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Sue Wachtel 

Cape Coral, FL 

New Rules Review Commission 

1711 New Hope Church Road 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: [lSA NCAC 100 .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as 

set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a 

delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that 

allows bear hunting andhunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonus 

Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 

"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear 

and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U. s. Forest Service (USFS)

requested that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased

bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific

evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The

opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the

USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for

Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has

since been subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in

2020. Over the past two years, the USFS has not received any complaints

regarding bear-human conflicts, and there are plans to install more food

lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear-human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to

be managed. Bears regulate their own populations through a process
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Mary Radike Smith 

April 8, 2 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609
Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries
Members of the Commission:
I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set 
out in N.C.G.S. 1508-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed 
effective date as set out in that same provision.
The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows 
bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and 
Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear 
sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous
for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested
that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is
important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting
reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed
to mention that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for
Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been
subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two
years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear
human conflicts, and there are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure
in preventing future bear-human conflicts.
2. The NCWRC also claims that the _b_eaLpopulatiGA-is-§FeW¼A�
managed. Bears regulate their own populations through a process called delayed . �
implantation. This process prevents bears from populating beyond their environmental 

�rrying capacity. __ - -- - - - - -· 
�The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for 

more hunting opportunities. However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources 
Commission met with stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri-County Community 
College in the Mcswain Building Lecture Hall to discuss the recently adopted rule. The 
entire room was full of hunters and non-hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie 
was in attendance. He asked everyone in favor of the rule to raise their hands. Not a 
single person raised their hand, including the hunters that the NCWRC alleges have 
been pressuring them to open the three bear sanctuaries to hunting. 
4. The NCWRC has not clearly defined the details of the rule. There is no definitive
answer to the number of permits to be issued to hunters, the cost of permits, or the
number of bears allowed to be killed. They have adopted a rule that is not clearly
defined.
The rule is not reasonably necessary because of the following (also see above); 
1. Since the bear-proof food lockers were installed, there are no longer bear-human
conflicts occurring. There have been no bear-human conflicts for the past two years,











Sincerely, 

Marina Tiedemann 

Email: alassio91@aol.com 

"To my mind, the life of a lamb is no less precious than that of a human being •.. I hold that, the 

more helpless a creature, the more entitled it is to protection by man from the cruelty of man." 

(Mahatma Ghandi) 



























6. This rule will negatively affect businesses located around the sanctuaries

impacting the livelihood of local residents. The more than 45,000 small 

businesses across North Carolina heavily rely on tourism, everything from 

lodging and dining to transportation, recreation, and retail. 

7. According to· the Department of Natural and Cultural Resources data, 22.8

million visitors entered the system's 41 parks, recreation areas, and natural areas 

in 2021. Pisgah receives 5.5 million annual visitors and Panthertown sees more 

than 35,000 visitors a year. 

For all of the reasons listed above, I request that [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] 

Bear Sanctuaries not be approved by the Rules Review Commission. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Larissa Sarycheva 

Email correspondence to and from this address may be subject to the North Carolina Public Records Law and may be disclosed lo third parties by an authorized 
state official. 
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Burgos, Alexander N 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

McGhee, Dana 

Monday, April 18, 2022 2:39 PM 

Burgos, Alexander N 

FW: [External] 15A NCAC 10D. 0106 Bear scandary 

From: Ji Montgomery <jiprk99@gmail.com> 

Sent: Friday, April 8, 2022 10:51 PM 

To: McGhee, Dana <dana.McGhee@oah.nc.gov> 

Subject: [External] lSA NCAC lOD. 0106 Bear scandary 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 
Report Spam. 

Dear member of commission 

I requested that the above rules be reviewed in upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S 150 B -21 .3 I further 

request that the rules be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that some provision. 

The North Carolina wildlife resources commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting wild dogs 

in the pisgah, pantertown- Bonas defeated, and standing Indian bear scandary along with a change in term. " Designated 

bear management area" is not clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

The NCWRC'S basis for the rule was that the US FOREST SERICE ( USFS) requested that they open up the scandaries to 

hunting due to increased bear- human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support 

claims that hunting reduces bear- human conflict. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention in 

2018, and the request was solely for panthertown. Additionally, the problem with bear human conflicts has been 

subsequently resolved by introducing bear- proof food lockers in 2020. 

Over the past two years, the US, forest service( USFS} has not received any complaints regarding bear- human 

conflicts,and there are plans to install more food lockers as proactive measure in preventing future bear- human conflict. 

For all the reason listed above, request that lSA NCAC lOD.0106 

BEAR SCANDARIES NOT be approved by the rules review commission. 

Ji Montgomery 

April 8 2022 

Thank you for your consideration 

Ji Montgomery 

Email correspondence to and from this address may be subject to the North Carolina Public Records Law and may be disclosed to third parties by an authorized 
state official. 



Ingo Regier  

April 10, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission 

1711 New Hope Church Rd. 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in 

N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as 

set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear 

hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing 

Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to 

"designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that 

they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is 

important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces 

bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention 

that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. 

Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved 

by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest 

Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and there 

are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear-

human conflicts. 

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. 

Bears regulate their own populations through a process called delayed implantation. This 

process prevents bears from populating beyond their environmental carrying capacity. 

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more 

hunting opportunities. However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met 



with stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri-County Community College in the McSwain 

Building Lecture Hall to discuss the recently adopted rule. The entire room was full of 

hunters and non-hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie was in attendance. He asked 

everyone in favor of the rule to raise their hands. Not a single person raised their hand, 

including the hunters that the NCWRC alleges have been pressuring them to open the three 

bear sanctuaries to hunting. 

4. The NCWRC has not clearly defined the details of the rule. There is no definitive answer 

to the number of permits to be issued to hunters, the cost of permits, or the number of bears 

allowed to be killed. They have adopted a rule that is not clearly defined. 

The rule is not reasonably necessary because of the following (also see above); 

1. Since the bear-proof food lockers were installed, there are no longer bear-human conflicts 

occurring. There have been no bear-human conflicts for the past two years, and more food 

lockers are being installed to prevent future conflicts. 

2. Hunting does not reduce bear-human conflicts. 

3. Bears manage their own populations through delayed implantation. 

4. The majority of the NCWRC's stakeholders oppose opening the sanctuaries to hunting, 

including the hunters they claim have been pressuring them. During the NCWRC's public 

comment period, 86% of comments were opposed to the rule. 

The rule will have a negative impact on the state's economy (economic impact); 

1. The Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries are revered 

destinations for residents and tourists alike. People travel from all over the world to enjoy 

the serene, peaceful environment and the prospect of seeing bears. 

2. The tourism and outdoor recreation industries are significant contributors to North 

Carolina's economy. 

3. The bear hunting season is a popular time for tourism (leaf season). 

4. Bear hunting, especially bear hunting with dogs, puts tourists and residents in danger of 

being accidentally shot or attacked by hunting dogs, which has previously happened in the 



state when a woman and her two dogs were viciously attacked by hunting dogs while 

camping. 

5. Under North Carolina law, dogs "being used in a lawful hunt" are exempt from rules that 

otherwise require owners to take steps to prevent their animal from harming a person or 

another animal. This rule endangers the public, pets, and private property owners. Tourists 

and residents will think twice before bringing their families to a place where they can be 

potentially shot or attacked by hunting dogs. Learning that hunting dogs/dog owners are 

exempt from laws that protect people and their pets will only further deter people from 

visiting these areas. 

6. This rule will negatively affect businesses located around the sanctuaries impacting the 

livelihood of local residents. The more than 45,000 small businesses across North Carolina 

heavily rely on tourism, everything from lodging and dining to transportation, recreation, 

and retail. 

7. According to the Department of Natural and Cultural Resources data, 22.8 million visitors 

entered the system's 41 parks, recreation areas, and natural areas in 2021. Pisgah receives 5.5 

million annual visitors and Panthertown sees more than 35,000 visitors a year. 

 

For all of the reasons listed above, I request that [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries not 

be approved by the Rules Review Commission. 

 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 
Ingo Regier 

 

 

  



Grace Scalzo 

April 13, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set 
out in N.C.G.S. 1508-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed 
effective date as set out in that same provision 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows 
bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and 
Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear 
sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous 
for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested
that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is
important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting
reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed

to mention that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for
Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been
subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two
years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear
human conflicts, and there are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure
in preventing future bear-human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be
managed. Bears regulate their own populations through a process called delayed
implantation. This process prevents bears from populating beyond their environmental
carrying capacity.

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for
more hunting opportunities. However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources
Commission met with stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri-County Community
College in the Mcswain Building Lecture Hall to discuss the recently adopted rule. The
entire room was full of hunters and non-hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie

was in attendance. He asked everyone in favor of the rule to raise their hands. Not a







Theodore R. Scalzo 

April 13, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set 
out in N.C.G.S. 1508-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed 
effective date as set out in that same provision 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that 
allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, 
and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated 
bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and 
unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested
that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is
important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting
reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed
to mention that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for
Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been
subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two
years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear
human conflicts, and there are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure
in preventing future bear-human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be
managed. Bears regulate their own populations through a process called delayed
implantation. This process prevents bears from populating beyond their environmental
carrying capacity.

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for
more hunting opportunities. However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources
Commission met with stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri-County Community
College in the Mcswain Building Lecture Hall to discuss the recently adopted rule. The
entire room was full of hunters and non-hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie
was in attendance. He asked everyone in favor of the rule to raise their hands. Not a







Burgos, Alexander N 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

McGhee, Dana 

Monday, April 18, 2022 2:20 PM 

Burgos, Alexander N 

FW: [External] 1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106 Bear Sanctuaries 

From: Tom DS <thunderlight77@gmail.com> 

Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2022 9:48 PM 

To: McGhee, Dana <dana.McGhee@oah.nc.gov> 

Subject: [External] 15A NCAC lOD .0106 Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Tom Dasilva 

. 

 

04/13/2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-
21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and 
hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with 

1 









3. Science and data show that bears manage their own populations through delayed implantation.

4. The majority of the NCWRC's stakeholders oppose opening the sanctuaries to hunting, including hunters. During the NCWRC's public comment

period, 86% of comments were opposed to the rule.

The rule will have a negative impact on the state's economy (economic impact); 

1. The Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries are revered destinations for residents and tourists alike. People

travel from all over the world to enjoy the serene, peaceful environment and the prospect of seeing bears.

2. The tourism and outdoor recreation industries are significant contributors to North Carolina's economy.

3. The proposed bear hunting season is a popular time for tourism (leaf season) and has the potential for tragic outcomes when out-of-town guests

hike into hunting areas.

4. Bear hunting, especially bear hunting with dogs, puts tourists and residents in danger of being accidentally shot or attacked by hunting dogs,

which has previously happened in the state when a woman and her two dogs were viciously attacked by hunting dogs while camping.

5. Under North Carolina law, dogs "being used in a lawful hunt" are exempt from rules that otherwise require owners to take steps to prevent their

animal from harming a person or another animal. This rule endangers the public, pets, and private property owners. Tourists and residents will

think twice before bringing their families to a place where they can be potentially shot or attacked by hunting dogs. Learning that hunting dogs/dog

owners are exempt from laws that protect people and their pets will only further deter people from visiting these areas creating a negative

economic impact to these areas.

6. This rule will negatively affect businesses located around the sanctuaries impacting the livelihood of local residents. The more than 45,000 small

businesses across North Carolina heavily rely on tourism, everything from lodging and dining to transportation, recreation, and retail.

7. According to the Department of Natural and Cultural Resources data, 22.8 million visitors entered the system's 41 parks, recreation areas, and

natural areas in 2021. Pisgah receives 5.5 million annual visitors and Panthertown sees more than 35,000 visitors a year.

For all of the reasons listed above, I request that [15A NCAC 10D .0106) Bear Sanctuaries not be approved by the Rules Review Commission. 

Thank you for your time and consideration of the protection of all of the resources of our beautiful state. 

