Nervous about lethal snares. They have avoided certain areas where they know
snares are set. They are supporting the proposal. With the recommendation of
getting the trappers and hound’s men involved so they can define what lethal is.

e Scott Christensen: Concerned it is creating a division between the trappers and
hound’s men. Deer herds are main concern. Need to leave every option on the
table. Discouraging to pass this rule.

e Gavin Tobler: Trappers a dying breed. Taking it away provides less
opportunity. When there is less opportunity, there are going to be less people




participating. Not everyone can meet the time requirement for a foothold trap, so
the use of snares provides a little more flexibility. Public lands are for public
use. Strongly disagree.

o Troy Justensen: SFW. There’s a way to mitigate this without a statewide ban.
We as sportsman need these tools. Require a COR or something, but don’t ban
them.

e Chelsey Peck: From a taxidermy standpoint, she has not seen any more lions
come in, neither have any other taxidermists she knows. It would be
heartbreaking to see a traditional method of taking game loss. She doesn’t think
it’s big enough issue to change anything. If there’s a way to educated people,
please consider it to avoid misunderstandings.

e Kevin Albrecht: Hounds did not go away. Snares do not have to go away; they
just need to be better managed. If you oppose it, please send it back to the
Division to be revised.

o Tyler Keyte: I feel that one proposal has the potential to turn into a landslide.
The Utah State Constitution established the right to hunt, fish and harvest
wildlife. In Utah code, hunting is defined as to take or pursue a reptile,
amphibian, bird or mammal by any means. The Division has the power to
change the laws. If it’s important enough to be a part of the constitution, I hope
all thoughts and considerations are addressed prior to changing the rules.

e Terry Abraham: Opposed to the first part of the rule. There is some common
ground. If there is low-take method for big game, you’re not going to take that
away. I understand the dog safety part. I don’t see what we are accomplishing.
This is the first step to taking our trapping rights.

e Lane Abraham: Trapper and snare’s man. I’m the biggest advocate of
opportunity. We don’t need more regulations; we need more education. I'm
strongly opposed to this recommendation.

e Kelly Laier: Representing Utah Trapper’s Association. Cougars need to be
managed. There are a lot of misconceptions about snares. They would
recommend snares with heavier cable and a relaxing lock. Most people view this
as the first step to losing a privilege.

e Paul Niemeyer: Going down the wrong road. Need more education and need to
work together to not make things harder than they need to be.

e Travis Kennedy: Utah Trapper’s Association. Taking away snares just opens
the door to take away more. Snares really help with the coyote population. I
oppose the recommendation. So many other states have done away with trapping
that way.

o Ken Strong: The deer herds are suffering because of the lions. The lions are
getting cattle too. We need to control predators. Hound’s men should be able to
find their dogs with the GPS collars and be able to save them. Once we’ve lost
something, it’s probably gone.

08:27:21

RAC Discussion:

e Mike Grant: I strongly oppose this as it is presented. It needs to be rethought
out. It is a choice to turn your dog loose. I do believe there can be some common
ground.




e Chris Cannon: I believe there is a lot of great compromise going on here
between trappers and hound’s men. Kelly, are relaxing snares equally effective
of holding a lion?

e Kelly Laier: Oh yes, they’ll hold a lion no problem.

Chris Cannon: A coyote as well?

o Kelly Laier: Yes, but we don’t want to get to where we are using a relaxing lock
on coyotes because coyotes and cats are built a lot differently. We would be
okay with the requirement of using a relaxing lock on lions. Coyotes fight it a lot
differently.

e Chris Cannon: I question the ethics of catching of a female with dependent
kittens. Is there such thing as a non-lethal snare? I think we need to have a better
definition of what a lethal trap is. I’'m just trying to find some common ground.

e Bart Battista: In favor of this policy. Everybody claimed the slippery slope
argument. The landscape is for everyone, and I don’t stay on trails when I hike.
My dogs are under voice control. It is a fear that my dogs will get caught in a
snare.

e Bryant Johnson: I haven’t been happy with the Division. We learned about the
money that gets spent on taking care of the deer herds. I understand we are all
sportsmen. Trappers have been around for thousands of years, and now we are
going to take something away from them.

e Austin Atkinson: We have a heritage of being trappers. It is not easy to teach
kids to grow up to be outdoorsman. I’'m not in favor of taking one thing out just
to nitpick. I want to get back to our roots with hunting.

08:46:35 | MOTIONS:
The following motion was made by Bryant Johnson, seconded by Gary Barney.
MOTION: I motion that we don’t pass this and ask that the Division come up with
a better solution that includes the stakeholders.
Passed 6:2, Rachel Bolus and Bart Battista opposed. Rachel agrees with the
Division’s current recommendation.

08:53:16 10) R657-28 Use of Division Lands Rules (Action)

Chelsea Duke, Wildlife Lands Coordinator

Presented the Division’s recommendations and answered questions from the RAC and
public members.

08:55:24 RAC Questions:

e Chris Cannon: The digital access with $40 allowed for fishing, does that
include non-residents?

e Chelsea Duke: We stuck with just the resident fee. We can’t issue a fishing
license; we have to allow you to fish using that digital access permit.




