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Fish and Wildlife Board Meeting 
Minutes for May 25, 2016 

 
The Fish & Wildlife Board held a meeting at 5:00 PM EST on Wednesday May 25, 2016 at 1 
National Life Drive, Dewey Building, in Montpelier VT 05620. 
 
Members of the Board: Kevin Lawrence (Chair), Theresa Elmer (Vice Chair), Pete Allard, 
Dennis Mewes, Bill Pickens, Craig Greene, Johanna Laggis, Justin Lindholm, Cheryl Frank 
Sullivan, Grant Spates, Tim Biebel, David Fielding, Patrick Berry and Craig Nolan.  
 
Fish and Wildlife Staff: Louis Porter (Commissioner), Kim Royar (Special Assistant to the 
Commissioner) Mary Diego (Executive Assistant), Catherine Gjessing (General Counsel), Mark 
Scott (Wildlife Director), Jason Batchelder (Director of Law Enforcement (Col)), John Hall 
(Information Specialist), Nick Fortin (Deer Biologist) Chris Bernier (Furbearer Biologist) Sean 
Fowler (State Game Warden), Randy Hazard (State Game Warden), John Hall (Information 
Specialist) and Susan Warner (Outreach Director).  
    
Members of the Public: See public sign-in attached  
 
The Board meeting was called to order at 5:00 PM, EST by Chairman Kevin Lawrence  
 

1. Approval of April 20P

th
P and May 4P

th
P (phone) meeting minutes  

2. Final Vote on Antlerless Deer Permit numbers for Muzzleloader, and Antlerless deer 
hunting in Archery Seasons and either sex deer hunting in Youth Deer Season. 

3. Furbearer Petition. 
4. Third Vote on Turkey Rule 
5. Commissioner’s Update 
6. Roundtable  

Chairman Lawrence went through the revised agenda moving the furbearer petition to be the 
fourth agenda item.  Chairman Lawrence also advised that there would be an opportunity for a 
public comment period for people to talk for a minute if they wished before each Board action.  
 
Catherine Gjessing gave a brief overview of the actual rule making process which the Board 
would go through if they choose to grant a petition and commence rulemaking. The process 
requires public notice and input, and entails filing with the Interagency Administrative Rule 
Committee, the Secretary of State’s office and the Legislative Committee on Administrative 
Rules.  The formal public notice and comment period starts when a rule is filed with the 
Secretary of State’s office – the formal public comment period is at least 30 days. Public 
hearings are then held and the public has the opportunity to attend the hearings and to comment.  
After the public comment period, a second vote is held, then if approved, rule goes before the 
Legislative Committee on Administrative Rulemaking (LCAR).  Gjessing reminded attendees 
that this meeting is not the only opportunity to voice concerns or to comment on the issue at 
hand. Tonight is merely the first part of the decision making process.  
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UApproval of Minutes:  
Craig Greene motioned to accept the meeting minutes from April 20P

th
P and May 4P

th
P. 

Grant Seconded the motion. 
Vote: The April 20P

th
P and May 4P

th
P minutes pass unanimously. 

 
UFinal Vote on Antlerless Deer Permit numbers for Muzzleloader, Antlerless deer hunting 
in Archery Seasons and either sex deer hunting in Youth Deer Season.U  

Discussion:  
Mark Scott introduced this agenda item and asked the board to allow the Department’s Deer 
Biologist, Nick Fortin, to respond to any concerns or questions that the Board might have. 
The Board decided to go through the proposal by WMU in alphabetical order. 
Grant Spates motioned to open the rule for the on Antlerless Deer Permit numbers for 
Muzzleloader, Antlerless deer hunting in Archery Seasons and either sex deer hunting in 
Youth Deer Season. 

Bill Pickens seconded the motion. 

