New Mexico Register / Volume XXXIII, Issue 17/September 13, 2022
STATE GAME COMMISSION MEETING AND RULE MAKING NOTICE

The New Mexico State Game Commission (“Commission™) will be hosting a meeting and rule hearings on Friday
October 14, 2022 beginning at 9:00 a.m. at the Farm and Ranch Museum, 4100 Dripping Springs Rd, Las Cruces,
NM 88011. The purpose of this meeting is to hear and consider action as appropriate on the presentation of
proposed changes to the following five rules: Turkey, Deer, EIk, Manner and Method of Taking, and Licensing and
Application.

Synopsis:
The proposal is to amend the following rules: 1) Turkey Rule 19.31.16 NMAC, which will become effective April 1,

2023. The most recent version of the rule will expire on March 31, 2023; 2) Deer Rule 19.31.13 NMAC, which
will become effective April 1, 2023. The most recent version of the rule will expire on March 31, 2023; 3) Elk
Rule, 19.31.14 NMAC, which will become effective April 1, 2023. The most recent version of the rule will expire
on March 31, 2023; 4) Manner and Method of Taking 19.31.10 NMAC, which will become effective on April 1,
2023. This rule does not expire; and 5) Licensing and Application 19.31.3 NMAC, which will become effective
April 1, 2023. This rule does not expire.

PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE TURKEY RULE: 1) Extend the spring season, including Entry Permit hunts, to
close on May 15; 2) Adjust hunt dates by calendar date; 3) Evaluate the potential to open certain closed GMUs
based on turkey population status; 4) Add a once-in-a-lifetime Entry Permit hunt for Gould’s Turkey in GMU 26
and 27 with up to 5 permits. The hunt will occur from May 1 - 30 to reduce potential impacts of hunting on
breeding activity and to accommodate later breeding activity of Gould’s turkeys compared to other NM turkey
subspecies; 5) Remove W.S. Huey WMA youth hunt due to low turkey numbers; 6) Define dates and permit
numbers for the Washington Ranch Youth Hunt and add BLM Black River Management Area to the hunt area; 7)
Add the LBar acquisition to the Marquez WMA entry hunt; 8) Prohibit shooting turkeys on the roost.

PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE DEER RULE:

General Statewide Proposed Changes: 1) Modify the definition of a muzzle-loader only hunts to include only those
muzzle-loading firearms that do not have a scope (for all big game species); 2) Adjust season dates to account for
calendar shift. For example, if a hunt normally starts on a Saturday, this date shift would be maintained throughout
the rule so the hunts continue to start on a Saturday; 3) Adjust some hunts to minimize overlap of weapons used or
species hunted; 4) Adjust draw license numbers based on biological data and management goals: a) Reductions in
GMUs: 2B, 12, 29, 30, 31, 32, 34, 37, 38, 39, and 55; b) Slight increases in GMUs: 5B, 6A/6C, 7, 8, 9, 14, 19, 20,
21, 23, 24, 26, 27, 40, 42, 43, 45, 47, 48, 49, 53, 56, 58, 59.

Specific Proposed Changes: 5) Create an October youth hunt in GMUs 2A and 2B; move most of the youth licenses
from November into October: a) GMU 2A: 25 licenses in October, 15 licenses in November; b) GMU 2B: 125
licenses in October, 25 licenses in November 6) Create a November rifle hunt on L Bar/Marquez WMA in GMU 9
(10 licenses); 7) Designate GMU 8 as a Quality Unit; 8) Add a second hunt code for White Sands Missile Range
(Rhodes Canyon and Stallion Range hunts; 5 licenses each); 9) Create new hunts where deer populations have
increased: a) January FAD archery hunts in GMUs 7 and 9 (15 licenses each); b) December FAWTD rifle hunts in
GMUs 21 and 26 (25 licenses each); c) September FAMD and FAWTD archery hunts in GMU 27 (30 FAMD and
15 FAWTD licenses); d) November ESWTD hunt in GMU 55A, 55B (private land, unlimited licenses); 10) Open
River Ranch, Double E, and Pipkin Ranch WMAs to deer hunting for those with valid licenses for the GMU; 11)
Remove language “Excluding Fort Stanton” for the GMU 36 deer hunts; 12) Reduce youth licenses on Huey WMA
in GMU 33 from 2 hunts of 10 licenses each to 2 hunts of 5 licenses each.

PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE ELK RULE:

General Statewide proposed changes: 1) Modify the definition of a muzzle-loader only hunt to include those
muzzle-loading firearms that do not have a scope (for all big game species); 2) Adjust season dates to account for
calendar shift. For example, if a hunt normally starts on a Saturday, this date shift would be maintained throughout
the rule so the hunts continue to start on a Saturday; 3) Adjust some hunts to minimize overlap of weapons used or
species hunted; 4) Adjust draw license numbers based on biological data and management goals: a) Reductions in
GMUs: 9, 16A, 16B/22, 16C, 16E, 19, 50, 53, 54 (Colin Neblett), & 55A (Valle Vidal); b) Slight increases in
GMUs: 2, 4, 6B, 13, 23, 30, 34, 36, 42/47/59, 51, & 57/58.




Specific Proposed changes: 5) Increase antlerless elk licenses in GMU 2 to address expanding elk population; 6)
Increase antlerless elk licenses on the Rio Chama WMA to address a more resident elk population; 7) Increase
antlerless elk licenses in GMU 6B in the Valles Caldera and eliminate the mobility impaired hunt because it has not
been drawn in the last 4 years and will not be in the next 4 years; 8) Increase elk licenses on Marquez WMA and
combine the hunt with the newly acquired LBar property: a) Acquisition of the LBar by NMDGF shifts public
ownership from 65% to 69% of Primary Management Zone within GMU 9; 9) Decrease elk licenses overall in
GMU 9; 10) Shift late season antlerless elk hunt in GMU 10 to begin earlier in December; 11) Expand Primary
Management Zone boundary in GMU 13 to reflect elk use: a) This expansion would shift public land ownership
proportion from 58% to 63%; public license numbers will increase slightly to reflect this change; 12) Expand
Primary Management Zone boundary in GMU 17, to reflect elk use; a) This expansion would shift public land
ownership proportion from 86% to 83%; however, public license numbers will remain unchanged; 13) Decrease
some mid and late-October mature bull rifle hunts in GMUs 16A, 16B/22, 16C, and 16E; 14) Eliminate the elk hunt
of 3 licenses in GMU 19 (White Sands Missile Range); 15) Create a new antlerless elk hunt in GMU 23 south of
NM highway 7; 16) Shift a hunt to later dates in GMU 24; 17) Increase licenses in GMU 30 and open GMU 29 to be
hunted in conjunction; 18) Create two new antlerless elk hunts in GMU 34 to occur in late January and early
February, and increase Youth Encouragement licenses; 19) Create a new antlerless elk hunt in GMU 36 in late
January and increase Youth Encouragement licenses. Additionally, change all MB bag limits to ES; 20) Increase
licenses in the combined elk hunts in GMUs 42/47/59 to address an increase in public land access; 21) Include GMU
39 with GMU 43 in a draw hunt - this would not increase licenses; 22) Shift the zone designation in GMU 46 from
Special Management Zone to Secondary Management Zone; 23) Shift 25 archery licenses in GMU 48 into the
muzzleloader and rifle hunts; 24) Re-distribute the Youth Encouragement licenses in GMU 50 to GMU 51; 25)
Eliminate the antlerless hunt north of Sunshine Valley Road in GMU 53; 26) Decrease licenses on Colin Neblett
WMA,; 27) Decrease licenses on Valle Vidal; 28) Establish an archery hunt in the combined GMU 57/58 area; 29)
Re-define “Encouragement Hunts” to be available to resident youth who did not draw a big game hunt in the draw
for the first 14-days of availability, then offer to any youth after the first 14-days. This recommendation would
remove the ability for seniors to purchase encouragement hunt licenses.

PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE MANNER AND METHOD RULE: Several changes will be made to conform
with changes to other NMAC Rules, or to codify changes that were agreed upon during those rule development
processes. The changes are: 1) Change the requirement that female ibex with horns that are 15 inches or longer
retain the external genitalia naturally attached to the hide or carcass and be visible until arriving at a residence,
taxidermist, meat processing facility or place of final storage, to female ibex with horns 20 inches or longer; 2)
Include a requirement that female Barbary sheep with horns 18 inches or longer retain the external genitalia
naturally attached to the hide or carcass and be visible until arriving at a residence, taxidermist, meat processing
facility or place of final storage; 3) Change the definition of muzzle loader hunts to preclude the use of scopes; 4)
Prohibit shooting turkeys from a roost.

PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE LICENSING AND APPLICATION RULE: Change the requirement for proving
veteran status prior to applying for the new veteran-only oryx draw hunt.

A full text of changes for all rules will be available on the Department’s website at: www.wildlife.state.nm.us.

Interested persons may submit comments on the proposed changes to the rules as follows:1) Turkey Rule at DGF-
Gamebird@state.nm.us; 2) Deer Rule at DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us; 3) ElIk Rule at DGF-EIk-Rule@state.nm.us;
4) Manner and Method of Taking Rule and 5) Licensing and Application Rule at Elise.Goldstein@state.nm.us.
Individuals may also submit written comments to the physical address below. Comments are due by 8:00 a.m. on
October 13, 2022. The final proposed rules will be voted on by the Commission during a public meeting on October
14, 2022. Interested persons may also provide data, views or arguments, orally or in writing, at the public rule
hearings to be held on October 14, 2022.

Full copies of text of the proposed new rules, technical information related to proposed rule changes, and the agenda
can be obtained from the Office of the Director, New Mexico Department of Game and Fish, 1 Wildlife Way, Santa
Fe, New Mexico 87507, or from the Department’s website at www.wildlife.state.nm.us/commission/proposals-
under-consideration/. This agenda is subject to change up to 72 hours prior to the meeting. Please contact the
Director’s Office at (505) 476-8000, or the Department’s website at www.wildlife.state.nm.us for updated
information.




If you are an individual with a disability who is in need of a reader, amplifier, qualified sign language interpreter, or
any other form of auxiliary aid or service to attend or participate in the hearing or meeting, please contact the
Department at (505) 476-8000 at least one week prior to the meeting or as soon as possible. Public documents,
including the agenda and minutes, can be provided in various accessible formats. Please contact the Department at
505-476-8000 if a summary or other type of accessible format is needed.

Legal authority for this rulemaking can be found in the General Powers and Duties of the State Game Commission
Sections 17-1-14, et seq. NMSA 1978; Commission’s Power to establish rules and regulations Sections 17-1-26, et
seq. NMSA 1978.



TITLE 19 NATURAL RESOURCES AND WILDLIFE
CHAPTER 31 HUNTING AND FISHING
PART 13 DEER

19.31.13.1 ISSUING AGENCY:: New Mexico department of game and fish.
[19.31.13.1 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.1 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.2 SCOPE: Sportspersons interested in deer management and deer hunting. Additional requirements
may be found in Chapter 17; NMSA 1978, and Chapters 30, 31, 32 and 33 of Title 19 NMAC.
[19.31.13.2 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.2 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.3 STATUTORY AUTHORITY: Sections 17-1-14 and 17-1-26 NMSA 1978 provide that the New
Mexico state game commission has the authority to establish rules and regulations that it may deem necessary to
carry out the purpose of Chapter 17 NMSA 1978 and all other acts pertaining to protected mammals, birds and fish.
[19.31.13.3 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.3 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.4 DURATION: April 1, 2629-2023 through March 31, 20232027.

[19.31.13.4 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.4 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.5 EFFECTIVE DATE: April 1, 26492023, unless a later date is cited at the end of an individual
section.

[19.31.13.5 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.5 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.6 OBJECTIVE: Establishing open hunting seasons and regulations, rules; and procedures
governing the distribution and issuance of deer licenses by the department.
[19.31.13.6 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.6 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.7 DEFINITIONS:
A “Antlerless deer” or “A” shall mean a deer without antlers.
B. “Deer” as used herein, shall mean any wild cervid of the genus Odocoileus.
C. “Deer enhancement program” as used herein, shall mean the department activity that allows the

issuance of not more than two authorizations perraits for the taking of one fork-antlered deer per license permit, with
the purpose of raising funds for programs and projects to benefit deer.