Robin Davis 

"I want people to care, 

to fall in love, 

to take action." 
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Burgos, Alexander N 

From: McGhee, Dana 

Sent: 

To: 

Monday, April 18, 2022 2:16 PM 

Burgos, Alexander N 

Subject: FW: [External] Bear Sanctuaries 

From: K. Shehan <kim_shehan@yahoo.com> 

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2022 8:47 AM 

To: McGhee, Dana <dana.McGhee@oah.nc.gov> 

Subject: [External] Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Kimberly Shehan 

4/14/22 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd.

Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [lSA NCAC lOD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. lS0B-21.3. I further 

request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting with 

dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries, along with a change in the term 

"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following 

reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open up the sanctuaries to

hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support

claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention

that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with

bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the

past two years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and there

are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear-human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears regulate their own

populations through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents bears from populating beyond their

environmental carrying capacity.
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Burgos, Alexander N

From: McGhee, Dana 

Sent: 

To: 

Monday, April 18, 2022 2:15 PM 

Burgos, Alexander N 

Subject: FW: [External] Fw: Bear Sanctuaries 

From: TERESA PENDLETON <countryms39@aol.com> 

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2022 9:51 AM 

To: McGhee, Dana <dana.McGhee@oah.nc.gov> 

Subject: [External] Fw: Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Lynne Pendleton 

April 14, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd.

Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. lS0B-21.3. I further 

request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting with 

dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries, along with a change in the term 

"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following 

reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open up the sanctuaries to 

hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support 

claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention 

that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with 

bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the

1 
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Burgos, Alexander N

From: McGhee, Dana
Sent: Monday, April 18, 2022 2:26 PM
To: Burgos, Alexander N
Subject: FW: [External] Fwd: URGENT: BEAR SANCTUARIES

From: Bill Skinner <billskinner77@gmail.com>  
Sent: Sunday, April 10, 2022 4:59 PM 
To: McGhee, Dana <dana.McGhee@oah.nc.gov> 
Subject: [External] Fwd: URGENT: BEAR SANCTUARIES 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 
Report Spam. 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Nita Hunt <nitah63@gmail.com> 
Date: April 10, 2022 at 4:37:26 PM EDT 
To: Bill Skinner <billskinner77@gmail.com> 
Subject: URGENT: BEAR SANCTUARIES 

William Skinner 

4/10/22 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd. 

Raleigh, NC 27609 



2

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming 
legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B‐21.3. I further 
request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as 
set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently 
adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in 
the Pisgah, Panthertown‐Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear 
Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear 
sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear 
and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service
(USFS) requested that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting
due to increased bear‐human conflicts. It is important to note
that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting
reduces bear‐human conflicts. The opposite has been proven.
The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was
made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown.
Additionally, the problem with bear‐human conflicts has since
been subsequently resolved by introducing bear‐proof food
lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest Service
(USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear‐human
conflicts, and there are plans to install more food lockers as a
proactive measure in preventing future bear‐human conflicts.
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2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing
and needs to be managed. Bears regulate their own populations
through a process called delayed implantation. This process
prevents bears from populating beyond their environmental
carrying capacity.

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open
up the sanctuaries for more hunting opportunities. However, the
North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with
stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri‐County Community
College in the McSwain Building Lecture Hall to discuss the
recently adopted rule. The entire room was full of hunters and
non‐hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie was in
attendance. He asked everyone in favor of the rule to raise their
hands. Not a single person raised their hand, including the
hunters that the NCWRC alleges have been pressuring them to
open the three bear sanctuaries to hunting.

4. The NCWRC has not clearly defined the details of the rule.
There is no definitive answer to the number of permits to be
issued to hunters, the cost of permits, or the number of bears
allowed to be killed. They have adopted a rule that is not clearly
defined.

The rule is not reasonably necessary because of the following 
(also see above); 

1. Since the bear‐proof food lockers were installed, there are no
longer bear‐human conflicts occurring. There have been no bear‐
human conflicts for the past two years, and more food lockers
are being installed to prevent future conflicts.

2. Hunting does not reduce bear‐human conflicts.
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3. Bears manage their own populations through delayed
implantation.

4. The majority of the NCWRC's stakeholders oppose opening the
sanctuaries to hunting, including the hunters they claim have
been pressuring them. During the NCWRC's public comment
period, 86% of comments were opposed to the rule.

The rule will have a negative impact on the state's economy; 

1. The Pisgah, Panthertown‐Bonas Defeat and Standing Indian
Bear Sanctuaries are revered destinations for residents and
tourists alike. People travel from all over the world to enjoy the
serene, peaceful environment and the prospect of seeing bears.

2. The tourism and outdoor recreation industries are significant
contributors to North Carolina's economy.

3. The bear hunting season is a popular time for tourism (leaf
season).

4. Bear hunting, especially bear hunting with dogs, puts tourists
and residents in danger of being accidentally shot or attacked by
hunting dogs, which has previously happened in the state when a
woman and her two dogs were viciously attacked by hunting
dogs while camping.

5. Under North Carolina law, dogs "being used in a lawful hunt"
are exempt from rules that otherwise require owners to take
steps to prevent their animal from harming a person or another
animal. This rule endangers the public, pets, and private property
owners. Tourists and residents will think twice before bringing
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their families to a place where they can be potentially shot or 
attacked by hunting dogs. Learning that hunting dogs/dog 
owners are exempt from laws that protect people and their pets 
will only further deter people from visiting these areas. 

6. This rule will negatively affect businesses located around the
sanctuaries impacting the livelihood of local residents. The more
than 45,000 small businesses across North Carolina heavily rely
on tourism, everything from lodging and dining to transportation,
recreation, and retail.

7. According to the Department of Natural and Cultural
Resources data, 22.8 million visitors entered the system's 41
parks, recreation areas, and natural areas in 2021. Pisgah
receives 5.5 million annual visitors and Panthertown sees more
than 35,000 visitors a year.

For all of the reasons listed above, I request that [15A NCAC 10D 
.0106] Bear Sanctuaries not be approved by the Rules Review 
Commission. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

William Skinner 

Email correspondence to and from this address may be subject to the North Carolina Public Records Law and may be disclosed to third parties by an authorized 
state official.
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Burgos, Alexander N

From: McGhee, Dana
Sent: Monday, April 18, 2022 2:12 PM
To: Burgos, Alexander N
Subject: FW: [External] Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries

From: sophie milano <lovemilano@outlook.com>  
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2022 2:20 PM 
To: McGhee, Dana <dana.McGhee@oah.nc.gov> 
Subject: [External] Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 
Report Spam. 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B‐21.3. I further 
request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting with 
dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown‐Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries, along with a change in the term 
"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and is ambiguous for the following 
reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open up the sanctuaries to
hunting due to increased bear‐human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support
claims that hunting reduces bear‐human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention
that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with
bear‐human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by introducing bear‐proof food lockers in 2020. Over the
past two years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear‐human conflicts, and there
are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear‐human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears regulate their own
populations through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents bears from populating beyond their
environmental carrying capacity.

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more hunting opportunities.
However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri‐County
Community College in the McSwain Building Lecture Hall to discuss the recently adopted rule. The entire room was full
of hunters and non‐hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie was in attendance. He asked everyone in favor of the
rule to raise their hands. Not a single person raised their hand, including the hunters that the NCWRC alleges have been
pressuring them to open the three bear sanctuaries to hunting.
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4. The NCWRC has not clearly defined the details of the rule. There is no definitive answer to the number of permits to
be issued to hunters, the cost of permits, or the number of bears allowed to be killed. They have adopted a rule that is
not clearly defined.

The rule is not reasonably necessary because of the following (also see above); 

1. Since the bear‐proof food lockers were installed, there are no longer bear‐human conflicts occurring. There have been
no bear‐human conflicts for the past two years, and more food lockers are being installed to prevent future conflicts.

2. Hunting does not reduce bear‐human conflicts.

3. Bears manage their own populations through delayed implantation.

4. The majority of the NCWRC's stakeholders oppose opening the sanctuaries to hunting, including the hunters they
claim have been pressuring them. During the NCWRC's public comment period, 86% of comments were opposed to the
rule.

The rule will have a negative impact on the state's economy (economic impact); 

1. The Pisgah, Panthertown‐Bonas Defeat and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries are revered destinations for residents
and tourists alike. People travel from all over the world to enjoy the serene, peaceful environment and the prospect of
seeing bears.

2. The tourism and outdoor recreation industries are significant contributors to North Carolina's economy.

3. The bear hunting season is a popular time for tourism (leaf season).

4. Bear hunting, especially bear hunting with dogs, puts tourists and residents in danger of being accidentally shot or
attacked by hunting dogs, which has previously happened in the state when a woman and her two dogs were viciously
attacked by hunting dogs while camping.

5. Under North Carolina law, dogs "being used in a lawful hunt" are exempt from rules that otherwise require owners to
take steps to prevent their animal from harming a person or another animal. This rule endangers the public, pets, and
private property owners. Tourists and residents will think twice before bringing their families to a place where they can
be potentially shot or attacked by hunting dogs. Learning that hunting dogs/dog owners are exempt from laws that
protect people and their pets will only further deter people from visiting these areas.

6. This rule will negatively affect businesses located around the sanctuaries impacting the livelihood of local residents.
The more than 45,000 small businesses across North Carolina heavily rely on tourism, everything from lodging and
dining to transportation, recreation, and retail.

7. According to the Department of Natural and Cultural Resources data, 22.8 million visitors entered the system's 41
parks, recreation areas, and natural areas in 2021. Pisgah receives 5.5 million annual visitors and Panthertown sees more
than 35,000 visitors a year.

For all of the reasons listed above, I request that [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries not be approved by the Rules 
Review Commission. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sophie Milano.  
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Burgos, Alexander N

From: McGhee, Dana
Sent: Monday, April 18, 2022 2:14 PM
To: Burgos, Alexander N
Subject: FW: [External] [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries

From: Heather Russell <ncbirdnerd@gmail.com>  
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2022 10:49 AM 
To: McGhee, Dana <dana.McGhee@oah.nc.gov> 
Subject: [External] [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 
Report Spam. 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B‐21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be 
subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 
. 
The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, 
Panthertown‐Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to "designated 
bear management areas" is NOT CLEAR and AMBIGUOUS for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased
bear‐human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear‐human conflicts. The
opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for
Panthertown.  Further investigation into these "human bear conflicts" has shown no quantifiable data to back up these claims.  Additionally, the
perception of negative bear‐human encounters has since been subsequently resolved by introducing bear‐proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past
two years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear‐human conflicts, and there are plans to install more food
lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear‐human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears regulate their own populations through a process
called delayed implantation. This process prevents bears from populating beyond their environmental carrying capacity.

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more hunting opportunities. However, the North Carolina
Wildlife Resources Commission met with stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri‐County Community College in the McSwain Building Lecture Hall
to discuss the recently adopted rule. The entire room was full of hunters and non‐hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie was in attendance.
He asked everyone in favor of the rule to raise their hands. Not a single person raised their hand, including the hunters that the NCWRC alleges
have been pressuring them to open the three bear sanctuaries to hunting. 

4. The NCWRC has not clearly defined the details of the rule. There is no definitive answer to the number of permits to be issued to hunters, the
cost of permits, or the number of bears allowed to be killed. They have adopted a rule that is confusing instead of clearly defined.

The rule is not reasonably necessary because of the following (also see above); 

1. Since the bear‐proof food lockers were installed, there are no longer bear‐human conflicts occurring. There have been no bear‐human conflicts
for the past two years, and more food lockers are being installed to prevent future conflicts.

2. Hunting does not reduce bear‐human conflicts but education is proven to stem perceived negative encounters. 
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3. Bears manage their own populations through delayed implantation.

4. The majority of the NCWRC's stakeholders oppose opening the sanctuaries to hunting, including the hunters they claim have been pressuring
them. During the NCWRC's public comment period, 86% of comments were opposed to the rule. 

The rule will have a negative impact on the state's economy (economic impact); 

1. The Pisgah, Panthertown‐Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries are revered destinations for residents and tourists alike. People
travel from all over the world to enjoy the serene, peaceful environment and the prospect of seeing bears. 

