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Hi Sonke and Adrianna,
 
We spent some significant time with this and hope our ideas here contribute to the
discussion in a meaningful way.
 
While this document appears to include most CA code related to predators, there are other
F&G codes and Food & Ag codes that cover predators that are missing. We didn’t pull them
in here, but we should talk about how to add and include in this process.
 
Top-level issues/principles we want to highlight:
 

·         Need to recognize intrinsic as well as instrumental value of predators
·         Control practices must be humane, justified and achieve intended benefits
·         No population control under depredation unless a thorough planning process has

occurred
·         Need to unify depredation and nuisance codes/policies
·         Ensure consistency across all CA codes (e.g., depredation policies in Food & Ag Code)
·         Eliminate use of poisons
·         End to wildlife contests
·         Serious reconsideration of the following: dog training/use, bobcat take, and

unlimited take
·         Reflect recent legislation/regs and agency name change issues
·         Comprehensive pig management reboot
·         Revisit non-game versus fur-bearer classifications and implications
 

We recognize these are each big conversations, but we feel that this modernization effort is
timely and we look forward to working hard on this throughout 2014. We are grateful for
the opportunity to participate.
 
Best,

Jennifer Fearing

mailto:jfearing@humanesociety.org
mailto:Sonke.Mastrup@fgc.ca.gov
mailto:Adrianna.Shea@fgc.ca.gov





Plenary Session 
 
What is New on the Animal Protection Radar? 
 


JOHN HADIDIAN, The Humane Society of the United States, Washington, D.C., USA 
 
ABSTRACT American attitudes toward wildlife have often been cast as falling within an urban/rural dichotomy 
that separates protectionist from utilitarian value orientations. Long held as a major challenge to wildlife managers 
the urban/rural dichotomy may be yielding to change as new attitude and value orientations arise from direct 
conflicts people have with wild animals as well as from a generational disenfranchisement of young people who lack 
direct experience with the outdoors. Both may loom as larger challenges for the future and shift the focus of once 
opposing interests more toward efforts to establish cooperation. Currently, much of the disagreement over wildlife 
management practices is disagreement over principles, leading often to values gridlock in which dialogue stagnates. 
Offering a way out of gridlock, welfare assessments that establish the “humaneness” of management actions may be 
a direct way to reach better consensus, if not complete agreement, on controversial management practices. Certainly 
they should be tried, as the need for better communication tools in wildlife management and wildlife damage control 
grows. 
 
KEY WORDS animal protection, urban wildlife, welfare assessment 
 


As a part of their seminal report on 
American attitudes towards wildlife, Kellert 
and Berry (1980: 89) declared that an 
urban/rural challenge would be “…one of 
the most difficult and important problems 
confronting wildlife managers in the 1980s.” 
Hadidian (1992) went on to predict, without 
much need for prescience, that this would 
continue into the 1990’s, as appears to have 
largely been the case. This “challenge” has 
typically been described as a 
utilitarian/protectionist dichotomy in which 
rural (utilitarian) values are pitted against 
urban (protectionist) ones, often to a point 
where traditional wildlife management 
practices (particularly hunting and trapping, 
but many activities related to damage 
control as well) would be challenged by 
newly emerging paradigms. A common 
concern among wildlife management 
professionals relating to this was the feeling 
that while urbanites wanted to protect 
animals they lacked a sufficient 
understanding of the basic biological and 
ecological facts about them to understand 
the need for utilitarian management 


practices (e.g., Muth and Jamison 2000). 
Hence, opposing viewpoints about 
managing Canada geese, white-tailed deer, 
black bears and other species have come to 
dominate the dialogue about urban wildlife. 
Some recent findings, however, suggest that 
new challenges may be emerging to 
supersede the urban/rural dichotomy. With 
the first decade of the new millennium now 
almost concluded, it may be a good time to 
take another look at where the management 
challenges for the future lie.  


Human dimensions research has recently 
begun to elucidate how dynamic people’s 
attitudes toward wildlife are, as well as the 
extent to which they may be influenced by 
multiple determinants (Zinn & Miller 2003). 
Importantly, research is beginning to show 
that negative experiences with individual 
wild animals (conflicts) can help determine 
how value orientations toward even broader 
interests, such as wildlife conservation and 
protection in general, are set  (e.g., Krester 
et. al 2009). Should conflicts continue to rise 
or, worse, come to dominate the direct 
experiences the public has with wild 
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animals, then feelings may sour and support 
for wildlife in general be diminished. 
Beyond this, an even greater challenge to 
value orientation may come from how 
Americans are now spending their 
childhood. As we examine the formative 
experiences all Americans are having as 
children, whatever demographic they come 
from, growing up seems to increasingly be 
an indoors, virtual reality as opposed to an 
outdoors, actual reality experience. Louv 
(2008) has even raised the specter of a 
“nature-deficit disorder” arising as a 
generational phenomenon in children who 
do not have direct experiential contact with 
the outdoors. The impact and consequence 
of contemporary life experiences in the 
development of what might be called an 
environmental ethic should be of 
considerable concern to anyone who is 
interested in preserving that ethic in any 
form.      


While the world inhabited by the public 
may be experiencing rapid change, that 
occupied by our wildlife institutions seems 
to be stuck in place. The facts, although 
sparse, suggest the urban public and its 
interests are simply not taken as relevant by 
traditional wildlife managers. L. Adams et. 
al (1985) surveyed land grant universities in 
an attempt to determine how many 
incorporated urban wildlife management 
into their curricula, and found that a strong 
majority (92%) had no urban wildlife 
program and that nearly as many (88%) did 
not even offer courses in urban wildlife. C. 
Adams (2003) resurveyed for this a decade 
and a half later and found little change in the 
departments that did not offer courses 
(81%), while a paradoxical 85% of those 
polled identified urban wildlife as a growing 
concern. That same level of concern was 
expressed by state wildlife management 
agencies, of whom more than half said they 
held all responsibility for urban wildlife, 
while devoting less than one percent (0.8%) 


of actual staff time to that interest (Adams 
2003). It is likely there are fewer state 
agencies with formal urban wildlife 
programs now than existed in the 1980’s, 
when Lyons and Leedy (1984) found only 
six. As Adams (2003) puts it, the 
infrastructure for conducting urban wildlife 
is lacking. Is this important?  If a majority of 
Americans live in cities and suburbs, as we 
know they do, and that majority’s interests 
need to be served, and that majority votes, 
then the answer to that question is obviously 
yes. 
 
Looking for common ground 
Actions involving the control of wild 
animals, especially those associated with 
population management, have been and will 
continue to be highly controversial. 
Protectionists and traditionalists are likely to 
see the need for management and 
justification of methods with widely 
different meaning, while still agreeing on 
the inherent value of the (wildlife) resource 
itself. Wildlife professionals have responded 
well to the fact that many different 
stakeholders will seek to come forward and 
add their voice to the issues by formalizing 
ways to account for and integrate alternative 
interests into management planning (e.g., 
Decker et. al 2005). Integrating differing 
opinions and allowing the expression of 
opposing interests are not enough, however. 
Arguments over principles (e.g., debates on 
hunting and trapping between protectionists 
and utilitarians), however important to their 
proponents, should not create gridlock 
where agreements about shared interests 
(e.g., educating children about the natural 
world) are a greater need. Given the 
complexity of most resource management 
issues, however, it is never easy to parse 
issues in a way that promotes agreement. 
The two examples below exemplify 
management issues largely driven by 
principle-based arguments that would be 
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better addressed if somehow better grounded 
empirically. One possible approach in doing 
this is suggested following the descriptions 
below.  
 
Humane wildlife services 
In May 2007, The Humane Society of the 
United States (HSUS) launched a business 
enterprise in the metropolitan Washington, 
D.C. area entitled Humane Wildlife 
Services™ (HWS) (Griffin et. al 2008), 
based on a highly successful wildlife control 
business model developed by Brad Gates of 
AAA Wildlife Control (now, AAA Gates 
Wildlife Control®) in Toronto, CN (Gates 
et. al 2006). The concept of “humane” 
wildlife control services is, of course, 
neither new nor proprietary to HSUS, but 
has existed as part of the wildlife control 
industry for some period of time. HWS-type 
businesses already exist in Texas, Colorado, 
California, Oklahoma, Ohio and probably 
other states as well. Critter Control®, the 
largest franchiser of private wildlife control 
companies in the United States, offers its 
CritterSafe® program as a component of its 
franchising services. All of these eschew the 
traditional (and often preferred by the 
industry) option of trapping and lethal 
removal of “problem” animals for 
approaches that focus on eviction, exclusion 
and reunion of family members, leaving 
displaced animals within their known home 
ranges. 


The objective of HSUS in establishing 
its own service was twofold. First, it was to 
provide customers experiencing wildlife 
conflicts with an alternative to the traditional 
wildlife control practices in which 
“problem” animals are typically killed or 
translocated; second it was to gain direct and 
practical experience for the organization in 
the realities of providing customers such 
alternative services, including with respect 
to business practices. The reaction among 
traditional wildlife damage practitioners to 


this initiative appears to have been largely 
negative (Noonan 2007). The National Pest 
Management Association (NPMA) 
conducted a survey of members (124 
respondents) which found that fully seventy 
percent did not think HSUS should be 
“allowed” to offer wildlife removal services 
for hire (NPMA 2007). This raises the 
question:  why has this program been so 
negatively received by the pest control 
industry? 


In part this must come from the 
suspicion felt by traditional wildlife control 
practitioners that HSUS simply wishes to 
put them out of work as part of its efforts to 
see traps banned. While it is true that HSUS 
opposes most uses of the traps that would be 
preferred by traditional damage control 
practitioners (HSUS 2009), our programs 
are aimed at seeking reform in the industry, 
not in eliminating the industry itself 
(Hadidian et. al 2001). Both lethal and 
nonlethal trapping is going to a part of urban 
wildlife control for the foreseeable future. 
Both can have significant welfare impacts 
on animals, and need to be examined more 
closely. The use of traps of any kind in 
“nuisance” wildlife control needs to be 
better and more objectively assessed. For 
example, although usually touted, as 
“humane,” the box or cage can be used in an 
extremely inhumane manner when an 
animal is left unattended to suffer and die 
from exposure to heat or cold. How do we 
make objective determinations about the 
“humaneness” of both the types of traps 
used as well as the procedures associated 
with their use when research to address such 
questions may not even be possible on moral 
grounds?  How can a dialogue about this be 
opened, then, and move toward some 
objective determination of what is and is not 
“humane?”  


 
 
 


Proceedings of the 13th Wildlife Damage Management Conference (J.R. Boulanger, Ed) 2009 3 







San Nicolas Island 
San Nicolas Island (SNI), located 
approximately 100 km from the California 
mainland, is one of the Channel Islands, 
renowned for their unique marine and 
terrestrial biological communities. SNI is 
owned by the U.S. Government and has 
been in use by the U.S. Navy as a missile 
telemetry site since the 1950s. The island is 
approximately 5,700 hectares (14,000 acres) 
in extent, and was first inhabited by people 
about 8,000 years ago. Between the 1850s 
and acquisition by the Navy in 1933 SNI 
was used primary to raise sheep and goats, 
and the island experienced severe ecological 
impacts as a consequence. Four sensitive 
(threatened/endangered) animals are found 
on the island: an endemic race of mice 
(Peromyscus maniculatus exterus), the 
federally listed island night lizard (Xantusia 
riversiana), a state threatened island fox 
(Urocyon littoralis dickey), and a breeding 
population of the federally threatened 
western snowy plover (Charadrius 
alexandrines). The island is also a prime site 
for concentrated sea bird nesting as well as a 
birthing and nursery site for California sea 
lions and northern elephant seals.  