The Board considered the proposal by WMU in alphabetical order.  The first discussion focused 
on antlerless hunting in WMU E.  Nick Fortin stated that archery hunting in E should not impact 
the deer population there. He went on to discuss WMU E archery hunting impacts in response to 
a concern about the number of antlerless deer that may be taken by archers in E. The effects of 
predation, posted land, adding five days to archery season, raising the number of permits by 40% 
and different regional target numbers of deer per square mile were discussed.  The Board agreed 
to the archery season as proposed. 
 
The board then went through permit numbers for each zone:  
There was discussion about changing the number of permits in WMU B and J1 but it was not 
changed due to the advice received by the biologist.  
 
WMU  2016 Final Vote for 2016 

A 1100 Unchanged 

B 5500 Unchanged 

C 350 unchanged 

D1* 500 Change to 300 

D2* 100 Unchanged 

E* 0 Unchanged 

F1 200 Unchanged 

F2 700 Unchanged 
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G 300 Unchanged 

H* 750 Unchanged 

I 0 Unchanged  

J1 300 Unchanged 

J2* 1500 Unchanged 

K 4100 Unchanged 

L 0 Unchanged 

M 200 Unchanged 

O* 1200 Unchanged 

N 2100 Unchanged 

P 0 Unchanged 

Q* 250 Unchanged 

STATE 19150 18950 

 
 
Bill Pickens motioned to make an amendment to accept the permit number changes in 
WMU D1 from 500 to 300. 
Johanna Laggis seconded the motion. 
Vote: 11 in favor, 1 abstained (Justin Lindholm) and 2 opposed (Patrick Berry and Craig 
Greene).  
 
Vote on the entire rule: 11 in favor, 3 opposed (Pete Allard, Justin Lindholm, and Cheryl 
Frank-Sullivan) 
 
UThird Vote on Turkey Rule 
Mark Scott gave some background on this topic: The Board received some public comments, 
along with a lightly attended public hearing between the first and second vote. At the second 
vote, the Board decided to accept the proposal to extend the hunting hours of youth spring turkey 
hunting season from one-half hour before sunrise to 5:00 PM EST.  Gjessing took this proposed 
rule change to LCAR and they were in favor of the change.  
Justin Lindholm motioned to accept the proposed Turkey Rule. 
Theresa Elmer seconded the motion.  
Vote: Motion passed 8 in favor, 6 opposed (Bill Pickens, Craig Greene, Dennis Mewes, 
Johanna Laggis, Theresa Elmer, Cheryl Frank Sullivan).  
Outcome: Turkey Rule passed third vote. 
 
UFurbearer Petition Recognition:  
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Mike Covey reviewed his petitions. Covey stated that his proposal seeks to achieve three positive 
changes to the current trapping rules.  

1.) A two-week extension of bobcat season to coincide with fisher season. 
Our current harvest is very conservative (an average of about 125 animals annually in a 
population of about 4,000) The Department biologists could likely benefit from a larger 
sample size, and this wouldn't add trap time to the landscape as the land trapping season 
is running at that time anyway.  
2.) A one-month extension of otter season to coincide with beaver season. 
This would eliminate the need to modify traps for the last month of beaver season and 
simplify enforcement for wardens. The Department has sent all their harvest data to a 
statistician, and they do not expect that this will negatively impact the population. Again, 
a slightly larger sample size is always a better tool for biologists, and this should achieve 
a slightly larger sample set. This will also make it more practical for trappers to address 
problem beavers in the late part of the season when the fur is still marketable.  
3.) A three day check on muskrat colony traps. 
This will bring the colony set check times in line with the check requirement for other 
underwater kill sets. When submerged body-grip traps and cable slide footholds were 
expanded to a 72-hour check, the colony set remained classified as a cage trap even 
though it is an underwater kill set. The 72-hour check on these submerged sets gives the 
trapper the option of allowing water levels to recede after a rain event, thereby enhancing 
safety. As the muskrats are dead, it has no negative impact on their welfare.  

