


02/01/2023

Executive Summary

The Idaho Department of Fish and Garmmeommitted to managing wolves for a stable, seiétaining
population in suitable habitat for conservation purposes and harvest opportuanitypur management
objectives must also address the challenges of chronic livestock depredations and pensiptis on
ungulate populations.

These challenges remain, even after a decade of increasingly permissive hunting and trapping and
F20dzaASR I 3Sy0e O2yiNRf I OGA 2 yabbstanth&slpi@txasilient2 f F L2 LJ
to humancaused mortality. Wolf management therefore involves navigating diverse social opinions,

complex predatoiprey interactions, biologicdiactors and economic impacts.

Thisldaho Gray Wolf ManagemefRian incorporates knowledge gained from nearly 3 decades of wolf
Y2YAG2NRY 3 YR YIylFr3aSYSyid lo62dzi K2g ¢2f dS&a dzaS LR
and livestock, and react to different levels and types of harvidst. Plan identifies goals and strategies

G2 NBRdzOS 42t F ydzYoSNE |yR G2 YIylFI3aS LRIK2Qa 62 F
Plan also describes mechanisms for moderating wolf mortality as the population approaches 500,

improving monitoring ¢chniques, and managing for wolf conflicts with both livestock and ungulates.

An objective fluctuating around 500 animals aligns with stetdf management envisioned in the

federal rule (200) delisting wolves under thEndangered Species AgYith improwved population
SadAYlLGA2yE AG A& OfSINJGKFG LRIK2Qa LlLJAFGAZ2Y K
20192021L Rl K2 Q& ¢2f ¥ LI Ldz I (i ¥Rafimdslddringfhantzdalcydte of SR | N2 dzy |
reproductionand mortality(harvest depredation controland other humarcaused mortaty =~33%,

see Mortality section ® LRI K2 Q& OdzNNByY (i LJ2 W&Fishirdd 2vidlifd Sedi&t A a | ¢
considered to be the management objective basedtarrying capacitfor the entire Northern Rocky

Mountain population in ldaho, Montana, Wyoming, Oregon, and Washington.

The current wolf population in Idaho continues to cause chronic conflicts withdislesind other

domestic animals in many parts of the staiéese detrimental impacts areonsistent with what the

2009 delisting rule predicted would occur as thertiern RockyMountainwolf population grew to

exceed carrying capacitgince 2014, at leag99 livestock producers have experienced more thaz01,
verified losses to wolves, and we know these verified losses represent only the minimum of total wolf
depredations.

Wolfimpach 2y LRIFK2Q& dzy3adz I 4GS Lt hddebny pieyoRwdhdesin: Iddko, O2 Y LI S
and IDFG has identified wolf predation as a primary factor preventing recovery of several elk zones that

are below objective. In these areas, IDFG has implementsdbation management plans, which in some

zones include supplemental wolf removal to relieve predation impacts to help elk populations rebound.

Driven byour knowledgeof the effects of wolf harvest and effects of wolves on livestock and ungulates,
IDFG has worked to improve its wolf monitoring program. The initial strategy ofcadaing and
monitoring dozens of packs across the state annually proved insufficierdettINR KA 6 A G A @S |

g2t F LRz I GA2y IANBGgd L5CDQA Y2y Al2NdHKebtBe 321t Aa
estimates of abundance, distribution, and reproduction monitoring.
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Introduction

IdahdQ graywolf (Canis lupuspopulationremainsabundant and resilienafter overa decade
of regulated hunting and trappingnd deliberate response to livestock depredationie Idaho
Department of Fish and GanfidFG) is committed to maintaining and managing a vjaelé
sustainingwolf populationand understandthat wolves bring social, econormand biological
challenges

The Idaho Fish and Game Commission (Commission), through its oversight,a$ IDEG

primary steward of wildlife resources for the citizens of Idaho. The Commission and IDFG have a
legal responsibility to preserve, prote¢t)S N1LJS G dz- 6 S | yR Yl y@dans € 27F
Code 8-103) The Commission classifies gray wolves as a big game anioiegl. f RAy 3 2y L5
Strategic Planhis 20232028 Wolf Management Plagrovides guidance to IDFG stdfir

monitoringand managng wolf populations, conflictsand harvest, for the next 6 years. This
Panincorporates direction fronthe 2002 Idaho Wolf Conservation and Management Plan