08:56:34

Public Questions:

® none

08:56:35

Public Comments:
Dax Mangus:

* Strongly agree: 1 (100%)

» Somewhat agree: 0 (0%)

* Neither agree nor disagree: 0 (0%)
» Somewhat disagree: 0 (0%)

* Strongly disagree: 0 (0%)

* Total votes: 1

Weighted average ([(1*5)+(0%*4)+(0*3)+(0*2)+(0*1)]/1 = 5.0
Public Comment (in person)

® nonc

08:56:52

RAC Discussion:

e Russell Gardner: On the Wildlife Management Area, if a road goes through it,
is that person reliable to have a permit?

e Chelsea Duke: There is a list of exemptions. Traveling on a highway through a
Wildlife Management Area is one of those exemptions.

e Russell Gardner: What if it’s a very limited rough road?

e Chelsea Duke: The language of the bill says that if you’re traveling through the
WMA on a highway, then you do not need either of these options. Also, if
you’re retrieving livestock, then you don’t. Also, one of the exemptions too is all
existing property rights are still honored.

e Russell Gardner: My concern is just access to an area that is highly used by
everybody and that’s really what it’s use is. It seems like everybody has to have
one of those, it’s just going to be complicated.

e Chelsea Duke: That was some of the feedback the legislature heard. I don’t
want to speak for them, but there were a lot of non-consented users and people
using WMAs in non-traditional ways that they were not originally purchased for,
and it was individuals who had a hard time with needing to receive a license to
be able to recreate on those properties. That’s why we have the three options,
because that’s what the legislature proposed as middle ground. So, you’re still
being educated about what Wildlife Management Areas are, why they were
purchased, and what we do with them.




e Austin Atkinson: Utah is a strange state as far as you don’t have to have a valid
hunting license to go hunting if you have a valid permit, but the way this reads,
you have to have a valid hunting license to be on a WMA. Correct?

e Chelsea Duke: If you choose that option. If you don’t have a valid hunting,
fishing, or combination license, then you have to have the digital access permit,
which would be free.

e Austin Atkinson: That’s one thing I would like to see cleaned up in the state
code. You have to have a license to apply for or purchase a permit in the state,
but you do not have to have a license to go hunting. If you don’t have a valid
license, you’re illegally accessing that property, correct?

e Chelsea Duke: I can discuss that with our legislative.

09:01:15 | MOTIONS:
The following motion was made by Bryant Johnson, seconded by Mike Grant.
MOTION: I move that we accept the Division’s recommendations as presented.
Passed 7:1, Russell Gardner opposed. It makes another hurdle for people to have
to worry about to be admitted there.
09:02:29 11) R657-75 Wildlife Consultation Procedure for Renewable (Action)
Energy Facilities
Daniel Olson, Impact Analysis Coordinator
Presented the Division’s recommendations and answered questions from the RAC and
public members.
09:03:29 RAC Questions:

e Brooklyn Cox: Is this something you intend to do for federal land as well or just
private?

e Daniel Olson: This will apply to all landownerships.

e Brooklyn Cox: Is the intent to add stipulations, or overall consultation? We
already do that so much, so that is my concern.

e Daniel Olson: There are already a lot of companies that consult with us on their
projects. We already provide recommendations; it’s just kind of more for
formalizing a project. It’s not regulatory. The companies aren’t required to adopt
any of the recommendations we proposed.

e Bart Battista: What kind of actual review or assessment are going to make to
them?

e Daniel Olson: We’ll identify what species are occurring in that project area and
evaluate how they’re laying out their facility and the fencing they’re using and
then provide recommendations to offset those impacts.




e Bart Battista: So, these are purely just recommendations and there’s no ability
to enforce at the state level?

e Daniel Olson: Yes. I think it gives us more of a formal seat at the table. The way
the bill is written, the owner comes to the DWR to come consult on a project, we
meet with them, we send them a letter with our recommendations. When the
project goes to get permitting, they take it to the county and try to get their
permitting. They have to show proof that they consulted with the DWR. They’re
also required to have a description of how they’re going to address the
recommendations that we made and the county is also required to consider those
recommendations in their permit process. We don’t have the authority to say yes
or no on these projects, but we may have more ability to influence how they
happen.

09:07:44 Public Questions:

® none

09:07:49 Public Comments
Dax Mangus:
® none
Public Comment (in person):

® none

09:07:54 RAC Discussion:

® none

09:08:06 | MOTIONS:
The following motion was made by Chris Cannon, seconded by Russell Gardner.
MOTION: I move that we accept the Division’s recommendations as presented.

Passed unanimously.

09:08:42 12) White Sturgeon Introduction and Regulations (Action)
Craig Walker, Assistant Chief of Fisheries

Presented the Division’s recommendations and answered questions from the RAC and
public members.