A population of feral cats has lived on 
San Nicolas since at least the 1950s (Kovach 
& Dow 1981) and appears to have waxed 
and waned in size over time, being probably 
no more than 100–200 in 2008 (G. Smith, 
U.S. Navy, personal communication). 
Because of the presence of sensitive and 
endangered species, and the potential threat 
to nesting seabirds, a no cat policy has been 
advocated by the Navy, who joined with the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) to 
propose an eradication plan (USDI 2008). 
HSUS commented on that plan, not to 
oppose the removal itself, but to raise 
concerns over the proposed methods by 
which removal would be accomplished. 
Among these was the decision to euthanize 
any cats that were trapped rather than to 


examine other possibilities for their removal. 
This led to an invitation through the 
overseeing Montrose Trustee Council to 
discuss and test alternatives, and explore 
whether or not a nonlethal removal program 
would be in part or wholly feasible. 


A trial trapping and removal period was 
conducted in the fall of 2008 to determine 
the feasibility of taking cats from the island 
alive. Upon capture, cats were taken to a 
secure facility, sedated, examined and held 
until they could be moved to a mainland 
veterinary clinic, where they were subjected 
to full examinations, spayed and neutered 
and given standard immunizations. Seven 
cats (4 males and 3 females) were removed. 
Under a Memorandum of Agreement 
(MOA) between the parties it was agreed 
that the cats would be kept securely at a 
sanctuary facility for the remainder of their 
lives and not allowed to roam or predate on 
wildlife. Because of problems encountered 
in locating such a facility, the cats 
experienced extended stays at the clinic, the 
longest being slightly more than four and the 
shortest slightly less than three months. 
During this time they were well attended, 
but also largely confined to standard clinic-
sized (0.6 x 0.6 x 0.6m) kennels in a 2.4 x 
2.4m room with an added security door. 
Some freedom of movement was possible 
when attendants were in the room cleaning 
cages and feeding, but the cats remained 
confined at other times.  


The trial period raised numerous 
questions concerning the practicality and 
feasibility of alternatives to euthanasia for 
trapped cats. Among the welfare impacts on 
the cats were the capture and initial 
handling, short-term (days) housing on 
island, crating and transport, additional 
handling and invasive procedures (surgery) 
at the veterinary clinic, long-term (months) 
stay at that clinic and further handling and 
transport to yet another facility where they 
are likely to be housed for years. Once 
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completely free-ranging and essentially 
wild, the seven cats were quickly reduced to 
a captive condition for which the short-term 
welfare consequences could easily be 
viewed as poor. How could our 
understanding of the welfare impacts to cats 
be improved, so that a more informed 
decision could be made about the 
management practices employed here?  
 
Finding common ground 
Sharp & Saunders (2008) introduce a 
welfare assessment model that can be 
applied to questions such as those raised 
above. The model is centered on work in 
animal welfare science that identifies factors 
known to affect an animal’s welfare state or 
condition, and accounts for both non-lethal 
as well as lethal impacts. In step one of a 
two step process a matrix for scoring the 
consequences of interventions within what 
has been termed the five welfare domains 
(Kirkwood et. al 1994) is created. The 
domains are:   
 
I: water deprivation, food deprivation, 
malnutrition 
II: environmental challenge 
III: injury, disease, functional impairment 
IV: behavioural, interactive restriction 
V: anxiety, fear, pain, distress 
 
Domains 1–4 represent the direct physical 
impacts that can lead to welfare 
compromise, while domain 5 represents the 
mental components in which impacts from 
the first four are expressed. The impact of a 
particular control method on overall welfare 
and its duration can be ordered along a non-
numerical scale that ranges from no, mild, 
moderate and severe to extreme impacts. 
This results in a measure of severity (e.g., at 
a certain ambient temperature water 
deprivation of >2 hours could be a mild and 
at >24 hours an extreme impact) that follows 
criteria agreed on a priori. Step two enters 


the process when lethal methods are 
employed and is based on measures of time 
to insensibility and level of intensity of 
suffering.  


With reference to the two examples 
given earlier, the assessment process might 
look at a raccoon caught in a cage trap, and 
left on a roof in summer heat until it dies, as 
a victim of extreme suffering while the same 
animal caught in a body-crushing trap, based 
on time to death norms found in those 
devices (IAFWA 1997), might on average 
suffer severely. A higher priority for 
regulators might then arguably be placed on 
creating penalties for the improper operation 
of the box traps than on other welfare issues.  


The assessment process for non-lethal 
impacts would also take into account the 
duration of impacts over time. The welfare 
condition of the cats removed from SNI 
would have appeared poor on taking a first 
pass through the assessment process. 
However, unexpectedly during the initial 
period of husbandry several of the cats 
began to show varying degrees of tameness 
and allow human caretakers to pet and hold 
them. Within six months of being removed 
from the island and placement into the final 
sanctuary destination, all of the cats were 
considered tractable, allowing human 
contact and expressing varying degrees of 
interest in and affection for their caretakers. 
This shifts the overall assessment process 
and relative “humaneness” score back 
toward the option of removal and sanctuary, 
pending a better assessment of the cats’ 
behavioral responses. Here, an additional 
step, or steps, in the assessment process may 
be called for to address the longitudinal 
nature of some actions.  


Both of the assessment processes 
detailed in Sharp and Saunders (2008) result 
in matrices that can be used to score the 
“humaneness” of individual actions. Among 
the strengths of this sort of assessment 
process is that it can be used in the absence 
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of empirical data to categorize impacts so 
long as there is agreement about the defined 
scale of suffering and where to place a 
particular impact within it. Among the 
disadvantages is that at least some 
judgments are made subjectively and as such 
individual assessors may be tempted to use 
their personal experience and opinion rather 
than consult the literature in making 
assignments. Where the literature itself 
expresses differences over a particular 
procedure, such as occurs with drowning as 
euthanasia (Ludders et. al 1999, Bluett 
2001), the model may have difficulty being 
applied. 
 
DISCUSSION 
Welfare assessments are not new of course 
(Kirkwood et. al 1994, Hewson 2003), but 
their application in “pest” animal control is 
fairly novel. While far from perfect, they 
can have heuristic as well as operational 
value and are an excellent way of bearing 
down on some of the “hard cases” that exist 
in wildlife control for which dialogue seems 
to go on endlessly without much hope of 
resolution. If enough expert input goes into 
defining the valuation criteria for the models 
then a fairly robust metric will inevitably be 
forthcoming. Since the model is largely 
based on a priori exercises, some process in 
which expert opinion is polled, weighed and 
evaluated might work well to help reach 
consensus about components of the 
assessment.  


This type of model can also fit nicely 
into the operational approach to wildlife 
conflict resolution programs described by 
Littin et al. (2004). Here, assessment occurs 
as an action planned with the intended 
outcome of choosing the most humane 
method available to conduct a control 
program. Given that the most humane 
methods available may not be the most 
humane methods possible, a second step is 
advocated in which managers would seek to 


actively improve the humanness of the 
methods employed as the project is ongoing, 
thus, a form of adaptive management. A 
third step would focus on identifying the 
need for active research on the development 
of new and more humane methods based 
upon activities undertaken in the first two 
steps, if not occurring exactly in conjunction 
with them. Together, these would comprise 
short-, mid- and long-term strategies for 
improving the professional practice of 
wildlife damage control.  


Welfare assessments that establish the 
“humaneness” of management actions may 
be a direct way to reach consensus, if not 
complete agreement, on controversial 
management practices. Certainly, where 
gridlock exists over issues they should be 
tried. While it is unlikely that Americans 
will embrace any time soon the concepts for 
national models of animal welfare that 
already exist in New Zealand (New Zealand 
Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry 2005) 
and Australia (Fisheries and Forestry 
Australian Government 2008), the need for 
better ways to identify and codify welfare 
concerns in planned as well as ongoing 
programs would argue strongly that welfare 
assessment models be adopted as a tool in 
wildlife management and damage control 
programs.  
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Commission Policies:

[bookmark: DEPREDATION]DEPREDATION CONTROL

It is the policy of the Fish and Game Commission that: 

All wildlife species shall be recognized as having both instrumental as well as intrinsic valuemaintained in harmony with available habitat whenever possible. In the event that some birds or mammals may cause injury or damage to private or public property, depredation control methods directed toward offending animals may shall be implemented in a manner that emphasizes non-lethal conflict resolution as a first-order priority with lethal control as a last resort. A distinction between population level controls and control of individual depredating animals shall be sharply drawn.  Population level depredation control shall be conducted only after an open, comprehensive planning and review process based on and justified in sound science.Should such depredation be upon wildlife species being intensively managed, the Department may institute appropriate depredation control methods directed towards the offending animals.

[bookmark: RAPTORS]RAPTORS

It is the policy of the Fish and Game Commission to: 

· I. Recognize that raptors, including vultures, hawks, eagles, falcons, kites, ospreys and owls, are part of California's native fauna, are integral to their ecosystems, and have intrinsic, ecological, scientific, educational, economic and recreational values. 

· II. It is the intent of the Commission to insure that raptor populations and their habitats shall be identified, monitored, maintained, restored and enhanced through research, management and protection by the Department and to insure that the utilization of or impacts to any population of raptor species will not contribute to its depletion in the wild. 

In instances where depredation by raptors occurs, reasonable measures shall be taken by the landowner to protect his/her property before permission may be obtained to take depredating animals as authorized underby federal law. However, taking of endangered or threatened species and the indiscriminate take of raptors shall not be permitted. 

The Commission recognizes falconry, as authorized in the Fish and Game Code, as a legitimate use of this wildlife resource. The Commission recognizes that captive raptor breeding programs may be an important management tool in the re-establishment of endangered or threatened species in the wild. 

Species found to be endangered or threatened within this state shall receive maximum protection and management effort to ensure their survival.

[bookmark: SHELLFISH]SHELLFISH AND SEA OTTER CONFLICTS

The Fish and Game Commission declares the following: 

· 1. The management and conservation of marine resources are important to the State of California and fish and wildlife resources are held in trust for the people of the State by and through the Department of Fish and Game. [FGC Sec. 711.7(a) and Sec. 1600] 

· 2. It is the policy of the State to encourage the conservation, maintenance, and utilization of marine resources for the benefit of all citizens and to promote the development of local fisheries, to encourage the growth of commercial fisheries, and to achieve the sustainable use of the state's fisheries. [FGC Sec. 1700 and Sec. 7055] 

· 3. Significant legislation enacted in 1998 established the State policy that marine living resources are to be conserved, used and restored for the benefit of all citizens; that the health and diversity of entire marine ecosystems and all marine resources are to be conserved; and that State actions are to recognize the importance of sustainable fisheries to the economy and the culture of California. [AB 1241] 

· 4. The Commission has previously adopted policies to encourage the development and expansion of commercial fishing and to cooperate with local, state and federal agencies and private persons and organizations to further the conservation of fish and wildlife. 