D. “Department” shall mean the New Mexico department of game and fish.

E. “Director” shall mean the director of the New Mexico department of game and fish.

F. “Either sex” or “ES” shall mean any one deer.

G. “Either sex white-tailed deer” or “ESWTD” shall mean any one white-tailed deer (Odocoileus
virginianus).

H. “Fork-antlered deer” or “FAD” shall mean a deer possessing antlers, one of which shall have a

definite fork showing two or more distinct points. A burr at the base does not constitute a point or fork.

l. “Fork-antlered mule deer” or “FAMD?” shall mean a mule deer (Odocoileus hemionus)
possessing antlers, one of which shall have a definite fork showing two or more distinct points. A burr at the base
does not constitute a point or fork.

J. “Fork-antlered white-tailed deer” or “FAWTD” shall mean a white-tailed deer (Odocoileus
virginianus) possessing antlers, one of which shall have a definite fork showing two or more distinct points. A burr
at the base does not constitute a point or fork.

K. “Game management unit”, ex-“GMU”_“hunt area” or “management area” shall mean those
areas as described in 19.30.4 NMAC; Boundary Descriptions for Game Management Units.
L. “High demand hunt” shall mean a special draw hunt where the total number of non-resident

applicants for a deer hunt exceeds twenty-two percent of the total applicants based on data for the two immediately
preceding years.

M.N. “Quallty hunt” shaII mean a hunt de3|gned to provide a hunter with an opportunity to achieve one
or more of the following: an enhanced experience based on timing and length of hunt season; lower hunter density;
or an increased opportunity for success.
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N.P: “W|Id||fe management areas" or “WMAs" shaII mean those areas as described in 19.34.5
NMAC Wildlife Management Areas.
[19.31.13.7 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.7 NMAC, 4/1/2019]

19.31.13.8 ADJUSTMENT OF LICENSES-RPERMITFS ANB-AUTHOREZATIONS: The director, with
the verbal concurrence of the chairperson of the New Mexico state game commission or their designee, may adjust
the number of licenses;permits—orauthorizations for deer up or down by no more than twenty percent of the total
licenses available in the GMU to address significant changes in population levels or to address critical department
management needs. This adjustment may be applied to any or all of the specific hunt codes for deer. The director
may change or cancel all hunts on military lands to accommodate closures on those lands; if changed, the season
length and bag limit shall remain the same as assigned on the original hunt code.

[19.31.13.8 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.8 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.9 GMUs 2A, 2B, 2C, 4 AND 5A PRIVATE-LAND ONLY HUNTS:

A. Persons applying for pnvate Iand onIy deer licenses in GMUs 2A, 2B, 2C, 4 and 5A must obtain
an authorization number de-se-en-a ined from participating
landowners in these GMUs.

B. Participating landowners in GMUs 2A, 2B, 2C, 4 and 5A lardewners-are required to provide

proof of land ownershlp to obtaln authorization numbers speeral—applwaﬂen—f-wms from the department

[19.31.13.9 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.9 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.10 CHRONIC WASTING DISEASE (CWD): The director has the authority to designate
possession criteria to any deer hunter where ehrenic-wasting-disease {CWD} is a concern. It is unlawful to transport
dead deer, or their parts, taken from any GMU or area identified by the director in which the presence of, or
possibility of, exposure to CWD has been identified to any location outside that GMU except for the following:

A meat that is cut and wrapped (either commercially or privately);

B quarters or other portions of meat with no part of the spinal column or head attached;

C. meat that has been boned out;

D hides with no heads attached,;

E. clean skull plates with antlers attached; clean is defined as having been immersed in a bath of at
least one part chlorine bleach and two parts water with no meat or tissue attached;

F. antlers with no meat or tissue attached;

G. finished taxidermied heads; or

H. er-by prior arrangement to a department office.

[19.31.13.10 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.10 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.11 QUALITY DEER HUNTS: Quality hunts for deer are as follows:
A. Hunt codes DER-1-115, DER-1-116, DER-2-121, DER-2-122, DER-2-123, DER-2-420
B. All hunts in GMUs 2C, 5B, 8, 17, 23-Burro mountains hunt area, 27, 33, 41, the Valle Vidal, all

private land deer incentive program hunts and all hunts on the Humphries/Rio Chama/Sargent WMAs.
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[19.31.13.11 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.11 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.12
A

(1)

SPECIAL DEER HUNTING OPPORTUNITIES:
Deer enhancement program:
Program description: The director efthe-department shall collect all proceeds generated

through the auction and lottery of special deer authorizations permits, and such monies shall be deposited in the

game protection fund. These monies shall be made available for expenditure by the department solely for programs
and projects to benefit deer and for direct costs incurred in carrying out these programs. These monies shall be used
to augment, and not replace, monies appropriated from existing funds available to the department for the
conservation, restoration, utilization and management of deer.

()

(3)

(@)

(b)

(©)

Requirements for issuance of special deer authorizations permits:

The state game commission shall authorize the director ef-the-department to
issue not more than two special deer authorizations permits-in any one license year to take one fork-antlered deer per
license permit. The director shall allow the sale of one authorization permit through auction to the highest bidder and
one authorization permit-to a person selected through a random drawing of a lottery ticket by the department or an
incorporated, nonprofit organization dedicated to the conservation of deer.
Unless their hunting privileges have been revoked pursuant to law, any person is
eligible to submit a bid for the special deer auction authorization permit-or purchase lottery tickets in an attempt to
be selected for the special deer lottery authorization perrait.
The special deer authorizations permits issued through auction and lottery may
be transferred through sale, barter or gift by the successful individuals te-only to other individuals qualified to hunt.

Enhancement hunts: Deer enhancement licenses shall be valid from September 1

through January 31; for any big-game legat sporting arms. These licenses shall be valid statewide where hunting is

allowed. The bag limit shall be one fork-antlered deer. The authorization to obtain a deer enhancement license may
be used either by the applicant or any individual.
B. Deer incentive programs:

Q) Chronic-wasting-disease {CWND) reporting incentive: The director may annually allow
up to two deer authorizations to be issued through a random drawing for deer and elk hunters submitting their
legally harvested animal for CWD testing. Authorizations awarded pursuant to this rule may be transferred through
sale, barter or gift. Deer incentive hunts shall be valid only for the dates, big-game legal sporting arms, bag limit
and area specified by the director.

2 Private-land deer incentive program: Private landowners who are conducting and

maintaining substantial habitat improvements or land management practices on their deeded lands that directly and
significantly benefit deer may be considered for special recognition. Only those projects as determined by the
department to be relevant and beneficial to deer will be considered. Landowners must develop a deer conservation

and management plan and submit an application including a map delmeatmq the legal property boundary and-ence

vith-to the department. Upon approval

e#theplaprcompletlon of approved habltat |mprovement pr0|ects the Iandowner may be granted authorizations for

alternative season dates as approved by the department. Licenses obtained using the authorizations will be valid
only on deeded property for the ranch to which they were awarded. Landowners receiving incentive authorizations

are required to continue habitat improvement projects and submlt an update as directed by the department to be

considered for continued participation.

shall-be DER-1-600:

C.

Premium hunt opportunity: One premium deer draw hunt will be issued each license year

through the draw. The hunt area will be statewide on any public land open to hunting, including WMAs, and private
land with written permission.

open GMUs | 2023-2024 2024-2025 2025-2026 | 2026-2027

or areas hunt dates hunt dates hunt dates | hunt dates | hunt code | licenses | bag limit

statewide 9/1/2023- 9/1/2024- 9/1/2025- 9/1/2026- DER-1-700 | 1 FAD
1/31/2024 1/31/2025 1/31/2026 1/31/2027

open GMUs  2019-2020 2020-2021 2021-2022 | 2022-2023

statewide 9/14/2019- 9/1/2020- 9/1/2021- 9/14/2022- DER-1-700 | 1 FAB
13142020 1312021 312022 | 14312023
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[19.31.13.12 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.12 NMAC 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.13 POPULATION MANAGEMENT HUNTS:

A The director or their designee may authorize population management hunts for deer when justified
in writing by department personnel.

B. The director or their designee shall designate the big-game legal sporting arms, season dates,

season lengths, bag limits, hunt boundaries, specific requirements or restrictions, and number of licenses to be
issued.

C. In the event that an applicant is not able to hunt on the dates specified, the applicant’s name shall
be moved to the bottom of the list and another applicant may be contacted for the hunt.
D. In those instances where a population management hunt is warranted on deeded private lands, the

landowner may suggest eligible hunters of their choice by submitting a list of prospective hunters’ names to the
department for licensing consideration. No more than one-half of the total number of licenses authorized shall be
available to landowner identified hunters. The balance of prospective hunters shall be identified by the department.
[19.31.13.13 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.13 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.14 DEER HUNTS:
A Public draw (and private lands in GMUs 2A, 2B, 2C, 4 and 5A) deer hunts, listing the open GMUs
or areas, eligibility requirements or restrictions, hunt dates, hunt codes, big-game fegal sporting arms, number of
licenses and bag limit shall be as indicated below. The state game commission owned Double E WMA, Navajo
WMA, Pine River WMA, prairie-chicken areas, River Ranch WMA and Water Canyon WMA shall be open to
licensed public draw deer hunters during established seasons. tssi i i

= Hunters holding a valid bow deer license for GMUs
23 or 24 who do-gid not harvest a deer during their hunt will be allowed to obtain permission from the department to
hunt for antlerless deer from January 16 through February 5 within the Silver City deer management area as

delineated by the department froem-January-16-through-February-5.

2023-2024 2024-2025 2025-2026 2026-2027 bag
open GMUs or areas | hunt dates hunt dates hunt dates hunt dates | hunt code licenses | limit
2A: youth only 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-100 | 25 EAD
2A 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-101 | 150 EAD
2A: private land only | 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-102 | 40 EAD
2A: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-103 | 15 EAD
2A 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-104 | 40 EAD
2A: private land only | 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-105 | 15 EAD
2A 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-106 | 80 EAD
2A: private land only | 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-107 | 15 EAD
2A 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-108 | 50 EAD
2A: private land only | 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-109 | 10 EFAD
2B 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-110 | 275 EAD
2B: youth only 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-111 | 125 EAD
2B: private land only | 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-112 | 25 EAD
2B 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-113 | 350 EAD
2B: private land only | 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-114 | 25 EAD
2B 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-115 | 400 EAD
2B: private land only | 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-116 | 75 EAD
2B: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-117 | 25 EAD
2B 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-118 | 130 EAD
2B: youth only 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-119 | 20 EFAD
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2B: private land only 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-120 | 10 FAD
2B 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-121 | 180 FAD
2B: youth only 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-122 | 50 FAD
2B: private land only 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-123 | 30 FAD
2B 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-124 | 175 FAD
2B: youth only 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-125 | 20 FAD
2B: private land only 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-126 | 10 FAD
2C 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/8-11/12 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-127 | 30 FAD
2C: private land only 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/8-11/12 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-128 | 8 FAD
2C 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-129 | 50 FAD
2C: private land only 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-130 | 15 FAD
2C 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-131 | 20 FAD
2C: private land only 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-132 | 9 FAD
4. Humphries/Rio

Chama/Sargent 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-133 | 20 FAD
WMAS only

4. Humphries/Rio

B 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-134 | 10 FAD
WMASs only, youth

only

4: private land only 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-135 | 175 FAD
4: Humphries/Rio

Chama/Sargent 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-1-136 | 20 FAD
WMAS only

4: private land only 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-1-137 | 175 FAD
4: Humphries/Rio

Chama/Sargent 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/8-11/12 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-138 | 10 FAD
WMASs only

4: private land only 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/8-11/12 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-139 | 10 FAD
4. Humphries/Rio

Chama/sargent

Sl e 11/22-11/26 | 11/27-121 | 11/26-11/30 | 11/25-11/29 | DER-1-140 |5 FAD
WMASs only, youth

only

4: Humphries/Rio

Chama/Sargent 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-141 | 10 FAD
WMAS only

4: private land only 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-142 | 150 FAD
4: private land only 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-143 | 100 FAD
5A: public land only 11/7-11/13 11/5-11/11 11/11-11/17 | 11/10-11/16 | DER-1-144 | 40 FAD
5A: private land only 11/7-11/13 11/5-11/11 11/11-11/17 | 11/10-11/16 | DER-1-145 | 220 FAD
5A: public land only 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-146 | 30 FAD
5A: private land only 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-147 | 220 FAD
5A: public land only 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-148 | 10 FAD
5A: private land only 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-149 | 50 FAD
5B 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/1-11/5 11/7-11/11 DER-1-150 | 30 FAD
5B: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-151 | 10 FAD