09:09:45

RAC Questions:

® none

09:09:53

Public Questions:

® none

09:09:52

Public Comments
Dax Mangus:

* Strongly agree: 1 (100%)

» Somewhat agree: 0 (0%)

* Neither agree nor disagree: 0 (0%)
» Somewhat disagree: 0 (0%)

* Strongly disagree: 0 (0%)

* Total votes: 1

Weighted average ([(1*5)+(0*4)+(0*3)+(0*2)+(0*1)]/1 =5.0
Public Comment (in person):
e Ken Strong: SFW. We are happy to see that the Division is bringing in a new

species. I’d like to thank those involved with introduction of sturgeon if it goes
through.

09:11:04

RAC Discussion:

e Russell Gardner: Why did you choose those locations for the white sturgeon?
What were the criteria?

e Craig Walker: When the opportunity presented itself, we asked all five regions
if there were places that they felt that they could manage with this species to
provide an opportunity and diversify a fishery in a water body that would not
have escapement, and that we could manage as a species as we examined it’s
potential as a management tool moving forward. We got a handful of waters,
none of which came from the southern region. We chose two because we have
got a total of 100 fish to distribute between the waters in the state. We would put
50 fish in each water and allow mortality to persist that would allow us to
examine this through time and still have some fish to play with over the years.

e Austin Atkinson: On the catch and release, is it like other states where you
can’t remove them from the water?

e Craig Walker: This is a unique species that people are going to see, and we
expect that people are going to catch them, and want to have a photo
opportunity, but we encourage them to get them back into the water as quickly
as possible as part of the catch-and-release regulations.




09:13:49

MOTIONS:
The following motion was made by Mike Grant, seconded by Bryant Johnson.

MOTION: I move that we accept the Division’s recommendations as presented,
with the additional language for sub-section 9.

Passed unanimously.

09:14:36 13) Yankee Meadow WMA Habitat Plan (Informational)
Makayla Roundy, Habitat Program Manager

e Austin Atkinson: There’s a lot of use these days on Yankee Meadow, and we
were talking about that with habitat also.

e Makayla Roundy: Yes, it’s a very popular place for recreation and other uses
like picnickers, photographers, and bird watchers. It gets used very heavily.

09:16:34 14) Parowan Valley WMA Habitat Plan (Informational)

Barbara Sugarman, Habitat Program Manager

¢ Brooklyn Cox: Do the WMA Prairie Dogs still go towards the spring count and
population increase?

e Barbara Sugarman: They’re still considered a protected property, so they go
towards the recovery goals for Utah Prairie Dogs. They still go towards the
recovery goal of 1,000 spring counted adult Prairie Dogs on public or protected
land.

09:18:27 15) East Fork Sevier River WMA Habitat Plan (Informational)

Oakley Toomer, Habitat Program Manager

e Austin Atkinson: Are you keeping the cattle out of the creek up there?

e Qakley Toomer: It is managed. There’s a permittee that we allow grazing on.
Part of the management plan too is we are going to add a fourth pasture.
Currently, there are only three pastures so adding that fourth pasture will add
another year of rotation which will keep them off the creek and keep that
riparian area healthy.

09:20:10 | Additional RAC comments:

Austin Atkinson: Concludes meeting, thanks all for participation. Wildlife Board
Meeting will be on June 11th, 2026, in Farmington, UT where final decisions will be
made.

NEXT SRO RAC MEETING: August 4th, 2026, DNR Cedar City Complex, Utah.




09:21:00

Meeting adjourned.




Northeastern Region Advisory Council Meeting

May 21, 2026
RAC Present RAC Not Present RAC Excused
Grizz Oleen Eric Major
Natasha Hadden Nathan Crapo
Richard Buehler Tim Ignocia
Jordon McMahon Jake Huber
Adam Nielson Dwayne Davies
Collin Crozier
Willis LeFevre
Wildlife Board
-Bob Christensen
-Gary Nielson (Online)
-Kent Johnson (Online)
-Chris Robbins (Online)
DWR Staff Present
Dallon Christensen Chelsea Duke Craig Walker (Online)
Anthony Christianson Pat Rainbolt Levi Watkins

Randall Thacker

Bryan Clyde
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Tonya Kieffer-Sleby Chad Wilson
Adaline Knaphus -Intern Derrick Ewell
Heather Talley Darren Debloois
Daniel Olsen Connor Lameroux- Intern
00:00:00 | 1) Welcome and introductions by RAC Member Grizz Oleen .
00:01:15 | 2) Approval of Agenda and Minutes
There was not an approval as there were not enough RAC members to
vote.
00:02:59 | 3) Wildlife Board Meeting Update
e Grizz Oleen gave a brief summary of the wildlife board meeting in April
2026.
00:05:49 | 4) Regional Update
e Tonya Selby gives a brief regional update.
00:11:35 | 5) Upland Game Recommendations
e Heather Talley gave a brief update on the recommendation.
00:14:10 | Questions from RAC
e No questions from the RAC.
00:14:14 | Questions from the Public
e No questions from the public.
00:14:23 | Online comments
e No online comments.
00:14:39 | Public Comments
e No public comments.
00:14:50 | RAC Discussion

e Mandatory harvest and buffers will be good for this suggestion.

00:15:00

Motion:




e There was no motion made as there were not enough RAC members to
vote.

00:15:51

6) Wild Turkey Recommendations

00:15:58

Questions from the RAC
e Did any land owners ask for vouchers to sell?
e How successful are turkey transplants?
e Which unit are the vouchers used in?

e How many vouchers get issued across the state?

