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Which best describes your Strongly agree
position regarding the proposed

changes to the elk management

plan?

Do you have any comments about | strongly support the division's recommendations, especially

the proposed changes to the elk when it comes to the recommendations for the general season

management plan? elk. With most of the prime elk country being in limited entry
units, | appreciate the increased opportunity even if it is a tough
hunt and odds of success are low.

| would ask to add one more option. Would it be possible to add a
general multiseason elk tag that functions like the youth tags (i.e.
one could hunt in all seasons in the any bull or spike units)? This
option could be subject to the spike cap and perhaps cost more
than the current multiseason tag.
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Which best describes your Somewhat agree
position regarding the proposed
fishing regulations?

Do you have any comments about Why are some native sucker species being left out of the group

the proposed fishing regulations? that is being changed to game species? And why are they
proposed to be in the same category and carp and other
unwanted fish? Fishing for suckers is fun and they are an
important part of the native species assemblage in our state. | like
the addition of the 12 native species listed to the game species
pool.
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Which best describes your
position regarding the proposed
changes to the elk management
plan?

Somewhat disagree

Do you have any comments about 1. Adjusting weapon splits | agree completely with.

the proposed changes to the elk
management plan?

2. Allowing archery on paunsaugunt | have no comment as I've
never hunted there and don't know what the crowding is like for
the coinciding hunts.

3. Removing any bull permit cap.

| strongly disagree with this revision. Covid was what made
people panic buy tags, not the cap limits. | believe the influx of
hunters due to Covid will settle down just as the graphs from your
video is starting to show that trend. Not having a cap in place
when an event like Covid takes place could be catastrophic. We
are seeing the permit sell out dates stabilizing again and don't
need to remove the cap. Also, more people are buying the early
season rifle tags because it's a better season (the elk aren't as
pressured) not because of a false urgency of a cap limit.

4. Reinstating the multiseason any bull tag.

| strongly disagree with this revision. The years | hunted the any
bull units when the multiseason tags were available was the most
crowded the mountain ever was. I've never had an issue getting
away from other hunters on units known for having high pressure,
but it was a substantial difference when the tags were no longer
available. | myself loved hunting this tag, but | have enjoyed the
mountain much more with it being removed.

5. Removing the multiseason cap.

I'm indifferent, | truly don't believe there is a correlation between
there being a cap limit and more people buying tags. As the Covid
years move on, the permit numbers with settle back to normal.
But if the cap has never been reached, why remove it? 4,500 is a
safe permit number to keep it at so we don't have accidental
years of excess allocation.
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Which best describes your Strongly disagree
position regarding the proposed

changes to the elk management

plan?

Do you have any comments about | recommend keeping the caps as is, ie. do not remove them
the proposed changes to the elk
management plan?
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Which best describes your
position regarding the proposed
fishing regulations?

Neither agree nor disagree

Do you have any comments about if a certain species of fish can be legally taken with a spear, they
the proposed fishing regulations? should be allowed to be taken with an arrow. discharging the

Which best describes your
position regarding the proposed
aquatic rule changes?

Which best describes your
position regarding the proposed
amphibian/reptile rule changes?

Which best describes your
position regarding the proposed
changes to the elk management
plan?

Do you have any comments about

the proposed changes to the elk
management plan?

Which best describes your
position regarding the proposed
changes to R657-42?

Which best describes your
position regarding the proposed
changes to R657-62?

Which best describes your
position regarding the proposed
changes to accommodations for
people with disabilities?

Which best describes your
position regarding the proposed
fee changes?

device from above or below the water surface should not make
any difference if one is legal but the other is not.

I'd also like to see a catch and kill order placed on all common
and mirror carp in utah lake. if the goal is to remove the fish, lets
remove the fish.

Neither agree nor disagree

Neither agree nor disagree

Somewhat agree

I'd like to see more otc antlerless elk archery opportunity
available to the public instead of draw late season ALW tags. for
example, like what they have been doing on the wasatch. its not
like we dont have the elk numbers to do that.

Strongly agree

Neither agree nor disagree

Neither agree nor disagree

Strongly disagree



Do you have any comments about
the proposed fee changes?

Which best describes your
position regarding the Utah Lake
Fisheries Management Plan?

Do you have any comments about
the Utah Lake Fisheries
Management Plan?

AIS permits are nothing more than another money grab. we pay
registration annually. we buy hunting/fishing licenses. we pay our
fair share. | can't care if your costs to operate have gone up, so
have ours! deal with it!

Strongly disagree

this is going to be a widely unpopular comment, but there are
more carp in UT lake in 2026 than there was in 2006. and they
are bigger in size. i appreciate the effort being made, but whoever
determined there's less fish now than there was 20 years ago is
either lying to you, has absolutely no idea what they are talking
about or probably both. i have spent a significant amount of my
free time on that lake in my life in areas the majority of the public
does not go and i have seen the population growth significantly
over the last few years. when the Loy's were netting them, yes
they did make a dent in the numbers. but since that operation has
stopped, they have come back harder than they were previously.

BTW, the placement of your carp traps suck. you really need to
rethink your strategy on using those if you plan on them helping
any.

congrats on wiping out the phrag, however now we have endless
miles of mud shoreline, open water and zero vegetation for
waterfowl and other wildlife to seek refuge in. areas that once
held incredible amounts of birds year-round are completely void
of any life today. i dont see anywhere in the presentation your
plans on getting native cattails and grass back where it once was.
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Which best describes your Somewhat agree
position regarding the proposed
aquatic rule changes?

