California Department of Fish and Game
Resources Building, 1416 Ninth Street
Sacramento, California 9581k

REPCRT OF THE 1968 GAME TAKE HUNTER SURVEY

Hunter gane take questionnaires were meiled to 13,395 hunting licensees on
January &, 1969. This was a sample of 1.8 percent of the estimated hunting
licensees and was gelected randomly.

A total o>f 6,916 usable questionnaires was returned, a response of about
52 percent.

It is of importance to realize that, dus to the statistical bias inkerent in
surveys of this type, the principal value of the total bag Tigures included

in this report is in their indication of gane bag trends. Their primary use
1s to compare this season witk last sesson and with long range trends,

The estimated total hunting licerse sales Jdivided by the number of question-
naires returned, provided the projection factor for calculating total figures.
The projection factor used for the 1968-69 hunting season calculations was
752,500 %+ 6,916 = 108.1.

HUNTING LICENSE SALES 1967 1553 (hange from 1967
Buntirg Licenses 751,000 752,5C0 + 0.2%
Deer Tags 425,500 h26,007 + T
Pheasant Tags 215,970 218,500 + 1.2%
Bear Tags 34,470 33,500 - 2.8
Tuck Stamps 153,053 Wot available -
¥Estimated

HUNTING REGULATTON CHANGES

Doves

A split season was in effect in 1968. The early season was September 1-30
and the late season, November 30 through Decembar 8, statewide.

The deily bag limit wasg reduced from 12 doves per day to 10 per day.

Deer

The late season two (2) buck areas of Del Norte, 3iskiyon, Shasta, Trinity,
Humboldt, Tehama and Clenn counties and the one (1) buck portions of Shasta,
Tehama, Lassen, Plumas and Bubtte counties, which had an early closing in
1967 was extended in 1968 to conform with the general November 3, 1968 sea.
son closing date,
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Bear

Southern California was closed to bear hunting.

Chukar Partridge

‘Tehama County was added to the general chukar season.

Tree Squirrsls

Santa Cruz County was added to the general tree squirrel seasocon.

Turkey

The first turkey season in California was opened for one day in San Luis

Cbispo County.

The following tables are appended to this report:

Table 1

Table 2

Table 3

Table I
Table 5
Table 6

Table T

& /69

Mailing and Return of Questionnaires, By County of Residence
1968 Hunter Survey

Summary of Statewlde Game Bag - 1668

Game Bag, Ten Leading Counties - 1968 {Pheasants, Quail,
Doves, Band-tailed Pigeons, Jackrabbits, Cottontail/
Brush Rabbits, Ducks and Geese)

Regional Game Bag, Major Species - 1968

Distribution of Hunter Effort, by Game Species - 1968

Hunter Success, Summary 1954-1968

Where Metropolitan Area Hunters Bag Their Game - 1968
{BExpressed in Percent of Bag in the Counties Hunted)

Summary by Species:

A. Pheasants
B. Quail
C. Doves
D. Ducks
E. Deesr
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BAG BY SPECIES

UPLAND GAME
PHEASANTS 1967 1968 Change from 1967
Statewide Bag 794,500 662,200 - 17%
Hunters Reported 245,500 246,700 Trace
Average Seasonal Bag 3.2 2.7 - 0.5
Total Days Hunted 870,300 816,800 - 6%
Average Days Eunted 3.5 3.3 - 0.2

The 17 percent decrease in the 1968 gheasant bag from the reported kill in
1967 was attribubted i part to a lowsr 1968 pheasan population. Preseason
pheasant brood counts in 1968 had indicated poor pheasant production. It was
felt that the long dry spring of 1968 was the most important contributing
factor to this productior decline.

The most pronounced drop in the 1968 pheasant bag was recorded in the princi-
ral pheasant producing counties of tle San Joaquin Valley, Among the ten
leading counties in the 1968 pheasan’. season take Fresno, Merced and Stani-
slaus Counties registered a combined total bag of 27 percent below the
reported kill for 1967, while the lenading counties in the Sacramento Valley;
namely, Butte, San Joaquin, Sacramemio, Yolo, Sutter aad Colusa registered a
decline of about 9 percent below their 1967 kill.

In 1967 the aforementioned San Joaguin Valley counties provided 20 percent of
the statewide bag--in 1968 it was 18 percent. The Sacramento Valley counties
in 1967 had 36 percent of the statewide bag while in 1968 it was b0 percent.

QUATL 1967 1968 Change from 1967
Statewide Bag 2,584,000 2,392,700 - T
Hunters Reported 234,900 233,200 - 1%
Average Seasonal Bag 11.0 10.3 - 0.7
Total Days Hunted 1,029,100 995,600 - 3%
Average Days Bunied hol k.3 - 0.1

In spite of good quail production in 1968 in most areas of the state, the
guail bag for 1968 dropped 7 percent below 1967.

Minor declines from 1967 figures were noted in the number of quail hunters
afield and in the hunting effort expended by these hunters during the 1968
quail season.,

The south coastal counties of San Luis Obispo, Santa Barbara and Ventura,
which have been traditionally among the ten leading counties in the statewide
quail bag experienced a disappolnting season in 1968 due to a poor hatch.

The 1968 quail bag in these three counties combined to drop 45 percent below
their reported kilil in 1967.
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e 1967 1968 Change from 1967
Statewide Bag 5,128,300 4,461,900 - 13%
Hunters Reported 277,800 263,300 - 5%
Average Seasonsl Bag 18.5 16.9 - 1.6
Total Days Hunted 1,158,500 1,076,500 - 7%
Average Days Mmted Lo b1 - 0.1

The decreased 1968 dove baz which fell 13 percent below the record kiil
Teported in 1967 was attriouted in part to the reduction of the daily dove
bag limit from 12 birds in the bag in 1967 to 10 in 1968.