00:20:53

Questions from the Public

No questions from the public

00:20:59

No online comments

00:21:02

Comments from the Public
e Does not support the modification of the vouchers.

e SFW supports the recommendations.

00:23:20

RAC Comments
e [t would be nice to see the birds moving around more and moving off of
private land.
e They should be moved around more to areas that are not well populated.

e Turkey depredation will be good because they can trash peoples porches.

00:29:08

MOTION:

e Not enough RAC members to make a motion.

00:29:13

7) CWMU’s with Public Land Variance Requests and Rule

Amendments

e Darren Debloois gives some updates.

00:31:05

Questions from the RAC
e Would the ability to access the public land that is added be changed?




e With the mandatory reporting and gps coordinates, how much is the
division looking into that?
e Are they able to fence the boundaries?

e How much involvement do the land management agencies have?

00:38:46 | Questions from the public

e No questions from the public
00:38:57 | Online comment summary

e One strongly agreed
00:39:09 | Public comment

e No public comments.
00:39:12 | RAC discussion

e It will be good to coordinate with land management.

e Encourage coordination with grazing and land owners.
00:42:10 | Motion:

e Not enough RAC members to make a motion.
00:42:10 | 8) R657-24 Compensation for Mountain Lion, Bear, Wolf, or

Eagle Damage

00:42:35 | Questions from the RAC

e How much damage are we seeing from eagles?

e Where does the money come from for compensation?
00:43:54 | Questions from the public




e No questions from the public.

00:43:59 | Online comment summary

e No online comments.

00:44:04 | Public comment

e No public comments.

00:44:05 | RAC Discussion
e Does this only apply to private land?

e [t will be good to designate more people to document the losses.

00:45:34 | Motion:

e Not enough RAC members to make a motion.

00:45:40 | 9) R657-11 Taking Furbearers and Trapping

e (Chad Wilson gives a brief description.

00:48:26 | Questions from the RAC

e Does that include public land and grazing allotments?

e Sportsmans are the ones who won’t be able to use snares?

e Encourage some discussion about the liability and risks.

e Are we only allowing them on private lands and grazing allotments?
e Has the legislature reached out?

e Are you requiring proof that it was requested by the permittee?

e Only a producer or agent of the grazing allotment.

00:58:43 | Questions from the public
e Since there are not enough RAC members for voting, how does it appear
to the board?

o Are 75% lions taken to snares?

01:00:42 | Online comment summary




e No online comments.

00:00:47 | Public comment

e Utah Trapper Association explains how trapping can help population and
management.

e SFW does not want the RAC to approve the recommendations.

e Utah Houndsmen Association speaks on the trapping recommendations.

01:10:43 | RAC discussion

o Am I hearing that we are killing more dogs than cougars with snares?

e Who do we send people to if their dog gets into a snare?

e If dogs are being killed and there are other trapping methods how do we
go about this?

e Are the lions worth the stress of a dog being injured?

e Were those snares from the public or sportsmans?

e The wildlife board needs to verify the numbers.

01:19:58 | Motion

e Not enough RAC members to make a motion.

01:19:58 | 10) R657-28 Use of Division Lands Rules

e Chelsea gives some information regarding the rule.

01:22:01 | Questions from the RAC

e How will the process work to get the permit?

e Will signs be updated? Can people still be cited between now and July
Ist?

e Has there been any discussion about the WMAs that are grazed to be

treated differently?

e Will this permit be needed for WMA’s that are grazed?




01:27:15

Questions from the public

e No questions from the public.

01:27:24

Online comment summary

e No online comments.

01:27:27

Public comment

e No public comments.

01:27:28

RAC discussion
e The program sounds helpful and it is important for the public to

understand these lands.

01:28:59

Motion

e Not enough RAC members to make a motion.

01:28:59

11) R657-75 Wildlife Consultation Procedure for Renewable
Energy Facilities

e Daniel gives a brief background on the bill.

01:30:49

Questions from the RAC
e Does this apply to federal and private lands?
e Would it be easier to include it in the NEPA process?
e What is the county permission?
e What's the process with sage grouse being on the landscape?
e What happens if they don’t get approval?
e Does this only apply to private land or does it apply to state land too?

01:41:37

Questions from the public

e No questions from the public.

01:41:42

Online comment summary

e Two people strongly agreed.

01:41:42

Public comment

e No public comments.

01:41:50

RAC discussion

e Let’s plan another meeting to discuss all of the details involving this.




It would be good to work with the land management agency more about
this.
NEPA and the county could work together on this if they have to go to

both agencies.

01:43:37

Motion:

Not enough RAC members to make a motion.

01:43:37

12) White Sturgeon Introduction and Regulations

Craig gives an update about the presentation.

01:44:28

Questions from the RAC

Are there other areas they have been introduced and was it a negative
impact?

How big will they be at introduction?

Where are they coming from?

What's the maximum expected size?

Are they going to reproduce in these waterbodies?

Do you plan to put them in the reservoirs yearly?

Do they do well in low water levels?

Are there any native mussels in those water bodies?