 
Commissioner: Our guiding principle of the Department is the conservation and management of 
a healthy population of fish and wildlife in Vermont; this is first and foremost in our work. Our 
Department biologists believe that we are achieving that, or working towards it. Our second goal 
is access to wildlife for the general public for a number of different purposes, including hunting 
and trapping but also for other purposes such as wildlife watching. The third point that the 
Commissioner made was that the Department takes a conservative approach when it makes 
recommendations to the Board and that will always be the stance of the Department. The 
Commissioner said that he understands that this can be frustrating, especially to those who feel 
like a species or season can accommodate changes like those being proposed tonight. However, 
this has been the proud history of our Department and others agencies across the country that 
regulate hunting and trapping.  
 
The Commissioner then went on to outline the Department’s response to the petitioner’s three 
requests. The Vermont Fish & Wildlife Department recommends that the Board deny the request 
to extend the bobcat trapping season.  Department does, however, recommend that bobcats 
caught and killed incidental to fisher trapping, during the fisher trapping season, be fully utilized 
by the trapper if a State Game Warden determines that all the rules were followed. 
Second, the Department advises the Board to hold off on any extension of otter season to 
coincide with beaver season. We currently have data being reviewed by an analyst and would 
urge the Board to hold off until this data is reviewed and sent back to the Department.  Third, the 
Department would support a three-day check on muskrat colony traps.   
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Special Assistant to the Commissioner Kim Royar added that another important part of the 
Department’s mission is the welfare of the animals. The Department takes this very 
seriously and participated in an 8-9-year national trap testing study (the largest of its 
kind). This study looked closely at the kinds of traps that trappers use, resulting in Best 
Management Practices (BMPs) for trapping. The process of evaluating traps and trapping 
methods is important for documenting and improving animal welfare among captured 
animals. 
 
Mark Scott then introduced to the Board the Department’s Furbearer Team Leader, Chris 
Bernier. Bernier passed out a copy of the Department’s response that he put together for 
this evening’s meeting. He also apologized for not having the data needed to come up with 
an educated response to the otter season change that is proposed in the petition. Handout 
attached to the end of the minutes. 
 
Adjourned at 7:20 PM EST for dinner 
Reconvened at 7:48 PM EST 
 
The Board discussed the issues surrounding the petition and expressed concern regarding the 
lack of data analysis on bobcat and otter.  
 
Public Comment Period of the Meeting: Limited to 1 minute 
 
UBrent Teillon from MorrisvilleU: I am a trapper and I am here to support the three proposals.  I 
studied them, and interacted with Chris on some of them. Data missing disappointed. Urged the 
board to listen to the people who do the trapping and have knowledge of what goes on out there 
and to weigh all of those things when responding. 
UChris Bradley of NorthfieldU-  President of the Vermont Federation of Sportsman’s Club. The 
Federation is in support of this petition and they believe that the population can withstand these 
changes.  
UDave Parren of Braintree:U The muskrat issue is just a house keeping thing and should be taken 
care of.  In regards to the bobcat, the Department is inconsistent with what the biologist has said 
because it is only an increase of 6-10 cats; we are not changing the size of the traps.  We will still 
have to reduce the size of the traps on the 16P