(2002 Wolf Planprepared to supportelisting of wolves undahe Endangered Species Act

(ESApaNd postdelisting management

The introduction and management of gray wolves has been one of the most prominent wildlife
management activities of the past 50 years. Wolf recovery was achieved initdaf63, when

federal delistingequirements were metbut social, political, and legal controversy still

surroundsthe managemenof gray wolves in the stat&Volf management is complex and

I FFSOGSR o6& GKS LJzofA0Qa RAGSNEBS FGGAdGdzRSa G2
important role in promoting public advocacy and tolerance for wolwesegulating populations

and managing conflicts

In 2011 the Commission adopted a framework for wolf management which directed IDFG to:

1. Manage wolves in a manner that will ensure wolves remaider responsible state
YIylF3SYSyd Ay O2yedzyOQuAazy gAGK GKS NBad 27

2. Manage wolves as big game animals consistent with the goals and objectives of the
2002 ldale Wolf Conservation and ManagemeRlanapproved by the Idaho Legislature
and U.S. Fish and Wildlife SerfitSFW3p keep wolves off th&Endangere®pecies
List.

3. Control wolves where they depredate on livestock and other domestic animals or
threaten human safety

4. Control the population ofvolves and other predators as needed to address areas where
elk or other prey populations are below management objectives

5. Develop wolf hunting and trapping season recommendations for Commission
consideration

6. Conduct additional species management plagnas appropriate

This frameworkemainsrelevant andsincorporated in this plan.
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Consistent with thé { C 2 Z0@8delistingdecision IDFG is committed to maintaining a viable,
seltsustaining wolf population wedistributed in suitabléhabitat. IDFG is also committed to
managing the populatioat a level that minimizes conflicts with both livestock and ungulate
populations,while remainng connected with wolf populations in Montana, Wyoming, Oregon,
Washington, and Canada.

Plan Developent Process

Adiverse team of biologists, researchers, enforcement and communications staff from across
the statesupported plan developmen€&lk, Mule deeWhite-tailed deer,and Moose

Management Plans, as well as Predation Management Plans for the Panhandle, Lolo/Selway,
Middle Fork, and Sawtooth Elk Zones help guide the management direction of this plan. IDFG
published a draft plan fgpublic inputwith associated outreach.

Background and CurrenStatus

ESA Listing ariRecovery

Soon aftetthe federal Endangered Species Act (B&#s) passeth 1973 the USFWS listed four
subspecie®f gray wolves as endangered, including a Northern Rdtduntain (NRM)

subspeces In 1978USFW$ound this taxonomy out oflate andrelisted the gray wolf as
endangered at the species level throughout the conterminous 48 states, except for Minnesota
where it was reclassified as threatened.

The USFWS Northern Rocky Mountain Gray Wolf Recovery Plan, developed in 1980 and
updated in 1987, established wolf population recovery criteria of 10 breeding pairs in each of
three areas¢entralldaho,northwestMontana, andGreaterYellowstone). Theacoveryplan

called for continued natural colonization of wolves into northwest Montana @ralldaho

from the western Canadpopulation. The plan also called fimandocation ofwolves into the
Yelbwstone Ecosystem (USFWS 1987).

After additional analysiand lawsuits USFWS proceeded to introduce wolves into both
Yellowstone National Park and the Frank Church River of No Return Wilderness in central Idaho.
During 1995 and 1996, 66 wolves were capt in Alberta and British Columbia, and released
in Yellowstone National Parkl € 31) and central IdahdN(= 35), approximately doubling the
knownNRMwolf population.From 1995 to 2008, the NRM walbpulation increased an
average obhbout 22%annually with increases ranging fromg8to 50%(USFWS 2009
Subsequently, wolves extended their occupation in Idaho well beyond the boundaries of
designatedwilderness andhave occupied considerable expanses of unsuitable habiatf
populations in alB recoveryareas (NW Montana, central Idaho, aBGdeaterYellowstone)
achieved recovery standardat least10 breeding pairs and 100 wolves in each dog8
successive yearby December 2002.

