


























Name: Iyengar, Alekhya 

Community of Residence: India 

Comment: 

I oppose the gunning down of bears in Alaska. It's inhumane and unnecessaiy. We're already killing the 
planet one tree at a time. Now the animals too! This needs to stop. 

Name: J Lambe1t, Pam 

Community of Residence: United States 

Comment: 

It would be incredibly inhumane to shoot bears from a chopper!Leam to live with our wildlife. The more 

you learn the less feai· you will have. 

Name: J, Anna 

Community of Residence: B1itish Columbia 

Comment: 

Help stop the mass killings of these innocent animals. 

Name: J, Jasinine 

Community of Residence: Kailua 

Comment: 

This is inhumane, beai·s ai·e impo1tant to the environment and sacred ecosystem and it's just dowmight 
crnel to do that 



I am in opposition to the Mulchatna Caribou Herd Management Area due to its effects on 

predator species like bears but also wolves. I have made sure to educate myself on the topic with 

research and articles by Alaskan Wildlife Alliance, that explored the effects and cause of this 

management area. They provided sources to several studies that prove and discuss the effects of 

killing of predator populations to increase prey populations as ineffective in the long term.  

What the studies show is not that predators are to blame for the decline in Caribou 

populations but disease and loss of habitat from deforestation. More steps should be taken 

towards land conservation efforts as well as tagging and providing medical care. This would 

prove to be more effective than the current pointless slaughtering of bears and wolves who cross 

over into a ‘kill zones. There is also the matter of using ariel shootings as means of taking out 

these predators which cost extra money and is not good for the environment which again is a 

more probable cause of Caribou herd decline. There is also the history of overhunting species 

like bears and wolves that ruins environments more by throwing nature out of balance these 

predator animals offer more than prey control they are key to the environment in many other 

ways, and if there was an overpopulation of bears relocation to bear sparse areas where they are 

needed for quantity control seems more reasonable than mass killings.  

AWA), A. (2025). Alaska Wildlife Alliance (AWA). Alaska Wildlife Alliance (AWA). 

https://www.akwildlife.org/mulchatna-predator-control

Miller, S. D., Person, D. K., & Bowyer, R. T. (2022). Efficacy of Killing Large Carnivores to 

Enhance Moose Harvests: New Insights from a Long-Term View. Diversity, 14(11), 939. 
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Name: Jackson, Jasmine Affiliation: The Wildlife Collective 
Community of Residence: Tennessee 
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surprising .. the rest of us here in the states look at Alaska like one of the last open wilderness States. 
Where trees can grow an animal's can tlnive .. it's so typical of mankind to deem another species as 
invasive. Or dangerous or haimful and then we deplete them to nothing .. you may think you're doing 
some great se1vice now but in 15 years they'll probably end up on the endangered species list. Wolves, 

polar beai·s, deer. Elk . Etc . Aren't here for us to decide if they get to love or die. That's just the control 
driven power hungiy ailment that the world is plagued by .. 

And to be honest shooting them from helicopters is the most cowai·dly thing I've ever heai·d of in my life. 

If you view them as a problem and you're not going to listen to us and then go look them in the eye and 
face them like men .. shooting over my helicopter is laughable ... If you can't reach him on foot then they 
cleai·ly ai·en't a problem ... 

God See's all 

Name: Jain, Tisha 

Community of Residence: India 

Comment: 

I strong condemn what is happening th the wildlife. Especially with the bears light now. Humans don't 
have the right to interfere with the wild, but yet we've destroyed their homes, and now you want to take 
their lives too?? 

This is a shame for all humans to behave in such a way. We are animals with empathy and emotions, with 
intelligence, but yet we actually like fools. 

Strong and punishable action has to be taken against who ever is responsible for this. And strict laws need 
to be put in place to protect the other species. 

Name: Jangi·a, Neelima 

Community of Residence: India 

Comment: 

Save the beai·s . They do have right to live . We stand for them at any cost 



Name: Jans, Nicholas   
Community of Residence: Haines and Ambler 
 

 

7/6/2025 

To the Alaska Board of Game 

This is a comment  by Nick Jans in opposition to  ADFG Proposal #1 “Intensive Management Plans, 
MCH predation management Area.   