th
P and raise them 5 feet above the ground. Wished 

that we did have the information on the otter issues because he does think that the population 
could withstand a little bit of an increase in trapping.     
URodney Campell of WorcesterU: He is also a trapper.  He doesn’t think that there will be a large 
increase in bobcat take because you would only be taking the cats that were available to you in 
that one area you trap. As far as the muskrat colony trap, the muskrats are going to be expired 
within minutes of being in the trap and it is not like they are going to suffer any longer. It would 
be nice if we had the data to address the issue related to the otter harvest. He believes that the 
otter harvest and populations could be sustained with the change.  
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UBruce Baroffio NorthfieldU- President of the VTA.  The association supports the petitioner’s 
request for all the information stated and we also like the analysis of the state’s population of 
both the bobcats and the otters to make any decisions going forward. Bruce personally took part 
in every BMP program that the state has had and the radio collar bobcat UVM study. The one 
thing that he remembers from the studies is that the people couldn’t believe that they were 
catching cats so close to people’s houses. The cats are adapting and expanding their territory 
because they have to, they are running out of their natural habitat. The healthy turkey population 
is providing a great food source for these cats. We are seeing bigger cats catching bigger birds. 
Believes that the population can withstand the increase, even if we had a 100% increase in the 
take that would only be 55 animals. They are continuing to expand their territory. 
UJohn Lapre, RutlandU- Here to support the trapper petition. He is a trapper, outdoorsman, and 
surveyor. He spends a fair amount of time outdoors and he is here to tell you that there are a lot 
of bobcats out there. Has a 104-acre farm that he traps and he took 4 cats this season, 3 of them 
were release unharmed and one was harvested. Sees a lot of bobcat and does not think it would 
hurt the population by expanding the season. As far as the otter, he lives on Otter Creek and there 
are a lot of otter signs all along the river so he doesn’t think that an extension would not hurt the 
population.  
UJohn Abreth, RoxburyU-Would like to speak to the Department’s conservative position against 
expanding the bobcat season. It is pretty clear that the numbers are stable through 2012-2014. He 
thinks that the Department has done a great job in terms of managing the bobcat population and 
keeping it stable and consistent with the caring capacity of the land. He doesn’t want to see that 
undermined or undone by extending the season like in New Hampshire where they had to end 
trapping all together. John started to talk about otter populations but then was out of time. 
UBrenna GaldenziU, Stowe- Seems that there has been a lot of information thrown around as far as 
otter populations/bobcat population and it appears to me that there is no biological information 
that would support to extending the seasons. Every time she has emailed the Department, or 
Chris, she finds that they are super busy and that they have enough to do other than spend time 
on extending these season when there is no biological data that supports it. It seems that this 
petition is coming from incidental take and trapper convenience. She would like to thank the 
Department for their time spent on this issue. 
UPat Montafranty, WillistonU- Thanked Chris for his eloquent presentation, man hours, and the 
effort he has put into this issue. Also appreciated the Commissioner’s comment about the 
Department’s conservative approach to this issue.  
URodney Elmer, NorthfieldU- As individuals I trust none of you and as a whole I trust all of you. 
Thinks that wildlife is in pretty safe hands as long as we all stay focused on what’s important.  
UGlen Callahan JohnsonU: In support of not extending the seasons. He believes that killing an 
animal by trapping in inhumane and wrong.  
UBonnie Mullen-U Had a question about colony traps (was answered at the end of the meeting)  
ULorie Keller from BurlingtonU- Would like to thank Chris Bernier for his work and she is glad 
that the Department is taking the time necessary to research this issue and a conservative 
approach. 
UDan G, StoweU- Does not believe that the incidental take of bobcats during the fisher trapping 
season is a good idea as it provides incentive for trappers to harvest that take and make a profit 
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from it. Thinks that it is a flawed design. Hard to trust and verify this. He does not support the 
extension of the otter season either.  
UBerry Londeree, BurlingtonU- Urged the Board to oppose the petition, specifically regarding 
bobcats. Appreciates the Department’s conservative view on the management, and would like to 
maintain the current seasons. When a proposal like this is brought forward then the burden 
should really be on the petitioner to convince the Board that it is in the best interest of those 
animals. The petition that is being brought before the Board is not about the border issue of 
trapping and whether it is right or wrong or whether it should be done away with completely. It 
is really about this petition and the facts surrounding it. He hopes that the board takes this into 
consideration.  
UAlex Pastor, Barre City-UWould like to thank all the Board Member and appreciates the 
conservative approach that the Department is taking, believes that it is wise because of the public 
concern for it. Would also like to say that she is an avid outdoors woman, spends all year hiking 
and has only ever seen one fisher cat and no bobcats while in the woods. 
UShawn Smith HuntingtonU- Blessed to steward a 1,300-acre property that abuts Camel’s hump 
forest. She is a wildlife tracker and a farmer and manages her farm in convention with the 
wildlife that is on the property. Works very hard stewarding the property in a way to invite 
wildlife to come in and participate. Bobcat are a keystone species, through all the comments 
tonight what rose to the surface for her was that we do not have any biological information on 
what the bobcat population is in Vermont. We have anecdotal information visualizing what they 
think are cats when in reality catching a glimpse of a cat or trapping a cat is very hard to do. So 
when making a regulation change like this, she thinks it’s important to look at the hard data. 
Thinks that the Department should act conservatively and denying that part of the petition is the 
right one.  
 