2. The tourism and outdoor recreation industries are significant contributors to North Carolina's economy.  Panthertown is touted to be the
"Yosemite of the East".  As an avid nature lover and wildlife photographer I enjoy exploring the trails in Panthertown.  I enjoy the peacefulness I
find there on the trails.  I also enjoy sitting, watching and photographing the waterfalls.  I imagine it would be  quite a different environment if it
were to be opened up to bear hunting.  I know, I myself would NOT want to be on the trails with hunters, their guns and dogs!  I can honestly say
that in all my time in Panthertown I have never had a bear encounter.  I would truly reconsider visiting Panthertown and the area (since
Panthertown is a main draw) if it were opened to hunting. 

3. The bear hunting season is a popular time for tourism (leaf season) and has the potential for tragic outcomes when out‐of‐town guests hike into
hunting areas. 

4. Bear hunting, especially bear hunting with dogs, puts tourists and residents in danger of being accidentally shot or attacked by hunting dogs,
which has previously happened in the state when a woman and her two dogs were viciously attacked by hunting dogs while camping. 

5. Under North Carolina law, dogs "being used in a lawful hunt" are exempt from rules that otherwise require owners to take steps to prevent their
animal from harming a person or another animal. This rule endangers the public, pets, and private property owners. Tourists and residents will
think twice before bringing their families to a place where they can be potentially shot or attacked by hunting dogs. Learning that hunting dogs/dog
owners are exempt from laws that protect people and their pets will only further deter people from visiting these areas creating a negative
economic impact to these areas. 

6. This rule will negatively affect businesses located around the sanctuaries impacting the livelihood of local residents. The more than 45,000 small
businesses across North Carolina heavily rely on tourism, everything from lodging and dining to transportation, recreation, and retail.

7. According to the Department of Natural and Cultural Resources data, 22.8 million visitors entered the system's 41 parks, recreation areas, and
natural areas in 2021. Pisgah receives 5.5 million annual visitors and Panthertown sees more than 35,000 visitors a year. 

For all of the reasons listed above, I request that [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries not be approved by the Rules Review Commission. 

Thank you for your time and consideration, 

Heather Russell 

Email correspondence to and from this address may be subject to the North Carolina Public Records Law and may be disclosed to third parties by an authorized 
state official.











3. Science and data show that bears manage their own populations through delayed implantation.

4. The majority of the NCWRC's stakeholders oppose opening the sanctuaries to hunting, including hunters. During the NCWRC's public comment

period, 86% of comments were opposed to the rule.

The rule will have a negative impact on the state's economy (economic impact); 

1. The Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries are revered destinations for residents and tourists alike. People

travel from all over the world to enjoy the serene, peaceful environment and the prospect of seeing bears.

2. The tourism and outdoor recreation industries are significant contributors to North Carolina's economy.

3. The proposed bear hunting season is a popular time for tourism (leaf season) and has the potential for tragic outcomes when out-of-town guests

hike into hunting areas.

4. Bear hunting, especially bear hunting with dogs, puts tourists and residents in danger of being accidentally shot or attacked by hunting dogs,

which has previously happened in the state when a woman and her two dogs were viciously attacked by hunting dogs while camping.

5. Under North Carolina law, dogs "being used in a lawful hunt" are exempt from rules that otherwise require owners to take steps to prevent their

animal from harming a person or another animal. This rule endangers the public, pets, and private property owners. Tourists and residents will

think twice before bringing their families to a place where they can be potentially shot or attacked by hunting dogs. Learning that hunting dogs/dog

owners are exempt from laws that protect people and their pets will only further deter people from visiting these areas creating a negative

economic impact to these areas.

6. This rule will negatively affect businesses located around the sanctuaries impacting the livelihood of local residents. The more than 45,000 small

businesses across North Carolina heavily rely on tourism, everything from lodging and dining to transportation, recreation, and retail.

7. According to the Department of Natural and Cultural Resources data, 22.8 million visitors entered the system's 41 parks, recreation areas, and

natural areas in 2021. Pisgah receives 5.5 million annual visitors and Panthertown sees more than 35,000 visitors a year.

For all of the reasons listed above, I request that [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries not be approved by the Rules Review Commission. 

Thank you for your time and consideration of the protection of all of the resources of our beautiful state. 

Robin Davis 

 
"I want people to care, 

to fall in love, 

to take action." 
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The commission claims there are too many bears, but they admit the sanctuaries have not reached their biological 

carrying capacity. I know many people who hike frequently in the valley, and none has ever seen a bear. Bears naturally 

regulate the number of offspring according to the availability of food. There is no need to kill them. 

The Commission also says there aren't enough places to hunt bears, yet the 2020 bear harvest was the second largest in 

NC's record. 

Another reason the Wildlife Commission gave for opening the area to hunting was to provide more places to hunt bears. 

That is not what actual bear hunters want. They want to preserve places where the bears are protected in order to keep 

a healthy population. 

86% of comments were opposed to this rule. Most hunters are opposed to this {100% of hunters at a recent public 

hearing). There is very little public support for this 

For all these reasons, the rule cannot be deemed "reasonably necessary to implement." 

Education and mitigation are what's needed, not killing. 

In addition, there could be an economic impact if people stop coming to the sanctuary areas for hiking, 

camping, picnicking, photography, rock climbing, fishing, etc. They certainly won't feel comfortable with packs of dogs 

running around and hunters shooting off their guns. Hunting dogs can be aggressive and dangerous. People won't want 

to share the trail with them. Considering that people come here from distant states and spend money on hotels, meals, 

etc., the economic impact could be great. 

Therefore, I respectfully request the above rules be reviewed and not approved. 

Helen Moore 

Email correspondence to and from this address may be subject lo the North Carolina Public Records Law and may be disclosed to third parties by an authorized 
stale official. 
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Burgos, Alexander N

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

From: sdoull <sdoull@aol.com> 

Rules, Oah 

Monday, April 18, 2022 2:01 PM 

Burgos, Alexander N 

FW: [External] [1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2022 8:13 PM 

To: Rules, Oah <oah.rules@oah.nc.gov> 

Cc: McGhee, Dana <dana.McGhee@oah.nc.gov> 

Subject: [External] [lSA NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Sarah F. Doull 

4/13/22 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 100 .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further 
request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs 
in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 
"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following 
reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open up the sanctuaries
to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support
claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that
the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with bear
human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two
years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and there are
plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear-human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears regulate their own
populations through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents bears from populating beyond their
environmental carrying capacity.

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more hunting opportunities.
However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri-County
Community College in the Mcswain Building Lecture Hall to discuss the recently adopted rule. The entire room was full of
hunters and non-hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie was in attendance. He asked everyone in favor of the rule to







Burgos, Alexander N

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 

Rules, Oah 

Monday, April 18, 2022 2:02 PM 

Burgos, Alexander N 

FW: [External] Re: [1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Bea rlette r. p df 

From: Grace Scalzo <gscalzo24@gmail.com> 

Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2022 7:47 PM 

To: Rules, Oah <oah.rules@oah.nc.gov> 

Subject: [External] Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 
Report Spam. 

Grace Scalzo 

April 13, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission 1711 New Hope Church Rd. Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 
1 S0B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that 
same provision 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting 
and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear 
Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear 
management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open 
up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there 
is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite 
has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was made in 2018, and 
the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since 
been subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years,
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April 11, 2022 

Members of the Commission, 

I own to properties in the Pisgah forest near Burnsville, NC. I have septic systemss in both and 
architectural plans to build to homes for myself and family. My spouse and I will be retiring and 
had planned on living half of the year in NC. 

As a property owner I am in objection to the recently NCWRC adopted rule that allows bear 
hunting with dogs in any Pisgah area. 

I would not feel comfortable exposing myself, family and pet dogs to potentially being shot or 
attacked by hunting dogs while camping or trail walking within the forest. 
If this new rule is not reversed, I will reconsider living or even visiting NC again. 

Respectfully, 

�f' 
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Objection to NCWRC Bear Rule 

From: Barbara Marquet (barbieatwags@yahoo.com) 

To: sophies_pyramid@yahoo.com 

Date: Monday, April 11, 2022, 12:50 PM EDT 

Barbara Marquet 

April 11th, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission 

1711 New Hope Church Rd. 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 1 S0B-21.3. I 

further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting 
with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in 
the term "designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the 
following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open up the
sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific
evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC
also failed to mention that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown.
Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof
food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints
regarding bear-human conflicts, and there are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in
preventing future bear-human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears regulate their own
populations through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents bears from populating beyond
their environmental carrying capacity. 

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more hunting opportunities.
However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri
County Community College in the Mcswain Building Lecture Hall to discuss the recently adopted rule. The entire
room was full of hunters and non-hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie was in attendance. He asked
everyone in favor of the rule to raise their hands. Not a single person raised their hand, including the hunters that the
NCWRC alleges have been pressuring them to open the three bear sanctuaries to hunting.

4. The NCWRC has not clearly defined the details of the rule. There is no definitive answer to the number of permits
to be issued to hunters, the cost of permits, or the number of bears allowed to be killed. They have adopted a rule





April 11, 2022 

Members of the Commission, 

I own to properties in the Pisgah forest near Burnsville, NC. I have septic systemss in both and 
architectural plans to build to homes for myself and family. My spouse and I will be retiring and 
had planned on living half of the year in NC. 

As a property owner I am in objection to the recently NCWRC adopted rule that allows bear 
hunting with dogs in any Pisgah area. 

I would not feel comfortable exposing myself, family and pet dogs to potentially being shot or 
attacked by hunting dogs while camping or trail walking within the forest. 
If this new rule is not reversed, I will reconsider living or even visiting NC again. 

Sophia Lima 
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Sophia Lima 

 

April 11th, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd. 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I 
further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting 
with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in 
the term "designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for 
the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open up the
sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific
evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC
also failed to mention that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown.
Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof
food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints
regarding bear-human conflicts, and there are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in
preventing future bear-human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears regulate their own
populations through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents bears from populating beyond
their environmental carrying capacity.

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more hunting opportunities.
However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri
County Community College in the Mcswain Building Lecture Hall to discuss the recently adopted rule. The entire
room was full of hunters and non-hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie was in attendance. He asked
everyone in favor of the rule to raise their hands. Not a single person raised their hand, including the hunters that
the NCWRC alleges have been pressuring them to open the three bear sanctuaries to hunting.

4. The NCWRC has not clearly defined the details of the rule. There is no definitive answer to the number of permits
to be issued to hunters, the cost of permits, or the number of bears allowed to be killed. They have adopted a rule
that is not clearly defined.

The rule is not reasonably necessary because of the following (also see above); 

1. Since the bear-proof food lockers were installed, there are no longer bear-human conflicts occurring. There have
been no bear-human conflicts for the past two years, and more food lockers are being installed to prevent future
conflicts.





Madelyn C Stocker 

April 9, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in 
N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as 
set out in that same provision.
The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear
hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian 
Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to "designated 
bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following reasons;

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they
open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to
note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human
conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS
request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the
problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by introducing bear
proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not
received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and there are plans to install more
food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear-human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed.
Bears regulate their own populations through a process called delayed implantation. This
process prevents bears from populating beyond their environmental carrying capacity.

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more
hunting opportunities. However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with
stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri-County Community College in the Mcswain Building
Lecture Hall to discuss the recently adopted rule. The entire room was full of hunters and non
hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie was in attendance. He asked everyone in favor of
the rule to raise their hands. Not a single person raised their hand, including the hunters that
the NCWRC alleges have been pressuring them to open the three bear sanctuaries to hunting.

4. The NCWRC has not clearly defined the details of the rule. There is no definitive answer to
the number of permits to be issued to hunters, the cost of permits, or the number of bears
allowed to be killed. They have adopted a rule that is not clearly defined.
The rule is not reasonably necessary because of the following (also see above);

1. Since the bear-proof food lockers were installed, there are no longer bear-human conflicts
occurring. There have been no bear-human conflicts for the past two years, and more food
lockers are being installed to prevent future conflicts.