Imperial County, the perenaiel leader in the statedwide dove bag, registered
an increase of shout 1L percent over its 1967 kill. A generally reduced kill
Was recorded in most othe:i parts of the state.

Preseason rainfall in norschern California scattered dove concentrations and
started an early southward migration of doves, which resulted in fewer birds
available to hunters in moet of northern California.

A 39-day split season was in effect in 1968. The first portion of 30 days
was from September 1-30; the second of 9 days duration, was November 30-
December 8. A similar split season was in effect in 1965. Listed below
are the couparative proporhions of the dove bag reported for September and
December- during 1965 and 1068.

SUCCESSFUL DOVE HUNTERS BY SEASON - 1965 and 1968

_ 1565 1968
funters Bag Hunters Bag
September 8c4, A 854 92%
Decenber 11% & , 15% 8%
100% 1004 100% 100%
BAND-TATLED PTIGEONS 1967 1968 Change from 1967
Statewide Bag 260,100 307,000 + 18%
Hunters Reported kk,000 bl , 300 + Trace
Average Seasonal Bag 5.9 6.9 + 1.0
Total Days Hunted 126,100 130,300 + 3%
Average Days Hunted 2.9 2.9 -

In 1968 the coastal counties from San Luis Obispo in the south to Sonoma in
the north and the northwest counties of Humboldt, Shasta, Trinity and Siskiyou
provided the major portisn of the 1968 band-tailed pigeon bag.

Monterey County generally among the leaders in band-tail kill had an 11 per-
cent increase over their 1967 bag figures and wag responsible for about 21
percent of the statewice band-tailed pigeon bag in 1968.
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CHUKAR PARTRIIGE
Statewide Bag
Bunters Reported
Average Seasopal Bag
Total Pays Hunted
Average Days Hunted

STERRA/RUFFED GROUSE

Statewide Bag
Hunters Reported
Average Seasonal Bag
Total Days Hunbted
Average Days Hunted

JACKRABBITS

Statewide Bag
Hunters Reported
Average Seasonal Bag
Total Days Hunted
Average Days Hunted

COTTONTATL/BRUSE RABBITS

Statewide Bag
Hunters Reported
Average Seasonal Bag
Total Days Hunted
Average Days Hunted

The key to the 1968 decline in the 1968 cottontail bag was
traditional southern Californis areas of eot

1967

3,800
4,900
0.8
7,600
1.6

1967

2,650,700
175,900
15.1
1,633,200
9.3

1967

1,152,700
132,600
8.7
815,500
6.2

1968

83,800
32,600
2.6
102,200
3.1

1963

4,500
L, 200
1.1
5,440
1.3

1968

2,450,700
172,800
14,1
1,590,300
9.2

1968

891,000
119,200
-5
648,100
5.0

principal cottontail rroducing counties of Riverside

Diego and Los Angeles combined in 1
bined total take in 1967,

tontail abundsnce.,

Change from 1967

+ + + 1+

13%
1%
0.4
8
0.2

Change from 1967

1+ 1+

Charge from 1G67

8%
2%
1.0
3%

0.1

Change Trom 1967

provided
The
» San Bernardino, San
968 to drop 31 percent below their com-

23%

10%
1.2

21%
0.8

in the
four

The extremely dry springtime experienced statewlde in 1968 had curtailed
cottontail production and less rabbits were available to bunters.

TREE SQUIRRELS

Statewide Bag
Hunters Reported
Average Seasonal Rag
Total Days Hunted
Average Days Hunted

6/69

1967 1968
180,200 240,600
59,400 66, 400
3.0 3.6
232,200 282,000
3.9 Iy, 2
CHAPTER TIT

Change from 1967

+
+
+
+

+

34%

129,
0.6

21%
0.3
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WATERFOWL

DUCKS 1967 1968 Change from 1967
Statewide Bag 3,369,200 2,566,000 - 244
Hunters Reported 191,200 185,800 - 3%
Average Seascnal Bag 17.6 13.8 - 3.8
Totel Days Hunted 1,341,900 1,339,900 - Trace
Average Days Hunted 7.0 7.2 + 0.2

The 24 percent decline in the 1968 duck bag from 1967 figures can be attributed
to several conditions. Throughout the 86-day season, there was very little
good duck hurting weather. Excessive rainfall was accompanied by a great deal
of flooding., With the abundance of water the birds left their usual haunts
and utilized the newly created habitat making the ducks unavailable to hunters.
But probably the most important factor was the pcor duck producticn experienced
during the breeding season. Preseason banding samples, in-season bag checks
and postseason wing analysis showed a very low incidence of young ducks.

About 31 percent of the state's duck hunters reported hunting effort on private
Oor commercial gun clubs and accounted for about 41 percent of the statewide
duck bag.

GEESE 1967 1968 Chenge from 1967
Statewide Bag 339,100 312,900 - %
Bunters Reported 88,90 85,000 - h%
Average Seasonal Bag 3.8 3.7 - 0,1

The 1968 goose kill was down 8 percent from the 1967 bag in spite of the fact
that goose populations were again at high levels, Undoubtedly the geese tock
advantage of the abundance of newly created habitat and were not available to
the hunters,

BIG GAME
DEER (Survey) 1967 1968 Change from 1967
Statewide Bag 98,800 121,000 + 23%
Hunters Reported 449,100 415,700 - T
Total Days Hunted 3,751,100 3,215,300 - 14
Average Days Hunted 8.k 7.7 _ - 0.7

The 1968 deer kill of 121,000, as calculated from hunter questionnaire
respondents, indicated an increase of 23 percent over the 98,800 deer kill
reported in the 1967 hunter survey. The 51,706 deer kill report bags received
in 1928 had iundicated an increase of 29 percent over the L0,000 tags returned
in 1667.