Patrick Berry motioned to table the petition until the September 2016 Board Meeting. 
Cheryl Frank-Sullivan seconded the motion 
Vote: 13 in favor, 1 opposed.  
Outcome: Motion passed. 
 
The Board requested that the Department comes back to the Board by September 1P

st
P with the 

information needed to make informed decisions around the otter seasons. 
 
Commissioner’s Update: Moose applications went out.  The deadline is July 12P

th
P and the 

drawing will be in the Governor’s ceremonial office on August 2P

nd
P at 10 AM. The Department 

will be set up in the Cedar Creek Room for gathering during the drawing. Doe permits go online 
tomorrow. IHEA Conference going on now and is going really well. Mark Maghini, Refuge 
Manager at Conte Refuge is switching jobs. Saturday morning at 10 AM at Buck Lake is the 
ribbon cutting for the new dining hall and signing of 2016 Omnibus Bill.  Everyone is welcome 
to attend. Update on the Roxbury Fish Culture Station rebuild: we received $2.3 million in 
capital funds towards the rebuild of the hatchery.  
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Roundtable:  
UPatrick Berry:U Had a gentleman that has called me a lot, he is concerned about coyote hunting 
with dogs, he has been harassed, it unsafe he says. Hunters are not terribly courteous. Patrick is 
worried about the larger community, there are a lot of sportsman’s groups that police their own 
such as Bearhound and Trapper Association. It’s too bad that there isn’t a group that cannot keep 
things under control. (Commissioner Porter reported that there have been people who have 
spoken to these hunters as well as law enforcement) Ducks Unlimited, in association with 
USFWS, have been doing a lot of wetland work and restoration and on Otter Creek and wanted 
to note the great effort but forth by those groups. 
UGrant Spates:U Whenever we bring up fishing again it may be a good idea to look into what is 
considered a useful net in a stream and what is considered a landing net. There currently are no 
rules on net size for streams. 
UCraig Nolan:U passed  
UPete Allard:U Would like to see a law enforcement update at future meetings possibly? 
UJustin Lindholm:U H533 animal cruelty, would like to know the status of signing? (As far as 
Commissioner Porter knows it has not been signed. Police our own instead of having someone 
else step in. (Just an idea.  
UJohanna LaggisU- Good turkey season on the farm. 
UTheresa ElmerU- Mark, Tom and Kim commend them on some great presentations at IHEA. Plug 
in to make sure to keep an eye out for getting started seminars.  
UKevin:U Deep into apples trees, about another100 planted this year and has enjoyed watching the 
fox pups in his back yard.  
 
Craig Nolan motioned to adjourn the meeting 
Bill Pickens seconded the motion 
Meeting adjourned at 8:40 PM EST.  
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Request to extend bobcat trapping season for the month of December 

Vermont Fish & Wildlife Department 
May 25P

th
P, 2016 

The Vermont Fish & Wildlife Department (VFWD) recommends that the Board deny the 
request to extend the bobcat trapping season.  VFWD does, however, recommend that 
bobcats caught and killed incidental to fisher trapping, during the fisher trapping season, 
be fully utilized by the trapper if a State Game Warden determines that all legal rules were 
used. 
 