The Idaho Legislature adopted House Jbemorial No. 5 in 2001, requesting the federal
government remove wolves from Idaho, which did not occur. In 20@2|daho Legislature
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approved a revised version tife Idaho Wolf Conservation and Management Rldeveloped
by a Delisting Advisory Teamaocordance with Idaho Code-2805(ldaho Legislative Wolf
Oversight Committee 2002The 2002 Pladescritedthe & ( | plhri2d management of
wolves in Idahdo support federal delisting

Delisting

USFW@rst delisied the Northern Rocky Mountains Distinct Population Segn{BSpf gray
wolves inFebruary2008(USFWS 2008)he 2008 delistingule required each state to manage
for 15 breeding pairs and 150 wolves in anthter. ESA protections were reinstated inyJu
2008, after a U.S. District Court identifiddficienciesn Wyoming regulatory mech@&ams The
USFWS delisted wolves in tN&M DP8utside of Wyoming for a second time ey 2009
(USFWS 2009).RIF K2Qa FANRG ¢2fF KdzyGAy3a asStazy 200dzN
were reinstatedoy a U.SDistrict Court rulingin August 20100n May 5, 2011, wolves in the
Northern Rocky Mountains were again delisted after congressional action requiredSJ®FW
re-adopt the 2009 delisting rulé’he standard federal monitoring oversight under the ESA
ended 5 years later, on May 5, 2016, putting wolf management entirely within state purview.

In addition torequiringa minimum of 15 breeding @ and 150 wlves in midwinter, the 2009

delistingrule also ates that after delisting, wolve§ 6 Af f 6S Yl yI ISR o6& GKS
Park Service, and Service to average over 1,100 wolves, fluctuating around 400 wolves in

Montana, 500 in leho, and 200 to 30th Wyominge and thatthe carrying capacity of the

Northern Rocky Mountains wolf population is likely around 1,500 wqlu&W&009). It

further statesthatd I GG SYLIia G2 YFAYyGlAy GKS LRLzZ FGA2Yy |
becausesuitable habitat will be fully occupied and packs attempting to colonize unsuitable

habitat would cause chronic conflict with livest@add SFW$2009)went on to assert their belief

thata Y Ay adlFr AyAy3 GKS bwa 3INFe& ¢ 2 Tureddylddziipiedi A 2y | |
areas would slowly reduceild prey abundance in suitable wolf habitat. This wiosult in a

gradual decline in the number of wolves that could be supported in suitable habitat. Higher

rates of livestocklepredation in these and sumnding areas would follow. This temuld

NBERdzOS (KS 42t F L}RLJz I A2y 06SOldzaS LINRofSY g2

CoyaraiasSyid 6AGK G§KS Hn depiméh@lfimpactsdtyeIornNdizhreniza LINB R
livestock conflictend negative impacts on ungulate populatiaurredas theNRM

population grew to exceed,500 wolvedefore delisting ultimately took effecAfter

congressionally directed delisting in 201ie tCommission authorizdabth hunting and
trappingseasonsidahohas continued to expand wif hunting and trapping opportunitiesver
timebecausd. RIF K2 Q& L2 LJdzf  GA2y KIF&a NBYIFIAd@R | 623S 2\
detrimental impacts have persisted
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Wolf Ecology

Distribution

The graywolf originally had one of the most extensive distributional ranges of any recent
mammal(Nowak 1983)Unregulated killing andederally sanctionegredator eradication
programs effectively eliminated the gray wolf from most of the veestUSbetween about

1880 and 1935Wolf populations persigtd in substantial numbers only in Alaska and Canada by
the 19609 Boitani 2003)

Wolveswere historically distributed throughout most of Idak@oldman 1937and persisted
into the early to mid1800s. By the 1940wo0lves wereabsent or veryare in Idaho anény
presentwere likely migrants from Canada and MontgktsFW3987)

As the consequence of natural dispersal from Canada and Montana, and transisaattio
wolves into central Idaho and Yellowstone National Park, wolves in Idaho are now part of
contiguous population that extendscross Canad@om the Atlantic Ocean to the Pacific and
from the Arctic to southern Wyoming, northern Colorado, southeahtn] and currently
northern California.
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Figure 1.Currentrange of thegray wolf acrosswestern United Stateggtate dataand the
USFWS 2009
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In Idaho specifically, wolves are widely distributed throughout the state from the Canadian
border in the north to the Snake River plain in gwuth Figure 1)Wolves have expanded their
range in Idaho outside of habitats deemed optimal for the species and are now being
encountered more frequentlin unsuitable habitatsuch as private lands where livestock
conflicts may occumore frequently(Oakleaf et al. 2003, Oakleaf et al. 2008plves are
occasionally observed south of the Snake River in southern Idaho

Wolves in central Idaho may be @drrying capcity, pack territoriality and density limit space

for additional breeding pairs to establish new territories within high quality habitats.