My name is Nick Jans. My first job in Alaska in 1979 was working for a sport hunting guide in 
the Brooks Range. I lived in Inupiaq villages in northwest arctic Alaska for 20 years. I’ve held an 
Alaska resident sport hunting license for 45 years and long ago lost count of the animals I’ve 
killed in sport and subsistence hunts to feed myself and my neighbors. A DNA anaysis would 
reveal caribou, bear, sheep, and moose meat fused into my being. I am strongly opposed to the 
ongoing Mulchatna bear control program--appalled would be more accurate. Rather than tell you 
why, I’d prefer to show you. The following vivid memory is from a day decades ago, with 
Inupiaq elder and master hunter Clarence Putyuk Wood, on a tributary of the upper Kobuk. 
 
The bear lay in a tundra swale, eyes glazing. Clarence Wood knelt at her side, wielding his knife 
with surgical precision as I steadied a front leg, the paw’s leathery palm coarse in my hands. As 
he worked, lips pursed, my old Inupiaq friend of yesteryear seemed utterly absorbed, on the 
verge of a meditative state, sometimes pausing with palms spread to the sky. Killing a grizzly is 
never a small thing; and skinning it properly, a difficult task. The hide, great curving claws 
attached, would be a trophy to most hunters--perhaps of a lifetime. But I knew such stuff meant 
little to Clarence. “Beautiful meat,” he murmured, as he cradled a hindquarter, pillowed with 
three inches of sweet, berry-fed fat—in thin country, even more valuable than the meat itself. 
“Ahhh, beautiful.” I knew, too, that he wasn’t talking to me, but to the bear, who was surely 
aware of our presence, listening and watching carefully. And it was up to me, a younger hunter, 
to do the same--and to remember every detail, so I could pass it along.  We should speak only as 
necessary and only about the matter at hand. This was serious business, a masterclass in ancient 
protocols. 

Clarence wasn’t always like that. Impatient and impulsive by nature, flawed as we all are, he was 
summoning his best and true self—for me and himself, as well as the bear. This moment, and 
others I had witnessed over decades, defined not only his own being, but all it meant to be 
Inupiaq.    

Hours later, the meat lay carefully arranged in my skiff, bagged and wrapped in a clean tarp. 
The gut pile and worn late summer hide lay on the tundra to return to the land, along with the 
head, the trachea slit to allow aklak’s soul to leave this body and become another bear—a 
gesture known as nigiluk. A small piece of cartilage from beneath the tongue, ‘the worm,’ had 
been cut out and impaled on a sharpened willow. If we’d taken that head as I secretly wanted 
(keeping the great-jawed skull my own way of honoring) the bear’s spirit would follow us home. 
Years before, I’d endured a lengthy saukataq (scolding) by a Noatak neighbor, church elder, and 
reputed ex-shaman (angakkuq) after I placed a bear skull on my cabin roof to bleach in the sun. I 
can still hear old Ned Howarth’s high-pitched quavering voice: “How come you do that? How 
come?” This time I knew better. 
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Though Clarence and I had planned to stay out two days more, we turned homeward, the 
weather too warm to keep this treasure properly. To risk spoiling it, unthinkable. Within an hour 
of our return to Ambler, 40-some miles upriver, calls would go out over the radio, inviting 
neighbors to come and share; and those invitations would be met with heartfelt utterances of 
taiku (thank you)—to the successful hunter; to a higher power; and to the bear that had willingly 
given itself.  

I’m glad Clarence, my friend and traveling partner of many years, is not here to witness ADFG’s 
actions over the past couple of years in the Mulchatna country. This unprecedented aerial 
massacre of roughly 200 brown/grizzly bears is contrary to traditional values: a collective act of 
not just disrespect, but willful waste and callous disregard for the wildlife that ADFG is charged 
with managing for the benefit of all Alaskans. This benefit includes spiritual and aesthetic 
connections shared by tens of thousands of people statewide. Most Alaska Natives traditionally 
hold bears in highest regard as powerful spiritual beings; the Hoonah Tlingit I later lived among 
called him Grandfather. If you choose to roll your eyes, you’re dismissing deep-seated cultural 
beliefs that go back thousands of years and still resonate today among many, many Alaskans of 
all races.   
 
