
Fish and Wildlife Board Meeting 

Minutes for Wednesday October 19, 2016 

The Fish & Wildlife Board held a meeting at 5:00 PM EST on Wednesday October 19, 
2016 at the Dewey Building located on the National Life Campus at 1 National Life Drive, 
Montpelier, VT 05620. 

Members of the Board: Kevin Lawrence (Chair), Theresa Elmer (Vice Chair), Pete 
Allard, Dennis Mewes, Bill Pickens, Craig Nolan, Craig Greene, Johanna Laggis, Justin 
Lindholm, Cheryl Frank Sullivan, Grant Spates, Tim Biebel, and David Fielding. Absent 
from the meeting Patrick Berry. 

Fish and Wildlife Staff: Louis Porter (Commissioner), Kim Royar (Special Assistant to 
the Commissioner) Mary Diego (Executive Assistant), Jason Batchelder (Director of Law 
Enforcement) Mark Schichtle (Warden) Magooch (K9 Warden) Tom Rogers (Information 
Specialist) Susan Warner (Outreach Director) Eric Palmer (Fisheries Director) Rich Kirn 
(Fisheries biologist) Bret Ladago (Fisheries Biologist) Jud Kratzer (Fisheries Biologist) 
Bernie Pientka (Fisheries Biologist)   

Members of the Public: Brenna Galdenzi, Berry Londeree, Matt Swenson  

   The Board meeting was called to order at 5:02PM, EST by Chairman Kevin Lawrence  

 

Approval of September 21, 2016:  

Bill Pickens motioned to accept the meeting minutes from the September 21, 2016 Board 
meeting.  

Grant Spates seconded the motion.  

Vote: Unanimously passed the minutes. 

Col Batchelder introduced senior warden Mark Schichtle and his K9 officer Magooch. 
Magooch has been working with Schichtle for the department for 5 years and has been the 
recipient of a life-saving award during her service. They provided a great presentation for 
everyone in attendance before the Board adjourned for dinner.  

Duck Stamp Program: John Austin, Department’s Land & Habitat Program Manager, 
within the Wildlife Division, introduced the Duck Stamp Program and Jane Lazorchak, 
Department’s Land Acquisition Coordinator within the Wildlife Division. Jane has been 
with the Department for more than 10 years and coordinates our land acquisition work. 
Jane is the driving force to putting the duck stamp money on the ground and acquiring land 
for conservation in Vermont. Jane gave an educational presentation about the 30th 
anniversary of the VT duck stamp program. The past 30 years have been a legacy of 
wetland conservation. The Department works closely with the Waterfowl Advisory 
Committee on land acquisition and wetland restoration projects. The Duck Stamp Program 
was enacted in 1985 by the legislature and put into effect in 1986. VT was the 37th state to 
enact the duck stamp program. When someone buys a duck stamp that money goes towards 
funding wetland acquisition and conservation. The Department does not spend the principal 
that is put into this fund but only the interest that it accrues. The first land acquisition 
project for the duck stamp program was in 1991 at Jewett Pond which is a 148-acre parcel 



of land in Barnet, VT. Funds from the Duck Stamp Program have led to 93 projects across 
the state, which include 8,762 acres of acquired wetlands, 1,478 acres in conservation 
easements and  enhanced 1,751 acres of wetland habitat. The Department’s beaver baffle 
program is funded by Duck Stamp Program as well. Some of the partners that the 
Department works with to conserve wetlands through the Duck Stamp Program include the 
following: Ducks Unlimited, Lake Champlain Land Trust, North American Fish and 
Wildlife Foundation, North American Wetland Conservation Fund, The Nature 
Conservancy, United States Fish and Wildlife Service, Vermont Housing and Conservation 
Board, Vermont Land Trust, Vermont Department of Agriculture, and Winooski Valley 
Park District. Some examples of wetlands that have been conserved are the South Bay 
Marshes (Magoon and Guyette) in Coventry. These started in 1991 currently and we own 
1,700 acres. They serve as a model that we would like to employ in other areas such as the 
Clyde River. Another notable wetland that has been conserved is  Kesick Swamp WMA in 
Sunderland.  Multiple parcels were acquired between 1992 and1995.  Hopefully this will 
be about 160 acres in a couple months; it is currently 80 acres. The Whitney Creek WMA 
in Addison is multiple parcels and it was 367 acres were purchased between 1994 and -
2012. Newer projects comprise the Lemon Fair WMA in Bridgeport that includes multiple 
parcels totally 744.We doubled the size of this WMA in the last year and a half. Lastly the 
Pomainville WMA in Pittsford (572 acres) was obtained between 2005 and 2013.  I also is 
made up of   