Vermont has had a long history of bobcat harvests with management strategies varying 
from outright persecution via bounties to the highly regulated and conservative legal 
trapping/hunting seasons of today. During the last ten years of the bobcat bounty era, 
which spanned from 1856 through 1971, an average of 237 bobcats were taken annually 
(range, 155-324) throughout the state. As is widely understood and acknowledged today, 
the bounty hunting and trapping of bobcats with no restrictions on seasons or methods of 
take, cannot even remotely be characterized as a regulated activity.  In spite of this fact and 
due to the species incredible resiliency, adaptability and abundance, Vermont’s bobcat 
population persevered throughout the bounty era sustaining high annual harvests despite 
the lack of any carefully considered, intentional management strategy. Today, bobcat 
harvests are heavily regulated and are closely monitored through a variety of methods 
including trapper/hunter sourced data, research partnerships with academic institutions 
and the tracking of various landscape metrics.  This conservatively managed and 
monitored bobcat population continues to thrive in Vermont despite the level of annual 
harvest that currently occurs in the state.   
Bobcats are secretive and territorial by nature and occupy the landscape at low densities 
relative to      many other furbearer species. Across their range in North America, bobcat 
home range sizes have been found to be indirectly related to population densities 
demonstrating the extent to which they exhibit territorial behaviors and in part explaining 
their relatively low densities. Bobcats also have comparatively low reproductive rates 
averaging only three kittens per litter in the Northeast thus limiting their ability to respond 
rapidly to changes in their population. Although the species currently occupies a wide 
variety of habitats all across the state, landscape change represents a primary threat to 
bobcats especially as they appear to depend on connected expanses of undeveloped 
habitat. Conversion of natural habitat to housing and other forms of development could 
affect the distribution and abundance of the species in Vermont. Although the currently 
abundant and widespread bobcat population could likely sustain additional harvest 
without significant negative consequences to the overall population, the potential long-
term challenges facing this species in the state along with its inability to respond rapidly to 
factors influencing its population warrant a conservative approach at this time.  
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Since 1994, bobcats have been harvested by hunters and trappers during an annual 44-day 
season (trapping - December 1st through 16P

th
P, hunting -  January 10th through February 

7P

th
P). For the past ten years under this management regime, an average of 104 bobcats have 

been harvested annually (range, 68-154). A review of all population indices including 
catch/unit effort and sex/age ratios reveals a remarkably stable population structure 
indicating a widespread, abundant and conservatively harvested population. In fact, in the 
face of this 44-day season, the bobcat population has appeared to steadily increase since 
1980’s and 1990’s.   
This particular element of the petition is perhaps one of the most requested changes made 
by Vermont trappers over the past decade. This common desire among trappers stems 
from a variety of reasons including their recognition of the abundance of the species, their 
limited opportunities for harvesting bobcats (16-day trapping season) and their preference 
for having a season that is concurrent with the fisher season. With respect to the latter 
point, the VFWD has traditionally scheduled the bobcat and fisher trapping seasons 
concurrently in acknowledgement that many trap sets are capable of capturing either 
species. However, in 2004, the fisher season was expanded to the entire month of 
December in response to a burgeoning population at the time, a desire for increased fisher 
harvest opportunities, and the belief that an unchecked fisher population had the potential 
to limit populations of other furbearers including bobcats, lynx, and American martens. 
Despite the desire among trappers to similarly expand the bobcat season at the same time, 
the department did not bring such a proposal forward for Board consideration due to its 
concern for how an increased bobcat harvest could influence the population over time. At 
that time, the VFWD again acknowledged the current health of the bobcat population and 
expressed its intent to maintain a conservative harvest strategy for the species. 
As a result of the fisher season expansion implemented in 2004, the fisher and bobcat 
trapping seasons are no longer concurrent and the potential to incidentally harvest a 
bobcat during the expanded fisher season now exists. In anticipation of this likelihood and 
in attempt to address the concern proactively, the VFWD and the Vermont Trapper’s 
Association (VTA) also advocated for certain rule changes to minimize such potential and 
the Board adopted the recommended changes in 2004 at the same time the fisher season 
was expanded. Specifically, the rule requires that “From December 17-31 (after bobcat 
season has closed and fisher season continues), a person shall not set a body-gripping trap 
with a jaw spread over 6 inches unless the trap is set 5 feet or more above the ground or in the 
water.” Since these changes were implemented, an average of two bobcats per year have 
been incidentally trapped during the expanded fisher season (range, 0-6). Although of little 
biological significance, the potential for and the occasional occurrence of incidental bobcat 
harvest during this part of the year has remained a point of concern for trappers. This 
concern can be best summarized as interest in avoiding any incidental take and a desire to 
maximize utilization of these incidentally trapped animals which are now typically 
confiscated by law enforcement staff.  
The reestablishment of concurrent fisher and bobcat trapping seasons as requested by the 
petitioner and as supported by the VTA would certainly address the concern for incidental 
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take.  However, anticipating the increase harvest of bobcats that would likely result from 
such an expansion of the season is difficult. Bobcats are targeted by trappers using a variety 
of trap types over a wide range of habitats throughout the state. Trapper success rates are 
also greatly influenced by the prevailing weather conditions during the season and can be 
high during prolonged periods of suitable trapping conditions. Although the VFWD 
recognizes that the current 16-day bobcat trapping season limits trapper opportunity to 
harvest this species particularly when the weather does not cooperate, the VFWD again 
maintains that the current season structure and resulting conservative bobcat harvest is 
clearly sustainable and provides ample opportunities for Vermont trappers to harvest the 
species. 
 