19.31.13 NMAC




5B 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-152 | 10 FAD
5B 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-153 | 10 FAD
?rﬁpa;i‘:ezc: mobility | 451141018 | 10/12-10/16 | 10/11-10/15 | 10/10-10/14 | DER-1-154 | 20 FAD
6A and 6C 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/1-11/5 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-155 | 110 FAD
6A and 6C 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-156 | 100 FAD
6A and 6C 9/30-10/4 9/28-10/2 10/4-10/8 | 10/3-10/7 | DER-3-157 | 115 FAD
7 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/1-11/5 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-158 | 30 FAD
7 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-159 | 10 FAD
7 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-160 | 15 FAD
7 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-161 | 25 FAD
8: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-2-162 | 65 FAD
8 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-163 | 65 FAD
9 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/8-11/12 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-164 | 15 FAD
W 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/8-11/12 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-165 | 10 FAD
9: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-166 | 10 FAD
9 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-167 | 10 FAD
9 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-168 | 15 FAD
9 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-169 | 10 FAD
10: mobility impaired | 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-170 | 20 FAD
10 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-171 | 70 FAD
10 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-172 | 65 FAD
10 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-173 | 90 FAD
10: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-174 | 25 FAD
10 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-175 | 100 FAD
10 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-176 | 90 FAD
12 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-177 | 85 FAD
12 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-178 | 20 FAD
12 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-179 | 40 FAD
13 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-180 | 150 FAD
13 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-181 | 150 FAD
13: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-182 | 50 FAD
13 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-183 | 125 FAD
13 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-184 | 75 FAD
13 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-185 | 200 FAD
14 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-186 | 55 FAD
14 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-187 | 35 FAD
14 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-188 | 25 FAD
14 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-189 | 55 FAD
15 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-190 | 75 FAD
15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-191 | 25 FAD
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15 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-192 | 165 FAD
15: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-3-193 | 100 FAD
16 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-194 | 300 FAD
16: mobility impaired | 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-195 | 25 FAD
16 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-196 | 300 FAD
16: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-197 | 100 FAD
16 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-198 | 230 FAD
16 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-199 | 175 FAD
16 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-200 | 300 FAD
17 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-201 | 80 FAD
17 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-202 | 80 FAD
17: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-203 | 80 FAD
17 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-204 | 75 FAD
17 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-205 | 75 FAD
17 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-206 | 80 FAD
18 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-207 | 70 FAD
18 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-208 | 70 FAD
18 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-209 | 50 FAD
18 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-210 | 40 FAD
18 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-211 | 75 FAD
19: White Sands

ﬂﬁﬁlﬁ{???iﬁgc'l 12/1-12/3 11/29-12/1 | 11/28-11/30 | 11/27-11/29 | DER-1-212 | 5 FAD
in/check-out

19: White Sands

m[:f]ggtrg'r‘giﬁggz 1/12-1/14 1/10-1/12 1/9-1/11 1/8-1/10 DER-1-213 |5 FAD
in/check-out

19: except the White

Sands missile range | 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-214 | 10 FAD
portion

19: except the White

Sands missile range | 12/2-12/6 12/7-12/11 | 12/6-12/10 | 12/5-12/9 | DER-3-215 | 10 FAD
portion

20 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-216 | 90 FAD
20 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-217 | 90 FAD
20 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-218 | 45 FAD
20 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-219 | 25 FAD
20 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-220 | 85 FAD
21 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-221 | 425 FAD
21 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-222 | 425 FAD
21: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-223 | 100 FAD
21 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-224 | 300 FAD
21 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-225 | 200 FAD
21 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-226 | 350 FAD
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21 12/2-12/10 12/7-12/15 12/6-12/14 | 12/5-12/13 | DER-1-227 | 25 FAWTD
22 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-228 | 70 FAD

22 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-229 | 70 FAD

22: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-230 | 20 FAD

22 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-231 | 30 FAD

22 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-232 | 25 FAD

22 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-233 | 65 FAD

23: SXCEENEBUD | gpwrayg 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-234 | 450 FAMD
mountains hunt area _——

23 exceptthe BUMO | 4419 19,95 | 19/9-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-235 | 450 FAMD
mountains hunt area

23: exceptthe BUIT0 | 4416 1459 11/16-11/20 | 11/22-11/26 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-236 | 100 FAWTD
mountains hunt area —_—
23 exceptthe BUIT0 | 4,0 4519 12/7-12/15 12/6-12/14 | 12/5-12/13 | DER-1-237 | 55 FAWTD
mountains hunt area —_—
23: except the Burro

mountains hunt area, | 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-238 | 75 FAD
youth only

23: except the BUIO | gy /04 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-239 | 205 FAMD
mountains hunt area

23 exceptthe Burro | 4y 41g 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 | DER-2-240 | 50 FAMD
mountains hunt area I I = -
23: exceptthe Burro | gy o5y 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-241 | 100 FAWTD
mountains hunt area I I - -
23:exceptthe Burro | 415 4 /4 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 | DER-2-242 | 50 FAWTD
mountains hunt area _— -
23: exceptthe BUMO | 45 1979 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-243 | 225 FAMD
mountains hunt area

23: SXCEENE BUMO | grmamyg 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-244 | 75 FAWTD
mountains hunt area

23: Burro mountains | 44/4.91/19 11/2-11/10 | 11/8-11/16 | 11/7-11/15 | DER-1-245 | 35 FAMD
hunt area only

23. Burro mountains | gopeisg 12/7-12/15 | 12/6-12/14 | 12/5-12/13 | DER-1-246 | 40 FAWTD
hunt area only —_—
23: Burro mountains

hunt area only, youth | 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-247 | 25 FAD
only

e AN | 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-248 | 40 FAMD
hunt area only —— —— = —_—
el | o 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-924 | DER-2-249 | 20 FAWTD
hunt area only —— — —_— —_—
e EE | 1/16-1/31 116-1/31 | 1/16-1/31 | DER-2-250 | 50 FAWTD
hunt area only e FAWITD
s IR | 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-251 | 40 EAMD
hunt area only EANVID
s IR | 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-252 | 40 EAWTD
hunt area only EAVVIIES
24: including Fort

Bayard management | 9/30-10/8 9/28-10/6 9/27-10/5 9/26-10/4 | DER-1-253 | 50 FAD

area, youth only
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24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-254 | 400 FAMD
area

24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-255 | 400 FAMD
area

24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 11/18-11/22 11/16-11/20 11/22-11/26 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-256 | 100 FAWTD
area

24: including Fort

Bayard management 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-257 | 50 FAD
area, youth only

24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 12/2-12/10 12/7-12/15 12/6-12/14 12/5-12/13 | DER-1-258 | 50 FAWTD
area

24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-259 | 135 FAMD
area

24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-260 | 85 FAMD
area

24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-261 | 60 FAWTD
area

24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 DER-2-262 | 40 FAWTD
area

24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-263 | 280 FAMD
area

24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-264 | 75 FAWTD
area

25 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-265 | 100 FAD

25 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-266 | 100 FAD

25 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-267 | 45 FAD

25 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-268 | 30 FAD

25 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-269 | 45 FAD

26 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-270 | 100 FAD

26 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-271 | 100 FAD

26 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-272 | 25 FAD

26 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-273 | 15 FAD

26 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-274 | 60 FAD

26 12/2-12/10 12/7-12/15 12/6-12/14 12/5-12/13 | DER-1-275 | 25 FAWTD
27 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-276 | 50 FAMD
27 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-277 | 50 FAMD
27 11/18-11/22 11/16-11/20 11/22-11/26 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-278 | 40 FAWTD
27: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-279 | 25 FAD

27 12/2-12/10 12/7-12/15 12/6-12/14 12/5-12/13 | DER-1-280 | 25 FAWTD
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27 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-281 | 30 FAMD
27 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-282 | 15 FAWTD
27 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-283 | 30 FAMD
27 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 116-1/31 | 1/16-1/31 | DER-2-284 | 40 FAWTD
27 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-285 | 40 FAMD
27 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-286 | 50 FAWTD
ﬁy’v'cereqor rande | 1o/6.12/17 | 12/21-12/22 | 12/20-12/21 | 12/19-12/20 | DER-1-287 | 25 FAD
gﬁlv'v';enﬁgf; [)ar:‘l‘\’/e 12/16-12/17 | 12/21-12/22 | 12/20-12/21 | 12/19-12/20 | DER-1-288 | 25 FAD
29 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-289 | 150 FAD
29 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/8-11/12 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-290 | 150 FAD
29 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-291 | 100 FAD
29 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-292 | 50 FAD
29 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/18-10/22 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-293 | 70 FAD
30 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-294 | 720 FAD
30 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/8-11/12 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-295 | 720 FAD
30: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-296 | 250 FAD
30 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-297 | 200 FAD
30 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-298 | 100 FAD
30 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/18-10/22 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-299 | 325 FAD
31 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/1-11/5 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-300 | 440 FAD
31 11/18-11/22 | 11/16-11/20 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-301 | 435 FAD
31 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-302 | 175 FAD
31 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-303 | 100 FAD
31 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/18-10/22 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-304 | 175 FAD
32 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-305 | 565 FAD
32 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/8-11/12 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-306 | 560 FAD
32: Roswell and Ft.

Sumner hunt areas 12/16-12/31 | 12/16-12/31 | 12/16-12/31 | 12/16-12/31 | DER-1-307 | 15 A
only, youth only

32: Roswell and Ft.

Sumner hunt areas 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 DER-1-308 | 15 A

