




















"Gutman, Lori" 
<lgutman@louisberger.com> 

08/29/2007 05:19 PM

To <Whitney_Wimer@urscorp.com>

cc "Van Dyke, Nancy" <nvandyke@louisberger.com>

bcc

Subject FW: public comments transcript

Hi Whitney,

Here is the last one!!

Take care,
Lori

Lori Gutman

Senior Planner

 

main         303.231.1012

mobile      301.461.8772

fax           202.293.0787 

 

The Louis Berger Group, Inc. | 355 South Teller Street | Suite 200 |
Lakewood, CO 80226 | www.louisberger.com

 

-----Original Message-----
From: Donna_Swauger@nps.gov [mailto:Donna_Swauger@nps.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, January 18, 2007 5:17 AM
To: Gutman, Lori
Subject: Fw: public comments transcript

Hi Lori,

Below is the transcript from the public comment meeting.

Tomorrow is my last day working at Catoctin.  Jim will be your primary
contact.

It has been nice to work with you.

Donna

Donna Swauger
Environmental Protection Specialist
Catoctin Mountain Park

(301) 416-0135
----- Forwarded by Donna Swauger/CATO/NPS on 01/18/2007 07:13 AM -----
 



                      sandy baker

                      <lookout8210lane@        To:
donna_swauger@nps.gov                                                   
                      yahoo.com>               cc:

                                               Subject:  public comments
transcript                                              
                      01/12/2007 03:12

                      PM PST

 

Hello,

Attached you will find the transcript.

Thanks for using my services,

Sandy Baker
Morgan Reporting Company
301-694-6353

 Finding fabulous fares is fun.
Let Yahoo! FareChase search your favorite travel sites to find flight
and
hotel bargains.
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         1                      P R O C E E D I N G S

         2                 MR. GILFORD:  My name is James Gilford,

         3  G-i-l-f-o-r-d.

         4                 I am here to enter the following comments on

         5  behalf of the Frederick County Sportsman's Council.

         6                 Of the four deer management alternatives

         7  presented in the EIS, the council favors alternative 3, the

         8  direct reduction of deer herd through the use of



sharpshooters

         9  and, under certain conditions, capture and euthanasia.

        10                 While favoring alternative 3, the council

        11  believes the EIS fails to provide an adequate analysis of
the

        12  assumptions and uncertainties regarding herd reproduction

        13  rates and the effect of those uncertainties on the
anticipated

        14  magnitude of herd reduction over time, and its costs.

        15                 At a time when the National Park Service is

        16  experiencing a continuing budget tightening, the council is

        17  concerned about the Park's ability to fully implement

        18  alternatives 3, or 2, or 4, for that matter, and the adverse

        19  effect of doing so on other programs within the park.

        20  The council also believes that the EIS may underestimate the

        21  long-term costs of the deer reduction program.

        22                 The argument presented in the EIS for not

        23  considering a managed hunt as an alternative to herd
reduction

        24  by sharpshooters is a mixture of fact and prejudice.  It

        25  misconstrues the purpose of a management hunt as recreation,

                               MORGAN REPORTING COMPANY
                                    (301) 694-6353
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         1  rather than a valid and accepted wildlife management tool in

         2  which recreation is secondary.  The council requests that
the

         3  discussion of managed hunts in the EIS be revised to

         4  accurately describe a managed hunt as a useful population



         5  control tool.

         6                 The council also wishes to note that the

         7  archaic policy against hunting in national parks is an
obvious

         8  contradiction to the known principles of wildlife ecology.
As

         9  a result of that policy and, thus, the inability to
implement

        10  managed hunts, national parks throughout the country are

        11  facing, and will continue to face, problems resulting from

        12  wildlife populations which have been allowed to exceed the

        13  carrying capacity of their habitat.

        14                 Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

        15                 MR. LILLARD:  My name is Ross Lillard,

        16  L-i-l-l-a-r-d.

        17                 I live at 34 Mountain Road in Thurmont, and
my

        18  property abuts the national park on the west side of
Thurmont.