In more transactional terms, brown bears are every bit as valuable a resource as the caribou of 
the dwindling Mulchatna herd. At least one sport hunting guide has protested on record that his 
livelihood is being directly impacted by a dramatic fall in bear abundance; I’m sure the take of 
resident sport and local subsistence hunters is also affected. Then we get to bear viewing—an 
industry that brings in tens of millions of dollars to flying services, tour operators, hotels and 
lodges, and supporting businesses down to coffee shops radiating beyond the region. I know 
professional photographers and writers who have made substantial parts of their living from 
bears in this region.  Given the wide boundaries of the proposed expanded kill zone, neutrally 
conditioned bears (some of them known by name) that frequent iconic viewing areas such as 
Brooks Falls and McNeil River will almost certainly be shot, thereby heavily impacting that 
industry; and odds are, many have already been lost.  In practical, dollars-and-cents terms, killing 
these highly valuable animals—many of whom live a quarter century or more and are not easily 
replaced due to inherently high cub mortality—makes no sense. Especially since the proposal 
allows for unlimited killing of bears and wolves, without any studies of sustainability within the 
control area.  
 
Not only were those bears killed; by ADFG’s own admission, many tons of meat were left to rot 
in the field due to lack of interest among local communities. That’s what they claim; how hard 
did they try to distribute it? In northwest arctic Alaska, most of that meat, if properly cared for, 
would be snapped up. Also, I sincerely doubt ADFG’s claims of systematic hide salvage for 
auction. What army of industrious elves field-skinned and transported, then later fleshed, turned 
ears and split toes and lips, cleaned, stretched, and dried 200 hides? I know firsthand a half dozen 
times over the seemingly endless hours of necessary work involved in properly caring for a raw 
brown bear hide. I welcome evidence beyond ADFG’s proffered hide count—receipts of those 
sales would be a good start—to disprove my suspicion of near total waste.    
 
Director of Wildlife Conservation Ryan Scott, and others at ADFG may claim that their actions 
are necessary in order to save the Mulchatna herd—and are in fact the only proactive course they 
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have available to support this outcome. However, a growing chorus of esteemed research 
biologists with combined centuries of Alaska experience, including a number of retired, highly 
respected ADFG biologists, dispute the efficacy of both ADFG’s actions and their interpretation 
of available science they offer to justify it. Simply put: according to these experts, killing bears 
won’t help the herd’s recovery—and ADFG is skewing and filtering the data to suggest it will. 
Rampant brucellosis and forage depletion are the key factors in the herd’s failure to thrive, and 
killing bears, no matter how many, won’t fix disease and a lack of food. My own observation: in 
half a lifetime and tens of thousands of miles of traveling northwest arctic Alaska in all seasons, 
I’ve rarely seen  bears pursue caribou; and then, opportunistically rather than systematically, and 
never once witnessed, either directly or through evidence in the field, successful brown bear 
predation of adult caribou, let alone calves; while I have seen bears steal wolf kills and scavenge 
human-killed caribou numerous times. I doubt bear predation on caribou, adult or calf, is vastly 
different in the Mulchatna country; and I challenge ADFG to produce data to the contrary. Also: 
if anything, predators would target weak, sick, and dead animals, thereby aiding the herd’s health 
under these circumstances. Thus, reducing predator numbers makes—once again—no sense.  
 
An Alaska Superior Court judge has already ruled on the blatant illegality of killing more 
Mulchatna bears in this effort—a huge, unprecedented black eye for ADFG; and Mr. Scott, 
whose good faith has already been called into question by the judge, stands on the brink of being 
found in contempt, along with Commissioner Vincent-Lang, just days from now. This current 
attempted end run around a court-ordered halt to the current control program, and to authorize its 
dynamic expansion, will only further tarnish the reputations of both ADFG and this Board of 
Game—not just within Alaska, but worldwide; and notjust now, but permanently. Is this how 
you want to be remembered?      
 