Questions for Jane: 

Are there any plans to have another duck stamp art print instead of just a HIP stamp? -No 
because it cost us more to produce and administer than we get in sales.  It doesn’t make any 
business sense to do another physical art print. (HIP number is required by the US Fish & 
Wildlife Service to hunt any migratory bird.  The state duck stamp is a Vermont 
requirement). 

How does the land acquisition leveraging work? It varies and is very diverse depending on 
the project.  

Wood duck boxes? Is that part of the Duck Stamp Program.? No, not generally.  Funding 
for wood duck boxes comes from Pittman-Robinson (PR) and license funds.    

Mudcreek could use cattail management.  

Public Comment Period of the Meeting:  

Brenna Galdenzi: Would like to make it clear, Mike Covey trapping petition, initially was 
to address the issue of incidental take of bobcat in fisher sets and otter in beaver sets. As 
the petition reads it does say that the seasons would be extended if the petition was passed. 
That is the part that my camp has a problem with, we understand the issue of incidental 
take and I would like to address the otter pieces because as far as I know the bobcat piece is 
off the table now. I know at Chris Bernier’s presentation on September 21st, topic to 
shortening the beaver season to coincide with otter season was discussed. But there was 
concern if beavers were not trapped to the end of March then they may end up being 
nuisance beavers through-out the year. And since the Department does not have any 
statutes in place to regulate that then there is a concern about beavers not being trapped 
humanly because there is not really any processes around that. So, it was interesting 
listening to the presentation on the duck stamp, I did not know that that money was 



allocated for water flow devices. Maybe ask to put it out there for further discussion now or 
in December or not. What would be the real problem to shorten the beaver season to the 
end of February to coincide with the otter season as it was 10 years ago. Even doing it on a 
trial basis for one or two years, and to see if there is a huge up-tick in nuisance beaver 
complaint calls that might come through. The beaver season ended at the end of February 
10 years and ran concurrent with otter season. Maybe it is time to try that again. My 
organization would happy to help with funding for more water-flow control devices, and 
would volunteer to wrap trees. I think it would be a good opportunity to bridge chasm for 
the issue of incidental takes and the people who do not want to expand the trapping season. 
It just seems to me that it is a very aggressive decision to expand otter season by a whole 
month, just to address a handful of otters that are trapped incidental in beaver traps in 
March. It just seems like it is a lot of upset when we could use another approach that might 
work for everyone. As far as funding concerned, I can guarantee you that non-license 
holders would to donate to the duck stamp if they saw that part of that money was going 
towards water flow control devices and more of those methods. They would be like, oh 
wow, this is a stamp that I can really get behind. I know it is a huge problem with the 
nuisance beavers and I get that but I also think that it is an opportunity to get some 
necessary rules/statutes in place to address that.  