Approximately 28,0002 ¥ LRI K2 Ol 062dzi o0 A& Ofl A3aAFTASR
(Oakleaf et al. 2006 here isstrong evidence that wolves are less abundant in areas with

higher human activity that either increases wolf vulnerability to being killed or diminishes

suitability of the habitat to support prey (Oaklegifal. 2006, Ausband et a2010, Nelson et al.

2012)

ConnectivityMovement/Dispersal

Genetic esearch and collaring efforts have documented that movements and dispersals occur
across the three NRM recovery aresasl adjacentwesternstates(vonHoldt et al. 2010,

Jimenez et aR017, Hendricks et a2019. Wolves are known to disperse over long distances
and acros$oth suitable ad unsuitablenabitats.Most wolves in a natal pack will disperse away
from that pack upon maturityMech and Boitani 2003 riggers that potentially lead to

dispersal include intense social and resource competition. An assessnorirectivity

(Oakleaf et al. 2006) identified large intact corridors of quality suitable habitats that would aid
in dispersal and genetic exchgabetween the northwestern Montana and central Idaho
recovery areas

Genetic variationwas highamongthe foundingwolves of thecentralldaho and Yellowstone
wolf populations(Forbes and Boyd 199vVonHoldt et al. 2008vonHoldt et al. 2010Dispersal
eventslead to genetic exchange when breeding of individuals from different packs and regions
occuss. Dueto high dispersal rateand the long distances over whidispersalbccurs, wolf
populations are typically not isolated long enough toilmihgenetic diversity (Mech and Boitani
2003 Bassing et a020. Further, results from genetic analyseslicate that wolf populations
across northwesMontana, central Idaho, and the Greater Yellowstone Area are
interconnected by wolfnovements at a rate that prevestletrimental effects of longerm
genetic isolation (Paetkau 2022). addition,central Idaho wolves have high estimates of
individualgeneticvariability 25years after reintroductionwolves that have naturally
recolonizd northern Idahoshow a lowerbut still high individuagienetic variabilitf Ausband
and Waits 2020)ield investigations of wolf dispersal and migratese consistent witlgenetic
results (Boyd and Pletscher 1998).summarythere is no evidencef inbreeding depressiom
NRM wolves
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Pack3ructure andReproduction

The pack is the basic social unit in wolf populations. Packs are formed when 2 wolves of
opposite sex develop a pair bond, breed, and produce pups. Wolveslypio not breed until

22 months of age (Mech 1970). Breeding usually occurs only between the dominant male and
female in the pack, but occasionally, a male may breed more than one femake @ack may
producemore than one litter(Ballard et al. 19875 mith 1998). For example, 10 wolf packs in
Yellowstoneproduced 13 littergn 1997 (Smith 1998). In one of those packs, 3 females
produced litters (Smith 1998).

Human hunting of wolves maaffect pack size over timén three Idaho study areagusband
et al.(2017) found thataveragepacksize declined from 9.2 adults ptervest (2008) to 5.2
after several years of human harv€2015).IDFGmadesimilar findingsn 2015 the post
harves mean pack sizeras6.4wolves per packn = 41)lower than the preharvest average of
8.1wolves per pack2005¢ 2008) (DFG 2015However,Ausbandet al. (2017 determined
harvestwas not associated with an increasdn@quency ofbreeder turnoveror number of
breeders pepack This suggests that even in unhanezbsivolf populations breeder turnover is
common.

In the NRM wolves breed between late January and early Ma8glection of denning sites is
not wellunderstood butis likely related to pack fidelity to a denning dikauller 1989)

territorial boundarieswith neighboring packéallardand Dau 1983Fuller 1989Ciucci & Mech
1992) soil type and structure availability, and proximity to wafktech 1970) Typically2to 9
pups are born between late March and late April after a0y gestation periodn 2015 IDFG
documenteda mean litter sizeof 4.6 pups i = 35)(IDFG2015).Ausband et al. (2015) estimated
average annual survival of wolf pups at 60% in years without harvest in Idaho (2008 and 2010),
and 38%in yearswith harvest. Smith et al. (2010) estimated average annual survival of adult
wolves (yearlings + adults) at 79% in years prior to wolf haradgiaho (199% 2004).