ADFG is apparently going through all this expense, trouble, and culturally offensive, unethical, 
ineffective, and illegal behavior borne on the wings of wishful thinking and motivations one can 
only guess at. Do not further authorize this misguided predator control program. It makes 
absolutely no sense—for anyone.      
 
Sincerely,  
 
Nick Jans 
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Name: Lee, Rebecca 

Community of Residence: Austin 

Comment: 

Bears near our national parks are part of what makes this land remarkable. Managing wildlife should 
reflect wisdom, not waste. Removing these animals dismpts the balance of nature, wastes taxpayer 
resources, and 1isks losing a part of our national heiitage. Good stewardship means protecting the 

integrity of our ecosystems for future generations. We don't need to eliminate wildlife to live 
responsibly-we need thoughtful, proven solutions that respect both people and the land. 

Name: Lee, Sydney 

Community of Residence: Pennsylvania 

Comment: 

This act of murdering brown bears is quite frankly disgusting!! While bear·s pose a threat to humans, they 
ar·e also living things that ar·e tiying to protect themselves and their homes. Don't we do that! Don't we 

car1y firea1ms to do the same things, and sometimes worse. We need to start looking at animals and living 
things with their own minds. When one species goes extinct, they all will. We are a ve1y small pa1t of a 
ve1y large circle, the circle of Life. 



I am writing in response to a proposed regulation to modify the Mulchatna Caribou Herd Management 
Area to allow for the take of brown and black bears by department staff to benefit the herd. 

I OPPOSE this proposed regulation to modify the Mulchatna Caribou Herd Management 
Area to allow for the take of brown and black bears by department staff to benefit the 
herd. 

Wildlife viewers from around the world are following the Greater Mulchatana Predator Control Area 
predator removal program, and are educating themselves about these matters. The bear population within 
Katmai National Park is closely observed by naturalists, rangers, park visitors and live camera viewers. It 
is widely recognized among this group that a considerable number of the regular bear population did not 
return to Brooks Falls in 2024. Bear viewing brings a tremendous amount of attention and revenue to the 
state. In the 2024 “Fat Bear Week” contest, over 1,041,124 votes were cast with between 80,000 – 
100,000 people voting on a daily basis. Bear enthusiasts worldwide have recently become aware of the 
various proposals regarding the bears of Alaska and are actively seeking to educate themselves on these 
issues. The tourism industry in Alaska suffered greatly during the Covid pandemic with many businesses 
being forced to shut down for good. While tourism is on the rebound, the state cannot afford to lose the 
economic benefit of the wildlife viewing public. According to the Alaska Travel Industry's  Alaska's 
2022-2033 Visitor Profile report, 66% of the total visitors stated that wildlife viewing was one of their 
primary activities, 30% identified bear viewing as a primary activity while only 6% listed hunting as a 
primary activity. Of those visitors who hire guides, 30% were sightseeing guides, 29% were wildlife 
viewing guides, 17% were fishing guides, and only 6% of guides that were hired were hunting guides. 
(Source: 
https://www.alaskatia.org/sites/default/files/2023-12/ATIA%20Alaska%20Visitor%20Profile%2
02022-2023.pdf ) 

A little over 20 years ago, the state was forced to back away from a wolf control program due to public 
outcry and threatened boycotts of the Alaska Tourism industry. With the commonplace use of social 
media, I believe that allowing airborne hunting in a region that is already conducting a controversial 
predator control program has the potential to trigger an economic catastrophe for the small businesses that 
depend on tourism dollars. According to the 2011 National Survey of Fishing, Hunting, and 
Wildlife-Associated Recreation, there were 640,000 total non-consumptive wildlife-viewing participants 
in the State of Alaska that included both residents and non-residents. It was reported that these 
wildlife-viewers spent a total of more than $2 Billion in 2011, with the average participant spending about 
$3,200.  (Source: 
https://inletkeeper.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/04/Bear-Viewing-Economics-Study.pdf ) 

Hunting bears from aircraft is both inequitable and unethical. It disrupts wildlife and may result in 
population declines that adversely affect the entire ecosystem. Bears reproduce infrequently, 
approximately every 4 to 6 years, and one-third of cubs fail to survive their first year, thus predator 
control could rapidly diminish the bear population, with effects on the ecosystem far beyond caribou 
population enhancement.  At present, there are no baseline studies available regarding the population of 
bears in this region of the state. This proposal relies on anecdotal observations from individuals who stand 
to gain financially from its approval, rather than on robust scientific data.   