General presentation on social and biological basis of different types of fishing 
regulations (length limits, bag limits, seasons, etc.)  
This presentation is meant to be a pre-briefing before the Department brings their formal 
proposal for changes to the fishing regulations in January. Commissioner Porter turned the 
floor over to Eric Palmer Fisheries Director who introduced the fish division staff that were 
present. The Fish Division includes the fish biologists, hatcheries, and access areas. 
Typically, we are not changing regulations every year, we try to do it every two years 
unless something urgent comes up and we need to do an emergency rule. There are two 
parts of the proposed regulation changes that have more social components than the regular 
biological regulations and housekeeping changes that the Department would normally 
bring to the BoardBoard. One issue is the use of spearguns, the second issue is commercial 
fishing. During its last session, the legislature passed a bill that gives the Board authority to 
regulate the commercial fishing activity in VT. Our thought was that we would bring the 
concepts that we are proposing to the Board at this meeting so that the Board has time to 
think about them over the next couple of months. That way the Board is already thinking 
about these issues and the decisions that lie ahead of them. Rich Kirn works out of 
Roxbury office and overseas aquatic passage, and is Chair of the Department’s trout team. 
Rich presented on the basic fishing regulations to bring the Board up to speed on how we 
use regulations to manage issues. There is a biological component to our regulations but a 
lot of the time there is also a large social component to these regulations as well. Anglers 
surveys are an important resource for the Department and the Board to use when we are 
thinking about regulation changes. These survey opinions on species preferences, creel 
limits keep and quality of sizes and general presentation on social and biological basis of 
different types of fishing regulations (length limits, bag limits, seasons, etc.) Broad 
biological protection and or social considerations. May not be effective due to annual and 
regional variation (spawning timing) biological and fisheries differences. 

Special regulations: tailored to the biological and fisheries characteristics, or social desires 
such as wanting to provide a different recreational opportunity.  



At 6:15 PM EST there was a motion to break for dinner and Warden Shichtle’s 
presentation.  

The Board reconvened at 7:05 PM EST. 

Brief preview of fish regulation proposals by different fish biologist who either are 
working on the regulation or the regulation directly effects waters in their district. This is 
meant to be a precursor to the rulemaking in 2017. The presentation included spearguns, 
commercial fishing, the Clyde River, the Dog River, the Little River and housekeeping 
changes. 

 
Little River Regulation Proposal (Rich Kirn): Extend 2-fish limit up the Little River to 
Waterbury Dam.  Improved and more consistent cold-water releases are expected to 
improve habitat conditions for Little River. Protect both wild & large stocked trout from 
excessive harvest by individual anglers and simplify regulations. 

 
Dog River Regulation Proposal (Rich Kirn): to enact a regulation which will continue 
the same restrictions as the “test water” on that section of river, with artificial flies and 
lures.  

Clyde River Regulation Proposal (Jud Kratzer):  

Simplify regulations by combining different sections together under the same regulation so 
there are fewer changes as you go from the lake up river. 

  Mouth to Newport #1,2,3 Powerhouse tailrace (~1.5 mi):   

2
nd

 Sat. in April to Aug.31 – angling; 2 salmon (in a 2 lake trout/salmon aggregate creel limit) 

Sept. 1 - Oct. 31 – angling with flies and lures only (no bait); 0 salmon   -- catch&release  

  Vicinity of Newport #1,2,3 Powerhouse (~260’):   

Closed to fishing year-round. 

  Newport #1,2,3 Powerhouse to West Charleston Dam (~6.6 mi):   

2
nd

 Sat. in April to Aug.31 – angling; 2 salmon (in a 2 lake trout/salmon aggregate creel limit) 

Sept. 1 - Oct. 31 – angling with flies and lures only (no bait); 0 salmon   -- catch&release  

 West Charleston Dam to Island Pond outlet (many miles): 

General regulations 



 

Commercial Fishing Proposal: (Bernie Pientka) During the recent Legislative session, 
multiple statutes were modified to help clarify the Fish and Wildlife Board’s authority over 
sale of fish caught in Vermont.   The modifications occurred in Sec. 1. 10 V.S.A. § 4083 
and Sec. 2. 10 V.S.A. § 4611.  The modifications gave clear authority to the Board on 
establishing rules related to purchase and sale of angler-caught fish including: prohibiting 
sale of certain fish species, seasons, limits, reporting requirements and possible permit 
requirements.   Proposal: The VTFWD is proposing to create a “Commercial Angling 
Rule” under its own regulation number (newly created).  Additionally, sections of 10A 
V.S.A 122 will be modified to reference the new regulation.  The new rule will cover three 
areas: Process to Sell Fish; Process to Buy Fish and Species not to Sell. 