· 5. In 1986 a federal law was enacted amending the Endangered Species Act. The amendment specifically provides provided authority for the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to cooperatively undertake, with the Department of Fish and Game, a zonal management plan for the threatened southern sea otter that has had its primary objective to conserve both sea otters and local commercial fisheries. This federal law paved the way for a Memorandum of Understanding between the two agencies and initiated an extraordinary effort to balance apparently competing needs and give assurances to both wildlife conservation and commercial fishing interests. 	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: Here and anywhere else a specific species is named the Latin binomial should be used to ensure precisely what taxon is being talked about.  

It need only be used the first time a species is mentioned.  

· 6. In 2012, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service terminated the zonal management program, which had required the translocation of otters that ventured south of Point Conception, finding that it had failed to achieve its purposes and posed jeopardy to ESA-listed sea otters in California.



Therefore, it is the policy of the Fish and Game Commission to: 

· 1. Actively encourage on its own initiative and with the Department of Fish and Game, consistent with state law and legislatively established policy, development of options for minimizinga balanced solution to minimize shellfish fishery and sea otter conflicts that provides assures assurances healthy marine ecosystems, encouragesfor sea otter recovery,  and provides for sustainable local commercial and sport fishing, healthy marine ecosystems, and strong local economies. 

· 2. Support and encourage the Department in completing and maintaining a current comprehensive Sea Urchin management plan that considers among other issues the long-term impacts of various levels of fishing effort, predation, and habitat quality. 

· 3. Confer with appropriate state and federal agencies, local governments, scientific experts, fishery participants, sea otter support groups, and other interests in exploring options for and identifying a balanced zonal management plan that protects the marine resources of the State and supports sustainable local commercial fishing industries. 

· 43. Promote a healthy marine ecosystem as the single best way to recover sea otters and promote local fisheries and encourage appropriate federal and State agencies to undertake research efforts necessary to identify the cause or causes for the continued decline in the sea otter population. 

· 54. Pursue financial resources to match federal funds in undertaking research and management efforts designed to promote recovery of California's sea otter population while minimizing conflicts with shellfish fisheries and other marine resource uses. These funds could include general State revenues and the State's share of federal funds from Section 6 of the Endangered Species Act, sections 109 and 110 of the Marine Mammal Protection Act, or Pittman-Robertson federal aid. 

FISH AND GAME CODE:

DIVISION 3. FISH AND GAME GENERALLY [2000. - 2948.]

CHAPTER 1. Taking and Possessing in General [2000. - 2021.5.]






2003. 

(a) Except as specified in subdivisions (b), (c), and (d), it is unlawful to offer any prize or other inducement as a reward for the taking of any game birds, mammals, fish, reptiles, or amphibians in an individual contest, tournament, or derby.



(b) The department may issue a permit to any person authorizing that person to offer a prize or other inducement as a reward for the taking of any game fish, as defined by the commission by regulation, if it finds that there would be no detriment to the resource. The permit is subject to regulations adopted by the commission. The application for the permit shall be accompanied by a fee in the amount determined by the department as necessary to cover the reasonable administrative costs incurred by the department in issuing the permit. However, the department may waive the permit fee if the contest, tournament, or derby is for persons under the age of 16 years, or who are physically or mentally challenged, the primary purpose of the contest, tournament, or derby is to introduce young anglers to, or educate them about fishing. All permits for which the fee is waived pursuant to this subdivision shall comply with all other requirements set forth in this section.

(c) This section does not apply to any person conducting what are generally known as frog-jumping contests or fish contests conducted in waters of the Pacific Ocean. 

(d) This section does not apply to any person conducting an individual contest, tournament, or derby for the taking of game birds and mammals, if the total value of all prizes or other inducements is less than five hundred dollars ($500) for the individual contest, tournament, or derby.



DIVISION 4. BIRDS AND MAMMALS [3000. - 4904.]

PART 3. MAMMALS [3950. - 4904.]

CHAPTER 2. Fur-Bearing Mammals [4000. - 4043.]	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: As a general remark: there does not appear to be a consistent rationale to explain which animals are non-game versus fur-bearers. This would be a good time to revisit those classifications and determine the “rules” of take for each group in ways that are consistent and updated.

ARTICLE 1. Trapping Provisions [4000. - 4012.]



4000. 

The following are fur-bearing mammals: pine marten, fisher, mink, river otter, gray fox, red fox, kit fox, raccoon, beaver, badger, and muskrat.	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: Scientific names should be used.	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: The trapping regs as pulled off the state site also identify wolverine, cross fox and silver fox. This needs to be addressed.



4002. 

Fur-bearing mammals may be taken only with a legal trap, a firearm, bow and arrow, poison under a proper permit, or with the use of dogs.	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: It is confusing to see poison in here when the state regs §3003.2 specifically exclude 1080 and cyanide.  What is left after these?
	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: The use of dogs should be seriously reconsidered given the scientific evidence showing adverse effects on non-target species, in addition to the concerns about humaneness and fair sporting.



4003. 

It is unlawful to use poison to take fur-bearing mammals without a permit from the department. The department may issue such a permit upon a written application indicating the kind of poison desired to be used and the time and place of use.



4004. 

It is unlawful to do any of the following:	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: 3003.1 prohibits the use of the below mentioned devices, but notes a bunch of sections, this one included, that are “notwithstanding”.  I am unclear as to what this means, but if there are exemptions to 3003.1 they need to be clearly identified and characterized.

(a) Use a trap with saw-toothed or spiked jaws.

(b) Use or sell leghold steel-jawed traps with a spread of 51/2 inches or larger without offset jaws.

(c) Use steel-jawed traps larger than size 11/2 or with a spread larger than 47/8 inches for taking muskrat.

(d) Set or maintain traps which do not bear a number or other identifying mark registered to the department or, in the case of a federal, state, county, or city agency, bear the name of that agency, except that traps set pursuant to Section 4152 or 4180 shall bear an identifying mark in a manner specified by the department. No registration fee shall be charged pursuant to this subdivision.

(e) Fail to visit and remove all animals from traps at least once within a 24 hour period daily. If the trapping is done pursuant to Section 4152 or 4180, the inspection and removal shall be done by the person who sets the trap or the owner of the land where the trap is set or an agent of either.	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: Ambiguous – once every 24 hours after trap is set maybe better, although we would like to see 12.

For trapping of “nuisance” animals in urban areas this should be restricted and qualified by noting environmental conditions under which trapping is not allowed, period (excessive heat and cold; cold with rain, etc.).  

(f) Use a steel leghold trap with a spread exceeding 71/2 inches or killer-type trap of the conibear type that is larger than 10 inches by 10 inches.

(g) Set or maintain steel leghold traps within 30 feet of bait placed in a manner or position so that it may be seen by any soaring bird. As used in this subdivision, “bait” includes any bait composed of mammal, bird, or fish flesh, fur, hide, entrails, or feathers.

(h) Set or maintain steel leghold traps with a spread of 51/2 inches or larger without a tension device.



4011. 

(a) Fur-bearing mammals, game mammals, and nongame mammals, when involved in dangerous disease outbreaks, may be taken by duly constituted officials of any of the following:

(1) The United States Department of Agriculture.

(2) The United States Department of the Interior.

(3) The United States Department of Health and Human Services.

(4) The Department of Food and Agriculture.

(5) The State Department of Public Health.

(6) The department.

(b) A county official may take fur-bearing mammals, game mammals, and nongame mammals pursuant to this section, upon the prior approval of the director or his or her designee and in a manner approved by the director or his or her designee. 	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: Not sure whether this is needed, since we have no evidence that control during disease outbreaks happens frequently at all, but this type of activity should be authorized by an emergency order that at least stipulates some of the parameters involved in and necessary for this sort of control action.  



FISH AND GAME CODE - FGC

DIVISION 4. BIRDS AND MAMMALS [3000. - 4904.]

PART 3. MAMMALS [3950. - 4904.]

CHAPTER 3. Nongame Mammals and Depredators [4150. - 4190.]

ARTICLE 1. Nongame Mammals [4150. - 4154.]



4150. 

All mammals occurring naturally in California which are not game mammals, fully protected mammals, or fur-bearing mammals, are nongame mammals. Nongame mammals or parts thereof may not be taken or possessed except as provided in this code or in accordance with regulations adopted by the commission.



4152. 

(a) Except as provided in Section 4005, nongame mammals and black-tailed jackrabbits, muskrats, subspecies of red fox that are not the native Sierra Nevada red fox (Vulpes vulpes necator), and red fox squirrels that are found to be injuring growing crops or other property may be taken at any time or in any manner in accordance with this code and regulations adopted pursuant to this code by the owner or tenant of the premises or employees and agents in immediate possession of written permission from the owner or tenant thereof. They may also be taken by officers or employees of the Department of Food and Agriculture or by federal, county, or city officers or employees when acting in their official capacities pursuant to the Food and Agricultural Code pertaining to pests, or pursuant to Article 6 (commencing with Section 6021) of Chapter 9 of Part 1 of Division 4 of the Food and Agricultural Code. Persons taking mammals in accordance with this section are exempt from Section 3007, except when providing trapping services for a fee. Raw furs, as defined in Section 4005, that are taken under this section, shall not be sold or bartered.	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: No idea what this means – there is no such critter as a “red fox squirrel.” Probably means red or fox squirrel.  	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: This is too vague, here and elsewhere as it is used.

(b) Traps used pursuant to this section shall be inspected and all animals in the traps shall be removed at least once within a 24 hour period following the setting of a trap.  daily. Non-target species shall be released unharmed and may not be taken. The inspection and removal shall be done by the person who sets the trap or the owner of the land where the trap is set or an agent of either.

4153. 

The department may enter into cooperative agreements with any agency of the state or the United States for the purpose of controlling harmful nongame mammals.

The department may take any mammal which, in its opinion, is unduly preying upon any bird, mammal, or fish.	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: This is in here to cover the taking of predators who are killing deer.  It should be modified to require the department to issue a finding before allowing any such control, with proper public notice and opportunity to comment. 

In other words something far more strict than relying on the department’s “opinion” here should be imposed.  

4154. 

The department may enter into cooperative contracts with the United States Fish and Wildlife Service in the Department of the Interior in relation to the control of nongame mammals and for that purpose may expend any money made available to the department for expenditure for control or eradication of nongame mammals.



ARTICLE 2. Depredators [4180. - 4190.]



4181. 

(a) Except as provided in Section 4181.1, any owner or tenant of land or property that is being damaged or destroyed or is in danger of being damaged or destroyed by elk, bear, beaver, wild pig, wild turkeys, or gray squirrels, may apply to the department for a permit to kill the animals. Subject to the limitations in subdivisions (b) and (d), the department, upon satisfactory evidence of the damage or destruction, actual or immediately threatened,  shall issue a revocable permit for the taking and disposition of the animals under regulations adopted by the commission. The permit shall include a statement of the penalties that may be imposed for a violation of the permit conditions. Animals so taken shall not be sold or shipped from the premises on which they are taken except under instructions from the department. No iron-jawed or steel-jawed or any type of metal-jawed trap shall be used to take any wild animalbear pursuant to this section. No poison of any type may be used to take any gray squirrel or wild turkey pursuant to this section. The department shall designate the type of trap to be used to ensure the most humane method is used to trap gray squirrels. The department may require trapped squirrels to be released in parks or other nonagricultural areas. It is unlawful for any person to violate the terms of any permit issued under this section.	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: There are two gray squirrels in CA, one native and the other introduced. Not clear which is referred to here, or if both are intended.	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: 4152 should be collapsed into this and the species there also made subject to control only on the issuance of a permit.  