Name: Leiner, Roseann
Community of Residence: former 30 year resident of Palmer, Alaska;   currently reside in Hawaii PC786
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Name: Lutzko, Simone 

Community of Residence: Canada 

Comment: 

I highly oppose the killing of wild bears in their natural habitats . Please reconsider this proposition and 

protect our wildlife. 

Name: Lyle, Sandra 

Community of Residence: VA 

Comment: 

I fumly oppose this proposed resolution allowing for the take of brown and black bears, wolves and any 

other predator in the Alaska region. We must stop doing this, as we are driving to extinction apex 

predators and keystone species, such as wolves. Everything has a balance, and this balance has been 

upheaved do to human activities, not predation by animals whose existence suppo1ts the overall 
ecosystem. Please support the caribou in other ways, and not be killing eve1ything else. 

Name: Lynch, Andrea 

Community of Residence: Quebec 

Comment: 

Please save the bears! 

Name: Lynch, Rick 

Community of Residence: Haines, alaska 

Comment: 

I oppose the taking of bears or wolves for that matter via helicopter. 

Hunting needs to be done " by fair chase" methods. 

I realize you are trying to manage the caribou herds, not the beru·s, but is still not ok. 

Thank you for your time. Rick lynch 



Name: Lynk, Beth  
Community of Residence: Virginia 

July 7, 2025 

To: The Alaska Board of Game 

RE: The ADFG’s proposed resolution to expand the Mulchatna Caribou Herd Management Area 
to 40,000 square miles 

Dear Members of the Board of Game, 

I urge you to not approve this proposal because the credibility and effectiveness of the Board of 
Game and the Alaska Department of Fish and Game are on the line. The Mulchatna Bear 
Control Program is an unlawful program, and you should not be spreading the impact of that 
unlawful program over a 40,000 square mile area.  

I have strong feelings about wildlife, but I have equally strong feelings about the workings of 
government at all levels and the legal system. When I see an administrative agency or entity 
ignoring a court order, it not only reflects poorly on them, it also raises the ugly questions of 
why, whose interests are they catering to, and why aren’t they doing things with transparency 
and in a thorough, fact based, and balanced manner.  It undermines any good you are trying to 
achieve across everything you do, not just this one issue of caribou population in Mulchatna. 
This is why I think your own credibility and effectiveness are on the line with this decision.   

Earlier this year, two Alaska judges called the Mulchatna Bear Control Program unlawful and 
void.  In May, when the BOG approved the ADFG’s emergency resolution to go forward with the 
spring 2025 hunt, the court stopped that hunt.  The court did this because your decision to 
grant the emergency resolution was based on testimony that was deemed “mostly not 
credible,” and granting the resolution violated the initial court order that found the program 
unlawful and void. The court also pointed out that the BOG passed that emergency resolution in 
bad faith.  That means the BOG knowingly violated a court order, which calls your credibility and 
trustworthiness into question.  Further, you violated the public’s trust in your ability to adhere 
to the laws of Alaska and make sound decisions based on solid evidence.  

Going forward, if you should grant this proposed regulation to expand the control program to 
40,000 square miles, I believe the court would see the expansion just as they saw the invalid 
emergency regulation, and that is as an attempted end run around the court orders to try to 
implement an unlawful program by expanding into another area. The program is unlawful in the 
original control area and expanding the area will not change that status. If you should grant this 
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proposed regulation, a court reviewing that decision could consider it another act of bad faith 
by the BOG. 

The root of this problem is the ADFG’s Mulchatna Bear Control Program and that is a separate 
discussion with separate solutions for another time.  Right now, the fact remains the court has 
declared the program unlawful and the program area should not be expanded.  

I urge you to deny this proposed regulation to expand the geographic area for the unlawful 
Mulchatna Bear Control Program.  

Thank you, 

Beth Lynk 
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