Speargun Regulation Proposal: (Bret Ladago) Potential changes to Section 122 (Fish 
Management Regulation)  

• Defining spearing as: “A handled spear used from above the water’s surface.” 
• Defining speargun as: “A pneumatic or rubber band powered device with a line not 

to exceed 20ft attached to a spear, used from below the water’s surface.”  
• Defining “cull fish” as: “Carp, tench, rudd, shad (alewife and gizzard shad), and 

goldfish. Additional invasive/exotic fish species may be designated by the 
Commissioner as cull fish.”  

• Expanding harvest opportunity for tench using a speargun or bow and arrow.  
• Allowing speargun harvest for a limited number of species. 
• Adding a daily bag limit for certain species (Bowfin, longnose gar, and redhorse 

sucker) across all methods. 
• Adding language to address responsible disposal of harvested fish. 
• Clarifying inconsistencies between statue and rule on bullhead. 

Trapping Petition the process going forward: return to the Board in December with 
language for a first vote, based on our discussion at the last meeting. We will then go into 
the first vote process and take that to public hearings and a comment period followed by a 



second and third vote.  Next meeting will be in Montpelier, either the Pavilion or 
Montpelier High School. (Note:  it will be at the Pavilion.)  Based on the guidance from the 
Board from the last meeting we do not plan on bringing you back a proposal on the bobcat 
extension. The next Board meeting will be on Wednesday, December 21, 2016.  

Bill Pickens was under the impression that straw votes do not mean anything and asked 
why the bobcat element of the proposal would not be brought up in December. He voted no 
on the first bobcat straw vote last meeting because he wanted it to be put into a sunset rule 
and that vote failed miserably. He thinks that the bobcat element of the petition deserves a 
public comment period and hearing.  

Bill Pickens motioned to bring back the bobcat element of the proposal so that it at 
least gets discussed at the December meeting.  

Theresa seconded the motion. 

Discussion:  

Commissioner: The Department will not have much more information for the Board than 
we did at the last meeting, regarding extending the bobcat trapping season. Our proposal 
for you in December will include a hunter survey requirement and possible hunter effort as 
well. Hopefully that will help us determine if the changes that we are seeing in bobcat 
incidental take driven by effort or by population. That is the information we hope to 
capture and one of the fundamental things that we are trying to answer.  

Group consensus around the fact that we need more information/data. We need to plan a 
way to collect this data, some of it could start with the mandatory hunter survey. The 
hunter survey efforts would be like the deer tooth collection; it will give us more data sets 
to help better understand what is going on with the population. 

The Department did not support this part of the petition. At public hearing, what would the 
department’s response be like? -Kevin Kim- probably a similar presentation to the one that 
we gave to the Board, we would present the information that we had and let the public 
know about the data that we would like to obtain but do not have now. It would be very 
similar to what the Board has already heard.  

How can this proposal be brought up again in 2-3 years? -It can be brought up anytime the 
Board would like to bring it up. -Cheryl? It can be brought up whenever the Board would 
like to bring it up. Yes, it could be brought up at any time. 

Craig Greene: Clarify email Lisa- ideologies might be different from hers. Most conclusive 
data, that even through bounty years in the 1930s and the 1970s, the bobcat was never at 
any risk of becoming endangered. At the peak of the trapping in 1980 when there were 
3,090 license sold to trappers there was never a risk of becoming endangered. Despite the 
lack of any careful consideration potential management strategies Vermont’s bobcat 
population persevered throughout the bounty era while sustaining high annual harvest 
thereby demonstrating the species incredible resiliency, adaptability and abundance. Taken 
from a 1994 source- a review of all the data revels a remarkable stable population structure 
throughout the time period, indicated a widespread and abundant population that is 
conservatively harvested well below the numbers which occurred during the bounty years.  