The request to extend the bobcat trapping season is further complicated by the fact that the 
species is also pursued by hunters during a separate season (January 10P

th -
P February 7P

th
P) 

which follows the trapping season each year.  Similar to trapper’s requests to expand the 
trapping season, the VFWD has received a variety of requests from its hunting constituents 
over the past decade to revise the bobcat hunting season including various expansion 
proposals. Under current regulations which afford trappers a 16-day season, trapper 
harvest accounts for approximately 53% of the known annual mortality of bobcats (Table 
1). Conversely, hunters account for 33% of the annual known mortality. The Department 
has worked to ensure an equitable allocation of this valuable resource between trappers, 
hunters, and the general public who appreciate seeing the occasional secretive and elusive 
bobcat.   
 
Given the recent and past history of bobcats in Vermont and in consideration of the 
measures currently in place to monitor and manage their harvest in the state, the VFWD is 
confident that the current season structure in no way jeopardizes the bobcat population 
but, rather, affords all trappers, hunters and non-consumptive users ample opportunities to 
interact with, appreciate and utilize this treasured species. The VFWD therefore 
recommends that the Board deny implementation of this petition item as submitted. 
 
Table 1.  Summary of bobcat harvest per season, 2005-06 through 2014-15. 
 

Season Total 
Harvest 

16 Day Trapping Season* 29 Day Hunting Season* Miscellaneous 
Harvest** 

Number 
Trapped 

Average 
Catch 

Per Day 

Percent 
of Total 
Harvest 

Number 
Hunted 

Average 
Catch 

Per Day 

Percent 
of Total 
Harvest 

Number 
Reported 

Percent 
of Total 
Harvest 

2005-06 79 42 2.63 53 28 0.97 35 9 11 
2006-07 93 61 3.81 66 26 0.9 28 6 6 
2007-08 91 36 2.25 40 23 0.79 25 32 35 
2008-09 80 41 2.56 51 29 1 36 10 13 
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2009-10 111 49 3.06 44 46 1.59 41 16 14 
2010-11 68 35 2.19 51 24 0.83 35 9 13 
2011-12 95 51 3.19 54 31 1.07 33 13 14 
2012-13 150 87 5.44 58 44 1.52 29 19 13 
2013-14 154 97 6.06 63 39 1.34 25 18 12 
2014-15 116 55 3.4 47 46 1.6 40 15 13 
10-year Average 55.4 3.5 52.7 33.6 1.2 32.7 14.7 14.4 

* Vermont has had a 16-day trapping season and a 29-day hunting season since 1996. 
**Includes road-killed, nuisance, incidental, illegal and unknown take. 
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