As the pups become oldghe pack typically moves them from the den to rendezvous sites
Wolves in Idah@ppear to prefemvet meadow habitats forendezvous siteAusband et al.
2010)

Gray wolves rarely disperse before m@nths of age, and most commonly disperse between 1
¢ 2 years of agéMech and Boitani 20Q3reves et al2009 Jimenez et al. 20)7Sme

individual wolves may stay with the palckger orwill not disperse at all. Most dispersals from
natal packs occumll through spring.

Mortality

Although a variety of factors contribute to the ability of a wolf population to persist, the
presence of sufficient prey and the influence of hurtaused matality are typically

considered the two primary factors influencing wolf population dynamics (Keith 1983; Fuller
1989; Fuller 1995, Mech and Boitani 2003). Prey availability does not appear to limit wolf
persistence in Idaho
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Totaldocumentedhumancausedmortality includesmortality due to harvest from hunting and
trapping, kill permitandagency actioato protect livestockand domestic animal@JSDA
Wildlife Services), agency control actionbenefit elk populaibns, and other sources(g,
roadkill, illegal killand incidental trappingFigure 2. Total documented mortality in Idaho has
averaged 33% over the last 5 years. Nearly all documented mortdiityrian causegnon
human caused mortality is modeled using survival data and genetic tools (Ausbah@015.

Total HumanCaused Wolf Mortality:
Harvest Season: July June 30

700

500 585
. m Expanded
2 500 476 477 483 Methods
= 424 440 . Hunting
= 385 384
o 373

400
£ 344 348 Trapping
= 286
o

300 S
z 014 ™ Wildife
© 200 Services
§ m Other*

100 67

o H H B = AR EEEEEEER
900\9? 3010\ <0, 7 2013? 3013? eozq? 2015? 3015? 30\7;? 20\7@? 3019? 3090? <05 % 9033?
% ~%; % %% ~%, s ~%s %> “%p %y 0, ~%, %, ~%,

Harvest Season

Figure 2ldahoHumancausedWolf Mortality by source, Harvest Seasons 2009/2€10

2020/2021 (July & June 30)Harvest Season 2022023is stillunder way-- data current to

1/17/2023.F G h G KSNE Ay Of dzRS & Y Aelgh prdddtiondoatidliilledalkaked O (0 S:
depredation Kkill, roadkill).

In general studies have shown that hureaused mortality of less than 29% does not typically
result in a sustained decrease in wolf populations because of the influences of compensatory
mortality and/orimmigration (Adams et al. 2008). Populations have been documented to
remain stable or even increase in the face of hurtansed mortality in excess of 45% (Ballard
et al. 1987, Mech 2001, Gude at al. 2012).

Total humanrcaused mortality can bdivided into harvest and neharvest mortality. Most
non-harvest mortality resulifrom response taonflict (wolfcaused ungulate predation and
livestock depredation). Since harvest seasons were implemdg@tlc 2021) nonharvest
mortality hasaccouned for approximately onguarter of the total annual documented
humancausedwolf mortality.

10
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Legal harvest through hunting and trappiisghe primary source of wolf mortality in Idaho.

Wolf populations appear resilient to the effects of low to intermediate levels of harvest (Hayes
and Harestad 2000, Adams et al. 2008, Webb et al. 2011). Genetic data from wolves harvested
in some of the st Q & -heav@unted units indicated harvest rates varied from 11.2% in
2016¢ 2017 season to 27.6% in the 2042013 season (Ausband et al. 2015, Ausband and
Waits 2020). This harvest rate varies across the skateemote areasvith limited accesssuch

as in central Idaho, wolf densiti@gll likelynot be significantly altered by human harvest.

Feeding Habits

Wolves are effective predators and scavengers that feed primarily on large ungulates
throughout their range (Murid 944, Pimlott 1967, Mech 1970, Van Ballenberghe et al. 1975,
Carbyn 1983, Ballard et al. 1987, Gasaway et al. 1992, Boyd et al. 1994). Ungulates comprise
nearly all the winter diet of most wolves. Smaller animals become more important in the diet of
wolves during the snowiree months, but ungulates remain the main food source. Small
animals typically consumed by wolves include beavers, marmots, ground squirrels, snowshoe
hares, pocket gophers, and voles. Porcupines, ruffed grouse, ravens, coyotes, Sittip&s,

and golden eagles have also been killed by wolves (Boyd et al. 2@sligh wolves feed
primarily on large, wild ungulates, theysokill livestock and other domestic animals (Fritts and
Mech 1981 Fritts and Paul 198%ritts et al. 1992Bang et al. 1995, 1998).