only

32 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-309 | 150 FAD
32 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-310 | 100 FAD
32 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/18-10/22 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-311 | 175 FAD
33 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/1-11/5 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-312 | 150 FAD
33 11/18-11/22 | 11/16-11/20 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-313 | 150 FAD
33 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-314 | 60 FAD
33 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-315 | 50 FAD
%momy 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-316 | 140 FAD
3&3}“%'\\’/\”\"'“ only. | 19/1801/26 | 11/23-124 | 11/22-1/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-3-317 | 5 ES
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33: Huey WMA only, | 12/26/2023- 12/26/2024- 12/26/2025- | 12/26/2026- DER-3-318 | 5 A
youth only 1/1/2024 1/1/2025 1/1/2026 1/1/2027 - |~ -
34: mobility impaired | 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-319 | 50 EAD
34: youth only 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-320 | 45 EAD
34 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-321 | 650 EAD
34 11/18-11/22 11/16-11/20 11/22-11/26 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-322 | 650 EAD
34 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-323 | 450 EAD
34 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-324 | 350 EAD
34 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 | DER-3-325 | 340 EAD
36 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-326 | 300 EAD
36 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-327 | 300 EAD
36: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-328 | 25 EAD
36 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-329 | 225 EAD
36 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-330 | 125 EAD
36 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-331 | 115 EAD
36: youth only 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-332 | 25 EAD
37 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-333 | 365 EAD
37 11/18-11/22 11/16-11/20 11/15-11/19 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-334 | 360 EAD
37 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-335 | 100 EAD
37 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-336 | 80 EAD
37 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-337 | 125 EAD
38 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-338 | 160 EAD
38 11/18-11/22 11/16-11/20 11/15-11/19 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-339 | 155 EAD
38 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-340 | 65 EAD
38 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-341 | 40 EAD
38 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-342 | 100 EAD
39 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-343 | 35 EAD
39 11/18-11/22 11/16-11/20 11/15-11/19 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-344 | 35 EAD
39 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-345 | 25 EAD
39 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-346 | 15 EAD
39 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-347 | 40 EAD
40 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/1-11/5 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-348 | 50 EAD
40 11/18-11/22 11/16-11/20 11/15-11/19 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-349 | 50 EAD
40 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-350 | 20 EAD
40 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-351 | 15 EAD
40 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-352 | 30 EAD
41 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-353 | 40 EAD
41 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-354 | 40 EAD
41: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-355 | 5 EAD
41: youth only 12/2-12/6 12/7-12/11 12/6-12/10 12/5-12/9 DER-1-356 | 15 ESWTD
41 12/9-12/13 12/14-12/18 12/13-12/17 | 12/12-12/16 | DER-1-357 | 10 ESWTD
41 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-358 | 10 EAD
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41 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-359 | 10 EAD
41 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-360 | 25 EAD
42 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-361 | 40 EAD
42 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-362 | 40 EAD
42 11/22-11/26 11/27-12/1 11/26-11/30 | 11/25-11/29 | DER-1-363 | 10 ESWTD
42 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-364 | 15 EAD
42 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-365 | 15 EAD
43 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-366 | 35 EAD
43 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-367 | 10 EAD
43 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-368 | 15 EAD
45 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-369 | 250 EAD
45: mobility impaired | 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-370 | 25 EAD
45 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-371 | 250 EAD
45: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-372 | 25 EAD
45 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-373 | 165 EAD
45 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-374 | 160 EAD
47 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-375 | 25 EAD
47 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-376 | 20 EAD
47 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-377 | 10 EAD
47 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-378 | 20 EAD
48 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-379 | 50 EAD
48 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-380 | 50 EAD
48 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-381 | 45 EAD
48 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-382 | 30 EAD
49 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-383 | 100 EAD
49 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-384 | 100 EAD
49 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-385 | 105 EAD
50 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-386 | 50 EAD
50 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-387 | 50 EAD
50 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-388 | 5 EAD
51A 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-389 | 145 EAD
51A 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-390 | 65 EAD
51B 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-391 | 20 EAD
51B 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-392 | 15 EAD
51B 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-393 | 15 EAD
52 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-394 | 90 EAD
52 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-395 | 90 EAD
52 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-396 | 80 EAD
%m ool 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-397 | 25 EAD
53 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-398 | 85 EAD
53 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-399 | 85 EAD
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53 9/1-0/24 9/1-0/24 9/1-0/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-400 | 100 | FAD
33,’3?; OC;’I'\'/“ Neblett | 10/01.10/5 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-401 | 10 FAD
33,’3?; OC;’I'\'/“ Neblett | 10/08.11/1 | 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-402 | 10 FAD
\5,355’; OC;’I'\'/“ Neblett | o/1_g/04 9/1-0/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-403 | 10 FAD
&ES Barker WMA | 1001.10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-404 |5 FAD
gﬁifiiﬂ‘a\l’;’MA 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-405 |5 FAD
55: Urraca WMA only | 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-406 | 5 FAD
55 UrracaWMA only | 10/28-11/1 | 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-407 | 5 FAD
55: Valle Vidal only | 9/1-9/24 9/1-0/24 9/1-0/24 0/1-9/24 | DER-2-408 | 10 FAD
56 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-409 | 15 FAD
56 10/28-11/1 | 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-410 | 15 FAD
56: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-411 | 10 FAD
56: youth only 12/2-12/6 12/7-12/11 | 12/6-12/10 | 12/5-12/9 | DER-1-412 | 10 ESWTD
56 9/1-0/24 9/1-0/24 9/1-0/24 0/1-9/24 | DER-2-413 | 10 FAD
56 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-414 | 15 FAD
57 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-415 | 25 FAD
57 10/28-11/1 | 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-416 | 25 FAD
57: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-417 | 10 FAD
57 11/22-11/26 | 11/27-12/1 | 11/26-11/30 | 11/25-11/29 | DER-1-418 | 10 ESWTD
57 9/1-0/24 9/1-0/24 9/1-9/24 0/1-9/24 | DER-2-419 | 20 FAD
f; t fggﬁz'genfj”yon 11/1-11/30 11/1-11/30 | 11/1-11/30 | 11/1-11/30 | DER-2-420 | 20 FAD
57 9/27-10/3 0/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-421 | 15 FAD
58 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-422 | 40 FAD
58 10/28-11/1 | 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-423 | 35 FAD
58: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-424 | 10 FAD
58: youth only 12/2-12/6 12/7-12/11 | 12/6-12/10 | 12/5-12/9 | DER-1-425 | 15 ESWTD
58 12/9-12/13 | 12/14-12/18 | 12/13-12/17 | 12/12-12/16 | DER-1-426 | 15 ESWTD
58 9/1-0/24 9/1-0/24 9/1-9/24 0/1-9/24 | DER-2-427 | 10 FAD
58 9/27-10/3 0/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-428 | 25 FAD
59 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-429 | 40 FAD
59 10/28-11/1 | 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-430 | 40 FAD
59: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-431 | 5 FAD
59: youth only 12/2-12/6 12/7-12/11 | 12/6-12/10 | 12/5-12/9 | DER-1-432 | 15 ESWTD
59 12/9-12/13 | 12/14-12/18 | 12/13-12/17 | 12/12-12/16 | DER-1-433 | 15 ESWTD
59 9/1-0/24 9/1-0/24 9/1-9/24 0/1-9/24 | DER-2-434 | 10 FAD
59 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-435 | 25 FAD
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~MU i baa limi
2A 10/26-16/30 150 FAD
2A:privateland-only | 10/26-16/30 40 FAD
2A-yeuth-enly 13211429 | 11/20-1128 | 11/19-1127 40 FAD
2A 40 FAD
2A 80 FAD
2A 50 FAD
2Aprivate-dand-only 10 FAD
2B 10/19-10/23 10/24-16/28 | 10/23-10/27 | 10/22-10/26 275 FAD
2B 10/26-10/30 400 FAD
2B 475 FAD
2B:youth-only 142111429 | 14/20-11428 | 1349-1127 150 FAD
2B 430 FAD
2Byouth-only 20 FAD
2B-privatedand-only 10 FAD
2B 180 FAD
2B:youth-only 50 FAD
2B 175 FAD
2B:youth-only 20 FAD
2B:private-land-only 10 FAD
2C 11/14-1118 | 14A3-11A47 | 1HA2-1146 30 FAD
2Cprivatetand-only 11/14-11/48 | 44431147 | 1HA2-1146 8 FAD
2C 50 FAD
2C 20 FAD
2Cprivatetand-only 9 FAD
ChamalSargent 10/49-16/23 10/24-10/28 | 16/23-106/27 | 16/22-10/26 20 FAD
WMAs

: hries/R]

ChamalSargent 10/49-16/23 10/24-10/28 | 16/23-106/27 | 16/22-10/26 10 FAD
WMAS-youth-only

ChamalSargent 10/26-10/30 20 FAD
WMAs
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Chama/Sargent 11/16-11/20 13/14-1148 | 44A3-14AT7 | 14A42-1118 10 FAD
WIMAS

4-private-land-only | 11416-11/20 13/14-1148 | 44A3-14AT7 | 1442-1118 10 FAD
Chama/Sargent 13/25-11/29 | 11/24-11/28 | 14/23-11427 5 FAD
WMAs-youth-only

ChamalSargent 10 FAD
WIMAS

S5A:public-land-only 11/10-11/18 40 EAD
BApubhctand-only 10 FAD
5Aprivate-land-only 50 FAD
5B 25 FAD
5B:youth-only 13/21-11/29 | 11/20-11/28 | 11/19-11/27 10 FAD
5B 10 FAD
5B 10 FAD
6A-and-6C 100 FAD
6A-and-6C 100 FAD
6A-and-6C 115 FAD
+ 25 FAD
+ 10 FAD
+ 20 FAD
8:-youth-only 13/21-11/29 | 11/20-11/28 | 14/19-11/27 50 FAD
8 65 FAD
canyon-and-Marguez 144-1418 | A4A3-1AAT7 | AAA2-114e 10 FAD
WMASs

canyon-and-Marguez 1421-1429 | 1420-14/28 | 14491127 10 FAD
WMAS-youth-only

canyon-and-Marguez 10 FAD
WMASs

WDMAs restricted 10 FAD
muzzleloader-only

19.31.13 NMAC
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12/7-12/15 12/5-12/13 12/4-12/12 | 12/3-12/11 |BER-1-251 | 50 FAWTD

9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 FAMD
BER-2-252 | 125

1/16-2/5 1/16-2/5 1/16-2/5 1/16-2/5 A

1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 FAMD
BER-2-253 | #5

1/16-2/5 1/16-2/5 1/16-2/5 1/16-2/5 A

9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 FAWTD
BER-2-254 | 60

1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 FAWTD
BER-2-255 | 40

|
|
%
%
%
:

E
%
%
%
%
:

““i“W”“m“§§E£?E§E£§§§§£?E§E£?E§E§E£

2116 - 1461140 | /519 |BER-1-258 | 100 FAD
1H9-1HA3 41148 | HAAS-EAY | HA2-1HA6 |DER-E-259 | 100 FAD
9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 BER-2-260 | 45 FAD
14115 14115 14145 1145 BER-2-261 | 30 FAD
10/26-10/30 106/31-11/4 10/30-11/3 | 16/29-112 |BER-3-262 | 45 FAD
11/2-11/6 147-111E 11/6-11/10 | 11/5-11/9  |DER-1-263 | 100 FAD
11/9-11/13 11/44-11/18 | 1143-1147 | 11/12-11/16 |DER-1-264 | 100 FAD
9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 BER-2-265 | 25 FAD
1A-1A5 145 1/1-1415 1/1-1/15 BER-2-266 | 15 FAD
10/26-10/30 10/31-144 10/30-11/3 | 10/29-11/2 |DER-3-267 | 60 FAD
11/2-11/6 117-1111 11/6-11/10 | 11/5-11/9  |DER-1-268 | 50 FAMDB
1H9-1HA3 4118 | HAS-EEAT | HA2-1H16 |BDER-1-269 | 50 FAMD
14H16-11£20 H2-1125 | 4H20-1H24 | 2401123 |BER-1-270 | 40 FAWTD
231211 H2-11H29 | 44H20-1H28 | HA0-1H27 |BER--271 | 25 FAD
12/7-12/15 12/5-12/13 12/4-12/12 | 1231241 |BER-1-272 | 25 FAWTD
14115 14115 14145 1145 BER-2273 | 40 FAMD
1/16-1/31 116-1/31 1/16-1/31 1161131 |BER-2-274 | 40 FAWTD
10/26-10/30 10/31-11/4 10/30-11/3 | 10/29-11/2 |BER-3-275 | 40 FAMD
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PP 10/26-10/30 50 | FAWTD
28-McGregorrange | 12/2012/22 | 12A942/20 | 42481200 | 12A47-42/48 25 | FAD
W. orfangS | 1opqope | 12/92/20 | 12181249 | 12471218 25 FAD
29 10/26-10/30 170 | FAD
29 11141148 | 1A3IIA7 | 1421146 170 | FAD
29 100 | FAD
29 50 | FAD
29 10/1010/23 | 10/24-10/28 | 40/23-10/27 | 10/22-10/26 7 | FAD
30 10/26-10/30 80 | FAD
30 13141148 | LA3IIA7 | 13421146 80 | FAD
30-youth-only 13/2111/29 | 13/2041/28 | 13/4011/27 250 | FAD
30 20 |FAD
30 100 | FAD
30 10/1010/23 | 10/2410/28 | 40/2310/27 | 10/22.40/26 325 | FAD
31 465 |FAD
31 13/4641/20 | 142003/25 | 43/2044/24 | 124942/23 460 | FAD
31 175 | FAD
31 100 | FAD
31 10/1010/23 | 10/24-10/28 | 40/2310/27 | 10/22-40/26 175 | FAD
32 10/26-10/30 625 | FAD
32 13441148 | 1A31IA7 | 13421146 625 | FAD
eﬁws‘y%*h 12/16-12/31 | 12/16-12/31 | 12/16-12/31 | 12/16-12/31 15 A
32:-portions 15 A
32 150 | FAD
32 100 | FAD
32 10/1010/23 | 10/24-10/28 | 10/23-10/27 | 10/22-10/26 175 | FAD
33 150 | FAD
33 11/1611/20 | 142001/25 | 41/20-14/24 | 1249-11/23 150 | FAD
33 60 | FAD
33 50 | FAD
S restrioted o | 10491023 | 1012410128 | 10/23-10/27 | 10/22-20/26 149 | FAB
R 13211920 | 432013428 | 43/4013/27 0 |Es
31/33 Huey WMA m B
34: mobility 10/10-10/23 | 10/24-10/28 | 10/23-10/27 | 10/22-10/26 50 | FAD
impaired