2. Hunting does not reduce bear-human conflicts.





Richard J Stocker 

April 9, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 100 .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in 
N.C.G.S. 1508-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as 
set out in that same provision.
The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear 
hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian 
Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to "designated 
bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following reasons;

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they
open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to 
note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human
conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS
request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the
problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by introducing bear
proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not
received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and there are plans to install more
food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear-human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed.
Bears regulate their own populations through a process called delayed implantation. This
process prevents bears from populating beyond their environmental carrying capacity.

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more
hunting opportunities. However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with
stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri-County Community College in the Mcswain Building
Lecture Hall to discuss the recently adopted rule. The entire room was full of hunters and non
hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie was in attendance. He asked everyone in favor of
the rule to raise their hands. Not a single person raised their hand, including the hunters that
the NCWRC alleges have been pressuring them to open the three bear sanctuaries to hunting.

4. The NCWRC has not clearly defined the details of the rule. There is no definitive answer to
the number of permits to be issued to hunters, the cost of permits, or the number of bears
allowed to be killed. They have adopted a rule that is not clearly defined.
The rule is not reasonably necessary because of the following (also see above);

1. Since the bear-proof food lockers were installed, there are no longer bear-human conflicts
occurring. There have been no bear-human conflicts for the past two years, and more food
lockers are being installed to prevent future conflicts.

2. Hunting does not reduce bear-human conflicts.













Andrea Collins 

April 11, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 
I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set 
out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed 
effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows 
bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and 
Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear 
sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for 
the following reasons; 
1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested
that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is
important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting
reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed
to mention that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for
Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been
subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two
years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear
human conflicts, and there are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure
in preventing future bear-human conflicts.
2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be
managed. Bears regulate their own populations through a process called delayed
implantation. This process prevents bears from populating beyond their environmental
carrying capacity.
3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for
more hunting opportunities. However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources
Commission met with stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri-County Community
College in the Mcswain Building Lecture Hall to discuss the recently adopted rule. The
entire room was full of hunters and non-hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie was
in attendance. He asked everyone in favor of the rule to raise their hands. Not a single
person raised their hand, including the hunters that the NCWRC alleges have been
pressuring them to open the three bear sanctuaries to hunting.
4. The NCWRC has not clearly defined the details of the rule. There is no definitive
answer to the number of permits to be issued to hunters, the cost of permits, or the
number of bears allowed to be killed. They have adopted a rule that is not clearly
defined.
The rule is not reasonably necessary because of the following (also see above);
1. Since the bear-proof food lockers were installed, there are no longer bear-human
conflicts occurring. There have been no bear-human conflicts for the past two years, and
more food lockers are being installed to prevent future conflicts.





Burgos, Alexander N 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 

John Beaudet <bodaciousat@gmail.com> 

Monday, April 11, 2022 9:22 AM 

rrc.comments; Rules, Oah; McGhee, Dana 

[External] Bear Sanctuaries (1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106) 

Rule change commission letter.docx 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

John Beaudet 

April 10, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Road 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: lSA NCAC l0D .0106 Bear Sanctuaries 

To the members of the Rules Review Commission; 

I request that the above rule, adopted recently by the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission(NCWRC) be subject 

to a delay in effective date and a review in the upcoming legislative session. 

This rule change that would allow bear hunting, with hunting dogs, in three long established bear sanctuaries as well as 

change the designation of these bear sanctuaries to "bear management areas" is unclear in it's stated purpose and 

ambiguous in its actions and supposed results. The proposed rule is also unreasonable and unnecessary for the following 

reasons. 

The NCWRC's rule change states that the U.S. Forest Service requested the change for Panthertown sanctuary only, but 

gives no reason for the other two sanctuaries to be considered. The single request was made several years ago and 

actions have been taken since then (bear-proof food storage boxes installed) to remedy any problems with the result of 

zero problems reported since. 



The rule change refers to a need to reduce the number of bears and "manage" the population when biologists know the 

American black bear is an animal that self regulates its population by altering its reproductive rate and does not need 

human intervention to remain at or below carrying capacity. 

In addition, the biologists with NCWRC stated a need to kill more bears during hunting season as a means to lessen 

human-bear conflicts when studies have shown, and simple statistics verify, that increased harvest will not have any 

notable effect on such problems. Simply put, the problem the rule change addresses is not a problem at all and the 

solution adopted is quite flawed. 

The rule change is also opposed by the vast majority of the public. A public meeting was held and most speakers 

opposed the rule change and subsequent comments received showed 86% opposed to the change. No proposal that 

can't even get 15% of the public's approval should be adopted anyway. 

This rule change would also be bad for North Carolinas reputation as an outdoor wonderland and cause a decrease in 

tourism to these spectacular areas. The bear sanctuaries are a haven for nature enthusiasts who wish to escape the 

chaos of hunting and hunting dogs and changing the rules to allow this activity will cause them to look for other places 

to spend their time, and money. 

This is a rule change whose stated goals will not be achieved by the proposed actions, whose logic is counter to scientific 

studies on the subject, whose implementation will hurt local economies, and is not supported by the public. Therefore, I 

ask that it be delayed and reviewed by the legislature. 

Thank you for considering my comments, 

John Beaudet 

John Beaudet 
East Tennessee Trail Association 
Rocky Fork Journal 
Rocky Fork Watershed Almanac 

2 



April 10, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Road
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: lSA NCAC 10D .0106 Bear Sanctuaries 

To the members of the Rules Review Commission; 

'\ 

I request that the above rule, adopted recently by the North Carolina Wildlife 

Resources Commission(NCWRC) be subject to a delay in effective date and a review 
in the upcoming legislative session. 

This rule change that would allow bear hunting, with hunting dogs, in three long 
established bear sanctuaries as well as change the designation of these bear 
sanctuaries to "bear management areas" is unclear in it's stated purpose and 
ambiguous in its actions and supposed results. The proposed rule is also 
unreasonable and unnecessary for the following reasons. 

The NCWRC's rule change states that the U.S. Forest Service requested the change 
for Panthertown sanctuary only, but gives no reason for the other two sanctuaries to 
be considered. The single request was made several years ago and actions have been 
taken since then (bear-proof food storage boxes installed) to remedy any problems 

with the result of zero problems reported since. 

The rule change refers to a need to reduce the number of bears and "manage" the 
population when biologists know the American black bear is an animal that self 

regulates its population by altering its reproductive rate and does not need human 
intervention to remain at or below carrying capacity. 

In addition, the biologists with NCWRC stated a need to kill more bears during 

hunting season as a means to lessen human-bear conflicts when studies have shown, 
and simple statistics verify, that increased harvest will not have any notable effect 
on such problems. Simply put, the problem the rule change addresses is not a 
problem at all and the solution adopted is quite flawed. 

The rule change is also opposed by the vast majority of the public. A public meeting 

was held and most speakers opposed the rule change and subsequent comments 
received showed 86% opposed to the change. No proposal that can't even get 15% 
of the public's approval should be adopted anyway. 
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Jessica Pate <jlpate79@gmail.com> 
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Jessica Pate 

11 / APR/2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session 
as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a 
delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that 
allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas 
Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 
"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not 
clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS)
requested that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear
human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to
support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has
been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was
made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the
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Report Spam. 

April 11, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session 

as set out in N.C.G.S. 1 SOB-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a 
delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that 
allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas 
Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 
"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not 
clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) 
requested that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear
human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to 
support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has 
been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was 
made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the 
problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by
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McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

michael bowler <michael.bowler@yahoo.ie> 

Monday, April 11, 2022 10:26 AM 

McGhee, Dana 

[External] Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Michael Bowler 

 

4-11-22

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session 
as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a 
delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that 
allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas 
Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 
"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not 
clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS)
requested that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear
human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to
support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has









Burgos, Alexander N

From: 

Sent: 

Christine Arroyo <christinearroyo@gmail.com> 

Monday, April 11, 2022 7:15 AM 

To: rrc.comments; Rules, Oah; McGhee, Dana 

Subject: [External] Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Christine Arroyo 

 

April 10, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule( s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session 
as set out in N.C.G.S. 1508-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a 
delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that 
allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas 
Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 
"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not 
clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS)
requested that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear
human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to
support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has
been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was
made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the
problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by
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Christine Arroyo
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Burgos, Alexander N

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Deborah Palmer <deborahjpalmer@hotmail.co.uk> 

Monday, April 11, 2022 6:48 AM 

rrc.comments 

Rules, Oah 

[External] Re: [1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 
Report Spam. 

D Palmer 

10 April 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session 
as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a 
delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that 
allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas 
Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 
"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not 
clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS)
requested that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear
human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to
support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has









Burgos, Alexander N 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Michelle Dennis < michellebdennis@yahoo.com > 

Monday, April 11, 2022 6:13 AM 

rrc.comments; Rules, Oah 

McGhee, Dana 

[External] [1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Michelle Dennis 

April 11, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session 
as set out in N.C.G.S. 1 SOB-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a 
delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that 
allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas 
Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 
"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not 
clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS)
requested that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear
human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to
support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has
been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was









Burgos, Alexander N 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

mandy mcavoy < mandymcavoy1@hotmail.co.uk> 

Monday, April 11, 2022 5:25 AM 

rrc.comments 

[External] NC rules 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Mandy McAvoy 

11th April 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 
in N.C.G.S. 1508-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 
date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows 
bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and 
Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear 
sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the 
following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested 
that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is 
important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces 
bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention 
that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown.

















Burgos, Alexander N

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Mohan Srinivasan < mohan.srinivasan@gmail.com > 

Monday, April 11, 2022 1:54 AM 

rrc.comments; Rules, Oah 

McGhee, Dana 

[External] Continued protection is needed for Bears in The Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas 

Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries ... 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 
Report Spam. 

Mohan Srinivasan 

April 10 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd.

Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [lSA NCAC 100 .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s} be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. lS0B-21.3. I further 

request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in 

the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated 

bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS} requested that they open up the sanctuaries to

hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims

that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS

request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts

has since been subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest

Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and there are plans to install more food

lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear-human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears regulate their own populations

through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents bears from populating beyond their environmental

carrying capacity.







To 

Office of Administrative Hearings 
1 711 New Hope Church Rd. 
Raleigh, NC 27609. 

And 

Dana McGhee 

The Agency's Rulemaking Coordinator 

From: 

Margaret Samuel 

M5J 2N8 

April 11, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [ISA NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in 
N.C.G.S. l S0B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set
out in that same provision.

The N011h Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear 
hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian 
Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to "designated 
bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

I. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they
open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note
that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts.













Burgos, Alexander N

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Adam Mills <adammills805@gmail.com> 

Sunday, April 10, 2022 8:23 PM 

rrc.comments; Rules, Oah; McGhee, Dana 

[External] Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Adam Mills 

4-10-22

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session 
as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a 
delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that 
allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas 
Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 
"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not 
clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS)
requested that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear
human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to
support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has
been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was
made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the
problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by

1 









Burgos, Alexander N

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Bill Skinner <billskinner77@gmail.com> 

Sunday, April 10, 2022 4:58 PM 

rrc.comments 

Subject: [External] Fwd: URGENT: BEAR SANCTUARIES 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Nita Hunt <nitah63@gmail.com> 

Date: April 10, 2022 at 4:37:26 PM EDT 

To: Bill Skinner <billskinner77@gmail.com> 

Subject: URGENT: BEAR SANCTUARIES 

William Skinner 

-
-- -----

4/10/22 

N .C. Rules Review Commission 

1711 New Hope Church Rd. 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 
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Burgos, Alexander N

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Nita Hunt <nitah63@gmail.com> 

Sunday, April 10, 2022 4:32 PM 

McGhee, Dana; Rules, Oah; rrc.comments 

[External] URGENT: BEAR SANCTUARIES 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Juanita Hunt 

4/10/22 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd. 

Raleigh, NC 2 7 609 

Re: [lSA NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule( s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative 
session as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) 

be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 











Burgos, Alexander N

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Deborah Palmer <deborahjpalmer@hotmail.co.uk> 

Sunday, April 10, 2022 2:17 PM 

rrc.comments 

Rules, Oah 

[External] Re: [ 1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

D Palmer 

10 April 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule( s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session 
as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a 
delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that 
allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas 
Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 
"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not 
clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS)
requested that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear
human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to
support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has
been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was









Burgos, Alexander N

From: Cheryl:-) <cvward01@aol.com> 

Sent: Sunday, April 10, 2022 1 :23 PM 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 

rrc.comments; McGhee, Dana; Rules, Oah 

[External] [1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

RRC 4-10-2022 CVW.docx 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 
Report Spam. 