(b) The permit issued for taking species bears pursuant to subdivision (a) shall contain the following facts:

(1) Why the issuance of the permit was necessary.

(2) What efforts were made to solve the problem without killing the bears.

(3) What corrective actions should be implemented to prevent reoccurrence.

(c) With respect to wild pigs, the department shall provide an applicant for a depredation permit to take wild pigs or a person who reports taking wild pigs pursuant to subdivision (b) of Section 4181.1 with written information that sets forth available options for wild pig control, including, but not limited to, depredation permits, allowing periodic access to licensed hunters, and holding special hunts authorized pursuant to Section 4188. The department may maintain and make available to these persons lists of licensed hunters interested in wild pig hunting and lists of nonprofit organizations that are available to take possession of depredating wild pig carcasses.

(d) With respect to elk, the following procedures shall apply:

(1) Prior to issuing a depredation permit pursuant to subdivision (a), the department shall do all of the following:

(A) Verify the actual or immediately threatened damage or destruction.

(B) Provide a written summary of corrective measures necessary to immediately alleviate the problem.

(C) Determine the viability of the local herd, and determine the minimum population level needed to maintain the herd.

(D) Ensure the permit will not reduce the local herd below the minimum.

(E) Work with affected landowners to develop measures to achieve long-term resolution, while maintaining viability of the herd.

(2) After completing the statewide elk management plan pursuant to Section 3952, the department shall use the information and methods contained in the plan to meet the requirements of subparagraphs (C), (D), and (E) of paragraph (1).



4181.1. 	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: There is a small work group convened to discuss pig issues. Those efforts should continue with DFW involvement aimed at developing better pig management rules/regs/tools.

(a) Any bear that is encountered while in the act of inflicting injury to, molesting, or killing, livestock may be taken immediately by the owner of the livestock or the owner’s employee if the taking is reported no later than the next working day to the department and the carcass is made available to the department.

(b) Notwithstanding Section 4652, any wild pig that is encountered while in the act of inflicting injury to, molesting, pursuing, worrying, or killing livestock or damaging or destroying, or threatening to immediately damage or destroy, land or other property, including, but not limited to, rare, threatened, or endangered native plants, wildlife, or aquatic species, may be taken immediately by the owner of the livestock, land, or property or the owner’s agent or employee, or by an agent or employee of any federal, state, county, or city entity when acting in his or her official capacity. The person taking the wild pig shall report the taking no later than the next working day to the department and shall make the carcass available to the department. Unless otherwise directed by the department and notwithstanding Section 4657, the person taking a wild pig pursuant to this subdivision, or to whom the carcass of a wild pig taken pursuant to this subdivision is transferred pursuant to subdivision (c), may possess the carcass of the wild pig. The person in possession of the carcass shall make use of the carcass, which may include an arrangement for the transfer of the carcass to another person or entity, providing such entity is as a nonprofit organization, without compensation. The person who arranges this transfer shall be deemed to be in compliance with Section 4304. A violation of this subdivision is punishable pursuant to Section 12000. It is the intent of the Legislature that nothing in this subdivision shall be interpreted to authorize a person to take wild pigs pursuant to this subdivision in violation of a state statute or regulation or a local zoning or other ordinance that is adopted pursuant to other provisions of law and that restricts the discharge of firearms.	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: This is effectively a recreational hunt – and it is unlikely to alleviate damage.	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: We are aware of serious enforcement issues with this “encounter” section and suggest LE be engaged in the discussion about pig management.	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: Very broad and far reaching. Needs more definition.

(c) The department shall make a record of each report made pursuant to subdivision (a) or (b) and may have an employee of the department investigate the taking or cause the taking to be investigated. The person taking a wild pig shall provide information as deemed necessary by the department. Upon completion of the investigation, the investigator may, upon a finding that the requirements of this section have been met with respect to the particular bear or wild pig taken under subdivision (a) or (b), issue a written statement to the person confirming that the requirements of this section have been met. The person who took the wild pig may transfer the carcass to another person without compensation.

(d) Notwithstanding Section 4763, any part of any bear lawfully possessed pursuant to this section is subject to Section 4758.

(e) Nothing in this section prohibits federal, state, or county trappers from killing or trapping bears when the bears are killing or molesting livestock, but no iron-jawed or steel-jawed or any type of metal-jawed trap shall be used to take the bear, and no person, including employees of the state, federal, or county government, shall take bear with iron-jawed or steel-jawed or any type of metal-jawed traps.

4185. 

In any district or part of a district within San Bernardino and Riverside Counties, bears may be taken at any time with culvert traps within a good and substantial fence, as such fence is described in Section 17121 of the Food and Agricultural Code, surrounding beehives, if no part of the fence is at a distance greater than 50 yards from a beehive, and if a conspicuous sign is posted and maintained at each entrance to the enclosed premises to give warning of the presence of the traps. No iron or steel-jawed or any type of metal-jawed trap shall be used to take bear under this section.

4190. 	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: This has led to lawsuits in Arizona. Should reconsider.

The department shall tag, brand, or otherwise identify in a persistent and distinctive manner any large depredatory mammal relocated by, or relocated with the approval of, the department for game management purposes.

TITLE 14:

Title 14. Natural Resources 

[bookmark: I9DE450D2B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]Division 1. Fish and Game Commission-Department of Fish and Game 

[bookmark: I9DE450D3B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]Subdivision 2. Game and Furbearers 

[bookmark: I9DE450D4B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][image: Full text of all sections at this level]Chapter 1.(Refs & Annos)	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: These do not o reflect SB 1221 or the recently adopted regulations.


[bookmark: I9DE2CA30B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]250. General Prohibition Against Taking Resident Game Birds, Game Mammals and Furbearing Mammals.

[bookmark: I9DE82160B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]Except as otherwise provided in this Title 14, and in the Fish and Game Code, resident game birds, game mammals and furbearing mammals may not be taken at any time.



[bookmark: I9DE3DBA0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]Note: Authority cited: Sections 200, 202, and 203, Fish and Game Code. Reference: Sections 200-203.1, 206, 207, 211-222, 2000, 2001, 3000, 3500, 3950, and 4000, Fish and Game Code. 

265. Use of Dogs for Pursuit/Take of Mammals or for Dog Training.

[bookmark: I9EE51F00B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: I9EE51F01B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: I9EEF0A10B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E](a) Prohibitions on the Use of dogs. The use of dogs for the pursuit/take of mammals or for dog training is prohibited as follows:

[bookmark: I9EE51F02B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: I9EE51F03B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(1) The use of dogs is prohibited during the archery seasons for deer or bear. 

[bookmark: I9EE51F04B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: I9EE51F05B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(2) The use of dogs is prohibited for the take of bear, bobcat, elk, bighorn sheep and antelope. 

[bookmark: I9EE56D20B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: I9EE56D24B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(3) Mountain lions may not be pursued with dogs except under the provisions of a depredation permit issued pursuant to Section 4803 of the Fish and Game Code. Bear or bobcat may not be pursued with dogs except under the provisions of a permit issued pursuant to sections 3960.2 or 3960.4 of the Fish and Game Code. Dog training on mountain lions is prohibited. 

[bookmark: I9EE59430B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: I9EE59431B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(4) The use of dogs for the pursuit/take of mammals or for dog training is prohibited from the first Saturday in April through the day preceding the opening of the general deer season in the following dog control zones: 

[bookmark: I9EE59432B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: I9EE59433B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(A) Central California Dog Control Zone: Napa County north of Highway 128 and east of Highway 29; Lake County east of a line beginning at the Lake-Napa county line and Highway 29; northwest on Highway 29 to Highway 53. From Highway 53 turn northwest on Highway 20; northwest on Highway 20 to the Lake-Mendocino county line; north on the Lake-Mendocino county line to the Lake-Glenn county line; south on Lake-Glenn county line to the Lake-Colusa county line; south on the Lake-Colusa county line to the Lake-Yolo county line; southwest on the Lake-Yolo county line to the Lake-Napa county line; west on the Lake-Napa county line to the starting point. Mendocino County east of Highway 101, and north of Highway 20. Sierra and Alpine counties and those portions of Nevada, Placer, Amador and Calaveras counties east of Highway 49; and El Dorado County east of the following line: Beginning at the junction of Highway 49 and the Placer-El Dorado county line; south on Highway 49 to Highway 193 at Cool; east and south along Highway 193 to Highway 49 in Placerville; south on Highway 49 to the Amador-El Dorado county line; east on the El Dorado-Amador county line to the Alpine-El Dorado county line; east on the Alpine-El Dorado county line to the California-Nevada state line; north on the California-Nevada state line to the Placer-El Dorado county line; west on the Placer-El Dorado county line to the starting point. 

[bookmark: I9EE59434B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: I9EE59435B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(B) Northern California Dog Control Zone: 

[bookmark: I9EE5BB40B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: I9EE5BB41B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

Plumas and Trinity counties. Butte County east of the following line: Beginning at the junction of Highway 99 and the Butte-Tehama county line; south and east along Highway 99 to Highway 149; south and east along Highway 149 to Highway 70; south along Highway 70 to the Butte-Yuba county line; east on the Butte-Yuba county line to the Butte-Plumas county line; north on the Butte-Plumas county line to the Butte-Tehama county line southwest on the Butte-Tehama county line to the starting point. Del Norte County east of Highway 101. Glenn County west of a line beginning at the intersection of County Road 200 and the Glenn-Tehama county line; southeast on County Road 200 to County Road 306; south along County Road 306 to the Colusa-Glenn county line; west on the Colusa-Glenn county line to the Glenn-Lake county line; northwest on the Glenn-Lake county line to the Glenn-Mendocino county line; north on the Glenn-Mendocino county line to the Glenn-Tehama county line; east on the Glenn-Tehama county line to the starting point. Humboldt County north of Highway 36 and east of Highway 101. Siskiyou County south and west of the line defined as follows: Beginning at the Oregon-California state line at Interstate 5, proceed south on Interstate 5 to Highway 97 at the town of Weed; north on Highway 97 to Meiss Lake Road near the town of Macdoel; east on Meiss Lake Road to Old State Highway; south on Old State Highway to Redrock Road; east on the Redrock Road (forest service road 15[8Q03] to Willow Creek Red Rock Road; north on Willow Creek Red Rock Road to the Gold Digger Pass Road (N8U01); east on the Gold Digger Pass Road to the western boundary of the Lava Beds National Monument; north and east on said boundary to the Siskiyou-Modoc county line; south on the Siskiyou-Modoc county line to the Siskiyou-Shasta county line; west on the Siskiyou-Shasta county line to the Siskiyou-Trinity county line; west on the Siskiyou-Trinity county line to the Siskiyou-Humboldt county line; northwest on the Siskiyou-Humboldt county line to the Siskiyou-Del Norte county line; north on the Siskiyou-Del Norte county line to the California-Oregon state line; east on the California-Oregon state line to the starting point. Shasta County south and west of Highway 89 and north of the line defined as follows: Beginning at the Shasta-Tehama county line and Highway 36 near the town of Beegum, go west on Highway 36 to County Road A16; north on County Road A16 to Pine Street in the city of Redding; north on Pine Street to Eureka Way (Highway 299); west on Eureka Way (Highway 299) to Highway 273; north on Highway 273 to Interstate 5; north on Interstate 5 to the south shore of Shasta Lake; east and north along the southern shore of Shasta Lake to Fender's Ferry Road; southeast on Fender's Ferry Road to Highway 299; southwest on Highway 299 to Oakrun Road; southwest on the Oakrun Road to Fern Road in the town of Oakrun; northeast on the Oakrun Road to Fern Road to the town of Fern; south and west on Fern Road to Whitmore Road; east on Whitmore Road to the town of Whitmore. From Whitmore Road turn south on Ponderosa Way to Innwood Road; Innwood Road to Highway 44 near Innwood; east on Highway 44 to Wilson Hill Road; south on Wilson Hill Road to Rock Creek Road; south on Rock Creek Road to the Shasta-Tehama county line; east along the Shasta-Tehama county line to Highway 89; North on Highway 89 to the Shasta-Siskiyou county line; west along the Shasta-Siskiyou county line to the Shasta-Trinity county line; southeast along the Shasta-Trinity county line to the Shasta-Tehama county line; east along the Shasta-Tehama county line to the starting point. The following portions of Tehama County: Those portions of Tehama County within the Mendocino National Forest and east of Ponderosa Way. Those portions of Tehama County within the Lassen National Forest.Those portions of Tehama County east of Ponderosa Way. Those portions of Lassen County north and west of the following line: North from the Lassen-Sierra county line on Highway 395 to Highway 36 east of Susanville; northwest on Highway 36 to Highway 139; north on Highway 139 to the Lassen-Modoc county line; west along the Lassen-Modoc county line to the Lassen-Shasta county line; south along the Lassen-Shasta county line to the Plumas-Lassen county line; southeast along the Plumas-Lassen county line to the Lassen-Sierra county line; east along the Lassen-Sierra county line to the starting point. 
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(C) Southern Sierra Dog Control Zone: 