Craig said he was questioned about this when he brought this up at the last Board meeting. 
Now in 2015 there is 876 trapping licenses sold, a survey that the Department did in 2006 
showed about on average about 54% of license holders trapped in a given year. That is 
roughly 476 people that are trapping over 6.1 million acres, which is not very many. The 
Department also showed data that the catch of the bobcat drops off about 40 % after the 
first 15 days of the season, due to wariness of traps, weather and lack of trapper effort. 
After Craig’s interpretation of the data the extension of the trapping season would be very 
minimal. That was the conclusion he came to with all the data that was presented and that 
is why he voted yes. Most of the public would normally never hear this information. There 
are going to be fractions of people that don’t want it for sure but most the public is never 
going to hear this if we do not bring it up and that is why he voted yes, so it could be 
brought out so we can talk about it more and it can be brought to the public. 

Justin: grew up in the woods, only been lost 45 minutes of my life because I learned to see 
the forest through the trees. I can see the forest through the trees here. We are going to get 
our butts spanked if we extend trapping to those species that are not over populated. The 
department said on both otters and bobcats that they were not looking to take out any more. 
The Legislature, that is behind the trees and you people aren’t seeing it. Will not vote for 
more anymore extra trapping unless we are trying to get rid of a nuisance problem. With 
our national politics, everyone is getting polarized There are people running for office that 
can just lose because they cannot see the forest through the trees. No way am I going to 
clobber this department by voting yes for more trapping. That would clobber this 
department. A lot of people do not see that.   We are so polarized as a nation right now it 
stuns the daylights out of me. We got a guy running for president now who doesn’t stand a 
snowballs chance in hell because he is on his principles and forget the forest, just the trees. 

Pete: People need to understand that the first vote is not authorizing the extension of the 
bobcat trapping, all it is, is bringing it up for a discussion. A few years ago we had a first 
vote on an early muzzleloader season’; it was unanimous. The second vote it got defeated 
13-1. So all it is, is to bring it up for discussion so that everyone has their day in court. It is 
not like we are saying we are going to extend bobcat season, we are going to talk about it. 

Johanna: Thinks that there was a lot of misunderstanding at last month’s meeting about our 
monthly meeting versus a public hearing. One minute time limit is not enough time for 
anyone to voice their opinion. If it does get brought up as a discussion then everyone does 
have a chance to voice their opinion, say what they need to say and be heard. 

Cheryl: Still caught up on incidentals, there is no reason for any incidentals in any seasons. 
I don’t know how that would be addressed if incidentals are happening. 

Commissioner: We wanted to give you are recommendation on science. We know from the 
bobcat harvest that the trend that it is increasing for both hunting and trapping. The amount 
of effort is variable depending on pelt price, weather, effort and other variables. Main 
ability to regulate the harvest is by limiting the season. We do not limit the number of 
tappers or the total number of taken animals across the state anymore. As always we take 
the most conservative and cautious approach that we can take. Craig, you have rightfully 
pointed out that we have never come anywhere near endangering the population in this 
state and we would be horrified if we ever did because we have an extremely good and 
proud record in US, Canada and including VT by not putting any species into a threatened 
situation because of hunting and fishing pressure. We would never want to get close to that. 



I am not suggesting that you would any more than we would. We take a cautionary 
approach always and particularly when there are things that we do not know. That is how 
we came to our recommendation. I do not disagree necessarily with anything that has been 
said around the table here about other things to consider and balance but that is not how we 
came to our recommendation, we looked at it from the harvest data.  

Kim: Recall the reason was because we had concerns about specific WMUs and certain 
biophysical regions and not state wide concern. There are questions about certain parts of 
the state that we would like to resolve.  

Chairman: Concern about the process and the approach that people are taking to try and 
influence the Board’s process. People from all over the US with the same copy and pasted 
email overwhelming the process. This approach breaks down communication and makes it 
a less honest system, and makes it less valuable as a whole. Wants himself and the Board to 
be able to have ownership of the Board but if it infiltrated like this then it makes it so we 
really can’t communicate as well and that is a problem. If this continues I would argue that 
emails become less effective for all of us and that is a bad thing. We want to be 
responsible, we want to be transparent, communicative. However, when you see 40-50 of 
these lined up it is a huge frustration for him. I do not want to take away the ability to 
communicate with the public but I think we need to know who our audience is and identify 
with the people who are actually from Vermont; it does make a difference.  