Cheryl V Ward 

April 10, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609
rrc.comments@oah.nc.gov
dana .mcghee@oah.nc. gov
oah.rules@oah.nc.gov

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Dear Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in 
N.C.G.S. 150B-2 l .3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as
set out in that same provision.

I am writing to you today to object to the recent decision by the NC Wildlife Resources 
Commission (NCWRC) to open bear hunting on three long-standing black bear sanctuaries 
(Pisgah Bear Sanctuary, Panthertown - Bonas Defeat Bear Sanctuary, and Standing Indian Bear 
Sanctuary). I am asking that you please rescind this decision based on the following reasons: 

The proposed bear kill and decision is NOT clear and it is ambiguous: Aside from the 
Panthertown-Bonas Defeat Bear Sanctuary, the NCWRC has not even decided the number of 
bears they want to kill on the other two bear sanctuaries. They just say they want to have more 
bears killed. However, their bear population numbers do not justify additional bears being 
killed. Their reasoning is ambiguous and faulty. In their analysis, they have cited a research 

1 







Burgos, Alexander N

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Clare Curtis <clare.curtis36@gmail.com> 

Sunday, April 10, 2022 12:14 PM 

rrc.comments 

McGhee, Dana 

[External) Re: [1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

4/10/2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 
1 S0B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that 
same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting 
and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear 
-Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear
management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following reasons:

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open
up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there
is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite
has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was made in 2018, and
the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since
been subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years,
the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and
there are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear-human
conflicts.
2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears
regulate their own populations through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents
bears from populating beyond their environmental carrying capacity.
3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more hunting
opportunities. However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with stakeholders on
April 5, 2022, at the Tri-County Community College in the Mcswain Building Lecture Hall to discuss
the recently adopted rule. The entire room was full of hunters and non-hunters. State Representative







1. The Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries are revered destinations for
residents and tourists alike. People travel from all over the world to enjoy the serene, peaceful environment and the
prospect of seeing bears.

2. The tourism and outdoor recreation industries are significant contributors to North Carolina's economy.

3. The bear hunting season is a popular time for tourism (leaf season).

4. Bear hunting, especially bear hunting with dogs, puts tourists and residents in danger of being accidentally shot or 
attacked by hunting dogs, which has previously happened in the state when a woman and her two dogs were viciously
attacked by hunting dogs while camping.

5. Under North Carolina law, dogs "being used in a lawful hunt" are exempt from rules that otherwise require owners
to take steps to prevent their animal from harming a person or another animal. This rule endangers the public, pets,
and private property owners. Tourists and residents will think twice before bringing their families to a place where
they can be potentially shot or attacked by hunting dogs. Learning that hunting dogs/dog owners are exempt from
laws that protect people and their pets will only further deter people from visiting these areas.

6. This rule will negatively affect businesses located around the sanctuaries impacting the livelihood of local residents.
The more than 45,000 small businesses across North Carolina heavily rely on tourism, everything from lodging and
dining to transportation, recreation, and retail.

7. According to the Department of Natural and Cultural Resources data, 22.8 million visitors entered the system's 41
parks, recreation areas, and natural areas in 2021. Pisgah receives 5.5 million annual visitors and Panthertown sees
more than 35,000 visitors a year.

For all of the reasons listed above, I request that [15A NCAC l0D .0106) Bear Sanctuaries not be approved by the 
Rules Review Commission. 
Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Jorg Gaiser 
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Burgos, Alexander N 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Jason Campbell <jwc1221@tds.net> 
Sunday, April 10, 2022 9:36 AM 
rrc.comments 
McGhee, Dana; Rules, Oah 
[External] Re: [1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an 
attachment to Report Spam.<mailto:report.spam@nc.gov> 

Subject: Re: [15A NCAC l0D .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Jason Campbell 

4/10/2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC l0D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. lS0B-21.3. I further 
request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting with 
dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 
"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following 
reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open up the sanctuaries to
hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support
claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention
that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with
bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the
past two years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and there
are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear-human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears regulate their own
populations through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents bears from populating beyond their
environmental carrying capacity.

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more hunting opportunities.
However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri-County







Burgos, Alexander N

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 

Carter,$ <S.Carter@lse.ac.uk> 

Sunday, April 10, 2022 8:50 AM 

Rules, Oah; McGhee, Dana; rrc.comments 

[External] Re: (1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106) Bear Sanctuaries/ 

Re - 1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106 - Bear Sanctuaries.pdf 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Sandra Carter 

April 10th
, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review

Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd. 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. lS0B-21.3. I further 

request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting with 

dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 

"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following 

reasons: 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open up the sanctuaries to

hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support

claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention

that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with

bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the

past two years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and there

are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear-human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears regulate their own

populations through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents bears from populating beyond their

environmental carrying capacity.
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Sandra Carter 

 

April 10th, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd.

Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in 
N.C.G.S. 1508-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as
set out in that same provision.

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear 
hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian 
Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to "designated 
bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following reasons: 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they
open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to
note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human
conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS
request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the
problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by introducing
bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not
received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and there are plans to install more
food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear-human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears
regulate their own populations through a process called delayed implantation. This process
prevents bears from populating beyond their environmental carrying capacity.

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more
hunting opportunities. However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with
stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri-County Community College in the Mcswain Building
Lecture Hall to discuss the recently adopted rule. The entire room was full of hunters and
non-hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie was in attendance. He asked everyone in favor
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Jeffrey J Zander 

4/9/22 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd. 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: [lSA NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 

lS0B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same 

provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and 

hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along 

with a change in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not 

clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open up

the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no

scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been

proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request

was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been

subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S.

Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and there are

plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear-human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears regulate

their own populations through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents bears from

populating beyond their environmental carrying capacity.

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more hunting

opportunities. However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with stakeholders on

April 5, 2022, at the Tri-County Community College in the Mcswain Building Lecture Hall to discuss the

recently adopted rule. The entire room was full of hunters and non-hunters. State Representative Karl
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April 9, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 
in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 
date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows 
bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and 
Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear 
sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the 
following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested
that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is
important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces
bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention
that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown.
Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved
by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest
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Michelle Campbell 

4/9/2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd.

Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. lS0B-21.3. I further 

request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting with 

dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 

"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following 

reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open up the sanctuaries to

hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support

claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention

that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with

bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the

past two years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and there

are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear-human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears regulate their own

populations through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents bears from populating beyond their

environmental carrying capacity.

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more hunting opportunities.

However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri-County

Community College in the Mcswain Building Lecture Hall to discuss the recently adopted rule. The entire room was full

of hunters and non-hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie was in attendance. He asked everyone in favor of the
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Charles Reihl 

4/9/2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd. 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: [lSA NCAC lOD .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 1508-21.3. I further 

request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting with 

dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 

"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following 

reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open up the sanctuaries to

hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support

claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention

that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with

bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the

past two years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and there

are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear-human conflicts.











7. According to the Department of Natural and Cultural Resources data, 22.8 million visitors entered

the system's 41 parks, recreation areas, and natural areas in 2021. Pisgah receives 5.5 million annual

visitors and Panthertown sees more than 35,000 visitors a year.

For all of the reasons listed above, I request that [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries not be 

approved by the Rules Review Commission. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Thank you, 

Melissa Gyldstrand-Smith 
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Quenna Moore 

4/8/2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd.

Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. lS0B-21.3. I further 

request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting with 
dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 

"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following 

reasons; 1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open up the 

sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence 

to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to 

mention that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the 

problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 

2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human 

conflicts, and there are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear-human 

conflicts. 

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears regulate their own

populations through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents bears from populating beyond their

environmental carrying capacity.

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more hunting opportunities.

However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri-County

Community College in the Mcswain Building Lecture Hall to discuss the recently adopted rule. The entire room was full

of hunters and non-hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie was in attendance. He asked everyone in favor of the

rule to raise their hands. Not a single person raised their hand, including the hunters that the NCWRC alleges have been

pressuring them to open the three bear sanctuaries to hunting.

4. The NCWRC has not clearly defined the details of the rule. There is no definitive answer to the number of permits to

be issued to hunters, the cost of permits, or the number of bears allowed to be killed. They have adopted a rule that is

not clearly defined.
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NEW YORK, 4/9/22 

MARINA TIEDEMANN 

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session 
as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a 
delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that 
allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas 
Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 
"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not 
clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS)
requested that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear
human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to
support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has
been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was
made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the
problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by
introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S.
Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human
conflicts, and there are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure
in preventing future bear-human conflicts.







Sincerely, 

Tiedemann 

"To my mind, the life of a lamb is no less precious than that of a human being ... I hold that, the 
more helpless a creature, the more entitled it is to protection by man from the cruelty of man." 
(Mahatma Ghandi) 

4 



Burgos, Alexander N

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 

Klari Lea < klarialker@dnet.net> 

Saturday, April 9, 2022 12:16 PM 

rrc.comments; Rules, Oah 

McGhee, Dana 

[External] [1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Klari Lea Letter to RRC 4-9-2022.docx 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 
Report Spam. 

Klari Lea 

April 9, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Dear Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule{s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 1508-21.3. I further request that 
the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the 
Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear 
sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following reasons: 1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due
to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear
human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the
request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by
introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints
regarding bear-human conflicts, and there are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear
human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears regulate their own populations
through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents bears from populating beyond their environmental carrying
capacity.

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more hunting opportunities. However, the North
Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri-County Community College in the Mcswain
Building Lecture Hall to discuss the recently adopted rule. The entire room was full of hunters and non-hunters. State Representative
Karl Gillepsie was in attendance. He asked everyone in favor of the rule to raise their hands. Not a single person raised their hand,
including the hunters that the NCWRC alleges have been pressuring them to open the three bear sanctuaries to hunting.

4. The NCWRC has not clearly defined the details of the rule. There is no definitive answer to the number of permits to be issued to
hunters, the cost of permits, or the number of bears allowed to be killed. They have adopted a rule that is not clearly defined.

The rule is not reasonably necessary because of the following {also see above): 

1. Since the bear-proof food lockers were installed, there are no longer bear-human conflicts occurring. There have been no bear
human conflicts for the past two years, and more food lockers are being installed to prevent future conflicts.
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Klari Lea 

 

April 9, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Dear Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 1508-21.3. I 
further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting with 
dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the 
term "designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the 
following reasons: 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open up the
sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific
evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC
also failed to mention that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown.
Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by introdudng bear-proof
food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints
regarding bear-human conflicts, and there are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing
future bear-human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears regulate their own 
populations through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents bears from populating beyond their
environmental carrying capacity.

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more hunting opportunities.
However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri
County Community College in the Mcswain Building Lecture Hall to discuss the recently adopted rule. The entire
room was full of hunters and non-hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie was in attendance. He asked everyone
in favor of the rule to raise their hands. Not a single person raised their hand, including the hunters that the NCWRC
alleges have been pressuring them to open the three bear sanctuaries to hunting.

4. The NCWRC has not clearly defined the details of the rule. There is no definitive answer to the number of permits
to be issued to hunters, the cost of permits, or the number of bears allowed to be killed. They have adopted a rule
that is not clearly defined.

The rule is not reasonably necessary because of the following (also see above): 

1. Since the bear-proof food lockers were installed, there are no longer bear-human conflicts occurring. There have
been no bear-human conflicts for the past two years, and more food lockers are being installed to prevent future
conflicts.