[bookmark: I9EE5E250B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: I9EE5E251B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

Those portions of Tuolumne, Mariposa, Madera, Fresno and Tulare counties east of the following line beginning at the intersection of Highway 49 and the Calaveras-Tuolumne county line; south on Highway 49 to Highway 108; southwest on Highway 108 to Highway 120; east on Highway 120 to the Smith Station Road (J20); south on the Smith Station Road (J20) to the Greeley Hill Road; east on the Greeley Hill Road to the Briceburg Road; east on Briceburg Road to the North Fork of the Merced River at Bower Cave; south on the North Fork of the Merced River to Road 3S15 (Black Mountain Road/Ponderosa Way); south on Road 3S15 (Ponderosa Way) to Forest Service Road 3S02 (Ponderosa Way) crossing the U.S. Forest Service-Bureau of Land Management property boundary in Section 28 located in Township 3S, Range 18E to Forest Service Road 2S05 (Bull Creek Road); south on Forest Service Road 2S05 (Bull Creek Road) to the Main Fork of the Merced River; west on the Main Fork of the Merced River to the southern boundary of Lake McClure; west on the southern boundary of Lake McClure to Highway 49; south on Highway 49 to Highway 140 at Mariposa; north on Highway 140 to the South Fork of the Merced River;east along the South Fork of the Merced River to Hite Cove Trail at Hite Cove. From Hite Cove south on the U.S. Forest Service Road (Hite Cove Trail) to Hite Cove Road; south on Hite Cove Road to Scott Road; south on Scott Road to Jerseydale Road; south on Jerseydale Road through Jerseydale Station and Darrah to the Darrah Road; south along Darrah Road to Highway 49; south along Highway 49 to Highway 41 at Oakhurst; north along Highway 41 to its intersection with the Bass Lake Road at Yosemite Forks; south along Bass Lake Road to Road 274; south on Road 274 past Bass Lake on the east side of the lake to the junction with the Mammoth Pool Road at North Fork; west on Mammoth Pool Road to Road 222 (Auberry Road); south on Road 222 (Auberry Road) to the San Joaquin River; east along the San Joaquin River to Italian Bar Road (Road 225) at the Italian Bar Bridge; south on Italian Bar Road (Road 225) to Jose Basin Road (County Road M2441); east on Jose Basin Road (County Road M2441) to its intersection with Forestry Service Roads 8S08 (Railroad Grade Road) and 9S07 (Jose Basin Road); south on 9S07 (Jose Basin Road) to Jose Basin/Musick Farm Road; southeast on 9S07 to Auberry Road near Pine Ridge; east on Auberry Road to North Toll House Road; south on North Toll House Road to Peterson Road; east on Peterson Road to Big Creek Road; east on Big Creek Road (10S02) near Peterson Mill to Dinkey-Trimmer Road (10S69 Trimmer Springs Road) at Haslett Basin; east on Dinkey-Trimmer Road (10S69) to Sycamore Springs Road (11S02); east on Sycamore Springs Road (11S02) to Black Rock Road (11S12) at Balch Camp; east on the Black Rock Road (11S12) to the decommissioned 11S07 (the old Rodgers Ridge Road) at Black Rock Reservoir Dam; east along decommissioned 11S07 (old Rodgers Ridge Road) to Garlic Spur; south on Garlic Spur to the Kings River; west along the Kings River to Verplank Ridge; south on Verplank Ridge-Hoise Ridge to Forest Route 13S65; southeast on Forest Route 13S65 to Forest Route 13S03; southeast on Forest Route 13S03 to Highway 180 near Cherry Gap; south along Highway 180 to the north boundary of Kings Canyon/Sequoia National Park; south along the western boundary of Kings Canyon/Sequoia National Park to the northern boundary of Sequoia National Forest between Grouse Peak and Dennison Mountain; south along the common line between R29E and R30E, M.D.B.M. to the boundary of the Sequoia National Forest; east and south along that boundary to Balch Park Road; southeast along that road to the west boundary of Mountain Home Demonstration State Forest; south and east along that boundary to Forest Trail 30E14; southeast along 30E14 to the Doyle Springs Road (Wishon Drive); southwest along Doyle Springs Road (Wishon Drive) to Camp Wishon; southeast along the Alder Creek Grove-Hossack Meadow Road to Camp Nelson; east along Highway 190 to Coy Flat Road; south along Coy Flat Road to the boundary of the Tule River Indian Reservation; south along the east boundary of that reservation (County Highway J42) to Parker Peak; southeast through Upper Parker Meadow to Parker Pass. Parker Pass to Forest Route 22S81; south through Starvation Creek Grove on Forest Route 22S81 to M504 (Parker Pass); south on M504 to Forest Route 23S64; southeast on 23S64 to the southwest corner of Section 15, T23S, R31E, M.D.B.M, continuing to the northeast corner of Section 22, T23S, R31E, M.D.B.M.; south approximately 6 miles to Sugarloaf Winter Recreation Area.; southeast on Sugarloaf drive to Forest Road 24S23; northeast on Forest Route 24S23 to Forest Route 23S16; Southeast on Forest Route 23S16 to Portuguese Pass; southeast along Forest Route 23S16 (24S06) though Portuguese Pass to the Tulare-Kern county line; east along the Tulare-Kern county line to the Tulare-Inyo county line.; north along the Tulare-Inyo county line to Fresno-Inyo county line; north along the Fresno-Inyo county line to the Fresno-Mono county line; north along the Fresno-Mono County line to the Mono-Madera county line; north along the Mono-Madera county line to the Mono-Tuolumne county line; north along the Mono-Tuolumne county line to the Alpine-Tuolumne county line; northwest along the Alpine-Tuolumne county line to the Calaveras-Tuolumne county line; southwest along the Calaveras-Tuolumne county line to the starting point. That portion of Kern County within a line beginning where the Tulare-Kern county line intersects the west boundary of the Sequoia National Forest; south along the said boundary to the Poso Flat Road; on Poso Flat Road to National Forest Route 25S03 (Rancheria Road); northeast along National Forest 25S03 (Rancheria Road) to National Forest 25S15 (Rancheria Road); north on National Forest 25S15 (Rancheria Road) to Rancheria Road; northeast along Rancheria Road through Shirley Meadow to Forest Highway 90 (Forest Route 23S16) at Greenhorn Summit; northeast on Forest Highway 90 (Forest Route 23S16) to Cow Creek; northeast on Cow Creek to Bull Run Creek; north on Bull Run Creek to the Tulare-Kern county line; west along said county line to the point of beginning, Those portions of Inyo and Mono counties west of Highway 395. 
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(D) Southern California Dog Control Zone: Those portions of Los Angeles, Ventura and Santa Barbara counties within the Los Padres and Angeles National Forests; and those portions of San Bernardino County within the San Bernardino and Angeles National Forests. 
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(b) Authorized Use of Dogs. The use of dogs for the pursuit/take of mammals or for dog training is authorized as follows:	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: Dogs – if allowed at all - should be limited to pursuing and baying certain mammals but expressly prohibited from any further “take” of them.  
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(1) Dog Control Zones. The use of dogs for the pursuit/take of mammals or for dog training is permitted in the dog control zones described in subsections 265(a)(4)(A), (B), (C) and (D) from the opening day of the general deer season through the first Friday in April. 
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(2) Areas of the State Outside the Dog Control Zones. The use of dogs for the pursuit/take of mammals or for dog training in areas outside of the dog control zones is permitted year-round, except for closures and restrictions described in this Section 265 and Section 364, and the provisions of sections 3960 and 4800 of the Fish and Game Code which prohibit allowing any dog to pursue any big game mammal during the closed season on such mammal or mountain lions, elk or any fully-protected, threatened or endangered mammal at any time. 
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(3) Take of Depredating Mammals. The use of dogs is permitted for pursuing/taking depredating mammals by federal and county animal damage control officers or by permittees authorized under a depredation permit issued by the department. 
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(4) Take of Furbearers and Nongame Mammals. Furbearers and nongame mammals as specified in subsection 472(a) may be taken with the aid of dogs during the appropriate open season, except for closures and restrictions described in subsections 265(a) and (b). 
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(5) Prohibition on Starting Pursuit Within 400 Yards of Baited Area. Pursuits may not be started within 400 yards of a baited area as described in Section 257.5 of these regulations. 
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(6) Dog Training. Except for the prohibitions of subsection 265(a), dog training is permitted pursuant to the following provisions: 
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(A) Dog Training Defined. For purposes of these regulations, dog training is defined as the education of dogs through “breaking” or “practicing” under strict provisions that preclude the injuring or take of animals. Training is distinguished from “pursuit”, as used in Section 86 of the Fish and Game Code, in that the animal being chased shall not be killed, captured, or injured. 
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(B) Prohibition on Killing, Capturing or Injuring Mammals. No person shall kill, capture or injure any mammal, nor shall any person's dog be allowed to kill, capture or injure any mammal during dog training. 
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(C) Prohibition on Possession of Equipment. No firearm, archery gear, crossbow or other instrument capable of killing, injuring or capturing any animal may be possessed by any person training dogs during the seasons described in subsection 265(b)(6)(F) below. Possession of a firearm, archery gear, crossbow or other instrument capable of killing or capturing any animal is prohibited while training dogs, but such equipment may be transported to or from a campsite, transported to or from a residence or lawfully possessed by a person at a campsite provided all dogs are secured and under the control of the owner, agent or person training or transporting said dogs. 
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(D) Prohibition on Starting Dog Training Within 400 Yards of Baited Area. Dog Training may not be started within 400 yards of a baited area as described in Section 257.5 of these regulations. 
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(E) Prohibition on Training Dogs on Big Game Mammals, Bobcat or on Protected, Threatened or Endangered Mammals. It shall be unlawful to train any dog on any big game mammal, bobcat, or to train any dog on any fully-protected, threatened or endangered mammal at any time. A person in possession of a valid deer tag may utilize the general deer season for purposes of educating a dog for deer. Only one dog may be used for training in areas where the general deer season (as described in subsection 360(a) and (b)) is open. 
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(F) Seasons. 
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1. Gray Fox. Dogs may be trained on gray fox from March 1 through the day preceding the opening of the general gray fox season, except for closures and restrictions described in subsections 265(a) and (b). 	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: The use of dogs should be seriously reconsidered given the scientific evidence showing adverse effects on non-target species, in addition to the concerns about humaneness and fair sporting.	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: This includes the birth season.  There should be no allowed pursuit of any species of mammal that falls within the birth season and the immediate period following when fully dependent young are present.  This is consistent with the ethic of wildlife management.
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2. Raccoon. Dogs may be trained on raccoon from April 1 through the day preceding the opening of the general raccoon season, except for closures and restrictions described in subsections 265(a) and (b). 
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3. Other Mammals. Except for closures and prohibitions described in this Section 265 and sections 3960 and 4800 of the Fish and Game Code, dogs may be trained on mammals other than gray fox and raccoon at any time. 
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(c) Restrictions on the Number of Dogs per Hunter.
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(1) One Dog per Hunter Limitation During Deer Season. No more than one dog per hunter may be used in the area where the general deer season is open. 
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(2) Three Dogs per Hunter Limitation for the Take of Wild Pigs. Up to three dogs per hunter may be used for the purpose of taking wild pigs, pursuant to the following provisions: 
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(A) No more than one dog per hunter may be used in an area where the general deer season is open. 
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(B) No dogs may be used within the closures described in subsection 265(a). 
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(d) Prohibition on Treeing Switches and Use of Global Positioning System Equipment.
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(1) Treeing Switches. Electronic dog retrieval collars containing functioning treeing switches (devices consisting of a switch mechanism that results in a change in the transmitted signals when the dog raises its head to a treed animal) are prohibited on dogs used for the pursuit/take of mammals. 
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(2) Global Positioning System Equipment. Electronic dog retrieval collars employing the use of global positioning system equipment (devices that utilize satellite transmissions) are prohibited on dogs used for the pursuit/take of mammals. 
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Note: Authority cited: Sections 200, 202, 203, 3960, 3960.2 and 3960.4, Fish and Game Code. Reference: Sections 200, 202, 203, 203.1, 207, 3960, 3960.2, 3960.4 and 4756, Fish and Game Code. 