        19                 And my family has been there many years.

        20                 I fully support option C of the -- basically,

        21  the sharpshooters.  I haven't studied or followed with this

        22  plan over -- except for the past couple of months.  I do
like

        23  Mr. Gilford's comment about managed hunts, if that could be

        24  accommodated.

        25                 But regardless, I am very much in favor of

                               MORGAN REPORTING COMPANY
                                    (301) 694-6353
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         1  option C.  I think it's -- I am in favor of whatever is very

         2  cost-effective.  Whenever we are spending taxpayer dollars,
I

         3  like to see it used as efficiently as possible.

         4                 And as probably most of us here, we have

         5  witnessed the mountain garland orchard damage for decades.

         6                 So I believe that's all my comments.  I

         7  appreciate you all having the meeting and allowing us the

         8  opportunity to comment.

         9                 Thank you.

        10                 (Whereupon, at 2:00 p.m., the comments
ended.)
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"Gutman, Lori" 
<lgutman@louisberger.com> 

08/29/2007 04:45 PM

To <Whitney_Wimer@urscorp.com>

cc "Van Dyke, Nancy" <nvandyke@louisberger.com>

bcc

Subject FW: From NPS.gov: Comments of Safari Club International 
and Safari Club International Foundation on the Catoctin 
Mountain Park Draft Deer Management Plan and 
Environmental Impact Statement

Hi Whitney,

Here is the Safari Club Original email for you to print - I am working on the 
one from the transcript.

Thanks,
Lori

Lori Gutman

Senior Planner

 

main         303.231.1012

mobile      301.461.8772

fax           202.293.0787 

 

The Louis Berger Group, Inc. | 355 South Teller Street | Suite 200 | Lakewood, 
CO 80226 | www.louisberger.com

 

-----Original Message-----
From: Donna_Swauger@nps.gov [mailto:Donna_Swauger@nps.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 07, 2007 6:50 AM
To: Gutman, Lori
Subject: Fw: From NPS.gov: Comments of Safari Club International and Safari 
Club International Foundation on the Catoctin Mountain Park Draft Deer 
Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement

Lori: Please let me know when you receive this. Thanks.

Jim Voigt
Catoctin Mountain Park

(301) 416-0135
----- Forwarded by Donna Swauger/CATO/NPS on 02/07/2007 08:48 AM -----
                                                                                          
                      James Voigt                                                         
                                               To:       Donna 
Swauger/CATO/NPS@NPS                                                
                      02/07/2007 08:44         cc:                                        
                      AM EST                   Subject:  Fw: From NPS.gov: 



Comments of Safari Club International and Safari Club   
                                                International Foundation on 
the Catoctin Mountain Park Draft Deer Management Plan  
                                                and Environmental Impact 
Statement                                                 
                                                                                          

James W. Voigt
Resource Manager
Catoctin Mountain Park
301-416-0536
----- Forwarded by James Voigt/CATO/NPS on 02/07/2007 08:44 AM -----
                                                                                          
                      Jennie Pumphrey                                                     
                                               To:       James 
Voigt/CATO/NPS@NPS                                                  
                      02/06/2007 09:24         cc:                                        
                      AM EST                   Subject:  Fw: From NPS.gov: 
Comments of Safari Club International and Safari Club   
                                                International Foundation on 
the Catoctin Mountain Park Draft Deer Management Plan  
                                                and Environmental Impact 
Statement                                                 
                                                                                          

----- Forwarded by Jennie Pumphrey/CATO/NPS on 02/06/2007 09:23 AM -----
                                                                                          
                      aseidman@sci-dc.o                                                   
                      rg                       To:       
CATO_superintendent@nps.gov                                               
                                               cc:                                        
                      02/02/2007 03:58         Subject:  From NPS.gov: 
Comments of Safari Club International and Safari Club       
                      PM EST                    International Foundation on 
the Catoctin Mountain Park Draft Deer Management Plan  
                                                and Environmental Impact 
Statement                                                 
                                                                                          