2. Hunting does not reduce bear-human conflicts.

3. Bears manage their own populations through delayed implantation.

4. The majority of the NCWRC's stakeholders oppose opening the sanctuaries to hunting, including the hunters they
claim have been pressuring them. During the NCWRC's public comment period, 86% of comments were opposed to
the rule.
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Bill Lea 

April 9, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609
oah.rules@oah.nc.gov
rrc.comments@oah.nc.gov
dana.mcqhee@oah.nc.qov

Re: (15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Dear Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 1508-21.3. I further request that 
the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

I am writing to you today to object to the recent decision by the NC Wildlife Resources Commission (NCWRC) to open bear hunting on 
three long-standing black bear sanctuaries (Pisgah Bear Sanctuary, Panthertown - Bonas Defeat Bear Sanctuary, and Standing Indian 
Bear Sanctuary). I am asking that you please rescind this decision based on the following reasons: 

The proposed bear kill and decision is NOT clear and it is ambiguous: Aside from the Panthertown-Bonas Defeat Bear Sanctuary, 
the NCWRC has not even decided the number of bears they want to kill on the other two bear sanctuaries. They just say they want to 
have more bears killed. However, their bear population numbers do not justify additional bears being killed. Their reasoning is 
ambiguous and faulty. In their analysis, they have cited a research study by Dr. Joe Clark, but even Dr. Clark does not understand how 
the NCWRC has come to its conclusion based on his study. In the research paper, Dr. Clark states, "Harvest rates approached or 
exceeded a theoretical maximum in some jurisdictions and population trend data indicated population declines in most jurisdictions in 
recent years . ... (T)his response to recently liberalized harvest regulations was not unexpected .... " In addition, by the NCWRC's own 
admission, they do not know nor have they taken into account the bear mortality numbers or rate from poaching, which can be 
significant. The reasoning behind the planned bear kill and the numbers justifying the opening of these nearly half a century old bear 
sanctuaries is not clear and is definitely ambiguous, at best. 

The proposed bear kill and decision to suddenly open these decade old bear sanctuaries is not reasonable or necessary: In 
NCWRCs initial proposal found on page 13 of the NCWRC Public Hearings 2022-2023 Inland Fishing. Hunting, Trapping and 
Game/and Regulations booklet, it states: "Bear G13. Allow permit hunt opportunities on Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, Pisgah, and 
Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries in the Mountain Bear Management Unit." The booklet claims: "The U.S. Forest Service has requested 
that Panthertown-Bonas Defeat Bear Sanctuary be opened to permit bear hunting opportunities due to increased bear-human 
interactions occurring on both Forest Service property and adjoining private property." In 2018, District Ranger Mike Wilkins of the 
Nanathala National Forest requested that the NCWRC kill bears in the Panthertown-Bonas Defeat Bear Sanctuary to resolve bear
human interactions. Ranger Wilkins claims he had received several complaints from dispersed campers about bears getting into their 
food and from a few local homeowners about bears raiding their garbage. Since that time the Forest Service installed a couple of food 
lockers at the dispersed campsites. When I spoke to the current District Ranger, Troy Waskey, on January 19th of this year, he said 
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Onno van Horn 

04-09-2022

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd.

Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [lSA NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. lS0B-21.3. I further 

request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting with 

dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 

"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following 

reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open up the sanctuaries to

hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support

claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention

that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with

bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the

past two years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and there

are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear-human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears regulate their own

populations through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents bears from populating beyond their

environmental carrying capacity.

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more hunting opportunities.

However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with stakeholders on April 5, 2022, at the Tri-County

Community College in the Mcswain Building Lecture Hall to discuss the recently adopted rule. The entire room was full

of hunters and non-hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie was in attendance. He asked everyone in favor of the
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"It is time for the immediate reversal of the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission 
(NCWRC) newly adopted rule that opens up the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and 
Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries (92,500 acres) to bear hunting, hunting with dogs and 
changes the term "designated bear sanctuary" to "designated bear management area."." 

URGENT: "Take Action Now To Save North Carolina Bears" 

April 8, 2022 

To the individuals below: 

"Staff Attorney 

Lawrence Duke, Commission Counsel. 

lawrence.duke@oah.nc.gov 

rrc.comments@oah.nc.gov. 

oah.rules@oah.nc.gov 

Dana Mcghee, Publications Coordinator 

dana.mcghee@oah.nc.gov" 

Patricia Meuler 

April 8, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd.

Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: "[lSA NCAC 10D .0106) Bear Sanctuaries" 

"Members of the Commission": 

"I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. lS0B-21.3. I 

further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting with 

dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 

"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following 

reasons; 
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Dr Gayle Martin 

04/08/2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 
in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 
date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows 
bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and 
Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear 
sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the 
following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested
that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is
important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces
bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention
that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown.
Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved
by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest
Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and
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Tom Antony 

08-APR-2022

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: (15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. lS0B-
21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and 
hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with 
a change in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and 
unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open up the
sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific
evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The
NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for
Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by
introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not
received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and there are plans to install more food lockers as a
proactive measure in preventing future bear-human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears regulate their
own populations through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents bears from populating
beyond their environmental carrying capacity.

3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more hunting

opportunities. However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with stakeholders on April 5,
2022, at the Tri-County Community College in the McSwain Building Lecture Hall to discuss the recently
adopted rule. The entire room was full of hunters and non-hunters. State Representative Karl Gillepsie was in
attendance. He asked everyone in favor of the rule to raise their hands. Not a single person raised their hand,

including the hunters that the NCWRC alleges have been pressuring them to open the three bear sanctuaries
to hunting.















Erika Gettig 

April 8, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd. 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

As an annual summer visitor to Brevard, North Carolina, and 

specifically Pisgah National Forest, I request that the above rule(s) be 

reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 

1508-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed 

effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted 

rule that allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, 

Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries 

along with a change in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to 

"designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous 

for the following reasons; 

















Burgos, Alexander N 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Mary Shabbott <mshabbott@sbcglobal.net> 

Friday, April 8, 2022 5:36 PM 

rrc.co m men ts 

[External] Bear sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Mary Shabbott 

04-08-2022

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 
in N.C.G.S. 1506-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 
date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows 
bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and 
Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear 
sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the 
following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested
that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is
important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces
bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention
that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown.
Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved
by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest
Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and







Burgos, Alexander N

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Eli Celli <elicelli@att.net> 

Friday, April 8, 2022 5:16 PM 

rrc.comments; Rules, Oah; McGhee, Dana 

[External] 1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106 Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Eli Celli 

s
a 

April 8, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: 15A NCAC 1 OD .0106 Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 
1508-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that 
same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting 
and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear 
Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear 
management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open
up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there
is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite
has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was made in 2018, and
the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since
been subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years,
the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and
there are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear-human
conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears
regulate their own populations through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents
bears from populating beyond their environmental carrying capacity.













Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Kim Hart 
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Burgos, Alexander N 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Christina DeRespiris <cderespiris@yahoo.com> 

Friday, April 8, 2022 5:03 PM 

rrc.comments; Rules, Oah 

McGhee, Dana 

[External] [1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

C. DeRespiris

April 8, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session 
as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a 
delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that 
allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas 
Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 
"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not 
clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS)
requested that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear
human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to
support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has
been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was
made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the
problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved by
introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S.
Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human
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Burgos, Alexander N 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

lrcain@juno.com 

Wednesday, March 30, 2022 11 :03 AM 

rrc.comments 

Ruhlman, Carrie A 

[External] 1 SA NCAC 1 0B.0203-Deer (White-Tailed) 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Larry R. Cain 

March 30, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd.

Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: 15A NCAC 108.0203 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I 
further request that the rule be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Respectful] y, 

Larry R. Cain 
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Burgos, Alexander N

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Chris Cain <doskil@gmail.com> 

Sunday, March 27, 2022 7:37 PM 

rrc.comments 

Cc: Ruhlman, Carrie A 

Subject: [External] 1 SA NCAC 10B.0203-Deer (White-Tailed) 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Christopher R. Cain 

· - ;,
March 27, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: 15A NCAC 1 0B.0203 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I 
further request that the rule be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Christopher R. Cain 
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McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

Mary Shabbott < mshabbott@sbcglobal.net> 

Friday, April 8, 2022 5:38 PM 

To: Rules, Oah 

Subject: [External] Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

04-08-2022

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 
in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 
date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows 
bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and 
Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along w1lna change intfle term "designated bear -
sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the 
following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested
that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is
important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces
bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention
that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown.
Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved
by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest
Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and
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McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

alassio91@aol.com 

Saturday, April 9, 2022 12:24 PM 

Rules, Oah 

[External] Fwd: [1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

From: alassio91@aol.com 
To: rrc.comments@oah.nc.gov 
Sent: 4/9/2022 12:22:34 PM Eastern Standard Time 
Subject: Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

NEW YORK, 4/9/22 

MARINA TIEDEMANN 

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative 
session as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) 
be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule 
that allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown
Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change 
in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management 
areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service
(USFS) requested that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to
increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no
scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human
conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to

1 







7. According to the Department of Natural and Cultural Resources data,
22.8 million visitors entered the system's 41 parks, recreation areas, and
natural areas in 2021. Pisgah receives 5.5 million annual visitors and
Panthertown sees more than 35,000 visitors a year.

For all of the reasons listed above, I request that [15A NCAC 1 OD 
.0106] Bear Sanctuaries not be approved by the Rules Review 
Commission. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Mar· iedemann 

"To my mind, the life of a lamb is no less precious than that of a human being ... I hold 
that, the more helpless a creature, the more entitled it is to protection by man from the 
cruelty of man." (Mahatma Ghandi) 
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McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Bill Skinner <billskinner77@gmail.com> 

Sunday, April 10, 2022 4:59 PM 

Rules, Oah 

Subject: [External] Fwd: URGENT: BEAR SANCTUARIES 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Sent f rom my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Nita Hunt <nitah63@gmail.com> 

Date: April 10, 2022 at 4:37:26 PM EDT 

To: Bill Skinner <billskinner77@gmail.com> 

Subject: URGENT: BEAR SANCTUARIES 

William Skinner 

4/10/22 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd. 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: [lSA NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 











McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

mitzi frank <frankmitzi@gmail.com> 

Friday, April 8, 2022 4:51 PM 

To: Rules, Oah; McGhee, Dana 

Subject: [External] Bear hunting 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 
Report Spam. 

Mitzi Frank 

4/8/2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session 
as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a 
delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that 
allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas 
Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 
"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not 
clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS)
requested that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear
human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to
support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has
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McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

Mary Shabbott < mshabbott@sbcglobal.net> 

Friday, April 8, 2022 5:39 PM 

To: McGhee, Dana 

Subject: [External] Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 
Report Spam. 

04-08-2022

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 
in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 
date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows 
bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and 
Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear 
sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the 
following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested
that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is
important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces
bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention
that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown.
Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved
by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest
Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and
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McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Ji Montgomery <jiprk99@gmail.com> 

Friday, April 8, 2022 10:51 PM 

McGhee, Dana 

[External) 1 SA NCAC 1 OD. 0106 Bear scandary 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Dear member of commission 

I requested that the above rules be reviewed in upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S 150 B -21 .3 I further 

request that the rules be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that some provision. 

The North Carolina wildlife resources commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and hunting wild dogs 

in the pisgah, pantertown- Bonas defeated, and standing Indian bear scandary along with a change in term. " Designated 

bear management area" is not clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

The NCWRC'S basis for the rule was that the US FOREST SERICE ( USFS) requested that they open up the scandaries to 

hunting due to increased bear- human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support 

claims that hunting reduces bear- human conflict. The opposite has been proven . The NCWRC also failed to mention in 

2018, and the request was solely for panthertown. Additionally, the problem with bear human conflicts has been 

subsequently resolved by introducing bear- proof food lockers in 2020. 

Over the past two years, the US, forest service( USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear- human 

conflicts,and there are plans to install more food lockers as proactive measure in preventing future bear- human conflict. 

For all the reason listed above, request that lSA NCAC lOD.0106 

BEAR SCANDARIES NOT be approved by the rules review commission. 