Wolves kill prey by running them down (coursing) rather than ambisky selection and
frequency of killing by wolves varies greatly depending on many factors including pack size,
snow conditions, the diversity, density, and vulaleility of prey, and degree of consumption of
the carcasses (Kunkel 199&feas without physical obstructionsuch as open areas and less
steep terrain contribute importantly to the quality of wolf habitat (Mech & Boitani 2010).
Climatic characteristicsuch as snow depth and snow density also influence the vulnerability of
prey to wolves (Huggard 1993), andlIf habitat quality.

Hedth and Disease

Wolves in Idaho are known tme susceptibléo a variety of diseases, including those caused by
viruses (e.g., canine distempegnine parvovirus, and canine icf®us hepatitis), bacteria,

and both internal (e.qg., intestinal wins of variouspecies, echimcoccoss) and extemnal (e.g.,

lice and ticks) parasitggdaho unpublished datdyttp://idfg.idaho.gov/spp/5288. Wolves may
develop individual and padkvel immunity to ssmme common pathogens ovemtie, sane of
whichmay be conferred to offspring throughaternal antibalies (Gillepie and Tmoney 1981).
Although diseasesan be sigificant sources of mortality for wolves, théave not ben
demonstratedto be populatiortlimiting in Idaho.

11


http://idfg.idaho.gov/spp/5288

02/01/2023

Harvest Management

Harvest Baakound

Existing rules and laws provitieFG the appropriate regulatory mechanisimsnanage wdi
populationsthrough publicharvest Regulated harvest will likely provide the most effective tool
for management of wolf populations.

Wolf hunting seasons were initiated in ZDfdllowing delisting, temporarily halted when
wolves were relisted i2010, and reinstated upon delisting in 20Early wolf harvest seasons
were closely managed using quotas and wolf management z&mwese then, hunting
opportunities have been expandedmost every yeaby commission actio(Figure 3)The
structure of hunting and trapping seasons did not change in 2022.

Wolf trapping seasons were initiated 2011, and similarly were initially limited to short
seasons in just a few Game Management Ui@ts1(k). As we have gained understanding of
resilience to harvest, trapping seasons have expanded to include longer seasons and more
GMUs (Figurd).

Most units in Idaho currently have a yetaund hunting season on wolves and expanded
hunting methals are allowed in Depredation or Predationits (Figureb) where wolves are
causing unacceptable impacts to livestock or ungulat@strently, trapping ispenon private
lands throughout the statéfoothold trapping allowed yearound). Trapping seasons on public
lands in most of the state run from November 15 to MarchlBlareasoutside of suitable
habitat or where wolves are causing unacceptable imptxtsvestock or ungulateghe
Commissiornas authorized extendefall seasongor foothold trapping with extended fall
snaring seasons authorized in a few GM&Isaring seasorare restrictedin someunitsto
avoidincidental @tchesof grizzly bears.

Any individual that participates in wolf trapping must first attend a mandatory wolf trapper
education course along with havimagtrapping license. Trappers are required to check their
traps every 72 hours.

12
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Figure3. Progression of changes in wolf hunting seasons in Idaho, 220921.The hunting

season structure did not change in 2022.
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Figure4. Progression of changes in wolf trapping seasons in Idaho, 22021.The structure
of the trapping season did not change in 2022.
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: Wolf Depredation and Predation Units
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Figure 5.Game Management Units with chronic weHused livestock depredations and
underperforming elk populations from 20%72021
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Wolf Tag Saleand Harvest

All wolves harvestedndsalvagedroadkill)are required to undergo a mandatory check by
IDFG staff within 10 days of take. Succedsinters and trappers are required to submit the
skull and hide to IDFG staff for collection of biological data such as age, sex, method of take,
harvest location, and DNA. Managers use this information to assess harvest demographics,
harvest distribution ad population dynamics to inform population management decisions.