365. Bear.

[bookmark: IA19A2CE0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]Except as provided in Section 366, bear may be taken only as follows:
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(1) Northern California: In the counties of Del Norte, Humboldt, Plumas, Shasta, Siskiyou, Tehama and Trinity; and those portions of Lassen and Modoc counties west of the following line: Beginning at Highway 395 and the Sierra-Lassen county line; north on Highway 395 to the junction of Highway 36; west on Highway 36 to the junction of Highway 139; north on Highway 139 to Highway 299; north on Highway 299 to County Road 87; west on County Road 87 to Lookout-Hackamore Road; north on Lookout-Hackamore Road to Highway 139; north on Highway 139 to the Modoc-Siskiyou county line; north on the Modoc-Siskiyou county line to the Oregon border. 
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(2) Central California: In the counties of Alpine, Amador, Butte, Calaveras, Colusa, El Dorado, Glenn, Lake, Mendocino, Nevada, Placer, Sacramento, Sierra, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba and those portions of Napa and Sonoma counties northeast of Highway 128. 
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(3) Southern Sierra: That portion of Kern County west of Highway 14 and east of the following line: Beginning at the intersection of Highway 99 and the Kern-Tulare county line; south on Highway 99 to Highway 166; west and south on Highway 166 to the Kern-Santa Barbara county line; and those portions of Fresno, Madera, Mariposa, Merced, Stanislaus, Tulare and Tuolumne counties east of Highway 99. 
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(4) Southern California: In the counties of Los Angeles, Santa Barbara and Ventura; that portion of Riverside County north of Interstate 10 and west of Highway 62; and that portion of San Bernardino County south and west of the following line: Beginning at the intersection of Highway 18 and the Los Angeles-San Bernardino county line; east along Highway 18 to Highway 247; southeast on Highway 247 to Highway 62; southwest along Highway 62 to the Riverside-San Bernardino county line. 
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(5) Southeastern Sierra: Those portions of Inyo and Mono counties west of Highway 395; and that portion of Madera County within the following line: Beginning at the junction of the Fresno-Madera-Mono county lines; north and west along the Madera-Mono county line to the boundary of the Inyo-Sierra National Forest; south along the Inyo-Sierra National Forest boundary to the Fresno-Madera county line; north and east on the Fresno-Madera county line to the point of beginning. Also, that portion of Inyo county west of Highway 395; and that portion of Mono county beginning at the intersection of Highway 6 and the Mono county line; north along Highway 6 to the Nevada state line; north along the Nevada state line to the Alpine county line; south along the Mono-Alpine county line to the Mono-Tuolumne county line and the Inyo National Forest Boundary; south along the Inyo National Forest Boundary to the Inyo-Sierra Forest boundary; south along the Inyo-Sierra Forest boundary to the Fresno-Madera county line; north and east along the Fresno-Madera county line to the junction of the Fresno-Madera-Mono county line; south along the Mono-Fresno county line to the Mono-Inyo County line; east along the Mono-Inyo county line to the point of beginning. 
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(b) Seasons: Except in the deer hunt areas designated as zones X-1 through X-7b in subsection 360(b), the bear season shall open on the opening day of the general deer season as described in subsections 360(a) and (b) and extend until the last Sunday in December in the areas described in subsections 365(a)(1), (2), (3) (4) and (5) above. In those areas designated as deer hunting zones X-1 through X-7b, the bear season shall open on the second Saturday in October and extend for 79 consecutive days. The bear season shall be closed when the department determines that 1,700 bears have been taken pursuant to the reporting requirement in subsection 708.12(d). The department shall notify the commission, the public via the news media and bear tag holders via the U.S. mail and the news media when implementing this closure.
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(c) Bag and Possession Limit: One adult bear per hunting license year. Cubs and females accompanied by cubs may not be taken. (Cubs are defined as bears less than one year of age or bears weighing less than 50 pounds.)
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(d) No open season for bear in the balance of the state not included in subsection (a) above.
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(e) Bait: No feed, bait or other materials capable of attracting a bear shall be placed or used for the purpose of taking or pursuing a bear. No bear shall be taken over such bait. No person may take a bear within a 400-yard radius of a garbage dump or bait.
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Note: Authority cited: Sections 86, 200, 202 and 203, Fish and Game Code. Reference: Sections 200, 202, 203, 203.1 and 207, Fish and Game Code. 

366. Archery Bear Hunting.

[bookmark: IA1A92100B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]Bear may be taken with bow and arrow during the bear season as specified in Section 365 and as follows:
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(b) Season: The archery bear season shall open on the third Saturday in August and extend for 23 consecutive days. There is no open season for taking bear with bow and arrow in the balance of the state.
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(c) Bag and Possession Limit: One adult bear per hunting license year. Cubs and female accompanied by cubs may not be taken. (Cubs are defined as bears less than one year of age or bears weighing less than 50 pounds.)
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(d) The use of dogs is prohibited during the archery season for bear.
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(e) Bait. No feed, bait or other materials capable of attracting a bear to a feeding area shall be placed or used for the purpose of taking or pursuing a bear. No bear shall be taken over such bait. No person may take a bear within a 400 yard radius of a garbage dump or bait.
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Note: Authority cited: Sections 200, 202 and 203, Fish and Game Code. Reference: Sections 200, 202, 203, 203.1 and 207, Fish and Game Code. 

Subdivision 2. Game and Furbearers 

[image: Full text of all sections at this level]Chapter 4. Depredation (Refs & Annos)

[bookmark: IA20E9991B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]400. Deer Depredation Hunts.

[bookmark: IA20E9992B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA20E9993B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2148D00B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E](a) A deer depredation hunt shall not be allowed where the number of deer involved numbers less than 25.
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(b) Before applying for a depredation hunt the landowner or tenant shall consult with representatives of the department to determine the existence or threat of depredation. All applications shall be in writing, filed with the commission on forms supplied by the department, and shall recite on their face that the applicant grants to the holders of hunting permits free and unrestricted access to, and the use of his lands for the purpose of said hunt.

[bookmark: IA20EC0A2B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA20EC0A3B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(c) Two or more landowners, or tenants, whose lands adjoin one another may apply jointly for a deer depredation hunt.
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(d) Before a deer depredation hunt is allowed, the landowner or tenant concerned shall sign a statement holding the Department of Fish and Game, their agents, officers, and employees, free and harmless from all claims that may arise from permitees shooting over said area, and from all claims on account of any act or omission on the part of said state, department, or their agents, officers or employees when engaged solely in the discharge of their official duties and functions.
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(e) Deer depredation hunts shall be confined to the lands owned or controlled by the applicant.
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(f) Hunting permits shall be issued on a first-come, first-served basis by employees of the department only, at a time and place to be designated in the order authorizing the hunt.

[bookmark: IA20EE7B4B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA20EE7B5B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(g) Applicants for hunting permits shall be 16 years of age or over.

[bookmark: IA20F0EC0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA20F0EC1B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(h) Hunting permits shall be valid only for the area and the period of time designated on the permit.

[bookmark: IA20F0EC2B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA20F0EC3B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(i) Shooting time shall be one hour before sunrise to one hour after sunset.

[bookmark: IA20F0EC4B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA20F0EC5B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(j) Permits shall not be transferable.

[bookmark: IA20F35D0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA20F35D1B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(k) Permittees shall check in at a designated checking station each day before hunting and shall check out at such station each day after hunting is finished.

[bookmark: IA20F35D2B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA20F35D3B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(l) Permit tag shall be attached to the antlers of antlered deer or to the ear of antlerless deer immediately after killing.

[bookmark: IA20F35D4B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA20F35D5B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(m) The commission shall designate the methods that may be used for each hunt. In addition to regular methods of take, these may also include 12 gauge shotguns shooting buck shot of size No. 2 or larger, and bows and arrows.

[bookmark: IA20F5CE0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA20F5CE2B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(n) Deer meat held more than 15 days after close of the hunt shall be stamped in accordance with Section 3081 of the Fish and Game Code.

[bookmark: IA20F83F0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA20F83F1B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(o) Employees of the department shall not be eligible to purchase hunting permits.

[bookmark: IA20F83F2B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA20F83F3B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(p) The department may refuse to issue a permit to anyone, may revoke any permit, and may eject the holder from the area for any reason when it appears that the safety or welfare of the area, or that of other permittees, is endangered. Decision of the authorized employee of the department in this respect shall be final.

[bookmark: IA20FAB00B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA20FAB01B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(q) Prior to the acceptance or issuance of a hunting permit all permittees shall consent in writing to the terms and conditions of these rules and regulations.