In 1967 the program for self-validation of deer kill report tags was initiated.
At the conclusion of the 1967 deer season the 40,000 deer kill report tags
indicated a 42 percent decline in the kill from the 69,118 report tags
received in 1966. Hunter survey calculations Ffop this same period had
indicated g drop in the deer kill of 27 percent.
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Prior to 1967 the total dser kiil report tags received each year had con-
siztently maintained an average of about half the number that were calculabed
in the hunter survey. In 1967 this proportion dropped to 40O percent. It was
concluded from comparison of the records at that time that many successful
buck hunters had neglscted to submit deer kill report tags in 1967. This con-
clusion was confirmed the following year. In 1968 Department personnel checked
more than 2,400 tagged deer in locker plants statewide, This sample indicated
that an average of U5 percent of the tagged deer checked did not return deer
kill report tags.

In 1968, with self-validation still in effect, a comparison between deer tag
returns and hunter survey results indicated a slight change. Deer tag returns
represented about 43 percent of the 121,100 deer kill caleulated from 1968
hurter questionnaire respondents.

A comparison between deer kill report tag returns and hunter survey kill
results is shown below:

Reported Deer Kill 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968
Tags 56,814 66,584 61,224 69,118 40,000 51,705
Survey 117,100 138,700 128,200 135,200 98,800 121,100

Tag return percentage
of survey results Lo% L& L84 51% hod L3,

A total of 35,000 archery deer hunters reported deer hunting effort in 1968.
About 20 percent of the successful deer hunters took two deer.

Special antlerless deer hunts suppiement the regular buck deer seascnal bag
and provide an additionsl part of the total California deer kill. Compara-
tive special antlerless deer kill figures for 1967 and 1968 are listed below:

1967 19683

Antlerless Hunt Bag (tag count) 7,377 3,222
Special Antleriess Deer Hunt Tag

Purchasers (License Section) 26,898 10,712
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MAILING ARD RETURN OF QUESTICHNAIRES BY COUNTY OF RESIDENGE -~ 1968 HUNTER SHRVEY

CCOUNTY

ALAMEDA
ALPINE
AMADOR
BUTTE
CALAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTR4 COSTA
BEL NORTE
EL GORADO
FRESHOD
GLENN
HLMBOLOT
IMPER 1AL
[NYO

KERN

KNGS

LAKE

LASSEN

.03 ANGELES
MAGERA
MARIN
MARTPOSE
MENDOG 1RO
MERGED
MODOG

MONC
MOWTEREY

fla PA

NEVADA
ORANGE
PLAGER
PLUAS
RIVERSIDE
SACRAMENTC
SEN BERITO
SAN BERNARDIKC
SAN DIEGO
SAN FRANCISCO
SAN JOAQUIN
SAN LUIS 0BISPO
SAN MATEQ
SANTA BARBARA
SANTA CLARA
SANTA CRUZ
SHASTA
STERRA
SISKIYCU
SOLAND
SONCMA
STAMISLAUS
SUTTER
TEHAMA
TRIMITY
TULARE
TUOLUMKE
VENTHRA
YOLG

YL BA

TOTAL
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TABLE 1

QUEST FONNA [RES PERCEIT OF

MATLED

586
1
28
279
45
43
546
50
7
507
73
279
96
47
403
102
54
78
2,363
81
131
15
155
187
31
11
193
108
67
544
171
62
221
659
32
327
486
187
379
148
346
153
660
89
311
12
156
205
254
309
110
89
27
298
62
174
156
120
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GHAPTER LI

HUMBER PERCENT
RETURNED RETURNED
303 51,7

1 100.0
15 53,6
185 58,1
29 63,0
18 41,9
270 43,5
26 52,0
34 44,7
268 52,8
42 57,5
145 52,0
45 46,9
24 51,1
207 51.4
53 52,0
21 38,9
41 51.9
1,175 48,7
38 46,9
74 56,5
4 26,7
80 51,6
88 47,1
16 51.6
5 45,5
104 53,9
54 50,0
38 56.7
250 53,3
87 50,9
32 51,6
110 49,8
362 54,9
15 46,9
174 53,2
276 56,8
88 46,0
173 45,8
66 45,9
194 56,1
72 47,1
380 54,5
58 58,6
155 49,8
7 58.3
79 50,6
108 53,2
150 59,1
162 52,4
54 49,1
43 48,3
15 55.6
137 48,0
31 50,0
84 48,3
88 55,1
B4 53,3
6,916 51,8
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TABLE 3
BAME BAG - 1968

(TEN LEADING COUNTIES)