Ji Montgomery 

April 8 2022 

Thank you for your consideration 

Ji Montgomery 





Reinhard D01Tenbiicher 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
171 I New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609
Re: [I SA NCAC I OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries

Members of the Commission: 

A pri I 9th, 2022 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in 
N.C.G.S. 1 S0B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set 
out in that same provision. 
The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear 
hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear 
Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear ma
nagement areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they o
pen up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. lt is important to note that
there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The op
posite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was made in
2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with bear-human con
flicts has since been subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over
the past two years, the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear
human conflicts, �nd there are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preven
ting future bear-human conflicts.
2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears
regulate their own populations through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents
bears from populating beyond their environmental carrying capacity.
3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more hunting
opportunities. However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with stakeholders
on April 5, 2022, at the Tri-County Community College in the McSwain Building Lecture Hall to
discuss the recently adopted rule. The entire room was full of hunters and non-hunters. State Re
presentative Karl Gillepsie was in attendance. He asked everyone in favor of the rule to raise their
hands. Not a single person raised their hand, including the hunters that the NCWRC alleges have
been pressuring them to open the three bear sanctuaries to hunting.
4. The NCWRC has not clearly defined the details of the rule. There is no definitive answer to the
number of permits to be issued to hunters, the cost of pennits, or the number of bears allowed to be
killed. They have adopted a rule that is not clearly defined.
The rule is not reasonably necessary because of the following (also see above);

1. Since the bear-proof food lockers were installed, there are no longer bear-human conflicts occur
ring. There have been no bear-human conflicts for the past two years, and more food lockers are
being installed to prevent future conflicts.
2. Hunting does not reduce bear-human conflicts.
3. Bears manage their own populations through delayed implantation.
4. The majority of the NCWRC's stakeholders oppose opening the sanctuaries to hunting, including
the hunters they claim have been pressuring them. During the NCWRC's public comment period,
86% of comments were opposed to the rule.
The rule will have a negative impact on the state's economy (economic impact);























businesses across North Carolina heavily rely on tourism, everything from 

lodging and dining to transportation, recreation, and retail. 

7. According to the Department of Natural and Cultural Resources data, 22.8

million visitors entered the system's 41 parks, recreation areas, and natural areas 

in 2021. Pisgah receives 5.5 million annual visitors and Panthertown sees more 

than 35,000 visitors a year. 

For all of the reasons listed above, I request that [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] 

Bear Sanctuaries not be approved by the Rules Review Commission. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Larissa Sarycheva 
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McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

alassio91@aol.com 

Saturday, April 9, 2022 12:24 PM 

McGhee, Dana 

Subject: [External] Fwd: [15A NCAC 10D .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 
Report Spam. 

-------------- ------

From: alassio91@aol.com 
To: rrc.comments@oah.nc.gov 
Sent: 4/9/2022 12:22:34 PM Eastern Standard Time 
Subject: Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

NEW YORK, 4/9/22 

MARINA TIEDEMANN 

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

-- ---·----··--- --··-

I request that the above rule( s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative 
session as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) 
be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule 
that allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown
Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change 
in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management 
areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service
(USFS) requested that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to
increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no
scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human
conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to
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McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Christine Swoap <clswoap@gmail.com> 

Sunday, April 10, 2022 9:12 AM 

Rules, Oah; McGhee, Dana 

[External] Maintain bear sanctuary 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Christine LaRocque Swoap 

 

 

April 10, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd. 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: [1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 1 S0B-

21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same 

provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting and 

hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along 

with a change in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not 

clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open up the

sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no

scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been

proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was

solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently

resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest Service







McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 

lngo Regier <ingoreg_ier@icloud.com> 

Sunday, April 10, 2022 9:44 AM 
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[External] Bear Sanctuaries 1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106 
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Ingo Regier 

April 10, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd.

Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [lSA NCAC lOD .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

...--- ------- --
/ -----

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in 

N.C.G.S. lS0B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as

set out in that same provision.

The North Carolina ,Vildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear 

hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing 

Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to 

"designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that

they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is

important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces

bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention

that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown.

Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved

by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest

Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and there

are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear

human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed.

Bears regulate their own populations through a process called delayed implantation. This

process prevents bears from populating beyond their environmental carrying capacity.







McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Clare Curtis <clare.curtis36@gmail.com> 

Sunday, April 10, 2022 12:15 PM 

Rules, Oah 

McGhee, Dana 

[External] Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Clarissa Cherry Curtis 

4/10/2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 
1508-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that 
same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear hunting 
and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear 
Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear 
management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the following reasons: 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that they open
up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is important to note that there
is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite
has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was made in 2018, and
the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since
been subsequently resolved by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years,
the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and
there are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear-human
conflicts.
2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed. Bears
regulate their own populations through a process called delayed implantation. This process prevents
bears from populating beyond their environmental carrying capacity.
3. The NCWRC also stated that hunters pressured them to open up the sanctuaries for more hunting
opportunities. However, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission met with stakeholders on
April 5, 2022, at the Tri-County Community College in the Mcswain Building Lecture Hall to discuss
the recently adopted rule. The entire room was full of hunters and non-hunters. State Representative





McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 

Brigitte Regier <brigitteregier@icloud.com> 

Sunday, April 10, 2022 9:21 PM 

Rules, Oah; McGhee, Dana 

[External] Bear Sanctuaries 1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106 

NC Wildlife Commission-no bear hunting 04-1 0.docx 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an 

attachment to Report Spam.<mailto:report.spam@nc.gov> 

Brigitte Regier 



Brigitte Regier 

April 10, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd.

Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in 

N.C.G.S. lS0B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as

set out in that same provision.

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows bear 

hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and Standing 

Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear sanctuaries to 

"designated bear management areas" is not clear and wiambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested that

they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is

important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces

bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NC\VRC also failed to mention

that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown.

Additionally, the problem with bear-human conflicts has since been subsequently resolved

by introducing bear-proof food lockers in 2020. Over the past two years, the U.S. Forest

Service (USFS) has not received any complaints regarding bear-human conflicts, and there

are plans to install more food lockers as a proactive measure in preventing future bear

human conflicts.

2. The NCWRC also claims that the bear population is growing and needs to be managed.

Bears regulate their own populations through a process called delayed implantation. This

process prevents bears from populating beyond their environmental carrying capacity.







McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Bill Skinner <billskinner77@gmail.com> 

Sunday, April 10, 2022 4:59 PM 

McGhee, Dana 

Subject: [External] Fwd: URGENT: BEAR SANCTUARIES 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Nita Hunt <nitah63@gmail.com> 

Date: April 10, 2022 at 4:37:26 PM EDT 

To: Bill Skinner <billskinner77@gmail.com> 

Subject: URGENT: BEAR SANCTUARIES 

William Skinner 

4/10/22 

N .C. Rules Review Commission 

1711 New Hope Church Rd. 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 











McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Deborah Palmer <deborahjpalmer@hotmail.co.uk> 

Sunday, April 10, 2022 2:16 PM 

McGhee, Dana 

Rules, Oah 

[External] Re: [1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

D Palmer 

10 April 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session 
as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a 
delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that 
allows bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas 
Defeat, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term 
"designated bear sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not 
clear and unambiguous for the following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS)
requested that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear
human conflicts. It is important to note that there is no scientific evidence to
support claims that hunting reduces bear-human conflicts. The opposite has
been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention that the USFS request was
made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown. Additionally, the









McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

mandy mcavoy < mandymcavoy1@hotmail.co.uk> 

Monday, April 11, 2022 5:26 AM 

To: McGhee, Dana 

Subject: [External] NC rules 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Mandy McAvoy 

11th April 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 
in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 
date as set out in that same provision. 

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's recently adopted rule that allows 
bear hunting and hunting with dogs in the Pisgah, Panthertown-Bonas Defeat, and 
Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries along with a change in the term "designated bear 
sanctuaries to "designated bear management areas" is not clear and unambiguous for the 
following reasons; 

1. The NCWRC's basis for the rule was that the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) requested
that they open up the sanctuaries to hunting due to increased bear-human conflicts. It is
important to note that there is no scientific evidence to support claims that hunting reduces
bear-human conflicts. The opposite has been proven. The NCWRC also failed to mention
that the USFS request was made in 2018, and the request was solely for Panthertown.

1 









Brigitte Regier 

March, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 
in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 
date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Brigitte Regier 



Lisa Wolford 

March 5. 2022 

;'II_C. Rules Review Commission 

17111\cwHopcChurchR<l. 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: [15A NCAC .IOD .0l06] Dear Sanctuaries 

rvlembcrs of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 

in N.C.G.S. I 5013�21 .3. I fm1hcr request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 

date as set out in that same provision. 

1lrnnk you fol" your consideration. 

Lisa Wolford 

With 861110 of the public opinion against the bear hunt. 

it seems disingenuous for you to insinuate that you were 

Interested in how the local people feel about the bear hunt 

2 







March 09, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [I SA NCAC JOO .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 

in N.C.G.S. I S0B-2 l .3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 
date as set out in that same provision. 

I believe the NCWRC erred in its decision by not using the best available science and not 

listenjng to the overwhelming public objection to this ruling. Jacob Humm and Joseph 
Clark from University of Tennessee completed a spatially explicit capture-recapture study 
in the southern Appalachians to estimate the abundance and harvest rates of female black 
bears. Using their population estimate of 7318 bears for western NC and NCWRC's 

mortality (harvest and non-harvest) data for 2017 and 2018, 20.14% of bears in western 

NC were killed during those years. This number could be quite higher because illegally 
poached bears were greatly underestimated in the mortality data. Given the unknown 

poaching rate, the total mortality rate could be approaching the maximum sustainable 

mortality of 23%. Given that the NCWRC currently relies on population estimates back 

calculated from harvest data 3 years before the data is collected, the NCWRC would be 

unaware of a decline in the population for three years, so no ameliorating management 

practices would occur for that length of time. Because bears have such a low recruitment 

rate, errors in management can have severe, long-term effects on the population. 

Additionally, climate shift's effect on mast and berry production and the conversion of 

forested habitat into residential developments are putting more pressure on the bear 

population. The bear sanctuaries were designed to give mothers with cubs a safe place to 

be to ensure a viable population. Opening them up to bear hunting would negate the 
beneficial effects of having this buffer. 

7620 people signed a petition asking for three bear sanctuaries to maintain their unhunted 

designation, and 86% of the 2744 people who commented directly to NCWRC were 
opposed to this ruling. The NCWRC keeps insisting that the bear population be limited to 

a social canying capacity based on a public opinion survey taken 17 years ago. 

Obviously an updated survey needs to be taken. If the NCWRC comments are indicative 





McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Nancy West <tomandnancywest@gmail.com> 

Wednesday, March 9, 2022 3:51 PM 

Rules, Oah 

[External] Allowing Bear Hunting in Panthertown Rule change 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Anne West 

March I 0, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 1508-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be 
subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Anne West 

1 



McGhee, Dana 

From: smsslt <smsslt1@gmail.com> 

Friday, March 11, 2022 12:50 PM 

Rules, Oah; Snyder, Ashley B 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: [External] Legislative review and delayed effective date: 1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106 

Legislative review of Bear Hunting rule.docx Attachments: 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 
Report Spam. 

Please find attached and below a letter requesting legislative review and a delayed effective date for 
rule ISA NCAC 10D .0106. 

March 11, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. l 50B-
21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Kevin Matto 

L 

 



Kevin Matto 

6[ March 11, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 
in N.C.G.S. l 50B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 
date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Kevin Matto 
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McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

doug fink <dougJ.fink@gmail.com> 

Thursday, March 10, 2022 10:59 AM 

Rules, Oah 

dougJ.fink@gmail.com 

[External] Request for legislative review and delayed effective date of [1 SA NCAC 1 OD 

.0106] Safeguarding Panthertown-Bonas Defeat Bear Sanctuary 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an 

attachment to Report Spam.<mailto:report.spam@nc.gov> 

Office of Administrative Hearings. 

> 
> 

> This is to request a delayed effective date and legislative review of the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's

rule change to allow bear hunting in Panthertown, Pisgah, and Standing Indian Bear Sanctuaries.