Craig Nolan: Last month voted unanimously to do a mandatory trapper survey. Is that 
going to make a difference on the data that the department is going to collect? Is that a 
small piece or a major piece? How long will it take? 

Commissioner: Thinks that it is a major piece. When you are talking about the small 
number of animals being taken and then you get to the data from the trapper surveys that 
have responded which now is about 1/3 you are left with a really small number and when 
you are trying to do any kind of analysis regionally instead of state wide it makes it very 
difficult. He thinks that it will make a huge difference and will have a much better 
understanding of effort and what the population is in relation to the harvest. Expects that it 
will take about 2-3 years before we have data that is collected and useful from these 
mandatory surveys. 

Kim: the fact that the VTA supports the mandatory trapper survey should indicate a high 
compliance and response from the trapping community. Thinks that it helps that it is out 
there that this is critical information and that will also help with the response. 

Craig Nolan: Voted yes during the straw vote to mainly continue the discussion. The fact 
that it was a close vote and it was voted down I would like to see it revisited in 2-3 years 
when there is more data. 

Commissioner: Would say that this is a bit of an unusual process because of the amount of 
the interest and because of some of the complexity of some of the questions that we are 
trying to answer. Did a lot of analysis on the front end of this proposal because of the 
interest, in fact it is more than we would normally do before a first vote. 

Kim: Chris will be able to come to the next meeting with a plan about how we can get that 
data. Still not sure how we are going to get the hunters to respond to these furbearer 
surveys.  



Theresa: Saddened by the number of emails because she thinks that it cheapened the 
democratic process of the Board and lost the purpose. We were inundated before we even 
had chance to discuss it; it broke the rulemaking process that the Board works through. 
Thinks that a lot of the Board members were intimidated by the input, either positive or 
negative depending on which side you want to go on. Saddened by it, and it is not that she 
doesn’t want the public to voice their opinion because she does but it has a time and place 
in the process. Not hundreds of email and phone calls before the process even starts. Our 
last Board meeting was basically turned into a public hearing, while she was glad that we 
had great participation from the public it changed the environment of the meeting. 
Saddened by the process that took place. That is one of the reasons why she voted yes 
because of the people that only felt that they had a minute and then they were done to speak 
up then they will have a chance to be heard during the public comment period. 

Kevin: Question about female bobcat and the movement in the population. Is it possible 
that the harvest could be managed by WMU?  

Kim: Concern about enforcement if managed by WMU. We do it with other species but for 
some reason furbearer management by WMU has had issues/concerns previously.  

Bill: Some of the information was due to a very low take of females and a disproportionate 
take of males which might have been coming across from NH. Some of that could be 
attributed to the area that these animals were taken.  

Kim: Yes, the Connecticut River valley and the Champlain valley region have some 
different variables at play which is a separate issue. 

Bill: Thinks that Champlain valley issue is due to the higher number of hunters and less 
trappers 

The bobcat portion of the petition is to move the end of the season from the 16th to the 31st 
of December. 

Clarification: we are not doing a first vote; this is a straw vote based on Bill’s motion to 
better direct the department on what the Board would like to see in the proposal at the 
December meeting.  

Vote on Bill Pickensto bring back the bobcat element of the proposal so that it at least 
gets discussed at the December meeting: 6 in favor, 6 opposed and 1 abstained. Those 
in favor: Bill Pickens, Pete Allard, Craig Nolan, Craig Greene, David Fielding, and 
Theresa Elmer. Those opposed: Grant Spates, Justin Lindholm, Tim Biebel, Dennis 
Mewes, Johanna Laggis and Kevin Lawrence. Cheryl Frank-Sullivan abstained. 

Straw vote: Draw, 6 to 6 and 1 abstained. Motion does not pass. 

Third Vote Bear Tooth Collection Rule Amendment:  

Justin: Did we figure out what the fine will be for offenders that do not submit a tooth? 