Do we have a study reservoir that we could compare it to?
What are they being used as a management tool for?

Why are they in private ponds? Management or entertainment?
Are you worried about the public moving them?

Are these reservoirs going to be drained for maintenance?

Is mortality for sturgeon going to be high?

What data do you plan to collect on sturgeon?

02:01:59

Questions from the public

No questions from the public.

02:02:05

Online comment summary

No online comments.

02:02:06

Public comment




e No public comments.

02:02:11

RAC discussion

It will be interesting to see what the sturgeon feed on.

e [s bringing in the non-native species while in drought a responsible move?

e [t could be bad if they get into our river systems.

e [t can be a good thing with all of the evaluations biologists have done in
these reservoirs.

e [t will be a cool experience for youth to catch them.

e Have you considered pit tagging them?

01:43:37

Motion

e Not enough RAC members to make a motion.

02:07:44

Regional Presentation on Bear Top

02:11:15

ADJOURN

02:11:15

Motion:

e Not enough RAC members to make a motion.




10.

11.

12.

RAC AGENDA - May 2026

Revised April 29, 2026
Welcome, RAC Introductions and RAC Procedure
- RAC Chair

Approval of Agenda and Minutes
- RAC Chair

Wildlife Board Meeting Update
- RAC Chair

Regional Update
- DWR Regional Supervisor

Upland Game Recommendations
- Heather Talley, Upland Game Coordinator

Wild Turkey Recommendations
- Heather Talley, Upland Game Coordinator

CWMUs with Public Land Variance Requests and Rule Amendments
- Darren DeBloois, Private Lands/Public Wildlife Coordinator

R657-24 Compensation for Mountain Lion, Bear, Wolf or Eagle Damage
- Chad Wilson, Mammals Coordinator

R657-11 Taking Furbearers and Trapping
- Chad Wilson, Mammals Coordinator

R657-28 — Use of Division Lands Rules
- Chelsea Duke, Wildlife Lands Coordinator

R657-75 - Wildlife Consultation Procedure for Renewable Energy Facilities

- Daniel Olsen, Impact Analysis Coordinator

White Sturgeon Introduction and Regulations
- Craig Walker, Assistant Chief of Fisheries

Regional Presentations - Informational Only

INFORMATIONAL

INFORMATIONAL

ACTION

ACTION

ACTION

ACTION

ACTION

ACTION

ACTION

ACTION

Loafer Mountain WMA Habitat Plan — CR Only - Josee Seamons, Habitat Program Manager Yankee Meadow WMA Habitat

Plan — SR Only - Makayla Roundy, Habitat Program Manager Parowan Valley WMA Habitat Plan — SR Only - Barbara

Sugarman, Habitat Program Manager East Fork Sevier River WMA Habitat Plan — SR Only - Oakley Toomer, Habitat

Program Manager Bare Top WMA Habitat Plan — NER Only — Tory Mathis, Habitat Program Manager

East Canyon WMA Habitat Plan — NR Only — Melissa, Early, Habitat Program Manager Woodruff Coop WMA Habitat

Plan — NR Only — Brad Hunt, Asst. Habitat Program Manager

CRRAC - May 12th, 6:00 PM

SERRAC -

May 20th, 6:00 PM

Wildlife Resources Conference Room
1115 N. Main Street, Springville
https://youtube.com/live/EXZsv4ApLIk

NRRAC - May 13th, 6:00 PM
Weber County Commission Chambers
2380 Washington Blvd., Ogden
https://youtube.com/live/UyrOUTB5sdA

SRRAC-  May 19th, 6:00 PM

R6 Regional Council Building

82 E. 600 N. 2" Floor Conference Room, Richfield
https://youtube.com/live/eR_LIuk91Yg

John Wesley Powell Museum
1765 E. Main St., Green River
https://youtube.com/live/lxym7FSZZI0

NERRAC - May 21st, 6:00 PM
Wildlife Resources NER Office

318 North Vernal Ave., Vernal
https://youtube.com/live/luUMK1eKrvYUU

Board Meeting — June 11th, 9:00 AM
Eccles Wildlife Education Center,
Farmington
https://youtube.com/live/WuB5KQFREYyI



https://youtube.com/live/EXZsv4ApLlk
https://youtube.com/live/lxym7FSZZl0
https://youtube.com/live/Uyr0UTB5sdA
https://youtube.com/live/luMK1eKrVUU
https://youtube.com/live/eR_LIuk91Yg
https://youtube.com/live/WuB5KQFREyI

Southeastern Regional Advisory Council Meeting
May 20", 2026

Summary of Motions

Action Item 1: Approval of Agenda and Minutes

e The following motion was made by Brad Richman, seconded by Daniel Luke and passed unanimously.
Motion: To accept agenda and minutes.

Action Item 2: Upland Game Recommendations

e  The following motion was made by Brad Richman, seconded by Daniel Luke and passed unanimously.
Motion: To approve the division’s recommendation as presented.

Action Item 3: Wild Turkey Recommendations

e The following motion was made by Charles Fischer, seconded by Cash Stallings and passed unanimously.
Motion: To approve the division’s recommendation as presented other than R657-69-07.