34-youth-only 10/1010/23 | 10/24-10/28 | 40/23-10/27 | 10/22-10/26 45 | FAD
34 10/26-10/30 735 | FAD
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41 1244-12/18 | 424212416 | 124112415 | 12/10-12/14 10 | EswTb
41 9/1-0/24 9/1-9/24 10 | FAB
41 14145 14145 10 | FAB
41 92710/ 9/27-10/3 25 | FAB
42 10/19-10/23 | 10/24-10/28 | 10/23-10/27 | 10/22-10/26 4 | FAD
42 10/26-10/30 | 10/31-11/4 3B | FAD
42 1U2712/1 | 4425-11/20 | 41/24-11/28 | 11/23-11/27 10 | EswFb
42 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 10 | FAB
42 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 10 | FAD
43 10/26-10/30 | 10/31-11/4 3B | FAD
43 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 10 | FAD
43 10/19-10/23 | 10/24-10/28 | 10/23-10/27 | 10/22-10/26 10 | FAD
45 10/26-10/30 | 10/31-11/4 250 | FAD
45 112116 PRV RETE) 250 | FAD
45:youth-only 112312/1 | 42011/20 | 41/20-11/28 | 11/49-11/27 25 | FAD
45 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 150 | FAD
45 927103 9/27-10/3 160 | FAD
47 10/49-10/23 | 10/24-10/28 | 10/23-10/27 | 10/22-10/26 20 |FAD
47 10/26-10/30 | 10/31-11/4 20 |FAD
47 9/1-9/24 9/1-0/24 10 | FAD
47 927103 9/27-10/3 20 |FAB
48 10/419-10/23 | 10/24-10/28 | 10/23-10/27 | 10/22-10/26 40 | FAD
48 10/26-10/30 | 10/31-11/4 50 | FAD
48 9/1-0/24 9/1-9/24 45 | FAD
48 927103 9/27-10/3 25 | FAD
49 10/49-10/23 | 10/24-10/28 | 10/23-10/27 | 10/22-10/26 %0 | FAD
49 10/26-10/30 | 10/31-11/4 % | FAB
49 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 100 | FAB
50 10/19-10/23 | 10/24-10/28 | 10/23-10/27 | 10/22-10/26 50 | FAD
50 10/26-10/30 | 10/31-11/4 50 | FAD
50 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 5 FAD
51A 10/26-10/30 | 10/31-11/4 145 | FAB
51A 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 65 | FAD
518 10/19-10/23 | 10/24-10/28 | 10/23-10/27 | 10/22-10/26 15 | FAD
518 10/26-10/30 | 10/31-11/4 15 | FAD
518 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 10 | FAD
52 10/26-10/30 | 10/31-11/4 %0 | FAD
52 112116 PRV RETE) %0 | FAD
52 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 8 | FAD
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59:-yeuth-only 12/7-12111 12/5-12/9 12/4-12/8 12/3-12f7 |BER-1-422 | 15 ESWTD
59 12/14-12/18 12/42-12/16 | 12/41-12/15 | 12/10-12/44 |DER-1-423 | 10 ESWTD
59 9/1-9424 949424 9/1-9424 944-9/24 DBER-2-424 | 10 FAD
59 9/27-16/3 9/27-16/3 9/27-16/3 9/27-16/3 |BER-3-425 | 25 FAD
B. Private-land only deer hunts: Private-land only deer licenses shall only be valid on deeded
private land and arebe restricted to the hunt dates, eligibility requirements-errestrictions, big-game fegal sporting
arms and bag limit that corresponds to the draw hunt code listed in Subsection A of 19.31.13.14 NMAC for the
GMU where the private landowner’s property lies. Private-land only deer licenses shall be unlimited and available
from any Ilcense vendor and the department s web site. anateJand—enly—hunteF&m—GMUs—ZA—ZB—zMaM%A
aih-a aw. Private-land only hunts in
GMUs 8 46, 54 and 55 shaII be as |nd|cated below
open GMUs 2023-2024 | 2024-2025 2025-2026 2026-2027
or areas hunt dates | hunt dates | hunt dates hunt dates |hunt code licenses | bag limit
8 10/14-10/18 | 10/12-10/16 | 10/18-10/22 | 10/17-10/21 | DER-1-500 [ unlimited | FAD
8 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-501 [ unlimited | FAD
8 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-502 [ unlimited | FAD
8 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-503 [ unlimited | FAD
46 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/18-10/22 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-504 [ unlimited | FAD
46 10/28-11/1 | 10/26-10/30 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-505 [ unlimited | FAD
46 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-506 [ unlimited | FAD
46 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-507 [ unlimited | FAD
54 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/18-10/22 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-508 [ unlimited | FAD
54 10/28-11/1 | 10/26-10/30 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/31-11/4 [ DER-1-509 [ unlimited | FAD
54 11/22-11/26 | 11/27-12/1 | 11/26-11/30 | 11/25-11/29 | DER-1-510 | unlimited [ ESWTD
54: youth only [ 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 [ 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-511 | unlimited | FAD
54 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-512 | unlimited | FAD
54 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-513 [ unlimited | FAD
55 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/18-10/22 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-514 [ unlimited | FAD
55 10/28-11/1 | 10/26-10/30 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-515 [ unlimited | FAD
55: youth only | 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-516 | unlimited | FAD
55 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-517 [ unlimited | FAD
55 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-518 [ unlimited | FAD
55 11/22-11/26 | 11/27-12/1 | 11/26-11/30 | 11/25-11/29 | DER-1-519 | unlimited | ESWTD
epen-GMUs 2019-2020 | 2020-2021 | 2021-2022 2022-2023
8 10/12-10/16 | 16/17-10/21 | 16/16-16/20 | 10/15-10/19 | BER-1-500 | unlimited | FAD
8 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-501 | unlimited | FAD
8 9/27-163 9/27-1613 9/27-1613 9/27-1613 DER-3-502 | unlimited | FAD
46 10/19-10/23 | 16/24-10/28 | 16/23-10/27 | 10/22-10/26 | DER-1-503 | unlimited | FAD
10/26-10/30 | 16/31-11/4 | 16/30-11R 10/29-11/2 | BER-1-504 | unlimited | FAD
46 9/4-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-505 | unlimited | FAD
46 9/27-1613 9/27-1613 9/27-1613 9/27-1613 DER-3-506 | unlimited | FAD
10/19-10/23 | 16/24-10/28 | 16/23-10/27 | 16/22-10/26 | DER-1-507 | unlimited | FAD
54 10/26-10/30 | 16/31-11/4 | 16/30-11R 10/29-11/2 | BER-1-508 | unlimited | FAD
127-1211 | 1425-11/29 | 11241128 | 11/23-1127 | BER-1-509 | unlimited | ESWTD
54 9/4-9/24 9/4-9/24 9/4-9/24 9/4-9/24 DER-2-511 | unlimited | FAD
54 9/27-1613 9/27-1613 9/27-1613 9/27-1613 DER-3-512 | unlimited | FAD
55 10/19-16/23 | 10/24-10/28 | 10/23-10/27 | 10/22-10/26 | DER-1-513 | unlimited | FAD
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55 94-924 94-9/24 94-924 94-924 DER-2-516 | unlimited | FAD
55 9/27-10/3 9/27-1013 9/27-1013 9/27-10/3 | BER-3-517 | unlimited | FAD
55B 1270-12/1 | 1425-1129 | 11/24-1128 | 11/23-1127 | DER-1-518 | unlimited | ESWTD

[19.31.13.14 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.14 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

HISTORY OF 19.31.13 NMAC:

Pre-NMAC History: The material in this part was derived from that previously filed with the State Records Center
and Archives under:

Regulation No. 482, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Bear, Turkey, EIk, Antelope, Dusky Grouse, Tassel-Eared And
Chickaree Squirrel, And Barbary Sheep, filed 5/31/1967;

Regulation No. 487, Establishing 1967 Seasons On Javelina And Barbary Sheep, filed 12/15/1967;

Regulation No. 489, Establishing Turkey Seasons For The Spring of 1968, filed 3/1/1968;

Regulation No. 491, Establishing Big Game Seasons For 1968 For Jicarilla Reservation, filed 3/1/1968;

Regulation No. 492, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Bear, Turkey, EIk, Antelope, Dusky Grouse, Tassel-Eared And
Chickaree Squirrel, And Barbary Sheep, filed 6/6/1968;

Regulation No. 495, Establishing A Season On Bighorn Sheep, filed 10/2/1968;

Regulation No. 496, Establishing An Elk Season In The Tres Piedras Area, Elk Area P-6, filed 12/11/1968;
Regulation No. 502, Establishing Turkey Seasons For The Spring Of 1969, filed 3/5/19609;

Regulation No. 503, Establishing 1969 Deer Seasons For Bowhunting Only And Big Game Seasons For The
Jicarilla Indian Reservation, filed 3/5/1969;

Regulation 504, Establishing Seasons on Deer, Bear, Turkey, Dusky Grouse, Chickaree And Tassel-Eared Squirrel,
And Barbary Sheep, filed 6/4/1969;

Regulation No. 507, Establishing A Season On Bighorn Sheep, filed 8/26/1969;

Regulation No. 512, Establishing Turkey Season For The Spring Of 1970, filed 2/20/1970;

Regulation No. 513, Establishing Deer Season For Bowhunting Only In Sandia State Game Refuge, filed 2/20/1970;
Regulation No. 514, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Bear, Turkey, Elk, Antelope, Dusky Grouse, Tassel-Eared And
Chickaree Squirrel, Barbary Sheep And Bighorn Sheep, filed 6/9/1970;

Regulation No 520, Establishing Turkey Seasons For The Spring Of 1971, filed 3/9/1971,

Regulation No. 522, Establishing 1971 Seasons On Deer, Bear, Turkey, And Elk On The Jicarilla Apache Indian
Reservation, filed 3/9/1971;

Regulation No. 523, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Dusky Grouse, Tassel-Eared And
Chickaree Squirrel, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep And Bighorn Sheep, filed 6/9/1971;

Regulation No. 531, Establishing A Season On Javelina, filed 12/17/1971;

Regulation No. 532, Establishing Turkey Seasons For The Spring Of 1972, filed 3/20/1972;

Regulation No. 534, Establishing 1972 Seasons On Deer, Bear, Turkey, And Elk On The Jicarilla Apache Indian
Reservation, filed 3/20/1972;

Regulation No. 536, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Dusky Grouse, Chickaree And Tassel-
Eared Squirrel, EIk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep And Bighorn Sheep, filed 6/26/1972;

Regulation No. 542, Establishing A Season On Javelina, filed 12/1/1972;

Regulation No. 545, Establishing Turkey Seasons For The Spring Of 1973, filed 2/26/1973;

Regulation No. 546, Establishing 1973 Seasons On Deer, Bear, Turkey, And EIk On The Jicarilla Apache Indian
Reservation, filed 2/26/1973,;

Regulation No. 547, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Dusky Grouse, Chickaree And Tassel-
Eared Squirrel, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep And Bighorn Sheep, And Javelina, filed 5/31/1973;

Regulation No. 554, Establishing Special Turkey Seasons For The Spring of 1974, filed 3/4/1974;

Regulation No. 556, Establishing 1974 Seasons On Deer, Bear, Turkey, And Elk On The Jicarilla Apache Indian
Reservation, filed 3/14/1974;

Regulation No. 558, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Dusky Grouse, Tassel-Eared And
Chickaree Squirrel, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep, Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx, And Ibex, filed 5/29/1974;
Regulation No. 565, Establishing Special Turkey Seasons For The Spring Of 1975, filed 3/24/1975;

Regulation No. 567, Establishing 1975 Seasons On Deer, Bear, And Turkey On The Jicarilla Apache And Navajo
Indian Reservations And On Elk On The Jicarilla Apache Indian Reservation, filed 3/24/1975;

19.31.13 NMAC 25



Regulation No. 568, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Dusky Grouse, Chickaree And Tassel-
Eared Squirrel, EIk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep, Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex, filed 6/25/1975;
Regulation No. 573, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Dusky Grouse, Tassel-Eared And
Chickaree Squirrel, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep, Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex, filed 2/23/1976;
Regulation No. 583, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, EIk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep, Bighorn
Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex, filed 2/11/1977;

Regulation No. 590, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, EIk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep, Bighorn
Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And lbex, filed 2/15/1978;

Regulation No. 596, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, EIk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep, Bighorn
Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And lbex, filed 2/23/1979;

Regulation No. 603, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1980 through March 31, 1981, filed 2/22/1980;
Regulation No. 609, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1981 through March 31, 1982, filed 3/17/1981,
Regulation No. 614, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep, Bighorn
Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1982 through March 31, 1983, filed 3/10/1982;
Regulation No. 622, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1983 through March 31, 1984, filed 3/9/1983;
Regulation No. 628, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1984 through March 31, 1985, filed 4/2/1984;
Regulation No. 634, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1985 Through March 31, 1986, filed 4/18/1985;
Regulation No. 640, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1986 through March 31, 1987, filed 3/25/1986;
Regulation No. 645, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1987 through March 31, 1988, filed 2/12/1987;
Regulation No. 653, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1988 through March 31, 1989, filed 12/18/1987;
Regulation No. 663, Establishing Opening Spring Turkey For The Period April 1, 1989 through March 31, 1990,
filed 3/28/1989;

Regulation No. 664, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1989 through March 31, 1990, filed 3/20/1989;
Regulation No. 674, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1990 through March 31, 1991, filed 11/21/1989;
Regulation No. 683, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx, And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1991 through March 31, 1992, filed 2/8/1991;
Regulation No. 689, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx, And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1992 through March 31, 1993, filed 3/4/1992;
Regulation No. 700, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx, And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1993 through March 31, 1995, filed 3/11/1993.

