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Tracking Number: (2021-017)

To request a change to regulations under the authority of the California Fish and Game Commission
(Commission), you are required to submit this completed form to: California Fish and Game
Commission, (physical address) 1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1320, Sacramento, CA 95814, (mailing
address) P.O. Box 944209, Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 or via email to FGC@fgc.ca.gov. Note:
This form is not intended for listing petitions for threatened or endangered species (see Section 670.1
of Title 14).

Incomplete forms will not be accepted. A petition is incomplete if it is not submitted on this form or
fails to contain necessary information in each of the required categories listed on this form (Section I).
A petition will be rejected if it does not pertain to issues under the Commission’s authority. A petition
may be denied if any petition requesting a functionally equivalent regulation change was considered
within the previous 12 months and no information or data is being submitted beyond what was
previously submitted. If you need help with this form, please contact Commission staff at (916) 653-
4899 or FGC@fgc.ca.gov.

SECTION I: Required Information.
Please be succinct. Responses for Section | should not exceed five pages

1. Person or organization requesting the change (Required)
Name of primary contact person: Dan Ryan
Address: I
Telephone number: I——————

Email address: s

2. Rulemaking Authority (Required) - Reference to the statutory or constitutional authority of
the Commission to take the action requested: Sections 200, 203, 265, 460, 3051, 3452, 3453, 3953

and 4334, Fish and Game Code. Also see attached for more details

3. Overview (Required) - Summarize the proposed changes to regulations: See Attached. | was a
part of an R# subcommittee with the department where we looked at creative ways to change the
licensing system. Adding change to the big Game structure was one topic discussed but not finalized. |
have been working with Department staff on new ideas for solving problems with the Big Game draw
as well as providing additional opportunity for hunters. The Department needs to be adaptable and
flexible. In the attachment | have provided a number of Big Game changes including new hunts and
seasons. | am not asking that we try and implement all in 2022 however | would like to start the
discussion and have a phased approach.

4. Rationale (Required) - Describe the problem and the reason for the proposed change:
Though the department has seen a decline in hunting license sales it has seen a substantial increase in hunter
participation/demand in big game tags. To better serve the outdoor enthusiast in the state as well as provide
additional opportunity with no incremental increase in harvest the department must adapt and make changes.

Why is this important?
e Millions of dollars are generated through the Big Game application and tag system. This system should evolve to
meet demands and increase opportunity, or it will be at risk of losing participation. From 2014 to 2020 there has
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been over 17,500 additional applications, this is a substantial amount of money and interest generated. It would
not make sense to not try and adapt to the increase.

CDFW needs to manage Big Game herds and hunters in a flexible manner. Not making adjustments on an
annual or bi-annual basis is not effective, nor is that method of active management in responding to changing
resource conditions/hunter preferences.

The Big Game opportunities are stagnant and have not changed or been modified (other than annual season
dates and tag allocations) for years. Stagnant environments tend to lead to decreased participation and missed
opportunities for improvement.

Other states such as Idaho, Nevada, Arizona and Wyoming are constantly adding opportunities based on
biological resources and hunter demand and have been successful. The results speak for themselves and this
approach has been proven to work.

Big Game hunters as a whole are incredibly frustrated with the preference point system and the number of
years it takes to draw a “premium hunt”.

Simply changing dates or adding a few premium hunts in general zones can increase draw odds and spread the
point pool of applicants.

Builds rapport with hunters and CDFW. Adds to the benefit of active management and responsiveness of the
department to hunters.

By spreading the already allocated tags to new hunts, this method should result in little change to overall
harvest.

SECTION II: Optional Information

5.

6.

Date of Petition: 8/30/2021

Category of Proposed Change

O Sport Fishing

[0 Commercial Fishing

X Hunting

[ Other, please specify: Click here to enter text.

The proposal is to: (To determine section number(s), see current year regulation booklet or
https://govt.westlaw.com/calregs)

X Amend Title 14 Section(s) Sections 200, 203, 265, 460, 3051, 3452, 3453, 3953 and 4334,
Fish and Game Code. Also see attached for more details

X Add New Title 14 Section(s): Sections 200, 203, 265, 460, 3051, 3452, 3453, 3953 and
4334, Fish and Game Code. Also see attached for more details

\EI\ Repeal Title 14 Section(s): Click here to enter text.

If the proposal is related to a previously submitted petition that was rejected, specify
the tracking number of the previously submitted petition Click here to enter text.
Or X Not applicable.

Effective date: If applicable, identify the desired effective date of the regulation.
If the proposed change requires immediate implementation, explain the nature of the
emergency: The 2022 changes should be voted on in December in order for implementation to occur..
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10. Supporting documentation: Identify and attach to the petition any information supporting the
proposal including data, reports and other documents: Attached proposal showing justification
and work with CDFW, partners and members of the public.

11. Economic or Fiscal Impacts: Identify any known impacts of the proposed regulation change
on revenues to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife, individuals, businesses, jobs,
other state agencies, local agencies, schools, or housing: All of these changes have direct and
indirect impacts with communities, individuals, businesses, jobs and the department. They
would generate additional revenue for the department as well as increase customer
satisfaction.

12. Forms: If applicable, list any forms to be created, amended or repealed:

Click here to enter text.
SECTION 3: FGC Staff Only
Date received: 9/02/21

FGC staff action:
(1 Accept - complete
[ Reject - incomplete

[1 Reject - outside scope of FGC authority
Tracking Number
Date petitioner was notified of receipt of petition and pending action:

Meeting date for FGC consideration: 10/14/21 receive, 12/15-16/21 action

FGC action:
(1 Denied by FGC
[1 Denied - same as petition

Tracking Number
[] Granted for consideration of regulation change