Action Item 4: CWMUs with Public Land Variance Requests and Rule Amendments
e The following motion was made by Cash Stallings, seconded by Trish Hedin and passed unanimously.
Motion: To approve the division’s recommendation as presented except for the rule change.

Action Item 5: R657-24 Compensation for Mountain Lion, Bear, Wolf or Eagle Damage

e The following motion was made by Brad Richman, seconded by Daniel Luke and passed unanimously.
Motion: To approve the division’s recommendation as presented.

Action Item 6: R657-11 Taking Furbearers and Trapping

e The following motion was made by Charles Fischer, seconded by Daniel Luke and passed unanimously.
Motion: To reject the division’s recommendation as presented.

Action Item 7: R657-28 Use of Division Land Rules

e The following motion was made by Charles Fischer, seconded by Trish Hedin and passed unanimously.
Motion: To approve the division’s recommendation as presented.

Action Item 8: R657-75 Wildlife Consultation Procedure for Renewable Energy Facilities

e  The following motion was made by Brad Richman, seconded by Tyler Gilson and passed unanimously.
Motion: To approve the division’s recommendation as presented.

Action Item 9: White Sturgeon Introduction and Regulations

e The following motion was made by Charles Fischer, seconded by Daniel Luke and passed 6-1.
Motion: To approve the division’s recommendation as presented.
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Southeastern Regional Advisory Council Meeting
May 20, 2026

Attendance
RAC Members
Scoot Flannery — Chair Tyler Gilson Justin Ivins
Cash Stallings — Vice Chair Charles Fischer Daniel Luke
Brad Richman Jake Palma Trish Hedin

TJ Cook — Acting Exec Secretary

Gary Nielson

Jack Cantsee Jr.
Justin Ivins

TJ Cook
Brandon Behling
Ashley Kennedy
Chelsea Duke
Chad Wilson

Board Members

Bob Christensen

RAC Excused

Mat Farnsworth Joe Sacco
Steven Duke

Division Personnel

Dustin Mitchell Daniel Olsen
Heather Talley Darren Debloois
JD Abbot Rusty Robinson
Craig Walker Justin Hart



00:00:04

00:03:13

00:03:57

00:07:59

00:10:31

00:12:17

00:12:25

00:12:25

00:12:29

00:12:45

00:13:23

Southeastern Regional Advisory Council Meeting
May 20", 2026
Minutes

1) Chairman Scoot Flannery called the meeting to order, welcomed everyone and read a
statement. All RAC members introduced themselves.

2) Approval of Agenda and Minutes (Action)

The following motion was made by Brad Richman, seconded by Daniel Luke and passed
unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the agenda and minutes.

3) Regional Update — (Informational)

TJ Cook updated the RAC on all regional activities.

4) Wildlife Board Meeting Update given by Scoot Flannery (Informational)
Link on website to view.

5) Upland Game Recommendations — (Action)

View presentations at https://wildlife.utah.gov/feedback.html

Heather Talley clarified the season dates.

Questions from RAC Members/Public

None

Electronic/Public Comment Report by TJ Cook
None

Questions/Comments from the Public

None

RAC Discussion/Division Clarification and Motions
None

The following motion was made by Brad Richman, seconded by Daniel Luke and passed
unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the division’s recommendation as presented.
6) Wild Turkey Recommendations (Action)

View presentations at https://wildlife.utah.gov/feedback.html
4
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00:14:18

00:17:01

00:19:30

00:19:35

00:21:15

00:22:18

00:24:06

00:27:45

00:27:49

Heather Talley clarified that vouchers would be given to landowners based on a sex ratio. Most
permits would be beardless permits and would not affect the limited entry season.

Questions/Comments from RAC Members/Public

Possibility for discussion about change in season structures. Expected timeline for study results.
Questions/Comments from the Public

Troy Justesen, SFW — SFW supports the division and appreciates Heathers time and effort.

Chuck Carpenter, National Wild Turkey Foundation — Supports all changed except for R657-69-
07. Turkeys were implemented under the conservation easement rule that hasn’t gone into effect,
that gives landowners some compensation. Either Sex control permits have also been increased
from 2 to 5. There will be an increase in tom permits. The voucher program is great, but the
commodification of will reduce the hunter opportunity right now. Asks to wait and evaluate the
effects first.

Electronic/Public Comment Report by TJ Cook
None

RAC Discussion/Division Clarification and Motions
Would be comfortable removing R657-69-7.

The following motion was made by Charles Fischer, seconded by Cache Stallings and passed
unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the division’s recommendation as presented other than R657-69-07.
7) CWMUs with Public Land Variance Requests and Rule Amendments (Action)

View presentations at https://wildlife.utah.gov/feedback.html

Darren DeBloois clarified that one map in the packet has since been updated with the correct
boundary information.

Questions from RAC Members

Northwestern section of the Green Canyon map shows trade lands and forest service land. Roan
Cliffs not included.