History of Repealed Material:

19.31.8 NMAC, Big Game, filed 3/1/2001 - duration expired 3/31/2003.

19.31.8 NMAC, Big Game and Turkey, filed 3-3-2003 - duration expired 3/31/2005.

19.31.8 NMAC, Big Game and Turkey, filed 12-15-2004 - duration expired 3/31/2007.

19.31.13 NMAC, Deer, filed 12/1/2006 - duration expired 3/31/2009.

19.31.13 NMAC, Deer, filed 3/13/2009 - duration expired 3/31/2011.

19.31.13 NMAC, Deer, filed 2/22/2011 - Repealed effective 3/29/2013. Replaced by 19.31.13 NMAC, Deer,
effective 3-29-2013.

19.31.13 NMAC, Deer, filed 3/29/2013- Repealed effective 2/27/2015. Replaced by 19.31.13 NMAC, Deer,
effective 4/1/2015.

19.31.13 NMAC, Deer, filed 2/17/2015- duration expired 3/31/2019.

19.31.13 NMAC, Deer, filed 12/7/2018- duration expired 3/31/2023.
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Concise Explanatory Statement For
Rulemaking Adoption:
Findings required for rulemaking adoption:

Findings MUST include:

= Reasons for adopting rule, including any findings otherwise required by law of the agency, and a summary
of any independent analysis done by the agency;

- Reasons for any change between the published proposed rule and the final rule; and

- Reasons for not accepting substantive arguments made through public comment.

The following changes are being made to the existing rule. General Statewide Proposed Changes: 1)
Modify the definition of a muzzle-loader only hunts to include only those muzzle-loading firearms that do
not have a scope (for all big game species); 2) Adjust season dates to account for calendar shift. For
example, if a hunt normally starts on a Saturday, this date shift would be maintained throughout the rule
so the hunts continue to start on a Saturday; 3) Adjust some hunts to minimize overlap of weapons used
or species hunted; 4) Adjust draw license numbers based on biological data and management goals: a)
Reductions in GMUs: 2B, 12, 29, 30, 31, 32, 34, 37, 38, 39, and 55; b) Slight increases in GMUs: 5B,
B6A/6C, 7, 8,9, 14, 19, 20, 21, 23, 24, 26, 27, 40, 42, 43, 45, 47, 48, 49, 53, 56, 58, 59.

Specific Proposed Changes: 5) Create an October youth hunt in GMUs 2A and 2B; move most of the
youth licenses from November into October: a) GMU 2A: 25 licenses in October, 15 licenses in
November; b) GMU 2B: 125 licenses in October, 25 licenses in November 6) Create a November rifle
hunt on L Bar/Marquez WMA in GMU 9 (10 licenses); 7) Designate GMU 8 as a Quality Unit; 8) Add a
second hunt code for White Sands Missile Range (Rhodes Canyon and Stallion Range hunts; 5 licenses
each); 9) Create new hunts where deer populations have increased: a) January FAD archery hunts in
GMUs 7 and 9 (15 licenses each); b) December FAWTD rifle hunts in GMUs 21 and 26 (25 licenses
each); ¢) September FAMD and FAWTD archery hunts in GMU 27 (30 FAMD and 15 FAWTD licenses);
d) November ESWTD hunt in GMU 55A, 55B (private land, unlimited licenses); 10) Open River Ranch,
Double E, and Pipkin Ranch WMAs to deer hunting for those with valid licenses for the GMU; 11)
Remove language “Excluding Fort Stanton” for the GMU 36 deer hunts; 12) Reduce youth licenses on
Huey WMA in GMU 33 from 2 hunts of 10 licenses each to 2 hunts of 5 licenses each.

There were no changes made between the published proposed rule and the final rule. A wide array of
public comments were submitted. To view public comments, please visit
www.wildlife.state.nm.us/commission/meeting-agendas/ and click on the Hearing Archive tab. It was not
possible to incorporate all of the comments into the final rule as many of the comments were mutually
exclusive. The resulting rule was based on what was best for the resource and overall hunter
satisfaction.

Issuing authority (If delegated, authority letter must be on file with ALD):
Name:

Michael B. Sloane | |

Check if authority has been delegated

Title:

Director, New Mexico Department of Game and Fish

Signature: (BLACK ink only OR Digital Signature) Date signed:

. Digitally signed by Michael B. Sloane
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TITLE 19 NATURAL RESOURCES AND WILDLIFE
CHAPTER 31 HUNTING AND FISHING
PART 13 DEER

19.31.13.1 ISSUING AGENCY: New Mexico department of game and fish.
[19.31.13.1 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.1 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.2 SCOPE: Sportspersons interested in deer management and deer hunting. Additional requirements
may be found in Chapter 17 NMSA 1978, and Chapters 30, 31, 32 and 33 of Title 19 NMAC.
[19.31.13.2 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.2 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.3 STATUTORY AUTHORITY: Sections 17-1-14 and 17-1-26 NMSA 1978 provide that the New
Mexico state game commission has the authority to establish rules and regulations that it may deem necessary to
carry out the purpose of Chapter 17 NMSA 1978 and all other acts pertaining to protected mammals, birds and fish.
[19.31.13.3 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.3 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.4 DURATION: April 1, 2023 through March 31, 2027.
[19.31.13.4 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.4 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.5 EFFECTIVE DATE: April 1, 2023, unless a later date is cited at the end of an individual section.
[19.31.13.5 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.5 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.6 OBJECTIVE: Establishing open hunting seasons and regulations, rules and procedures governing
the distribution and issuance of deer licenses by the department.
[19.31.13.6 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.6 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.7 DEFINITIONS:
A. “Antlerless deer” or “A” shall mean a deer without antlers,
B. “Deer” as used herein, shall mean any wild cervid of the genus Odocoileus.
C. “Deer enhancement program?” as used herein, shall mean the department activity that allows the

issuance of not more than two authorizations for the taking of one fork-antlered deer per license, with the purpose of
raising funds for programs and projects to benefit deer.

D. “Department” shall mean the New Mexico department of game and fish.

E. “Director” shall mean the director of the New Mexico department of game and fish.

F. “Fither sex” or “ES” shall mean any one deer.

G. “Either sex white-tailed deer” or “ESWTD” shall mean any one white-tailed deer (Odocoileus
virginianus).

H. “Fork-antlered deer” or “FAD” shall mean a deer possessing antlers, one of which shall have a
definite fork showing two or more distinct points. A burr at the base does not constitute a point or fork.

I. “Fork-antlered mule deer” or “FAMD?” shall mean a mule deer (Qdocoileus hemionus)

possessing antlers, one of which shall have a definite fork showing two or more distinct points. A burr at the base
does not constitute a point or fork.

J “Fork-antlered white-tailed deer” or “FAWTD?” shall mean a white-tailed deer (Odocoileus
virginianus) possessing antlers, one of which shall have a definite fork showing two or more distinct points. A burr
at the base does not constitute a point or fork.

K. “Game management unit”, “GMU”, “hunt area” or “management area” shall mean those
areas as described in 19.30.4 NMAC Boundary Descriptions for Game Management Units.
L. “High demand hunt” shall mean a special draw hunt where the total number of non-resident

applicants for a deer hunt exceeds twenty-two percent of the total applicants based on data for the two immediately
preceding years.

M. “Quality hunt” shall mean a hunt designed to provide a hunter with an opportunity to achieve one
or more of the following: an enhanced experience based on timing and length of hunt season; lower hunter density;
or an increased opportunity for success.

N. “Wildlife management areas” or “WMAs” shall mean those areas as described in 19.34.5
NMAC Wildlife Management Areas.

[19.31.13.7 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.7 NMAC, 4/1/2023]
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19.31.13.8 ADJUSTMENT OF LICENSES: The director, with the verbal concurrénce of the chairperson
of the New Mexico state game commission or their designee, may adjust the number of licenses for deer up or down
by no more than twenty percent of the total licenses available in the GMU to address significant changes in
population levels or to address critical department management needs. This adjustment may be applied to any or all
of the specific hunt codes for deer. The director may change or cancel all hunts on military lands to accommodate
closures on those lands; if changed, the season length and bag limit shall remain the same as assigned on the original
hunt code.

[19.31.13.8 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.8 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

"

19.31.13.9 GMUs 2A, 2B, 2C, 4 AND 5A PRIVATE-LAND ONLY HUNTS:

A. Persons applying for private-land only deer licenses in GMUs 2A, 2B, 2C, 4 and 5A must obtain
an authorization number from participating landowners in these GMUS.

B. Participating landowners in GMUs 2A, 2B, 2C, 4 and 5A are required to provide proof of land

ownership to obtain authorization numbers from the department.
[19.31.13.9 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.9 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.10 CHRONIC WASTING DISEASE (CWD): The director has the authority to designate
possession criteria to any deer hunter where CWD is a concern. It is unlawful to transport dead deer, or their parts,
taken from any GMU or area identified by the director in which the presence of, or possibility of, exposure to CWD
has been identified to any location outside that GMU except for the following:

A. meat that is cut and wrapped (either commercially or privately);

B. quarters or other portions of meat with no part of the spinal column or head attached,

C. meat that has been boned out;

D. hides with no heads attached,

E. clean skull plates with antlers attached; clean is defined as having been immersed in a bath of at
least one part chlorine bleach and two parts water with no meat or tissue attached,

F. antlers with no meat or tissue attached;

G. finished taxidermied heads; or

H. by prior arrangement to a department office.

[19.31.13.10 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.10 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.11 QUALITY DEER HUNTS: Quality hunts for deer are as follows:

A. Hunt codes DER-1-115, DER-1-116, DER-2-121, DER-2-122, DER-2-123, DER-2-420

B. All hunts in GMUs 2C, 5B, 8, 17, 23-Burro mountains hunt area, 27, 33, 41, the Valle Vidal, all
private land deer incentive program hunts and all hunts on the Humphries/Rio Chama/Sargent WMAs.
[19.31.13.11 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.11 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.12 SPECIAL DEER HUNTING OPPORTUNITIES:
A. Deer enhancement program:

1) Program description: The director shall collect all proceeds generated through the
auction and lottery of special deer authorizations, and such monies shall be deposited in the game protection fund.
These monies shall be made available for expenditure by the department solely for programs and projects to benefit
deer and for direct costs incurred in carrying out these programs. These monies shall be used to augment, and not
replace, monies appropriated from existing funds available to the department for the conservation, restoration,
utilization and management of deer.

(2) Requirements for issuance of special deer authorizations:

(a) The state game commission shall authorize the director to issue not more than
two special deer authorizations in any one license year to take one fork-antlered deer per license. The director shall
allow the sale of one authorization through auction to the highest bidder and one authorization to a person selected
through a random drawing of a lottery ticket by the department or an incorporated, nonprofit organization dedicated
to the conservation of deer.

(b) Unless their hunting privileges have been revoked pursuant to law, any person is
eligible to submit a bid for the special deer auction authorization or purchase lottery tickets in an attempt to be
selected for the special deer lottery authorization.

(c) The special deer authorizations issued through auction and lottery may be
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transferred through sale, barter or gift by the successful individuals only to other individuals qualified to hunt.