Email submitted from: /cato/contacts.htm

February 2, 2007

Mel Poole, Superintendent

Dear Superintendent Poole:

Safari Club International and Safari Club International Foundation



(collectively "SCI") appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Draft
Deer Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement ("Deer Plan") for
Catoctin Mountain Park ("CMP"). SCI and its members have long been active
in hunting and wildlife management issues in National Parks and in
Maryland. The staff of the CMP has obviously put a great deal of thought
and effort into developing the Deer Plan. SCI generally supports wildlife
management efforts aimed at wildlife population control, but must take
exception with certain aspects of the Deer Plan, namely the rejection of
the use of sport hunters in the Deer Plan.

Safari Club International, a nonprofit IRC § 501(c)(4) corporation, has
over 50,000 members worldwide, including many who hunt near the CMP and, in
doing so, contribute to the sustainable use of the wildlife in the area.
SCI's missions include the conservation of wildlife, protection of the
hunter, and education of the public concerning hunting and its use as a
conservation tool. Safari Club International Foundation is a nonprofit IRC
§ 501(c)(3) corporation. Its missions include the conservation of wildlife,
education of the public concerning hunting and its use as a conservation
tool, and humanitarian services. More specifically, the conservation
mission of SCIF is: (a) to support the conservation of the various species
and populations of game animals and other wildlife and the habitats on
which they depend, and (b) to demonstrate the importance of hunting as a
conservation and management tool in the development, funding and operation
of wildlife conservation programs.

The NPS has well documented the need to manage the deer population in CMP.
Excessive deer browsing has reduced forest regeneration, could adversely
affect native species, and has impacted native shrubs and trees. Deer Plan
at iii, 3-5. The desire for "[g]reater cooperation ... with state and local
governments" supports the idea that the use of hunters could be part of the
solution to the problem. Id. The carefully regulated use of recreational
sport hunters, either in a managed hunting situation or as sharpshooters,
would help advance all these goals.

But the Deer Plan completely rejects the use of managed hunting as a method
of wildlife management. It is unfortunate that legal and policy constraints
apparently prevent the NPS from considering the use of recreational sport
hunting as part of the solution in CMP and other park units. SCI strongly
advocates that the NPS reconsider its general position on the use of
managed hunting as a wildlife management tool and should take the necessary
steps to allow sport hunting in National Park units where appropriate to
manage overabundant species. In addition, SCI recommends that the NPS
consider the use of qualified members of the sporthunting community as the
"sharpshooters" called for in the preferred alternative.

SCI was surprised to find that the Deer Plan contained an analysis of
managed hunting generally - one that appears to extend beyond the CMP and
could be read to apply to units throughout the NPS system. The NPS
considered and rejected the managed hunt alternative on regulatory grounds,
as it has done in other units where sport hunting is not expressly allowed.
Thus, the analysis concerns an alternative the NPS believes is not
available to it. By conducting this potentially broadly-applied analysis of
hunting as a wildlife management tool in the Deer Plan for CMP, the NPS
appears to be airing a national conclusion in a plan that will only be
reviewed by the limited members of the public that are interested in CMP.
The agency should not conduct such a broad and apparently nationwide



assessment of hunting as a potential management tool in National Park units
as part of this limited administrative process. . In any event, the
analysis does not accurately or fairly compare the costs, efficiency and
safety of managed hunting to the use of sharpshooting for the reduction of
an overabundant species. Such a broad comparison is not possible, at least
not with a lot more analysis than contained in the Deer Plan, because the
costs and efficacy of managed hunting as a potential wildlife management
strategy will vary greatly depending upon many variables. The variables
include, but are not limited to, the nature of the species to be managed,
the size of the species population, the gender distribution of the species,
the type of area that could potentially be hunted, the number and skill of
potential hunters, and other factors. Suggestions about safety concerns are
also overstated since safety variables can be addressed through the use of
established parameters for the hunting opportunities.