Individuals may purchase an unlimited number of wolf tags. Tags must be purchased in advance
of hunting or trapping, and a validated tag must be attached to each wolf immediately

following harvest. To date, trapper and hunter participation indicates that allowing individuals

to purchase an unlimited number of wolf tags has not, and likely will not, result in a significant
change to number of tags purchased or number of wolves harvested.tBéspilarge number

of wolf tags purchasedieryfew wolf hunters or trappers harvest more than 2 wolves annually.

For Harvest Season 2021, 84% of sportsmka harvesteda wolf, harvestedwo or less No

one harvested more than 10 wolves; only one perbarvested 10 wolves, one person

harvested 9 wolves, one person took 8, and three people harvested 7. The most wolves any
individual has taken in a single season is 20 (during 22020 harvest season).

IDFG sold over 54,000 wolf tags2021, including 53,618 hunting tag¥his number includes

Kdzy GAy3 GF 33 LIJH2NOKFIaAaSR AYRAGARdzZ ff& FyR (K2as
Packagelt is unknown how many of the individuals who purchased tags hunted for wab/es

their target speciegratherthan carrying a wolf tag while primarily targeting other species)
Between 2018 and 2022, the average numbewoff huntingtags purchased per sportsmen

was 1.1 tags and the average number of trapping tags purchased per trapper was 2.1 tags. The
highest number of hunting tags an individual purchased was 16 and the highest number of
trapping tags purchased was .16 Harvest Season 202169 huntersharvestedl74wolves

Basedon the totalnumber ofhunting tags solcharvest successas0.3% IDFG sold 863 wolf
trapping tags in 2021. Wolf trapping tag sales have increased over the last 4 years, but the
number of active wolf trappers has remained relatively stable (Figuigusing the 2021

season there werabout170 activewolf trappers(based omrmandatorytrapperreporting). Of
those,97 trappersharvested237wolves a 25% success rate baseatbe number of trapping

tags soldBased on success rates, trappimagsbeendemonstrated to bea more effectivetool

for harvestthan huntingandis a critical tool for population management
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Number of wolf tags sold and active wolf trappers:
by trapping season July 1- June 30
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Figure 6 Wolf trapping tags soldnd number of active wolf trappetsy trapping season2011 ¢
2021.

Wolf Mortality Data

Hunter and trapper harvessthe primary source of wolf mortality in Idaho, and therefore

L5CDQa& Yz2ad STFFSOGADS YIyl3IASYSyld G22f F2NJ NB13
the primary mortality agent. Since then, trapping harvest has slightly surpassed hunting

harvest. Durig the past three years (20192021), trapping harvest increased 91% and hunting

harvest increased 18% over the previous thyear average. This increase appears largely due

to expanded hunting and trapping opportunities. Hunting harvest primarily ogoaidentally

during elk and deer hunting seasons, while trapping hareestursprimarily during Octc Dec

when access and trapping conditions are favorablgyre 7)
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Wolves harvested by trapping or hunting by month
Harvest Seasons 202621
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Figure 7.Total monthly wolf harvest through hunting and trappinddaho, Harvest Seasons
20162021.

More wolves are harvested in the northern half of the state, particularly in-veellled areas
close to population centers={gure8). The Panhandle, Clearwater, and Southwest Regions
comprised 77%f the total statewidewolf harvest (206 ¢ 2021; 91% including the Salmon
Region).
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Figure 8.Totalharvest from hunting and trapping by Game Management Unit for Harvest
Seasons 2018021.

Recent Developments in Wolf Harvest

Legislative action in 2021 further expanded the methods of hunting legally allowadbfoes
andexpanded wolf trapping seasons on private land. During the initial yearpdémentation,
expandedhunting methods do not appear to have had an impact oerall wolf harvest levels.
The expanded hunting methods adopted by the Commission resulted in three wolves taken
during the 2021 2022 harvest season. An additional eight wolves were taken with foothold
traps during extended trapping seasons on privategarty duringthe 2021¢ 2022 harvest
season. Hunting and trapping harvest data from Big Game Mortality Reports since July 1, 2021
indicate most wolves are still harvested on public land: 88% of wolves were taken on public
land; 10% on private land (including private timberlands that IDFG leases for public access in
0KS @[ I NaEcBsprodiamQdindieh public land wolf trappirsasons and rules apply);
and 2% on land of undetermined ownership. These percentages exclude control actions for
livestock depredations and other ndrarvest mortality
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