Public Questions
None
Electronic/Public Comment Report by TJ Cook

None


https://wildlife.utah.gov/feedback.html

00:27:55 Public Comments
None
00:28:11 RAC Discussion/Division Clarification and Motions

If Public land is included there’s a possibility it needs to have the federal government permits in
place if a guide is used. Appreciation for CWMU advisory committee. Concern about proposed
rule amendments. More time was spent talking about killing elk than any other aspect of the
program. The publics biggest interest are antlerless permits. Safety guards for public interest.
This rule suggests that the operator no longer needs to be accountable. Deseret exercises the 2
cow permits but reduces the public permits. CWMUs should represent themselves, stay within
the rules and keep the public’s interest and help achieve objectives. Support for everything but
the rule change.

00:36:19 The following motion was made by Cash Stallings, seconded by Trish Hedin and passed
unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the division’s recommendation as presented except for the rule change.

00:37:14 8) R657-24 Compensation for Mountain Lion, Bear, Wolf or Eagle Damage (Action)

View presentations at https://wildlife.utah.gov/feedback.html
Chad Wilson did not have any additional information regarding the presentation.

00:37:43 Questions from RAC Members

No compensation for (animal/pet) loss other than livestock.
00:38:35 Public Questions

None
00:38:42 Public Comment

Brandon Payne — Coyote control for a sheep producer. In the past a trapper was available to
verify eagle kills. Concern with less trappers being available.

00:40:20 Electronic/Public Comment Report by TJ Cook
None

00:40:22 RAC Discussion/Division Clarification and Motions
Develop a team other than government trappers.

00:42:02 The following motion was made by Brad Richman, seconded by Daniel Luke and passed
unanimously

MOTION: To accept the division’s recommendation as proposed.

00:45:52 9) R657-11 Taking Furbearers and Trapping (Action)
View presentations at https://wildlife.utah.gov/feedback.html
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00:46:43

00:56:27

01:29:34

01:32:24

01:33:49

Chad Wilson clarified how the recommendation came to be.

Questions from RAC Members

No lethal sets on public lands but ranchers and producers are allowed on their allotment. Low
harvest of cougar on lethal sets and danger to user groups. 11 reports of hounds trapped in
snares. No verification of those sets being for cougar and not bobcat or coyote. Affect of mild
winters and access. Lion harvests trending down. Number of females or kittens unknown.
Possibility for a big lion to get out of required breakaway. How to recognize the intent of the
trapper by snare. Law enforcement’s ability to make determinations. Cougar harvests are spread
out and don’t seem to be coming from one individual. Hound cases lethal. Houndsmen reporting
prior to 2023.

Public Questions

Brandon Payne - Non selectivity of snares killing kittens. Reports prior to HB 469. Lack of
understanding of what a snare is and relaxing lock. Data used for proposal is based off an
impression that this is underutilized. What constitutes an agent? Proof of prior depredation by
lion? Keeping the definition of lethal lion set vague. Trying to protect lions or dogs?

Kelly Lare — Questions number dog deaths documented. Affects of weather over the past 2 years.

Corey Farnsworth — If lethal trapping contributes 1-2% of cougar harvests what measurable
numerical benefit is expected by restricting lethal cougar sets? How will the impact be
measured? How many sets were set by sportsman vs non sportsman? Number taken by non-
sportsmen with snares? Number of dogs taken by sportsman? If archery has an estimated 10-30%
wound rate and hound hunting is risky, what constitutes as risky while hound hunting? What
total percentage of traps and snares have caught dogs and what number were lethal? Were
alternative mitigation measures considered? How are agents verified? Discernment statewide and
consequence.

Lane Abraham - Number taken by guides and outfitters? What happens to a lion when
confiscated?

Troy Justensen, SFW — How many hounds are lost per year to bears or lions? Is there unintended
harvest in running hounds?

Eric Luke — What constitutes a lethal set? How does this rule apply to government trappers?
Jerry Swayze — Can this be reversed towards the houndsmen instead?

Additional Questions from RAC Members

Lion study within the last year and snares on those units? If we retain snares as an option
for lions would that threaten the health of the species?

Electronic/Public Comment Report by TJ Cook

TJ Cook summarized the public survey and comments received.

Public Comment

Corey Farnsworth, Utah Trappers Association — The UTA strongly opposes this
recommendation as written. We ask the recommendation be reviewed and advise looking
at alternatives for banning lethal sets for cougar take. We ask that the UTA be included in
these discussions. We ask that measurable recorded data be reviewed. We support livestock
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02:02:32

managers and government officials using lethal sets. Trapping is an important wildlife
management tool. We don’t believe that cougars should be completely eradicated and
should be properly managed with all tools available to sportsman.

Brandon Payne — Brought set demonstrations for example. Started trapping at age 12.
Understands both sides of the issue. Has trapped 2 lions. No money in trapping lions. Has
trapped them in coyote snares. Progression to take trapping rights away. Data doesn’t
support. Recommends coming up with a better alternative.

Jerry Swayze, UTA — Recommends not voting for it. Turn it down until more data is
available.

Terry Abraham - Opposed to this regulation. The 1 percent shouldn’t lose their rights.
Trappers could harvest more lions. This should be tabled for later discussion.

Lane Abraham — Has trapped his whole life. Learned skills and ethics from UTA. Advocate
of opportunity. Need more education not regulation.