Do you have any comments about As it was not stated directly in the presentation, | am not entirely

the proposed rule changes? sure which rule my comments apply to. However, based on the

Please specify the rule. context of the presentation and the title, I'm going to assume that
it mainly applies to (R657-3¢).
To start off, | would like to say that, overall, | am all for the idea of
readjusting the nongame fish categories, especially with native
species. However, | do have a few gripes with the specifics of how
some fish are classified in this system.
For starters, classifying Utah Chub as a baitfish that is, in
particular, protected within its endemic Bonneville Basin range
seems strange to me. Even though it is endemic, Utah Chub are
fairly prolific in many of the areas they can be found. What makes
this even more redundant is that the Least Chub, an adjacent
species also endemic to the Bonneville Basin, is proposed to be
classified as a game fish despite it being even more imperiled,
being extirpated throughout a vast majority of its native range.
This brings me to my second point: if these native fish are to be
classified as game fish, especially those who are classified as
vulnerable or threatened, then there needs to be the
establishment and promotion of fisheries for those species. It
frankly feels disingenuous to classify these species as being able
to be targeted like any other game species only to be rug-pulled
when you can't even reasonably fish for them anywhere. Thus,
creating fisheries for these species will help to increase
populations by creating a "market demand" for these native fish,
as people will go out of their way to target these native fish.
Finally, | feel there is some need to more clearly define the
Prohibited, Controlled, Gamefish, and Baitfish categories, mainly
regarding the treatment of native fish within these categories.
From what | understand, some species of fish that are reclassified
as Gamefish or Baitfish will have special restrictions, which is not
immediately clear in their categorization. As such, mayhaps those
species could be considered "Protected Gamefish" or a similar
such title.
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Which best describes your
position regarding the proposed
fishing regulations?

Strongly agree

Do you have any comments about | feel like the changes are all positive. One change I'd love to see
the proposed fishing regulations? is the entirety of Tooele County going to catch and release only

Which best describes your
position regarding the proposed
aquatic rule changes?

Which best describes your
position regarding the proposed
amphibian/reptile rule changes?

Which best describes your
position regarding the proposed
changes to the elk management
plan?

for Largemouth Bass, including Blue Lake, the springs in Skull
Valley and Stansbury Park. These lakes used to all be trophy
fisheries, that are now shadows of what they once were. Blue
Lake went down hill after spear fishing for tilapia was allowed,
and fishing pressure at the other lakes has resulted in poor
fisheries. Either going to catch and release only, or actually
stocking largemouth, would go a long ways.

Somewhat agree

Strongly agree

Somewhat agree



Do you have any comments about | think the age objectives for LE hunts are a touch out of whack.

the proposed changes to the elk
management plan?

Which best describes your
position regarding the proposed
changes to R657-42?

Which best describes your
position regarding the proposed
changes to R657-62?

Which best describes your
position regarding the proposed
changes to accommodations for
people with disabilities?

Which best describes your
position regarding the proposed
fee changes?

Which best describes your
position regarding the Utah Lake
Fisheries Management Plan?

Considering it takes as long as it does to draw a LE tag, | do think
the age objectives should be moved back a year or two on every
unit. If it's going to take 20-30 years to draw a tag, these should
be true trophy tags. To help offset tag numbers taken away, you
could look into offering a "management" bull permit, similar to
the management deer permits. 5x5 or smaller for management.
The last LE permit | had was on the Manti, and there were a
plethora of mature 5x5's under 300" that | had zero desire to tag
out on, especially on a tag that took 18 years to draw.

| 100% support reinstating the multi-season any bull permits, with
no cap on the numbers of tags. | also fully support removing the
permit cap on any bull permits, and merging the two rifle hunts
back together. The pressure on the first weekend of the hunt is
massive now. It's honestly enough pressure that it negatively

affects the second hunt, at least where | hunt. The pressure was
more spread out when it was the two week rifle hunt.

Strongly agree

Strongly agree

Strongly agree

Strongly agree

Strongly agree



Do you have any comments about Utah Lake is a better fishery now than it was 20 years ago, and |

the Utah Lake Fisheries
Management Plan?

honestly look forward to seeing what it will look like in the future.
My one complaint would be the number of bullhead catfish in the
lake. Would it be feasible to have no limit on them, similar to the
white bass? Allowing the people who keep them to harvest more
would help with their numbers. With June Suckers finally being
moved down to threatened, I'd love to see more warm water
species added to the lake like Wiper, in addition to stocking more
native forage species, like annual stockings of Utah Chub or
Redsided Shiners.
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Which best describes your Strongly agree
position regarding the proposed
fishing regulations?

Do you have any comments about This input is provided on behalf of the Utah Anglers Coalition

the proposed fishing regulations? (UAC), a Utah based nonprofit corporation consisting of many
different angler groups/organizations, retailers, guides, and
fishing industry representatives. The UAC supports the UDWR
regulation proposals provided to the various RAC Committees and
Wildlife Board for the 2027-28 Fishing Guidebook and
Administrative Rule R-657-13. We appreciate the close working
relationship we have had with DWR officials in the formulation
and review of these proposals.