It is set by the judicially committee but we can recommend it be the lowest fine that we 
have, which is $99.00.  

Craig Nolan motioned to accept the proposal for the bear tooth collection rule 
amendment. 



Grant Spates seconded the motion. 

Vote: 12 in favor 1 opposed (Justin Lindholm). Motion passed.  

Commissioner Update on Bear Rule: The department has been working with a group from 
the Vermont Bear Hounds Association. We have agreed on a lot of the issues which will 
address some of their concerns and some of our concerns. We are hung up a little bit on 
limiting the number of dogs so we are still talking to them about that. They will then go 
back to the association with the discussion outcomes and we will bring the Board a 
proposal on the changes that were discussed in the working group. We will clearly outline 
the points that we agree on as well as any that we may not agree on. Thinks that this will 
result in a much better bear rule than we have currently on the books. The department 
hopes to bring that proposal to the Board in January or February.  

Colonel: Interesting process to watch unfold. Wardens have been very heavily involved 
and have been integrating problems that they have been seeing as well as concerns and 
issues from the houndsmen and women. Thinks that the finish product is going to be a very 
simplified rule. In addition to what the Commissioner said the Colonel did have a couple of 
great conversations with the limit of dogs with houndsmen and women. There was some 
confusion around the issue but people are coming around to 6 dogs on the ground even if 
you are hunting with a partner. These problems are solving themselves as they have been 
brought up. Mark, the wardens and the houndsmen get all of the credit on this success.   

Commissioner’s Update: Turkey shotgun season starts Saturday. An update on the moose 
take this year: 9 moose were taken in archery and it looks like rifle a little more successful 
than last year but the results are still being tallied. Already gave you an update on Bear 
Hounds Working group. We are in the process of setting up gmail accounts for those of 
you how would like a generic one that is solely used for Board correspondence. If you 
would like one, please let Mary know.   

Roundtable  

Pete Allard: Any new news on Swanton Dam and taking it down? No major updates the 
town has contracted with a firm to determine if there is potential for hydroelectric power. 
Eric thinks that it may be non-economical as a hydro dam but they are looking at green 
energy credits instead of dollars. This should move the discussion along more quickly.  

Grant Spates: On the Clyde River, the #11 dam got breached. It was a precedence set 
because it was one of the first times that the feds denied an owner to rebuild a dam after a 
flood. So, that habitat remains open as a result. Dave Smith and Francis Smith who were 
very involved in that are going to have an access area named after Francis on the 
Connecticut river.  

Bill Pickens: Turkey hunting in Unit C in the fall, have had some questions about when 
unit C is going to be opened in the fall? Concern across the eastern states about decline in 
turkey numbers because of the decline in population in other states and we have not wanted 
to increase the harvest number. 

Craig Nolan: Green River Reservoir? -in an appeal with that permit so we cannot say a lot 
about this subject being as we are in the middle of a case with them. ANR has moved as far 
in the direction of the utility that it can and be successfully in a permit with it.  



Craig Greene: A unit for turkey hunting. In the last 10 years, the harvest has dropped 60% 
in that area. Due to several variables. Believes that it should be down to one tom turkey a 
year in that unit. 

David Fielding: Meat in the freezer, moose hunting in Newfoundland was very successful.  

Justin Lindholm: Surprisingly he is very satisfied with the new shooting range in the NEK 
on South American Pond Road. 

Tim Biebel: Passed 

Dennis Mewes: Passed 

Cheryl Frank-Sullivan: Doe camp in September was awesome. Got meet in the freezer 
and life is good. 

Johanna Laggis: Doe camp was great. Took a plant identification class and basket 
weaving. 

Theresa Elmer: Passed 

Kevin Lawrence: Want to remind everyone to wear their hunter orange and have a good 
safe fall. Kevin will be going youth hunting this coming weekend in NH.  

Craig Greene motioned to adjourn the meeting 

Tim Biebel seconded the motion. Meeting adjourned at 9:13 PM EST.    