5% OF STATE POSTTION

% OF STATE

PHEASANTS __TOTAL 1367 JLCKRABB 75 W0TAL
1, BUTTE 7.7 2 1. SAN BERNARD 4O 14,6
2, SAK JOAQUIN 7.5 7 2, KERW 12.7
8. SACRAMENTO 7.3 g 8, LOS ANGELES 7.5
4. FRESNO 7.2 3 4. FRESHC 8.7
5. YOLO 6.4 8 5, MADERA 5.7
6, SUTTER 5.8 3 6. TULARE 4.1
7. IMPERIAL 5.6 10 7. RIVERSIDE 3.5
8. STANISLAUS 5.3 5 B. YOLO 2.9
9. MERCED 5.3 6 9. KIngs 2.9
10,  COLUSA 5.0 4 10, MEKCED 2,5
ALL OTHERS 36,9 ALL OTHERS 36,8
TOTAL 1000 TOTAL 10,0
QUATL RABBITS (COTTONTAIL/BRUSH)
1. KERN 9.2 4 1. RIVERSIDE 12,9
2. SAN DIZGO 7.2 2 2, SAH BERNARD 11O 12,3
3, RIVERSIDE 5,9 1 3. SAN DIEGO 11,9
4o FRESNC 4.8 3 4, KERM 9.8
6. LOS AHGELES 4.6 5 5, LOS ANGELES 9.0
6. SAN BERNARD 0 4,3 5 6. VENTURA 4.8
7. MONTEREY 3,7 10 7. FRESNO 3.6
8o MADERA : 3.6 12 B, MONTEREY 3.6
9. IMPERIAL 2,9 14 g, Y0 2.9
10, TULARE 2,9 16 10, MERGED 2.7
ALL OTHERS 50,0 ALL OTHERS 26,5
TOTAL 100.0 TOTAL 100, 0
DOVES BUCKS
1. IMPERJAL 12,3 ! 1. MERCED 15,9
24 FRESKO 8.8 2 2. COLUS: 11.3
3. TULARE 6.8 5 3. SOLANO 7.5
4. KERN 6.5 4 4, BUTSE 5.3
5. RIVERSIDE 5.3 3 5, KERM 5,0
6. SAN DIEGD 4.1 8 6. FRESKD 4,8
7. MERGED 3.4 7 7o SISKIYOU 44
B, BUTTE 3.3 16 8. SUTTER 4.4
9. YOLO 3.0 18 9. IMPERIAL 4.0
10, STANISLAUS 2.8 g 10, BLERN 4,0
ALL OTHERS 43,1 ALL OTHERS 33,0
TOTAL 10040 TOTAL 100,0
BANO~TA ILED P IGEONS SEESE
. MONTEREY 21,1 1 1. SiSKIYOU 16,3
2, SAN LUIS OBISPO 13.1 9 2, COLUSA 15,8
3. SHASTA 12,7 4 3, MODOC 9,5
4o SONOMA 4.3 § 4, BUTTE 8,3
6. HWMBOLDT 4,3 19 5, GLENN 7.3
6. SISKIYOU 3,5 7 6. MERCED 8,2
7. SANTA CRUZ 3.3 22 7. SUTTER 4,3
8. PLACER 2.8 25 B, SAN JOAQUIN 4.2
9. AN DIEGO 2.7 5 9. SACRAMENTO 4.1
0. TRINITY 2.5 22 0. IMPERIAL 3.9
ALL OTHERS 2,1 ALL OTHERS _20,1
TOTAL 100.0 ToTAL 150.0
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TABLE 6
HUATER SUCCE3S

As Reported by Hunter Survey Respondents

(In Percent)

Hunted Humted
id Not Hunt Unsuccessfully Successfully
8 26 65
10 23 &7
11 20 67
12 22 £E
8 23 69
7 27 66
7 28 65
8 28 6h
8 28 Al
9 25 66
T 23 70
10 oh &7
11 £ 66
10 22 68
10 22 68
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TABLE 7-A

WHERE METROPOLITAN AREA PHEASANT HUMTERS BAGGED THEIR PHEASANTS - 1968
EXPRESSED IN PERCENT OF BAG BY METROPOLITAN AREA HUNTERS N THE COUNTIES THEY HUNTED

{(STATE BAG 662,200)

PERCENTAGE OF
STATE BAG (14%) (5%) (62)  (10m) (eg)  (1%) (T} (s%) (22} (%) (32)
SAN JOSE  STOCKYON  SALTO, CHICO  REDDING EUREKA  FRESNO  BKSFED. L. A. S. DIEGD

BAY AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA ARER AREA
ALAMEDA
8sFe SAKTA Shk SACRA= Hig= Lob, & Sak
ConeCosTh  CLARA Joagqurm MEKTO ButTE SuasTA  BOLDT Fresng  KErw ORANGE Digeo
COUMTIES Courry Covnry Couwry Coueyr County County  Coumty  Counry Counties CouNyy

ALAMEDA 4
BUTTE 5
GOLUSA 14
CONTRA GOSTA 10
FRESNC -
GLENK &
IMPERIAL -
KERN -
KINGS -
LASSEN -
LS ANGELES

MADERA

MARIN

MAR | FOSA

MERGED

MODOC

ORANGE

PLACER

RIVERSIDE
SACRAMENTO 1
SAN BENITO

SAN BERNARDING
SAK DIEED

SAK JOAQUIN
SANTA CLARA
SHASTA
Si8K1YOU
SOLARC
STAK1SLALS
SUTTER

TEHAMA

TULARE

YOLO

YUBA

ALL OTHERS
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TABLE 7~B

WHERE METROPOLITAN AREA QUAIL HUNTERS BAGGED THEIR QUAIL - 1968

EXPRESSED IN PERCENT OF BAG BY METROPOLITAR AREA HUNTERS N THE COUNTIES THEY HUNTED

PERCENTAGE OF
STATE BAG (6%}

BAY AREA

(2%}
SAN JOSE
AREA

(2)
STOCKTON
AREA

{STATE BAG 2,392,700)

(3%)
SACTO.
AREA

(%) (2%) (2%) (1%) (6%) {20%) (7%)
CHICC  REDDING EURFKA FRESNOG  BKSFLD, L, A 3. DIEE
AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA

ALAMEDA
8. Fe

Con,CosTa
COURTIES

SARTA
CLARA
COURTY

San
Joaguin
COGNTY

SAcRA-
MERTO
Cobnry

Hup~ LA, & SAN
Berte Swasta  BOLOT FRESNO  KERR OrRARGE Dieso
County  County Coumry CoudTy COUNTY COUBTIES COUNTY

