












Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
What does this mean?  This appears to be a nebulous statement.



Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
When will IDFG move from "Explore" to implement.  These techniques are well developed and implemented throughout the west.  It's time to move from "Exploring" to implementing.







Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
IDFG needs to enforce the taking of beaver by shooting.  At a meeting with IDWR board members in 2019, a board member bragged about how he paid his grandsons $1 each to rifle shoot beaver.   Not cool.


Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Please provide evidence of these diseases transmitting to humans on any significant level.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
No QC or model validation has apparently  been performed on the CPUE.  For a statistic that IDFG seems to depend on so much, it is surprising and disappointing that no model validation has been completed on this statistic for furbearers, especially beaver. 

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
What exactly does this mean?  In no case has the department ever made statements about minimum levels that would be acceptable or at which point a species would be considered threatened with extermination.  We might expect that as biologists, the Department would arrive at some minimum population levels for beaver, particularly on a stream or watershed basis.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Currently, these trapping reports call for reports on a zone basis.  Zones are terrestrial geographical units,  not hydrological.  Beaver are hydrological or water-living species.  Can you imagine managing steelhead or chinnook on a terrestrial basis?  LOL.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Their contribution not only to IDFG revenues, but also to those of the state of Idaho are so insignificant that they are not mentioned in ANY annual report.  Trappers' contribution to Idaho only exists within a narrow band of extremists within the agency.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Or, is it possible that the increase in sales is a result of the Department requiring licenses for depredation trapping?   Such speculation is unsupported by Department data.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
This is B. Whites personal opinion and not based upon statistically valid surveys or polls.  Again, more speculation.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
All T&E species and monitored by the Feds.



Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Speculation....

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Hyperbole, speculation and fear-mongoring.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
This is a jump in logic and the Department's initial statements.   The Department is using past practices and beliefs based in perceptions and myths that up until recently have never been challenged.  Simply re-stating the myth does not make it more logical or acceptable.





Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Historic ranges are nowhere discussed in this  section.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
By whom.  The Department does and inadequate job of describing this assessment.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
What goals?  How and where have these goals been accomplished?  These details are opinions and not supported by available information.



Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
What standards?  These need to be described.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
This amounts to less than 900 trappers per and is not consistent with the Department's pervious claims that the number of trappers in Idaho is increasing.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
This data clearly shows that trappers are aging.  How does this demographic compare with hinting?  Fishing?  Clearly this is a dying occupation and has been for years.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
What are the trends?  These need to be identified.



Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
A copy of the survey should be reported.
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Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
If this is so, why are seasons being lengthened?  When was this survey completed?



Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
The n values are missing for this data.

Lamarr081142
Highlight
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Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
This is a relevant question.  Thank you.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
The Department has  not stated whether these meet the EU standards.



Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Therefore, how will the Department address this deficiency.



Lamarr081142
Highlight

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Such as....?

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
This logic is flawed.  Please explain.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Beaver do not recognize county data.  County level population data is meaningless.  It shoudl be based upon water body such as lake, river or stream.  This CPUE data is meaningless for all but statewide data.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
The Department's CPUE data does not include enough details on this data to hold any relevant management data.  The stream IDs as well as the number of "helpers" and other factors must be included.



Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Include beaver in this metric

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Agreed.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
AKA by-catch/incidental.



Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Excellent.  Let's get these species out of the trapping community before they are extinct, if they are not already.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
CPUE data needs to include more localized data.  No. of assistants helping with trapping needs to be included.



Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Beaver are far more likely to benefit waterfowl, wetland and fisheries than muskrat.  This same level of management consideration must be given to beaver.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Super awesome and fantastic.  We are pleased to see this and look forward to its RAPID deployment.



Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Super Awesome!   We look forward to its rapid deployment.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Maintenance of the historical data is critical to understanding the existing trends as well as determine the effectiveness of any management changes or practices.  Access to historiical data should be of paramount consideration.



Lamarr081142
Highlight

Lamarr081142
Highlight

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
In the case of beaver, these perceptions may also be based in the Department's lack of understanding of the important role beaver play in sustaining riparian habitat for species such as cutthroat trout, Steelhead, Salmon, moose and many other species.  This reputation is earned and did not happen overnight.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Nor does the constitution require the Department to promote trapping.
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Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Aren't the Novak references also from the East, Southeast and midwest?  Also, is the Novak colony data been verified?  The quality of this reference is low.

Lamarr081142
Inserted Text
may 

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
It would be nice to be included in these groups.



Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
These are dated references.  Incidents of tularemia are rare and not well confirmed, even in recent times.  Current research is needed on this topic, otherwise tularemia is a 'red herring' and a poor justification for control activities.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
This is an excellent point.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Why are nusiance beaver takes not included?  Is there no data on these takes?  What about poaching/vandalism/undocumented kills?



Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
More information is needed from the trapping reports to better understand the secondary effects on the CPUE.  These effects include:  Use of "helpers" to check traps, use of snowmachines, change in season lengths, weather, water year, etc.



Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
What is the date of this data and how was it obtained?  How does it compare to the 1961 statewide survey?

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Listing  beaver as occupying a largely spatial realm as opposed to an aquatic realm such as mink demonstrates the Department's lack of understanding of beaver and their fundamental ecological role.  This map should be redone to show appropriate riverine occupation of beaver.



Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
This is fantastic!  Thank you!

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
This is an assumption on the Department's part.  By allowing beaver to be harvested in later and earlier in the year, they are encouraging the collection of poor/non-usable pelts and essentially validating nusiance trapping within the regular trap season.  If that is the goal, that should be stated and not sugar-coated by stating that the fur is utilized.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
This is true.  Is it also true during off-season?

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Please quaify this statement?  Stable over how long?  No changes in population from what time frame?

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
In such cases, it is critical that the Department allow and certify such structures.  The terms Beaver Deceiver and Pond Leveler are trademarked and construction poorly designed and constructed  devices foul the perception and acceptability of such devices and invite legal challenges for incorrect/inappropriate use of the terms.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
This term is often mis-used and over-used.  How are stakeholders determined?  Who is excluded from the table?   Please define this term in the glossary.

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
Awesome!  We would love to assist with this effort

Lamarr081142
Sticky Note
#1:  BDAs are NOT REQUIRED in areas where beaver exist
#2:  Trapping should be closed in these areas where they are installed.






































































































