[bookmark: IA2104740B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

Note: Authority cited: Sections 4181, 4181.5, and 4188, Fish and Game Code. Reference: Sections 4181, 4181.5, and 4188, Fish and Game Code. 

401. Issuance of Permit to Take Animals Causing Damage.

[bookmark: IA21DB4C1B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA21DB4C2B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA224B9A0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E](a) Application. A person who is a property owner or tenant mustmay apply to the department for a permit to take elk, bear, beaver, wild pigs, deer, wild turkeys, or gray squirrels that are damaging or destroying, or immediately threatening to damage or destroy, land or property.

[bookmark: IA21DB4C3B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA21DB4C4B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(b) Permit Period. Permits issued pursuant to this section shall be valid for a period not to exceed one year, except that permits for elk, bear, wild turkey, or deer shall not be valid for more than 60 days. Permits may be renewed if damage or threatened damage to land or property continues to exist.

[bookmark: IA21DB4C5B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA21DDBD0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(c) Form and Conditions of Permit. Applications shall be made on form entitled “PERMIT TO KILL DEPREDATING DEER, BEAR, ELK, WILD PIG, GRAY SQUIRREL, BEAVER, WILD TURKEY, OR MOUNTAIN LION CAUSING CROP OR PROPERTY DAMAGE” (FG WPB 543 (new 5/05)). The department may add terms and conditions to the permit necessary to protect wildlife and ensure public safety. To be valid, the permit shall contain a statement signed by the applicant that he/she has read, understands, and agrees to be bound by all the terms of the permit.

[bookmark: IA21DDBD1B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA21DDBD2B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(d) Methods of Take.

[bookmark: IA21E02E0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA21E02E2B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(1) Animals taken pursuant to a permit may be taken in any legal manner except as herein provided and in accordance with the provisions of Section 465.5 of these regulations. Permits to take deer shall include conditions that comply with Fish and Game Code section 4181.5. No iron-jawed or any type of metal-jawed traps may be used to take squirrels or bears. No poison may be used. The department may specify the caliber and type of firearm and ammunition, archery equipment or crossbow to be used based upon safety considerations. The department may require that a permittee take animals alive by the use of live traps. 

[bookmark: IA21E02E3B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA21E02E4B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(2) The permittee and/or agent shall ensure that all animals are killed in a humane manner instantly and prevent any injured animal from escaping. 

[bookmark: IA21E29F0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA21E29F1B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(e) Government Employees and Designated Agents.

[bookmark: IA21E29F2B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA21E29F3B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(1) An employee of a federal, State, or local government agency or local district with responsibilities including but not limited to animal control, animal damage control, irrigation, flood, or natural resource reclamation, while acting in his/her official capacity may take depredating animals on the property designated in a permit issued pursuant to this section. 

[bookmark: IA21E29F4B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA21E29F5B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(2) The permittee may designate up to three other persons as his/her agents to take animals under the terms of the permit. A designated agent shall be any person who is acting under the direction and control of the permittee and who is 21 years of age or older. The designated agent(s) shall be named on the permit. The permittee may substitute designated agents with prior written approval of the department. 

[bookmark: IA21E5100B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA21E5101B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(f) Persons Prohibited from Taking Animals. No person may take animals pursuant to the permit if he/she has been convicted of a violation related to the take or possession of game or furbearing mammals in the past 12 months or if he/she is on probation and may not hunt or possess a firearm as part of the terms of probation. A landowner who is on probation and may not hunt or possess a firearm as part of the terms of probation must designate a qualified agent to take animals under a permit.

[bookmark: IA21E5102B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA21E5103B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(g) Written Report Required for Wild Pigs. The permittee shall provide a report listing the date and sex of each wild pig taken. A report shall be submitted whether or not any animals were taken. The reporting period shall be by calendar month. The permittee or designated agent shall complete and mail the report to the department on or before the 15th day of the following month. Reports shall be mailed to the address provided by the department.

[bookmark: IA21E5104B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA21E7810B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(h) Tagging Animals. All animals taken pursuant to a permit, except wild pigs, shall be immediately tagged with tags provided by the department. Wild pigs shall be tagged prior to being transported from the property designated in the permit. Tags for animals except wild pigs shall be completed at the time the animal is taken. Tags for wild pigs shall be completed before the wild pigs are removed from the property. Tags shall clearly show the permittee's name, address, date and location the animal was taken and shall include the signature of the person taking the animal. The report portion of each tag shall be mailed to the department without delay. No tags are required for squirrels and beavers.

[bookmark: IA21E7811B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA21E9F20B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(i) Utilization of Carcass. Animals taken pursuant to this permit must be disposed of as required in the permit. No animals, except wild pigs, may be utilized by the permittee or designated agent. The permittee or designated agent may leave the carcass of any wild pig where it was taken for reasons of high air temperatures, disease, parasites, or conditions which preclude use of the carcass. A person who makes every reasonable attempt to utilize the carcass of any wild pig as required in this subsection shall be deemed to be in compliance with Section 4304 of the Fish and Game Code.

[bookmark: IA21E9F21B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA21E9F22B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(j) Suspension and Revocation of Permits.

[bookmark: IA21E9F23B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA21E9F24B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(1) Permits may be suspended temporarily by the director for a breach or violation of the permit by the holders thereof, their agents, servants, employees or any person acting under their direction and control. The commission shall be notified of any such suspension and subsequently may revoke or reinstate the permit, or fix the period of its suspension, after written notice to the permittee and the permittee has been afforded an opportunity to be heard. 

[bookmark: IA21EC630B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA21EC631B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(2) Any person who has had his/her permit revoked or suspended by the commission shall be required, upon application for a new or subsequent permit, to appear before the commission and demonstrate to its satisfaction that the use of such a permit will be consistent with depredation control, with these regulations, and with the laws under which they are promulgated. 

[bookmark: IA21EC632B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA21EC633B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(k) It is unlawful for a permittee or agent to violate any of the terms or conditions of a permit issued pursuant to this section.

[bookmark: IA21EC634B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA21EC635B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(l) The permit does not invalidate any city, county, or state firearm regulation.

[bookmark: IA21F6270B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

Note: Authority cited: Sections 202, 3003.1 and 4181, Fish and Game Code. Reference: Sections 3003.1 and 4181, Fish and Game Code. 

460. Fisher, Marten, River Otter, Desert Kit Fox and Red Fox.

[bookmark: IA2335FA0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]Fisher, marten, river otter, desert kit fox and red fox may not be taken at any time.



[bookmark: IA22F6800B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]Note: Authority cited: Sections 200, 202, 203, and 4009.5, Fish and Game Code. Reference: Sections 200-203.1, 206, 207, 211-222, 4000-4004, and 4009.5, Fish and Game Code. 

461. Badger and Gray Fox.

[bookmark: IA2358280B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2358281B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA23B27D0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E](a) Badger may be taken as follows:

[bookmark: IA2358282B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2358283B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(1) Season and Area: November 16 through the last day of February, statewide. 

[bookmark: IA2358284B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2358285B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(2) Bag and Possession Limit: No limit. 

[bookmark: IA235A990B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA235A991B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(b) Gray fox may be taken as follows:

[bookmark: IA235A992B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA235A993B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(1) Season and Area: November 24 through the last day of February, statewide. 

[bookmark: IA235A994B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA235A995B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(2) Bag and Possession Limit: No limit. 

[bookmark: IA235D0A0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA235D0A1B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(3) Dogs may be permitted to pursue gray fox in the course of breaking, training, or practicing dogs in accordance with the provisions of Section 265 of these regulations. 

[bookmark: IA2370920B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

Note: Authority cited: Sections 200-202, 203 and 4009.5, Fish and Game Code. Reference: Sections 200-203.1, 206, 207, 211-222, 4000-4004 and 4009.5, Fish and Game Code. 

462. Muskrat and Mink.

[bookmark: IA242C8F0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]Except as noted in Section 4180, Fish and Game Code, muskrat and mink may be taken only as follows:



Season and Area: November 16 through March 31, statewide. (This regulation supersedes Section 4001 of the Fish and Game Code.)



Bag and Possession Limit: No limit.



[bookmark: IA23ED150B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]Note: Authority cited: Sections 200, 202, 203, and 4009.5, Fish and Game Code. Reference: Sections 200-203.1, 206, 207, 211-222, 4000-4004, 4009.5, and 4180, Fish and Game Code. 

[bookmark: IA252A772B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA252A773B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA258E900B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]464. Raccoon.

(a) Seasons and Areas:

[bookmark: IA252CE80B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA252CE81B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(1) Raccoon may be taken from July 1 through March 31 in the following area: All of Imperial County and those portions of Riverside and San Bernardino counties lying south and east of the following line: Beginning at the intersection of Highway 86 with the north boundary of Imperial County; north along Highway 86 to the intersection with Interstate 10; east along Interstate 10 to its intersection with the Cottonwood Springs Road in Section 9, T6S, R11E, S.B.B.M.; north along the Cottonwood Springs Road and the Mecca Dale Road to Amboy; east along Highway 66 to the intersection with Highway 95; north along Highway 95 to the California-Nevada state line. 	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: These specific dates to allow take should steer clear of birth and dependent young rearing seasons.

[bookmark: IA252CE82B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA252CE83B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(2) November 16 through March 31 in the balance of the state. 

[bookmark: IA252CE84B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA252CE85B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(b) Bag and Possession Limit: No limit.

[bookmark: IA2531CA0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2531CA3B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(c) Method of Take: When taking raccoon after dark, pistols and rifles not larger than .22 caliber rimfire and shotguns using shot no larger than No. BB are the only firearms which may be used during this night period. (This regulation supersedes Sections 4001 and 4002 of the Fish and Game Code.) (See Sections 264 and 264.5 for light regulations.)

[bookmark: IA25343B0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA25343B1B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(d) Dogs may be permitted to pursue raccoons in the course of breaking, training or practicing dogs in accordance with the provisions of Section 265 of these regulations.

[bookmark: IA2547C30B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

Note: Authority cited: Sections 200, 202, 203 and 4009.5, Fish and Game Code. Reference: Sections 200-203.1, 206, 207, 211-222, 4000-4004 and 4009.5, Fish and Game Code. 

472. General Provisions.

[bookmark: IA2A29C30B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]Except as otherwise provided in Sections 478 and 485 and subsections (a) through (d) below, nongame birds and mammals may not be taken.



[bookmark: IA29CA8C3B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA29CA8C4B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E](a) The following nongame birds and mammals may be taken at any time of the year and in any number except as prohibited in Chapter 6: English sparrow, starling, coyote, weasels, skunks, opossum, moles and rodents (excluding tree and flying squirrels, and those listed as furbearers, endangered or threatened species).	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: There should be limitations on the take of these species – “any time and in any number” is not in keeping with ethical species management.

[bookmark: IA29CA8C5B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA29CA8C6B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(b) Fallow, sambar, sika, and axis deer may be taken only concurrently with the general deer season.

[bookmark: IA29CCFD0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA29CCFD1B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(c) Aoudad, mouflon, tahr, and feral goats may be taken all year.