ALAMEDA
AMADOR
BUTTE 1
CALAVERAS

COLUSA

CONTRA COSTA 1
EL BORADD

FRESNG

RUMBOLDT

IMPERIAL

{NYO

KERN

KINGS

LAKE

LASSEN

LOS ANGELES

HMABERA

MAR[POSA

MENDOGING 1
MONTEREY

HAPA

NEVADA

PLACER

PLIMAS
REVERSIDE
SACRAMENTO

SAN BENITO

SAN BERNARD ING
SAN DIEGD

SAN JOAQUIN

SAN LEIS GBISPO
SAN MATEO

SANTA CLARA
SHASTA

SONOMA

TEHAMY

TRINITY

TULARE

TUOLLMNE
VEHTLURA

YOLO

ALL OTHERS
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TABLE 7-C
WHERE METROPGLITAN AREA DQVE HUNTERS BAGGED THEIR DOVES - 1968
EXPRESSED [N PERCENT OF BAG BY METROPOLITAN AREA HUNTERS IN THE COUNTIES THEY HUNIED

(STATE BAG 4,461,900)

PERCENTAGE OF
STATE BAG {6%) (3%} (2%) (5%) (3z) (1%} (1) (8%) (5%) (182) (1%)
SAN JOSE  STGCKTON  SACTO., CHICO  REDDING EUREKA  FRESNO  BKSFLD., L. A. S« DIEC

BAY AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA
ALAMEDA :
8. Fa SANTA Sax SacRA- HiM- . Leba & San
Cono,CoSTA  CLARA JoaquiN MEKTO BuTTe SHASTA  BOLDT FRESROG  Kepw CRANGE DiEgo
COUKTIES COUNTY CouNTY Courty Coumty GCounty CouNty CobiTy COUNTY COUNTIES COUNTY

ALAMEDA
AMADOR
BUTTE
CALAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTRA COSTA i
EL DORADO
FRESNO

GLENN
HUMBOLDT
IMPERIAL

KERN

KINGS

LAKE

LOS ARSELES
MADERA

MAR FPOSA
MERCED
MOWTEREY

HAFA

ORANGE

PLAGER
RIVERSIDE
SACRAMENTO
SAN BENITO
SAN BERMARDINO
SAN DIEGO

SAN JOAQUIN
SAN LUIS OBISPO
SAN MATEO
SANTA CLARA
SHASTA

SOLANO

SONCMA
STANISLAUS
SUTTER

TEHAMA
TRINITY
TULARE
THOLURIE
VENTURA

YOLO

YURA

ALL OTHERS
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TABLE 7-D
WHERE METROPOLITAN AREA DUCK HUNTERS BAGGED THEIR DUCKS - 1968
EXPRESSED IN PERCENT OF BAG BY METROPOLITAN AREA HUNTERS IN THE COUNTIES THEY HUNTED
{STATE 8AG 2,568,000)

PERCENTAGE OF
STATE BAG (19%) (82) (1) (e2)  (3)  (2%) () (%) (1)  (9%) (3%)
SAN JOSE  STOCKTON ~ SAGTO.  GHICO REDDING EUREKA  FRESNG  BKSFLD. L. A. S DIEGI

BAY AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA ABREA AREA AREA AREA AREA
ALAMEDA

S. F, “SANTA SAn SACRA- Him- LoAs & SAN
Con.003TA  CLARA Joaguia MENTO BuTTE SHASTA  BOLDY FrEsRO  KERM ORANGE DiEGo
GOounTiES County COURTY GCourty CounTy  CounTYy COUNTY COUNTY COUKTY COUNTIES COUnTY

ALAMEDA

BUTTE
CALAVERAS
COLUSA

CONTRA COSTA
OEL NORTE
FRESNO

GLENN

HIMBOLDT
IMPERIAL

KERN

KINGS

LASSEN

LOS ANGELES
MADERA

MAR IN

MERCED

HMOD0C
REVERSIDE
SACRAMENTO
SAN BERNARDINO
SAK DIEGO

SAN JOAQUIN
SAN MATED
SANTA CLARA
SHASTA -
SiSKiyou 2
SOLAKC 19
STANISLAUS -
SUTTER
TEHAMA
TUOLIMKE
VENTURA
YOLO

YUBA

ALL OTHERS
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TABLE 7-§
WHERE METROPOLITAN AREA DEER HUNTERS BAGGED THEIR DEER - 1968 -
EXPRESSED 1N PERCENT OF BAG BY THE METROPOLITAN AREA HUNTERS (M THE COUNTIES THEY HUNTED
(STATE BAS 121,%00)

PERCEHTAGE OF
STATE BAG {13%) (43) {1%) (4%) (33) (4%) (8%) (%) () (&%) (1%)
SAN JOSE  STOCKTON  SACTO. CHIGO  REDDING EUREKA  FRESNO  BKSFLD. L, A, 5. DIEB

BAY AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA ~  AREA AREA AREA - AREA
ALAHEDA ‘ T N ' S i .
8. Fs SARTA SAn SACRA~ HuM-~ LyAs & San
Con,Costé  CLARA Joagquis MENTO Buyve SmasTAa  BOLDT FRESHO  KERW ORARGE Diggo
CouuTiES COURTY COUNTY Couwty  Coumyy  Goumty  COuRtYy COUNTY  CoumTy COUNTIES Coupty