Kelly Lare, UTA — Was an avid houndsman and trapper. Continued to hunt when his dogs
were caught in traps. Our mission is to preserve our trapping heritage by promoting
modern, humane and ethical practices. Our members have provided a great deal of
predator management at no cost to sportsman or government for over 50 years. Cougars
should be managed not annihilated. Modern trapping methods are probably the most
humane options for predator control. UTA would love to implement a cougar trapping
course. Many see this as the first step to losing our privileges. We oppose the
recommendation and suggest tabling and allowing time for evaluation and allowing UTA to
be included in discussion. Hopes that Utah doesn’t go from science based to motion based
management.

Troy Justensen, SFW — We don’t support this and ask that the RAC votes it down and asks
the division to come forward with a new proposal that allows the continued use of lethal
snares. Look at specific areas this may not apply. Other options available to mitigate.
Suggests a better proposal that’s more suitable and takes care of all user groups.

Kevin Albrecht — Not a houndsman or trapper but feels strongly that we can work together
to find a solution without a total ban. Information gathered from this RAC tour is similar
to what would be gathered by a committee.

Eric Luke — Trapper, not a houndsman but understands their concern. Not a good
proposal, it’s too vague and we can do a better job to resolve issues. Has caught several
lions and is yet to hold one. By banning snares, you take away the opportunity to take a
lion. This is a first step in losing the entire opportunity to trap. Encourages the RAC to
oppose.

Guy Webster — Lions were not legal trap before the HB. More concerned about his pet dog.
Asking that this does pass. Trappers can still set trappers can still use leg hold traps and to
it legally. Want to help trappers keep the sport but lethal traps will cause them to lose it.
Supports the recommendation and the houndsmen association also supports.

RAC Discussion/Division Clarification and Motions

Want to preserve the sport. A lot of expertise to go back to the division. Table and invite the
experts for discussion. We are very good at wanting data. Trapping rules seem to be more
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02:12:46

02:21:29

02:23:25

02:23:27

02:23:40

02:23:41

02:23:43

02:28:28

02:28:57

02:30:11

reactive. Bad idea to push down on trappers without real data. Disconcerting that private
landowners get perks. Problem that legislature got involved with wildlife management.
Multitude of other options. Give the division a second chance to come up with something more
refined. Reach out to specific groups and compromise. Don’t separate private landowners from
public. This proposal has pitted houndsmen and trappers against each other. Risk comes with the
animals we pursue.

The following motion was made by Charles Fischer, seconded by Daniel Luke and passed
unanimously.

MOTION: To reject the division’s recommendation as presented.

10) R657-28 - Use of Division Lands Rules (Action)
View presentations at https://wildlife.utah.gov/feedback.html

Chelsea Duke summarized the presentation.

Questions from RAC Members
None
Public Questions

None
Electronic/Public Comment Report by TJ Cook
None

Public Comment
None
RAC Discussion/Division Clarification and Motions

Access for non-consumptive users. Paid by hunting and fishing but now utilized by others. Glad
to share the lands with non-consumptive users. Another example of legislature is mudding up the
process. Important to start thinking about how non-consumptive users can contribute.

The following motion was made by Charles Fischer, seconded by Trish Hedin and passed
unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the division’s recommendation as presented.

11) R657-75 — Wildlife Consultation Procedure for Renewable Energy Facilities (Action)
View presentations at https://wildlife.utah.gov/feedback.html

Daniel Olsen summarized the presentation.

Questions from RAC Members

Coordination on all lands, not just public. Correlation with land use rules and counties. Listing
only impacts or includes potential mitigation. Financial restitution. Conditional use permits to


https://wildlife.utah.gov/feedback.html
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02:41:43

02:41:43

02:41:47

02:41:31

02:42:20

02:43:00

02:47:19

02:48:36

02:48:38

02:53:11

02:54:07

mitigate. Land use code. Effects of HB 16 and 412 regarding decision making ability. Possibility
to expand to other types of development.

Public Questions

None
Electronic/Public Comment Report by TJ Cook
None

RAC Discussion/Division Clarification and Motions

Public interest.

The following motion was made by Brad Richman, seconded by Tyler Gilson and passed
unanimously.

MOTION: To approve the division’s recommendation as presented.

12) White Sturgeon Introduction and Regulations (Action)
View presentations at https://wildlife.utah.gov/feedback.html

Craig Walker summarized the presentation.

Questions from RAC Members

Non-native species that adapt to fresh water. Impacts on native fisheries. Contamination and
environmental sensitivities.

Public Questions

Troy Justensen, SFW — Excited to be a part of this. Like the idea of thinking out of the box and
bringing some diversity. Supports the recommendation.

Electronic/Public Comment Report by TJ Cook
None

RAC Discussion/Division Clarification and Motions

Not a big proponent of introduction of non-native species. Reservoirs are in big trouble, scary to
think they may have to be drained. Appreciation for more diversity. Excited to see white
sturgeon.

The following motion was made by Charles Fischer, seconded by Daniel Luke and passed 6-1

MOTION: Accept the division’s recommendation as presented.
The following motion was made by Brad Richman

MOTION: To adjourn meeting.
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