[bookmark: IA29CCFD2B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA29CCFD3B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(d) American crows (Corvus brachyrhynchos) may be taken only under the provisions of Section 485 and by landowners or tenants, or by persons authorized in writing by such landowners or tenants, when American crows are committing or about to commit depredations upon ornamental or shade trees, agricultural crops, livestock, or wildlife, or when concentrated in such numbers and manner as to constitute a health hazard or other nuisance. Persons authorized by landowners or tenants to take American crows shall keep such written authorization in their possession when taking, transporting or possessing American crows. American crows may be taken only on the lands where depredations are occurring or where they constitute a health hazard or nuisance. If required by Federal regulations, landowners or tenants shall obtain a Federal migratory bird depredation permit before taking any American crows or authorizing any other person to take them.

[bookmark: IA29D4500B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA29D4505B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

American crows may be taken under the provisions of this subsection only by firearm, bow and arrow, falconry or by toxicants by the Department of Food and Agriculture for the specific purpose of taking depredating crows. Toxicants can be used for taking crows only under the supervision of employees or officers of the Department of Food and Agriculture or federal or county pest control officers or employees acting in their official capacities and possessing a qualified applicator certificate issued pursuant to sections 14151-14155 of the Food and Agriculture Code. Such toxicants must be applied according to their label requirements developed pursuant to sections 6151-6301, Title 3, California Code of Regulations.

474. Hours for Taking.

[bookmark: IA2AFE2A0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]Nongame mammals may be taken at any time except as provided in this section.



[bookmark: IA2AAB283B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2AAB284B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E](a) Area Closed to Night Hunting. Nongame mammals may be taken only between one-half hour before sunrise and one-half hour after sunset in the following described area: Beginning at a point where Little Panoche Road crosses Interstate 5 near Mendota; south on Interstate 5 to Highway 198; east on Highway 198 to Highway 99; south on Highway 99 to Interstate 5; south on Interstate 5 to the Los Padres National Forest boundary in Section 8, T 9 N, R 19 W, S.B.B.M near Fort Tejon Historical Monument; west along the National Forest boundary to Cerro Noroeste Road; northwest on Cerro Noroeste Road to Highway 33-166; north on Highway 33-166 to the Soda Lake Road; northwest on the Soda Lake Road and on the Simmler Soda Lake San Diego Creek Road to Highway 58 at Simmler; west on Highway 58 to the Cammotti Shandon Road; north on the Cammotti Shandon Road to the Shandon San Juan Road; north on the Shandon San Juan Road to Highway 41; northeast on Highway 41 to the Cholame Valley Road; northwest on Cholame Valley Road and Cholame Road to the Parkfield Coalinga Road in Parkfield; north on Parkfield Coalinga Road and Parkfield Grade to Highway 198; northwest on Highway 198 to the Fresno-Monterey county line; north along the Fresno-Monterey county and Fresno-San Benito county lines to the Little Panoche Road; north and east on the Little Panoche Road to the point of beginning at Interstate 5.

[bookmark: IA2AB4EC0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2AB4EC6B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

This section does not pertain to the legal take of nongame mammals with traps as provided for by Sections 461-480 of these regulations, and by Sections 4000-4012, 4152 and 4180 of the Fish and Game Code. (This regulation supersedes Section 3000 of the Fish and Game Code.)

[bookmark: IA2AB4EC7B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2AB4EC8B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(b) On privately-owned property, not included in (a) above, nongame mammals may be taken from one-half hour after sunset to one-half hour before sunrise only by the landowner or his agents, or by persons who have in their immediate possession written permission issued by the landowner or tenant that states the permittee can trespass from one-half hour after sunset to one-half hour before sunrise on property under the ownership or control of such landowners or tenants.

[bookmark: IA2AB75D0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2AB75D1B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(c) Fallow deer, axis deer, sambar deer, sika deer, aoudad, mouflon, tahr and feral goats may be taken only from one-half hour before sunrise to one-half hour after sunset.

475. Methods of Take for Nongame Birds and Nongame Mammals.

[bookmark: IA2B97F90B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

Nongame birds and nongame mammals may be taken in any manner except as follows:



[bookmark: IA2B20583B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2B20584B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E](a) Poison may not be used.	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: Poisons should be outlawed for all take, depredation and recreation/hunting.

[bookmark: IA2B22C90B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2B22C91B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(b) Recorded or electrically amplified bird or mammal calls or sounds or recorded or electrically amplified imitations of bird or mammal calls or sounds may not be used to take any nongame bird or nongame mammal except coyotes, bobcats, American crows and starlings.

[bookmark: IA2B22C92B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2B22C93B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(c) Fallow deer, sambar deer, axis deer, sika deer, aoudad, mouflon, tahr and feral goats may be taken only with the equipment and ammunition specified in Section 353 of these regulations.

[bookmark: IA2B27AB0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2B27AB3B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(d) Traps may be used to take nongame birds and nongame mammal only in accordance with the provisions of Section 465.5 of these regulations and sections 3003.1 and 4004 of the Fish and Game Code.

[bookmark: IA2B27AB4B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2B27AB5B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]                                                                                                                                                                                                  

(e) No feed, bait or other material capable of attracting a nongame mammal may be placed or used in conjunction with dogs for the purpose of taking any nongame mammals. Nothing in this section shall prohibit an individual operating in accordance with the provisions of Section 465.5 from using a dog to follow a trap drag and taking the nongame mammal caught in that trap.	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: No baiting should be allowed outside of depredation/relocation efforts.

[bookmark: IA2B2A1C0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2B2A1C2B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(f) Methods of take within the California condor range. Except as otherwise provided, it is unlawful to use or possess projectiles containing more than one percent lead by weight while taking or attempting to take any nongame birds or nongame mammals in those areas described in Section 3004.5, Fish and Game Code.

[bookmark: IA2B2C8D0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2B2C8D1B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(1) For purposes of Section 475, a “projectile” is defined as any bullet, ball, sabot, slug, buckshot, shot, pellet or other device which is expelled from a firearm through a barrel by force. 

[bookmark: IA2B2C8D2B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2B2C8D3B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(2) Except as otherwise provided, it is unlawful to possess any projectile containing lead in excess of the amount permitted in subsection 475(f) and a firearm capable of firing the projectile while taking or attempting to take any nongame bird or nongame mammal within the area described in subsection 475(f). The possession of a projectile containing lead in excess of the amount allowed in subsection 475(f) without possessing a firearm capable of firing the projectile is not a violation of this section. 

[bookmark: IA2B4C4A0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

Note: Authority cited: Sections 200, 202, 203, 355, 3003.1, 3800 and 4150, Fish and Game Code. Reference: Sections 200, 202, 203, 203.1, 207, 355, 356, 2055, 3003.1, 3004.5, 3800 and 4150, Fish and Game Code. 

478. Bobcat.	Comment by Jennifer Fearing: We think bobcats should not be hunted or trapped in California. It is largely a commercial hunt and not justified.

[bookmark: IA2C195E1B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]Except as provided in subsection (c) below no person shall pursue, take or possess any bobcat without first procuring a trapping license or a hunting license and bobcat hunting tags. The pursuit, take and/or possession of a bobcat under the authority of a hunting license and a bobcat hunting tag shall be in accordance with the provisions of this section and sections 472, 473, 474, 475, 478.1 and 479 of these regulations.



Bobcats taken under the authority of a trapping license shall be taken with traps or other means in accordance with this section and sections 465, 465.5 and 475. Bobcats taken under a trapping license must be tagged in accordance with the provisions of Section 479.



[bookmark: IA2BBF090B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2BBF091B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E](a) Trapping Season and Area: Bobcat may only be taken under the authority of a trapping license as follows:

[bookmark: IA2BBF092B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2BBF093B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(1) Area: Statewide. 

[bookmark: IA2BBF094B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2BBF095B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(2) Season: November 24 through January 31. 

[bookmark: IA2BC17A0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2BC17A1B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(b) Hunting Season and Area: Bobcats may only be taken under the authority of a hunting license and bobcat hunting tags as follows:

[bookmark: IA2BC17A2B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2BC17A3B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(1) Area: Statewide. 

[bookmark: IA2BC17A4B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2BC17A5B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(2) Season: October 15 through February 28. 

[bookmark: IA2BC3EB0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2BC3EB1B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(c) Bag and Possession Limit:

[bookmark: IA2BC3EB2B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2BC3EB3B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(1) Bobcats taken under a hunting license and bobcat hunting tags: Five bobcats per season. 

[bookmark: IA2BC3EB4B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2BC65C0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(2) Bobcats taken under a trapping license: No limit. 

[bookmark: IA2BC8CD0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2BC8CD3B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(d) This section shall not apply to bobcats trapped under the provisions of sections 4152 and 4180 of the Fish and Game Code (also see Section 480 of these regulations).

[bookmark: IA2BD2910B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

Note: Authority cited: Sections 200, 202, 203 and 4150, Fish and Game Code. Reference: Sections 3960 and 4150, Fish and Game Code. 

478.1. Bobcat Hunting Tags.

[bookmark: IA2D25EC2B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2D25EC3B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2D7DD00B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E](a) Any person who possesses a valid hunting license may, upon payment of the fee specified in Section 702, procure only five revocable, nontransferable bobcat hunting tags. Such tags shall be acquired through the department's Automated License Data System terminals at any department license agent or department license sales office. These tags do not act as shipping tags as required in Section 479 for pelts taken under a trapping license.

[bookmark: IA2D285D0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2D285D1B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(b) Bobcat hunting tags are valid only during that portion of the current hunting license year in which bobcats may be legally harvested as provided in Section 478.

[bookmark: IA2D285D2B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2D285D3B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(c) The holder of a bobcat hunting tag shall carry the tag while hunting bobcats. Upon the harvesting of any bobcat, the hunter shall immediately fill out the tag completely, legibly, and permanently, and cut out or punch out and completely remove notches or punch holes for the month and date of the kill. One part of the tag shall be immediately attached to the pelt and kept attached until it is tanned, dried or mounted. The other part of the tag shall be sent immediately to the department.

[bookmark: IA2D285D4B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2D285D5B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(d) Possession of any untagged bobcat taken under the authority of the hunting license shall be a violation of this section except that the provisions of this section shall not apply to the owner or tenant of land devoted to the agricultural industry nor to authorized county, state or federal predatory animal control agents operating under a written trapping agreement with the appropriate landowner while on such land and in connection with such agricultural industry. It is unlawful for any person to sell, offer for sale, barter, trade, purchase, transport from this state, or offer for out-of-state shipment by any common carrier any bobcat pelts, or parts thereof taken pursuant to this provision.

[bookmark: IA2D2ACE0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E][bookmark: IA2D2ACE1B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

(e) Any person who is convicted of violating any provision of this chapter shall forfeit his bobcat hunting tags, and shall not apply for additional tags during the then current hunting license year.

[bookmark: IA2D32210B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]

Note: Authority cited: Sections 713 and 4150, Fish and Game Code. Reference: Sections 713 and 4150, Fish and Game Code. 

480. Bobcat Depredation.

[bookmark: IA2EC9D80B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]Any person taking a depredating bobcat pursuant to the provisions of Fish and Game Code Section 3003.1 and Section 465.5 of these regulations, shall notify the department within thirty days from the date any bobcat is taken.



[bookmark: IA2E857C0B90F11E2B7E8AD5D3CA8249E]Note: Authority cited: Sections 3003.1 and 4150, Fish and Game Code. Reference: Sections 3003.1 and 4150, Fish and Game Code. 
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