ALAMEDA
ALPINE
AMADOR
BUTTE
CALAVERAS
GOLUSA
CORTRA COSTA
EL {ORADD
FRESHO
GLENN
HiMBOLDT
KERH

KNGS

LAKE
LASSEN

LS ANGELES
MADERA
MARTHE
MARIPOSA
PENDOC 8D i
MODOS

MORO

MONTEREY

HAPA

HEVADA

ORANGE

PLAGER

PLUMAS
RIVERSIDE

ZAN BEWITO
AN BERHARGIRD
SkH DIEGO

SAN JOAQUIN
SAH LUIS OBISPO
SAN MATED
SAMTA BARBARA
SANTA CLARA
BHASTA

SIERRA
SISKIYOU
SOHDMA
STENISLAUS
TEHAMA
TRINLTY
TULARE
TUOLUMN
VENTURA

YOLO

YHEA

ALl OTHERS
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1968 Pheasants Quail Doves
Hunter Survey Bag Hunters Bag Hunters Bag Hunters
i ALAMEDA 3,400 2,500 10,800 2,100 23,500 2,300
2 ALPINE - - i - - . _
3 AMADOR 100 100 2k 800 2,100 21,000 | 1,700
L BUTTE 50,900 15,000 L2, 800 b 600 146,900 TLH00 .
5 CALAVERAS 100 300 23,800 3,400 3,900 1,000
6 COLUSA 32,900 13,200 10,900 1,500 67,600 2,400
7 CONTRA COSTA 13,000 b, 100 § 16,100 2,100 67,200 5,300
& DEL NORTE w - 1,560 300 - -
9 EL DORADO 300 200 29,800 4,100 21,900 1,500
10 FRESNC L7400 23,900 115,900 11,300 390,700 8,700
11 GLENN 27,900 +0,900 6,300 1,300 49,500 3.000
12  HUMBOLDT - - 29,200 4,500 2,600 Loo
13 IMPERIAL 37,300 18,300 69,800 10,100 549,000 33,300
th INYO 2,000 1,700 Lo . 500 L, 600 53,200 2,700
15 KERN 13,000 4,800 221,200 1 23,600 291,500 17,000
16 KINGS 13,800 6,900 15,000 2,400 112,900 £.200
17 LAKE 800 200 30,600 2,500 21,300 2,300
18 ILASSEN 3,200 1,800 14,800 2,500 23,400 2,200
19 108 ANGELIRS 1,400 800 110,600 18,200 56,500 8,100
20 MADERA 13,000 I}, 600 26,5400 4,000 9k, 100 L, 300
21  MARIN 2,200 800 7,500 900 9,000 LOo
22  MARTPOSA 700 100 24,000 2,100 19,100 800
23  MENDOCINO 100 200 1 58,900 6,500 19,300 1,500
2L MERCED 35,000 15,800 26,700 2,900 1 . 153,300 £,300
25 MODOC 12,800 3,500 12,200 2,000 14,000 800
26 MONO 1,300 500 5100 00 4,500 00
27 MONTEREY 1,000 1,200 B7,.700 5,500 58,000 5700
28 NAPA 2,000 1300 33,300 3,000 27 900 2,00
20 NEVADA 200 100 20,200 2,300 1,300 208
30  ORANGE 1,700 Te0) 7.700 1L.700 o6 500 L2006
31 PLACER 9,600 4,600 5h,100 6,500 50,5 300 b, 000
32  PLUMAS - - 10,500 1,500 2,500 Lo
33 RIVERSIDE L,100 2,700 150,700 17,100 !t; 238,500 17,600
3k SACRAMENTO 48,600 18,100 14,000 3,400 98,000 6., 500
5 San BENITO 2,600 1,000 37,500 L 500 L2, 500 2,100
36 San BERNARDINO 3,500 1,300 4 103,700 13,500 116,000 9,900
3T San DIBGO 1,800 £00 173,000 13,600 183,700 10,200
38 San FRAWCISCO - - - - - -
39 San JOAQUIN 50,000 19,000 39,000 L, 800 112,200 9,100
40 San LUIS OBISED 200 360 56,100 5,500 I 60,200 3,700
L1 San MATEO &G0 400 5,700 1,200 9,400 1,100
Lo  Sarts DARBARA 500 100 53500 3,600 26,500 2,100
43 Sants CLARA 3,000 2 5 200 17,100 3,300 51,400 4,500
bl Santa CRUZ - - 12,700 1,600 i 23,500 1,600
%5  SHASTA EIREE 1,300 53,400 5,000 1 43,800 3,600
L6 STERRA - 160 200 500 |1 2, 400 500
4T  SISKIYOU 10,100 5, 100 33,100 3,700 i 50,900 2,800
L8 soramo 27,500 11,200 7400 1,800 4 29,300 3,500
45  SONOMA 8,100 3,800 50,500 5,700 0 63,400 5,100
50 STANISIATE 35,100 14,700 27,500 d 123,100 1 9,400
51 SUTTER 38,200 13,800 8,500 2300, 4 66,000 L, 500
52  TEHAMA 7,800 5,500 & 32,200 4,100 63,300 Lo 100
53  TRINITY - - 8,500 1,200 L 1,200 200
54  TULARE 22,500 10,500 65,600 7,900 303,000 14,600
55 TUOLUMNE - - 25,800 3,400 £..300 700
56 VENTURA 700 300 60,200 8,600 Lk 100 3,700
57 YOLO 42 B0 16,800 28,500 2,500 I 131,900 7,500
58 YUBA 13,300 5.5G0 23.000 2500 l§ 40,000 3,400
Unknown 8,300 10,700 20,700 6,900 65,800 £, 500
TOTAL 662,200 282,000 | 2,392,700  27h,200 [ 4,461,900 289,700




1968 Jackrabbits tottontalls Tree Sguirrels
Hunmter Survey Rag Hunters. Bag Hunters Rag Hunters
3 ALAMEDA 15,100 2,100 +, 00U 1,400 - -
2 ALPINE - - - - 1,500 300
3  AMADOR 2,000 500 1,400 Lo 6,500 1,600
L BUTTE L&, 600 2,900 700 400 10,700 32500
5 CALAVERAS 13,500 800 2,100 1,000 13,000 2,500
& COLUSA 14,100 2,900 100 100 = -
7 CONTRA COSTA 16,200 2,500 1,000 300 0 100 100
& DEI NORTE - - - - 1,300 300
9 EL DORADC 3,800 700 700 400 6,900 3,200