The NPS's assessment of hunting as a wildlife management tool also
inappropriately ignores the advantages of sport hunting, including the
valuable revenues (or limits on expenditures on contract sharpshooters or
park personnel) that sport hunting generates. Sport hunting dollars can and
have been used for conservation efforts related to game and nongame species
within the park and surrounding areas. Sport hunting can generate funds,
for example, through the sale of tags and licenses, which can be used to
benefit wildlife and the ecosystem. In contrast, the use of park employees
or contractors to manage wildlife through lethal means is often a costly
undertaking. Not only must these park employees be taken away from their
other responsibilities, but the Deer Plan estimates that the cost of
removing deer under the preferred alternative to be $200/deer for years 1-3
and $400/deer for years 4-15. Deer Plan at 66-67. The estimated total cost
over the 15 years of the plan is likely over $600,000. Id. at 66.

Even if managed hunting cannot be utilized as a wildlife management tool on
the CMP, there is no reason why the deer culling required for the CMP
cannot take advantage of members of the hunting community who are willing
to volunteer their services to assist NPS personnel in the management
effort. Although SCI understands that the NPS believes that existing
regulatory and policy prohibitions prevent recreational hunting within the
park from being considered as a viable option at this time, such
prohibitions do not bar the NPS from investigating the viability of using
qualified voluntary hunters to act as "sharpshooters" under the preferred
alternative.

SCI supports efforts by the NPS to donate as much as the harvested meat as
possible for humanitarian purposes. Deer Plan at 66. SCI has long supported
such humanitarian efforts, for example through its "Sportsmen Against
Hunger" program. See information at
http://www.safariclubfoundation.org/humanitarian/#sah. Using hunters for
wildlife management in National Parks would facilitate the NPS's ability to
use harvested meat for such purposes, including through programs such as
the one SCI runs.

SCI recognizes the current legal and policy constraints that prohibit the
opening of CMP or all National Parks to sport hunting. But for all the
reasons discussed above, sport hunting should be a tool available to the
NPS to use for wildlife management in limited situations, for example to
control wildlife overpopulations and/or the presence of harmful invasive
species. SCI encourages the NPS to consider actions that might be necessary



to allow sport hunting to be a cost-effective and efficient option for
dealing with wildlife overpopulation and related problems in National
Parks.

SCI appreciates the opportunity to comment on this important issue. We look
forward to working with the NPS on this issue. If we can provide any
further information, please let us know.

Sincerely, Ralph Cunningham President, Safari Club International Safari
Club International Foundation
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY REGION 

1650 Arch Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103-2029  

January 25, 2007 

Donna Swauger, Environmental Protection Specialist 
Catoctin Mountain Park 
6602 Foxville Road 
Thurmont, 21788 

Subject: Draft White-Tailed Deer Management Plan / Environmental Impact Statement 
Catoctin Mountain Park, Frederick and Washington Counties, Maryland. CEQ No 20060486 

Dear Ms. Swauger: 

In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 309 of the 
Clean Air Act, the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the 
subject document. The purpose of the EIS is to develop a deer management plan that supports 
forest regeneration, and provides for long –term protection, conservation and restoration of native 
species and cultural landscapes 

Based on our review we rate this DEIS, Lack of Objections (LO). A description of our 
rating system can be found at: http://www.epa. gov/compliance/nepa/comments/ratings.html  
However we recommend that you coordinate with the appropriate state and federal agencies regarding 
threatened and endangered species and other species of concern annually at a minimum. Thank you 
for the opportunity to offer these comments. If you have any questions, please contact Barbara 
Okorn at (215)814-3330. 

Sincerely, 

 
William Arguto, NEPA 
Team Leader 

Printed on 100% recycled/recyclable paper with 100% post-consumer- fibber -and process chlorine free. 
Customer Service Hotline: 1-800438-2474 
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