> There are several reasons, foremost that Panthertown and Pisgah attract thousands of families for hiking. Allowing

packs of unleashed hunting dogs chasing bears and hunters discharging firearms in the same area as hikers poses a

significant risk of accidental injury or death to children and adults. Hunting and hiking are incompatible activities.
> 

> The NC Wildlife Resource Commission's proposed rule changes outline several objectives, including removing" 

problem bears," but hunts would not specifically target problem bears. 

> Two more stated objectives are to reduce human-bear interactions and reverse human-conditioned behavior being

observed in local bears. We do not understand how hunting in non-populated areas will reduce human-bear

interactions. We would think it would be more likely to flush bears into non-hunting residential areas to escape the

dogs.

>

> Finally, human-conditioned behavior should be the responsibility of humans and we would encourage NC Wildlife 

Resource Commission to continue to focus on human education and distribution of bear proof food and trash storage 

items. 

> 

> To summarize, we are strongly opposed to permitting bear hunting in Panthertown. 

> 

> Thank you for your consideration. 

> 

> Doug and Carol Fink 

> 

> Doug.j.fink@gmail.com 

> Sent from my iPad

1 



McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 

Steve Jackson <svjackson@gmail.com> 

Wednesday, March 9, 2022 2:53 PM 

Rules, Oah 

[External] Request for legislative review of 1 SA NCAC 1 OD .0106 

Request for Legislative Review.pdf 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Please find attached my request to review the subject regulations in the Panthertown-Bonas Defeat Bear 
Sanctuary 

Thanks, 
Steve Jackson 



March 9, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: (15A NCAC 10D .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 
in N.C.G.S. 1508-21.3. 1 further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 

date as set out in that same provision. 

1 have included my thoughts regarding this rule in the attached page. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Steve Jackson 





McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 

Brock Kehoe <brockkehoe@gmail.com> 

Tuesday, March 15, 2022 7:00 AM 

Rules, Oah 

[External] Request for Legislative Review 

Request for Legislative Review.pdf 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

(Signed Letter Attached) 

Brock Kehoe 

• Ii. 

3/15/2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission 1711 New Hope Church Rd. Raleigh, NC 27609 Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106]

Bear Sanctuaries Members of the Commission: I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative 

session as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set 

out in that same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Brock Kehoe 

1 



Brock Kehoe 

3/15/2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.

Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [ISA NCAC lOD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 
in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. 1 fm1her request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 

date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Brock Kehoe 
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Margaret and Robert Carton 

Thursday, March 3, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

We respectfully request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative 
session as set out in N.C.G.S. l S0B-21.3. The overwhelming response from the public 
was against bear hunting in Panthertown Valley and the other 2 areas identified in the 
rule and for the continuation of the Bear Sanctuaries in NC. While there was a problem a 
few years ago, Bear Wise Education and the installation of bear boxes has dramatically 
reduced the interaction between bears and people in Panthertown Valley. 

We further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that 
same prov1s1on. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

/) . (" \ I ifJr:�'-! ��11
t/Ui</t �'- / 
Robert and Margaret Carton 



McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 

Margaret Carton < margcarton@yahoo.com > 

Tuesday, March 15, 2022 2:35 PM 

Rules, Oah 

[External] Panthertown Bonus Defeat Bear Sanctuary Ruling - Request for Legislative 

Review 

Ltr Requesting-Legislative-Review of Bear Sanctuary Decision 3.3.2022.docx 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Please except the attached letter as an official request for Legislative Review of the recent Bear Sanctuary ruling. 

Margaret Carton 

margcarton@yahoo.com 

1 







McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Helen Moore <hmpanther@me.com> 

Thursday, March 17, 2022 7:56 AM 

Rules, Oah 

[External) hmpanther@me.com 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Helen Moore 

March 16th, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd. 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further 

request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration.Helen Moore 

[Signature] Helen Moore 

Re: [lSA NCAC 10D .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

1 



Jennifer M Stanton 

3/15/22 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
l 711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh. NC 27609

Re: N.C. Wildlife Requested Change to 22 Bear Sanctuaries to Bear Management Areas 
for the purpose of allowing hunting al first in three of them; Panthe11own-Bonas 
Defeat, Standing Indian and Pisgah. 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 
in N.C.G.S. 150B-2 l .3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 
date as set out in that same provision. 

This is a terrible idea that will funher endanger summer camp children, hikers and nearby 
residents. Evidence of the increasing volume of visitors in these areas, and of 
emboldened and inesponsible gun owner incidents has been presented, and apparently 
ignored. Hunters are a lot more dangerous than the bears. Tourism is the backbone of 
the economy, bears sightings are a significant draw to visitors. Please don ·t do this to us. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Jennifer M Stanton 



Jennifer M Stanton 

3/15/22 

N.C. Rules Review Commission 
1711 New Hope Church Rd. 
Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: N.C. Wildlife Requested Change to 22 Bear Sanctuaries to Bear Management Areas 
for the purpose of allowing hunting at first in three of them; Pantherto,v11-Bonas 
Defeat, Standing Indian and Pisgah. 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the abo,·e rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 
in N .C.G.S. 150B-2 l .3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 
date as set out in that same provision. 

Th.is is a terrible idea that wil I further endanger summer camp children. hikers and nearby 
residents. Evidence of the increasing volume of visitors in these areas, and of 
emboldened and in-esponsible gun ovmer incidents has been presented, and apparently 
ignored. Hunters are a lot more dangerous than the bears. Tourism is the backbone of 
the economy, bears sightings are a significant draw to visitors. Please don't do this to us. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Jennifer M Stanton 



McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Margo Purdy <mpkvnc@gmail.com> 

Wednesday, March 16, 2022 3:42 PM 

Rules, Oah 

[External) Bear Sanctuary issue [1 SA NCAC 10D .0106) 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd. 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: (15A NCAC 10D .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. l 50B-
21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

The NCWRC makes a mockery of the public comment period with its refusal to change any portion of their 
proposal. The opposition is enormous. Anyone can see that one size does not fit all, and their plans for bear 
hunts in Panthertown Valley are particularly egregious given the relative small size of this hunting area and the 
broad recreational use it has beyond hunting (yes, other hunting is permitted there already, no need to add 
more). 

Sincerely, 

1 



Wilbur D. Livingston, Jr, MD 

March 13, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC l0D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming leg.islative session as set out 
in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. 1 further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 
date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for you�nsi�eration. 
i,J .J:>. � 'Pl,->-- t I},. j) 

Wilbur D. Livingston, l MD 



Laura Livingston 

March 13, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd.

Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .Ol06] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 

in N.C.G.S. lSOB-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 

date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Laura G Livingston 

£.c.tv.)Lil..-, � �{n{�+rnv 



Richard Weldon 

March 15, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1 711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC l0D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set 
out in N.C.G.S. lS0B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed 
effective date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

�/# 
---
..!L 

-

Richard Weldon 



Jo Rizer 

March 15, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission 

1711 New Hope Church Rd. 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: 15A NCAC 10D .0106 Bear Sanctuaries 

As it relates to our property at Bear Lake Reserve, 139 Allspice Ct, Tuckasegee, NC. 28783 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in 

N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set

out in that same provision.

The rules were promulgated despite significant opposition from Bear Lake Reserve and other 

adjacent property owners, as well as Friends of Panthertown Valley. Additionally, the rules were 

promulgated based upon an outdated study/survey of the bear population in Panthertown, and 

without consideration of recent efforts to curb the population which have been successful. 

Therefore, it seems appropriate that the commission delay the effective date in order to review 

these rules and the process that was used to pass those rules. Thank you for your consideration. 

� 





Will Barclift 

March 20, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.

Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC l0D .0106]Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 
in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. l further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 
date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Will Barclift 



McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

STEVE SILVERMAN <drstevensilverman@gmail.com> 

Sunday, March 20, 2022 10:27 AM 

Rules, Oah 

[External] 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Dr. Steven Silverman 

3/20/21 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
171 I New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [ISA NCAC 10D .0106) Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-2 I .3. I further request that the rule(s} be 
subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Dr. Steven Silvennan 



March 16, 2022 

NC Rules Review Commission 

1711 New Hope Church Road 

Raleigh 

NC 27609 

Re: 15A NCAC 10D .0106 Bear Sanctuaries 

To the Members of the Commission: 

Cashiers 

£3)1! Cd 

Physical (adjoins Panthertown): 

I request that the above rule be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in NC G.S. 150B-

21.3. 

I further request that the rule be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for listening and your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

�ta.e1�------

Carol A. Wilson 

., 





H. A. Moore, II l 

March 23, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission 
1711 New Hope Church Rd. 

· Raleigh, NC 27609
'

. ·: . Re: [15A NCAC 101) .0106] Bear Sa!lctuar\es ·� =

· · Me�ber-s of the Co�ission: · � . ,·

•. 

.. I request that the above rul;(s) be revie;ed i� the upcoming legislative .session �s set OU

in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request .that.the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effe.etive 
date as set out in that s�e prov.i'sion .. 

Thank y0u fQr your consideration. 
t ' 

' '



a 

David H. Cofrin 

March 18, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 1 OD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 
in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 
date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

David H. Cofrin 



Bill and Lindsey Barclift 

Tuesday, March 22, 2022 

NC Rules Review Commission 

1711 New Hope Church Road 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: {15A NCAC 10D .0106} Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 

150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that 

same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration, 



McGhee, Dana 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Sherri Ozcomert <sherozcomert@bellsouth.net> 

Wednesday, April 6, 2022 4:15 PM 
Rules, Oah 

[External] Bear Sanctuaries 

CAUTION: External email. Do not click links or open attachments unless you verify. Send all suspicious email as an attachment to 

Report Spam. 

Sherri Ozcomert 

April 6, 2022 

N.C. Rules Review Commission

1711 New Hope Church Rd. 

Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: "Rule# 15A NCAC lOD.0106 Bear Sanctuaries" 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 1506-21.3.1 further request that the rule(s) be 

subject to a delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sherri Ozcomert 

Sherri Ozcomert 

Do unto those downstream as you would have those upstream do unto you. -Wendell Berry, farmer and author (b. S 

Aug 1934) 

Sent from my iPad 

1 



[Name] ;:?£,bbl� ,8�).J 
[Address] 

[Date] 

N .C. Rules Review Commission 
1711 New Hope Church Rd. 
Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the 
upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-
2 l .3. I further request that the rule( s) be subject to a 
delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

[Name] .,D�� ,8 �ov

[Signature] 0� 6��5m_ 

,... 



[Name] 
[Address]

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd. 
Raleigh, NC 27609 

Re: [15A NCAC l0D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries

Members of the Commission:

1 request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the 
upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. l 50B-
21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a 
delayed effective date as set out in that same provision.

Thank you for your consideration.

[Signature� r 



(Name] .�I) I LL/ 19--'IYJ We1n_ 

[Address] �

[Date]

N.C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC lOD .0106] Bear Sanctuaries

Members of the Commission:

I request that the above rule( s) be reviewed in the 
upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. lSOB-
21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a 
delayed effective date as set out in that same provision.

Thank you for your consideration.

[Name]

[Signature] � �



[Name] /f(:z--e;-(__ l<;-2 LLC/ 
[Address] --...,...,..,,_,.,._ -

. � 

[Date] 

N.C. Rules·Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the 
upcoming legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 1 SOB-

21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a 
delayed effective date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

[Name] 

[Signature] 



Bear Education and Resources Task Force (B.E.A.R.) 

March 14, 2022 

N. C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Corn.mission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 
in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 
date as set out in that same provision. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Cynfui•;;z�� 

B.E.A.R. 1: k 
s 

as Force ear Education a .. "A S01(cJ3 Task Fo 
'111 Resourcesrte of f.foc,�nTn,,

Cynthia Strain C'L riair

aLaq 
WncbeaT@,,,,., .1 o·••at .con,



Beth and Steve Preston 

April 4, 2022 

N. C. Rules Review Commission
1711 New Hope Church Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27609

Re: [15A NCAC 10D .0106] Bear Sanctuaries 

Members of the Commission: 

I request that the above rule(s) be reviewed in the upcoming legislative session as set out 
in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the rule(s) be subject to a delayed effective 
date as set out in that same provision. 
Thank you for your consideration. 

Elizabeth (Beth Preston) 
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