(3) Enhancement hunts: Deer enhancement licenses shall be valid from September 1
through January 31 for any big-game sporting arms. These licenses shall be valid statewide where hunting is
allowed. The bag limit shall be one fork-antlered deer. The authorization to obtain a deer enhancement license may
be used either by the applicant or any individual.

B. Deer incentive programs:

(1) CWD reporting incentive: The director may annually allow up to two deer
authorizations to be issued through a random drawing for deer and elk hunters submitting their legally harvested
animal for CWD testing. Authorizations awarded pursuant to this rule may be transferred through sale, barter or
gift. Deer incentive hunts shall be valid only for the dates, big-game sporting arms, bag limit and area specified by
the director.

2) Private-land deer incentive program: Private landowners who are conducting and
maintaining substantial habitat improvements or land management practices on their deeded lands that directly and
significantly benefit deer may be considered for special recognition. Only those projects as determined by the
department to be relevant and beneficial to deer will be considered. Landowners must develop a deer conservation
and management plan and submit an application including a map delineating the legal property boundary to the
department. Upon completion of approved habitat improvement projects the landowner may be granted
authorizations for alternative season dates as approved by the department. Licenses obtained using the
authorizations will be valid only on deeded property for the ranch to which they were awarded. Landowners
receiving incentive authorizations are required to continue habitat improvement projects and submit an update as
directed by the department to be considered for continued participation.

C. Premium hunt opportunity: One premium deer draw hunt will be issued each license year
through the draw. The hunt area will be statewide on any public land open to hunting, including WMAs, and private
land with written permission.

open GMUs | 2023-2024 2024-2025 2025-2026 | 2026-2027
or areas hunt dates hunt dates hunt dates | hunt dates | hunt code licenses | bag limit
statewide 9/1/2023- 9/1/2024- 9/1/2025- 9/1/2026- DER-1-700 | 1 FAD
1/31/2024 1/31/2025 1/31/2026 1/31/2027
[19.31.13.12 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.12 NMAC 4/1/2023]
19.31.13.13 POPULATION MANAGEMENT HUNTS:
A. The director or their designee may authorize population management hunts for deer when justified
in writing by department personnel.
B. The director or their designee shall designate the big-game sporting arms, season dates, season
lengths, bag limits, hunt boundaries, specific requirements or restrictions, and number of licenses to be issued.
C. In the event that an applicant is not able to hunt on the dates specified, the applicant’s name shall
be moved to the bottom of the list and another applicant may be contacted for the hunt.
D. In those instances where a population management hunt is warranted on deeded private lands, the

landowner may suggest eligible hunters of their choice by submitting a list of prospective hunters’ names to the
department for licensing consideration. No more than one-half of the total number of licenses authorized shall be
available to landowner identified hunters. The balance of prospective hunters shall be identified by the department.
[19.31.13.13 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.13 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.14

DEER HUNTS:

A. Public draw (and private lands in GMUs 2A, 2B, 2C, 4 and 5A) deer hunts, listing the open GMUs
or areas, eligibility requirements or restrictions, hunt dates, hunt codes, big-game sporting arms, number of licenses
and bag limit shall be as indicated below. The state game commission owned Double E WMA, Navajo WMA, Pine
River WMA, prairie-chicken areas, River Ranch WMA and Water Canyon WMA shall be open to licensed public
draw deer hunters during established seasons. Hunters holding a valid bow deer license for GMUs 23 or 24 who do
not harvest a deer during their hunt will be allowed to obtain permission from the department to hunt antlerless deer

from January 16 through February 5 within the Silver City deer management area as delineated by the department.

2023-2024 2024-2025 2025-2026 2026-2027 bag
open GMUs or areas | hunt dates hunt dates hunt dates | hunt dates | hunt code licenses | limit
2A: youth only 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-100 | 25 FAD
2A 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-101 150 FAD
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11/1-11/5

10/31-11/4

2A: private land only 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 DER-1-102 | 40 FAD
2A: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-103 | 15 FAD
2A 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-104 | 40 FAD
2A: private land only | 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-105 | 15 FAD
2A 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-106 | 80 FAD
2A: private land only | 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-107 | 15 FAD
2A 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-108 | 50 FAD
2A: private land only 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-109 10 FAD
2B 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-110 | 275 FAD
2B: youth only 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-111 125 FAD
2B: private land only 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-112 | 25 FAD
2B 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-113 | 350 FAD
2B: private land only 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-114 | 25 FAD
2B 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 DER-1-115 | 400 FAD
2B: private land only | 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-116 | 75 FAD
2B: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-117 | 25 FAD
2B 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-118 | 130 FAD
2B: youth only 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-119 | 20 FAD
2B: private land only | 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-120 | 10 FAD
2B 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-121 | 180 FAD
2B: youth only 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-122 | 50 FAD
2B: private land only 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-123 | 30 FAD
2B 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-124 | 175 FAD
2B: youth only 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-125 | 20 FAD
2B: private land only | 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-126 | 10 FAD
2C 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/8-11/12 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-127 | 30 FAD
2C: private land only 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/8-11/12 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-128 | 8 FAD
2C 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-129 | 50 FAD
2C: private land only 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-130 | 15 FAD
2C 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-131 | 20 FAD
2C: private land only | 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-132 | 9 FAD
4: Humphries/Rio

Chama/Sargent 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-133 | 20 FAD
WMASs only

4: Humphries/Rio

gﬁ’g 2?1‘153';;“ q | 102141025 | 10/19-10123 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-134 | 10 FAD
only

4: private land only 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-135 | 175 FAD
4: Humphries/Rio

Chama/Sargent 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 1I/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-136 | 20 FAD
WMASs only

4: private land only 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-137 | 175 FAD
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4: Humphries/Rio

Chama/Sargent [/11-11/715 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/8-1112 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-138 | 10 FAD
WMASs only

4:private landonly | 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/8-11/12 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-139 | 10 FAD
4: Humphries/Rio

%ﬁxf ii‘i)gf;tmh 11/22-1126 | 11271211 11/26-11/30 | 11/25-11/29 | DER-1-140 | 5 FAD
only

4: Humphries/Rio

Chama/Sargent 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-924 | DER-2-141 | 10 FAD
WMAs only

4: private land only 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-142 | 150 FAD
4: private land only | 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-103 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-143 | 100 FAD
5A: public land only | 11/7-11/13 11/5-11/11 | 11/11-11/17 | 11/10-11/16 | DER-1-144 | 40 FAD
5A: private land only | 11/7-11/13 11/5-11/11 | 11/11-11/17 | 11/10-11/16 | DER-1-145 | 220 FAD
5A: public land only | 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-146 | 30 FAD
5A: private land only | 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-147 | 220 FAD
5A; public land only | 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-148 | 10 FAD
5A: private land only 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-149 | 50 FAD
5B 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/1-11/5 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-150 | 30 FAD
5B: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-151 | 10 FAD
5B 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-924 | DER-2-152 | 10 FAD
5B 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 927-10/3 | 927-10/3 | DER-3-153 | 10 FAD
?ip:’lfc%e mobility | y0/14.10/18 | 10/12-10/16 | 10/11-10/15 | 10/10-10/14 | DER-1-154 | 20 FAD
6A and 6C 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/1-11/5 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-155 | 110 FAD
6A and 6C 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-156 | 100 FAD
6A and 6C 9/30-10/4 9/28-10/2 10/4-10/8 | 10/3-10/7 | DER-3-157 | 115 FAD
7 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/1-11/5 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-158 | 30 FAD
7 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-924 | DER-2-159 | 10 FAD
7 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 | DER-2-160 | 15 FAD
7 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-161 | 25 FAD
8: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-2-162 | 65 FAD
8 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 | DER-2-163 | 65 FAD
9 11/11-1115 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/8-11/12 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-164 | 15 FAD
%&mrfgﬁlz;w” L1115 | 119-11/13 | 11/8-11/12 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-165 | 10 FAD
9: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-166 | 10 FAD
9 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-167 | 10 FAD
9 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-115 | DER-2-168 | 15 FAD
?n:f:f;f;‘:ﬂr ony | 27105 9/27-10/3 9/27-103 | 9/27-103 | DER-3-169 | 10 FAD
10: mobility impaired | 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-170 | 20 FAD
10 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-171 | 70 FAD
10 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-172 | 65 FAD
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missile range only,

10 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 DER-1-173 | 90 FAD
10: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-174 | 25 FAD
10 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-175 | 100 | FAD
10 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-176 | 90 FAD
12 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-177 | 85 FAD
12 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-924 | DER-2-178 | 20 FAD
12 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-179 | 40 FAD
13 L1/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-180 | 150 | FAD
13 TI-11/15 | 1109-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-181 | 150 | FAD
13: youth only [1/18-1126 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-182 | 50 FAD
13 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-183 | 125 | FAD
13 1/1-1/15 /1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 | DER-2-184 | 75 FAD
13 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-185 | 200 | FAD
14 10/21-1025 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-186 | 55 FAD
14 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-187 | 35 FAD
14 1-1/15 1-1/15 V1-1/15 1/1-1/15 | DER-2-188 | 25 FAD
14 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 927-10/3 | DER-3-189 | 55 FAD
15 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-190 | 75 FAD
15 1/1-1/15 V1-1/15 11-1/15 1/1-1/15 | DER2-191 | 25 FAD
15 10/28-11/1 10261030 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-192 | 165 FAD
15: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-3-193 | 100 | FAD
16 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-194 | 300 | FAD
16: mobility impaired | 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-195 | 25 FAD
16 L/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/15-11119 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-196 | 300 | FAD
16: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-197 | 100 | FAD
16 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 0/1-9/24 | DER-2-198 | 230 | FAD
16 1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 I/1-1/15 | DER-2-199 | 175 | FAD
16 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-200 | 300 | FAD
17 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 [1/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-201 | 80 FAD
17 I/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-202 | 80 FAD
17: youth only 11/18-1126 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-203 | 80 FAD
17 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-0/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-204 | 75 FAD
17 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 V1-1/15 1/1-1/15 | DER-2-205 | 75 FAD
17 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-206 | 80 FAD
18 [1/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 [1/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-207 | 70 FAD
18 HA1-11/15 | 119-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-208 | 70 FAD
18 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 0/1-9/24 | DER-2-209 | 50 FAD
18 1/1-1/15 1-1/15 /1-1/15 1/1-1/15 | DER-2210 | 40 FAD
18 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-211 | 75 FAD
19: Rthite Barids 12/1-12/3 11/29-12/1 | 11/28-11/30 | 1127-1129 | DER-1-212 | 5 FAD
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mandatory check-
in/check-out

19: White Sands
missile range only,

mountains hunt area

1/12-1/14 1/10-1/12 1/9-1/11 1/8-1/10 DER-1-213 | 5 FAD
mandatory check-
in/check-out
19: except the White
Sands missile range 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-214 | 10 FAD
portion
19: except the White
Sands missile range 12/2-12/6 12/7-12/11 12/6-12/10 | 12/5-12/9 | DER-3-215 | 10 FAD
portion
20 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-216 | 90 FAD
20 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-217 | 90 FAD
20 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-218 | 45 FAD
20 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-219 | 25 FAD
20 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-220 | 85 FAD
21 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-221 | 425 FAD
21 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-222 | 425 FAD
21: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-223 | 100 FAD
21 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-224 | 300 FAD
21 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-225 | 200 FAD
21 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-226 | 350 FAD
21 12/2-12/10 12/7-12/15 12/6-12/14 | 12/5-12/13 | DER-1-227 | 25 FAWTD
2 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-228 | 70 FAD
22 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-229 | 70 FAD
22: youth only 11/18-1126 | 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-230 | 20 FAD
22 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-231 | 30 FAD
22 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-232 | 25 FAD
72 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-233 | 65 FAD
23: exceptthe Burro | 40 11/ 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-234 | 450 FAMD
mountains hunt area
23: exceptthe Burro | 1)1 445 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-235 | 450 FAMD
mountains hunt arca
23: exceptthe Burro 14y e 100 | 1y/16.11/20 | 11/22-11/26 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-236 | 100 | FAWTD
mountains hl.lﬂt area
23:exceptthe Burro | o p 100 | /71215 | 12/6-12/14 | 12/5-12/13 | DER-1-237 | 55 FAWTD
mountains hunt area
23: except the Burro
mountains hunt area, | 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-238 | 75 FAD
youth only
23 exceprle Burms | gy gy 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-239 | 205 FAMD
mountains hunt area
23vexceptfoBurre | 1)y e 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-240 | 50 FAMD
mountains hunt area
23:excepttheBurro | g g4 9/1-9/24 0/1-9/24 9/1-9024 | DER-2-241 | 100 FAWTD
mountains hunt area
23: except e BUTO | 16 144 1/16-1/31 1/16-131 | 1/16-131 | DER-2-242 | 50 FAWTD
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23: except the Burro
mountains hunt area