10 FRESNO 165,100 10,400 32,400 5,100 &,800 3,700
11, GLENN 1,800 2,400 - - 3,800 700
12 HUMBOLDT 13,800 1,800 8,300 1,300 16,400 3,100
13 IMPERIAL 29,200 3,200 18,700 3,800 - -
14 INYo 24,300 2, 400 26,300 3,300 100 100
15 KERW 210,600 21,500 827,000 13,500 1., 500 1,000
16 KINGS £9,500 . 2,500 6,300 1,500 2,200 100
17 LAKE 20,100 2,100 500 200 700 1,500
18 LASSEN 25,400 2,500 2900 1,500 3,900 500
19 108 ANGELES 183,300 14,100 80,100 12,600 1,000 300
20 MADERA 129,500 2,700 7600 2 200 9,700 3,700
21 MARIN 3,600 800 - - 1,200 200
22 MARIPOSA 200 100 700 300 9,500 2,400
23  MENDOCINO 10,0600 2,100 3,200 700 7,800 2,800
2l  MERCED 61,600 6,700 21,300 3,400 500 300
25 MODOC 18,800 1,100 3, 500 GQ0 &00 100
26 MONO 7,500 1,000 3,200 300 100 100
27 MONTERGY 23,000 2,500 32,200 3,600 11,200 2,800
o8 NAPA 27, #00 2,300 1,300 306 3,600 L, 300
29 NEVADA 3, 300 L0 TO0 200 6,300 2,000
30 ORANGE 10,600 1,500 21,100 2,500 - =
31 PLACER 23,000 3,200 1,300 LoD 5,700 2,200
30 PLUMAS 1,800 300 - - L, 200 1,000
33 RIVERSID: 87,500 12,500 114,500 15,600 - 100
34  SACRAMENTO h2 , 800 4,500 2,600 500 - -
35 Efan BENITO 22,000 1,600 3,600 800 - -
36 San BERNARDINO | 357,200 19,800 109,200 14,600 1,200 100
37 San DIEGO &0,200 6,400 105,600 105200 300 100
38 San FRANCISCO - - - - - =
39 Han JOAQUIN 52 200 5,200 7,700 1,800 100 100
40 8an LUIS OBISPO; 29,300 3,800 11 20,200 2,800 500 300
41 San MATEO - ~ 15,200 1,700 1,500 300
L2 Sants BARBARA 14,900 1,600 18,600 2,000 - -
43 Santa CLARA 25,200 2,200 5,500 1,700 5,400 1,200
4 Sapta CRUZ - 100 8,700 1,200 2,400 200
L5 SHASTA 33,500 2,900 1,000 500 14,900 5,000
4% STERRA 00 260 300 200 2,900 400
47  SISKIYOU 44,000 2,500 7,500 1,300 31,500 3,200
L8  SOLAND 2L, 700 3,400 200 100 100 100
49  SONCMA 18,100 3,300 2,500 Lo 4,800 1,200
50 STANISTAGS 35,500 5,200 8,600 1,500 500 200
51 SUTTER 32,700 3,500 00 300 o -
52 TEHAMA 6,500 1,500 - = 5,800 1,800
53  TRINITY 1,200 700 200 200 7,100 3,100
54  TULARE 100,700 6,200 13,600 3,300 17,100 5,900
55  TUOLUMIE 900 500 | 2,200 800 12,800 3,000
56 VENTURA 36,600 3,700 he 700 5,500 200 200
%7 YOLO 69,500 £ 000 1,700 500 =00 300
58 YUBA 12,300 1,600 1 3,100 500 1,600 q00.

Unknovn 27,800 i, 800 22,200 | 4,h0D 2,900 2,400

TOTAL 2,440,700 20k, 500 g 851,000 134,700 240,600 71,700




1968 Tucks Geese Jacksnipe Coots
Hunbter Zurvey Bag Hunters Bag  Hunters Bag Hunters Bag Hunters
1 ALAVMEDA 35,200 2.600 100 200 11,100 100 2L E00 700
2 ALPINE 500 100 - - - - - -
3 AMADOR 1,200 500 300 200 - - - -
L BUTTE . 1136,000] 1bh.000 126,100 1 5,200 1F ho500 500 72890011700
5 CALAVERAS 6,000 800 800 Lo - - 400 200
& COLUSA 2005001 22,400 1 kg oo | 13,800 ¢ 2 600 900 15,800 1 2,300
T CONTRA COBSTA 41,9001 2,700 TLh00 L 1,700 & 6,300 200 900 200
8 DEL NORVE 10,600 800 - w 12,300 200 - -
9 EL DORADO 2,500 700 - - - - &0 100

10 FRESKO 123,6001 10,100 2,200 1 1,900 1 6,600 800 29,100 1 2,600
11 GLENN 03,8001 8,300 1 22.900 3 3,900 1 1,700 300 23,600 | 1,200
12 HUMBOLDT hO,3001 2,600 1,200 800 153,800 500 7,500 500
13 IMPERIAL 153,8001 13,700 1 12.300 + 6,400 200 hoo L7300 | 2,600
1L INYO 15,9001 2,200 1,300 700 E0D 300 1,200 500
15 KERW 126,900] 9,400 1,000 1,200 1 1,500 00 14,000 1 1,500
16 KINGS 3,3001 1,100 100 200 200 200 700 200
17 LAKE 760 300 200 200 - - 200 100
18 IASSEN 28,2001 3,300 2,200 | 1,900 200 100 00 100
19 108 ANGEIES 28,000] 1,400 200 700 - 100 5,900 300
.20 MADERA 9,000 1,400 200 500 - - 5,400 300
21 MARIN 83001 1,000 - - 00 100 1,100 100
22 MARTPOSA Uony 100 - - - - - -
23 MENDOCINO 65,9001 1,300 160 200 200 100 1,100 100
2L  MERCED E06,8001 21,800 119,300 1 7,000 115,900 | 1,000 57,000 | 2,900
25  MODOC 40,600 6,200 129,600 1 6,600 - - 57,000 Loo
26  MONO 5,1001 1,600 2,000 1 1,000 - - 500 100
27 MONTEREY 15, 400 00 500 200 - 100 2,70G 300
28 WAPA 10,6001 2,h00 100 300 - w 500 200,
29 NEVADA 300 200 y 100 - - _ - .
30  ORANGE 2,800 00 100 100 - - 2,000 200
31 PLACER LoB00 | 1,500 200 Loo - - 4,900 100
32 PLUMAS 15,3001 1,100 100 200 | 1,900 300 5,200 200
33 RIYERSIDE 17,7001 3,900 2,100 | 1,600 - - 6,000 L00
34 SACRAMENTO L1,0001 6,100 {12,700 1 3,600 b 3,h00 hoo 11,500 | 1.,000
35 San BENITO 5,800 200 200 100 - - - -
36  Sap BERNARDINO § 11,2001 2,500 1,000 800 300 100 17,200 900
37 San DIEGO 55,000 1 4,200 700 200 300 100 12,700 1 1,100
38 San FRAWCISCO - v - - N N - -
30 San JOAQUIN 38,2001 5,600 113,200 | 2,600 i 3,800 500 18.800 1 1,000
ho San LUTS OBISPO, 7,800 1,400 200 200 Loo 100 1,700 300
41 San MATEO 3,900 500 - - | 1,100 100 8,100 300
42 Santa BARBARA 8,500 200 - - 2. 300 200 £00 200
k3 Santa CLARA 16,1001 1,400 - - - i 2,400 200
LL  Santa CRUZ - - - - - - - -
L5 SHEASTA 22,6001 2,800 1,800 1 1,100 200 200 L. 500 300
L&  SIERRA 2,500 400 - 100 - - - -
L7 818KTYOU 113,900 1 11,100 | 50,900 |10,600 100 100 10,000 7O
L8  SOLAND C0Z,000 1 16,700 8,500 1 3,300 | 1,700 100 12,100 | 1,600
Lg  SONOMA 02,5007 2,500 1 300 {5,300 700 8,300 hGo
50 STANISLAUS 23, 0001 2,700 5,800 1 1,000 ¢ 31,10C 100 15,100 900
51 SUTTER 112,000 12,300 113,600 1 6,000 600 300 7,900 900
52 TEHAMA 11,4001 2,300 1,700 1 1.20G ! 1,600 200 500 100
53  TRINITY C1L1000 200 - - - - 1,600 100
5L TULARE 15,8001 1.b00 800 Lo 100 100 300 100
55 TUOLUMIE e - - B - - . .
56  VENTURA 20,400 S00 - 100 200 100 - -
%7 YOLO 69,3001 6,000 110,000 1 2,500 itk 500 700 15,000 11,000
58 YUBA 3,800 1 3,100 2 oo 500 = o TO0 Ron
Unknown L ooo{ 12,100 £,200 | 1,200 | 2,600 200 16,900 200
2,566,000 238,700 {312,500 95,900 {70,600 11,k00 {511,900 33,100



1968 Deer
Hnter Survey Bag Hunters
T RLEMEDE L0012, 800
£ ALPINE 1,600 | 15,000
3 AMADOR L00 5,900
L BUTTE 1,500 | 32,500
5  CALAVERAS 1,500 ¢ 9,500
& COLUSA 1,700 1 3,800
7 CONTRA COSTA 500 1,800 -
8 DEL HORTE 900 2,500
9 T, DORADO 3,200 .| 16,200
10 FRESNO 3,300 515,700 -
11 GIENY 1,000 2,600
12 HUMBOLDT 9,500 [ 14,500
13 IMPERTAL - 800
14 INYO Loo | 8,700
15 XERE 3,600 | 18,9200
16 KINGS 200 1,700
17 LAKE 2,500 1 11,800
18 TASSEN 3,800 | 25,500
19 LOS ANGELES 1.600 | 12,800
20 MADERA 800 ! 10,700
21  MARIE 200 1,700
22 MARIPOSA 900 5900
23 MENDOCINO 11,500 | 26,000
oh  MERCED 100 1,500
25 MODOC 2,900 | 22,300
26 MONO 2,100 | 21,500
o7 MONTERET L. 200 1 10,100
28  NAFA . 7,500
29 WLVADA 1,400 9,700 .
30  ORANCE 700 2,700 -
31 PLACER 700 | 19,700
32 PLUMAS 2,700 1 22,900
33 RIVERSIDE 700 5,800
3l SACRAMENTO - 800
35 San BENITO 1,500 3,000
36 San BERNARDINO 400 7,000
37 San DIBGO 200 9,100
38 San FRANCISCO - -
39 San JOAQUIN 100 200
40 San LUIS 0BISFO 3,500 8,500
k1 San MATEO 500 | 1,000
42 Santa BARBARA 2,100 6,800
L3 Santa CLARA 3,500 5,200
Ll Sante CRUZ 200 2.600
L5 SEASTA L,boo | 18,700
L& STERRA 1,300 8,800
b7  SISKIYCU 9,000 | 2L,000
&8  SOLANO Lo 1,000
bo  SONOMA 11,600 72500
50 STANISLAUS 900 3,000
51 SUTTER - 300
52 TEHAMA L,000 | 16,000
53  TRINITY 2,200 | 13,100
5L TULARE 1,500 | 15,900
55 TUOLUMIE 2,700 1 14,600
56 VENTURA 1,800 | 11,300
57 YOLO 1,500 3,200
58 YUBA 800 3,700

tnknown 200 | 58,600

Total 121,100