10/28-11/1

10/26-10/30

11/1-11/5

10/31-11/4

DER-3-243

225

FAMD

23: except the Burro
mountains hunt area

10/28-11/1

10/26-10/30

11/1-11/5

10/31-11/4

DER-3-244

75

FAWTD

23: Burro mountains
hunt area only

11/4-11/12

11/2-11/10

11/8-11/16

11/7-11/15

DER-1-245

35

FAMD

23: Burro mountains
hunt area only

12/2-12/10

12/7-12/15

12/6-12/14

12/5-12/13

DER-1-246

40

FAWTD

23: Burro mountains
hunt area only, youth
only

11/18-11/26

11/23-12/1

11/22-11/30

11/21-11/29

DER-1-247

25

FAD

23: Burro mountains
hunt area only

1/1-1/15

1/1-1/15

1/1-1/15

1/1-1/15

DER-2-248

40

FAMD

23: Burro mountains
hunt area only

9/1-9/24

9/1-9/24

9/1-9/24

9/1-9/24

DER-2-249

20

FAWTD

23: Burro mountains
hunt area only

1/16-1/31

1/16-1/31

1/16-1/31

1/16-1/31

DER-2-250

50

FAWTD

23: Burro mountains
hunt area only

10/28-11/1

10/26-10/30

11/1-11/5

10/31-11/4

DER-3-251

40

FAMD

23: Burro mountains
hunt area only

10/28-11/1

10/26-10/30

11/1-11/5

10/31-11/4

DER-3-252

40

FAWTD

24: including Fort
Bayard management
area, youth only

9/30-10/8

9/28-10/6

9/27-10/5

9/26-10/4

DER-1-253

50

FAD

24: excluding Fort
Bayard management
area

11/4-11/8

11/2-11/6

11/8-11/12

11/7-11/11

DER-1-254

400

FAMD

24: excluding Fort
Bayard management
area

11/11-11/15

11/9-11/13

11/15-11/19

11/14-11/18

DER-1-255

400

FAMD

24: excluding Fort
Bayard management
area

11/18-11/22

11/16-11/20

11/22-11/26

11/21-11/25

DER-1-256

100

FAWTD

24 including Fort
Bayard management
area, youth only

11/18-11/26

11/23-12/1

11/22-11/30

11/21-11/29

DER-1-257

50

FAD

24: excluding Fort
Bayard management
area

12/2-12/10

12/7-12/15

12/6-12/14

12/5-12/13

DER-1-258

50

FAWTD

24: excluding Fort
Bayard management
area

9/1-9/24

9/1-9/24

9/1-9/24

9/1-9/24

DER-2-259

135

FAMD

24: excluding Fort
Bayard management
area

1/1-1/15

1/1-1/15

1/1-1/15

1/1-1/15

DER-2-260

85

FAMD

24: excluding Fort
Bayard management
arca

9/1-9/24

9/1-9/24

9/1-9/24

9/1-9/24

DER-2-261

60

FAWTD

24: excluding Fort
Bayard management
area

1/16-1/31

1/16-1/31

1/16-1/31

1/16-1/31

DER-2-262

40

FAWTD

24: excluding Fort
Bayard management
area

10/28-11/1

10/26-10/30

11/1-11/5

10/31-11/4

DER-3-263

280

FAMD

19.31.13 NMAC
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. |

24: excluding Fort

ULl |

10/31-11/4

Bayard management 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 DER-3-264 | 75 FAWTD
area

25 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-265 | 100 | FAD
25 L1115 | 119-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-266 | 100 | FAD
25 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-924 | DER-2-267 | 45 FAD

25 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 | DER-2-268 | 30 FAD
25 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-269 | 45 FAD

26 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-270 | 100 FAD
26 T/11-11/15 | 119-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1271 | 100 FAD
26 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER2272 | 25 FAD
26 /1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 /1-1/15 | DER2273 | 15 FAD
26 10/28-11/1 1026-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-274 | 60 FAD

26 12/2-12/10 12/7-12/15 | 12/6-12/14 | 12/5-12/13 | DER-1-275 | 25 FAWTD
27 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-276 | 50 FAMD
27 I/11-11/15 | 119-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-277 | 50 FAMD
27 11/18-1122 | 11/16-11/20 | 11/22-11/26 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-278 | 40 FAWTD
27: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-279 | 25 FAD
27 12/2-12/10 12/7-12/15 | 12/6-12/14 | 12/5-12/13 | DER-1280 | 25 FAWTD
27 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-281 | 30 FAMD
27 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-282 | 15 FAWTD
27 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 V1-1/15 1/1-1/15 | DER-2-283 | 30 FAMD
27 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 /16131 | 1/16-1/31 | DER-2-284 | 40 FAWTD
27 10/28-11/1 10/26-1030 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-285 | 40 FAMD
27 10/28-11/1 10/26-1030 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-286 | 50 FAWTD
i:inCGmg‘” TANE | 12/16-12/17 | 12/21-12/22 | 12/20-12/21 | 12/19-12/20 | DER-1-287 | 25 FAD
ﬁﬁlyMﬂ:ffl?;‘o‘mﬁe 12/16-12/17 | 122141222 | 12/20-12/21 | 12/19-12/20 | DER-1-288 | 25 FAD
29 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-289 | 150 FAD

29 LA1-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/8-11/12 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-290 | 150 FAD
29 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-291 | 100 FAD
29 1/1-1/15 1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 | DER-2-292 | 50 FAD
29 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/18-10/22 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-293 | 70 FAD
30 10/28-11/1 10/26-1030 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-294 | 720 FAD

30 H/1-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/8-11/12 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-295 | 720 FAD
30: youth only [/18-1126 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-296 | 250 FAD
30 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-297 | 200 FAD
30 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 /1-1/15 | DER-2-298 | 100 FAD
30 10/21-1025 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/18-10/22 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-299 | 325 FAD
31 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 1/1-11/5 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-300 | 440 FAD
31 11/18-11/22 | 11/16-11/20 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-301 | 435 FAD
31 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-302 | 175 FAD

19.31.13 NMAC
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31 1/1-1/15 1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 | DER-2-303 | 100 | FAD
31 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/18-10/22 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-304 | 175 | FAD
12 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-305 | 565 | FAD
32 L/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/8-11/12 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-306 | 560 | FAD
32: Roswell and Ft.

Sumner hunt areas 12/16-12/31 12/16-12/31 12/16-12/31 12/16-12/31 | DER-1-307 15 A
only, youth only

32: Roswell and Ft.

Sumner hunt areas 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 DER-1-308 15 A
only

32 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 0/1-924 | 9/1-924 | DER2-309 | 150 | FAD
32 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-310 100 FAD
3 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/18-10/22 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-311 | 175 | FAD
33 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/1-11/5 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-312 | 150 | FAD
33 11/18-11/22 11/16-11/20 11/15-11/19 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-313 150 FAD
33 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1 -§f24 DER-2-314 60 FAD
33 1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 | DER-2-315 | 50 FAD
22 ratisted oy | 10211025 | 10/19-1023 | 10251029 | 10/24-10728 | DER-3-316 | 140 | FAD
iﬁ;‘;}”ﬁfﬂyMA only, | y118-11/26 | 1123-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-3-317 | 5 ES
33: Huey WMA only, 12/26/2023- 12/26/2024- 12/26/2025- 12/26/2026- DER-3-318 5 A
vouth ouly 1/1/2024 1/1/2025 112026 | 17172027

34; mobility impaired | 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-319 | 50 FAD
34: youth only 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-320 | 45 FAD
34 [/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-321 | 650 | FAD
34 1181122 | 11/16-11/20 | 11/22-11/26 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-322 | 650 | FAD
34 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-924 | DER-2-323 | 450 | FAD
34 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-324 350 FAD
34 11/4-11/8 112-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-3-325 | 340 | FAD
36 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 DER-1-326 300 FAD
36 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-327 300 FAD
36: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-328 | 25 FAD
36 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-924 | 9/1-9/24 | DER2-329 | 225 | FAD
36 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-330 125 FAD
36 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-331 115 FAD
36: youth only 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-332 | 25 FAD
37 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 DER-1-333 365 FAD
37 11/18-11/22 11/16-11/20 11/15-11/19 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-334 360 FAD
37 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-924 | 9/1-924 | DER2-335 | 100 | FAD
37 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 I/1-1/15 | DER-2-336 | 80 FAD
a7 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-337 125 FAD
38 11/4-11/8 1/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-338 | 160 | FAD
38 1/18-11/22 | 11/16-11/20 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-339 | 155 | FAD
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38 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-340 | 65 FAD
38 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-341 | 40 FAD
38 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-342 | 100 FAD
39 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 DER-1-343 35 FAD
39 11/18-11/22 11/16-11/20 11/15-11/19 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-344 35 FAD
39 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-345 | 25 FAD
39 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-346 15 FAD
39 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-347 | 40 FAD
40 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/1-11/5 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-348 | 50 FAD
40 11/18-11/22 | 11/16-11/20 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-349 | 50 FAD
40 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-350 | 20 FAD
40 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-351 | 15 FAD
40 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-352 | 30 FAD
41 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-353 40 FAD
41 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-354 | 40 FAD
41: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-355 5 FAD
41: youth only 12/2-12/6 12/7-12/11 12/6-12/10 12/5-12/9 DER-1-356 15 ESWTD
41 12/9-12/13 12/14-12/18 | 12/13-12/17 | 12/12-12/16 | DER-1-357 | 10 ESWTD
41 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-358 | 10 FAD
41 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-359 10 FAD
41 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-360 | 25 FAD
42 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-361 | 40 FAD
42 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-1-362 | 40 FAD
42 11/22-1126 | 11/27-12/1 11/26-11/30 | 11/25-11/29 | DER-1-363 | 10 ESWTD
42 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-364 | 15 FAD
42 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-365 15 FAD
43 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 DER-1-366 35 FAD
43 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-367 | 10 FAD
43 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-368 | 15 FAD
45 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-1-369 250 FAD
45: mobility impaired | 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-370 | 25 FAD
45 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-371 | 250 FAD
45: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-372 25 FAD
45 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-373 | 165 FAD
45 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-374 | 160 FAD
47 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-375 | 25 FAD
47 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-1-376 | 20 FAD
47 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-377 | 10 FAD
47 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-378 | 20 FAD
48 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-1-379 | 50 FAD
48 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 DER-1-380 | 50 FAD
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48 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 0/1-9/24 < | PER-2-381 | 45 FAD
48 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-382 | 30 FAD
49 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-1023 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-383 | 100 | FAD
49 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-384 | 100 | FAD
49 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-924 | 9/1-924 | DER-2-385 | 105 | FAD
50 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-386 | 50 FAD
50 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-387 | 50 FAD
50 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-924 | 9/1-924 | DER-2-388 | 5 FAD
SIA 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-389 | 145 | FAD
S1A 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-924 | DER-2-390 | 65 FAD
518 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-391 | 20 FAD
518 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-392 | 15 FAD
51B 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-924 | DER-2-393 | 15 FAD
52 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-394 | 90 FAD
52 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-395 | 90 FAD
52 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-396 80 FAD
flfu;;f:l';::ﬁ oty | 9271053 9/27-10/3 927-10/3 | 927-10/3 | DER-3-397 | 25 FAD
53 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-1-398 85 FAD
53 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 DER-1-399 85 FAD
53 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-24400 | 100 | FAD
%‘;‘ﬁi g‘;’g" Neblett | 6011025 | 10/19-1023 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-401 | 10 FAD
iélﬁi S{?ll}iin Neblett 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-1-402 10 FAD
s g:l';“ Neblett | o/ 9124 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | 9/1-924 | DER-2-403 | 10 FAD
z i iyES Barker WMA | 1001 1025 | 10/19-1023 | 10/25-1029 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-404 | 5 FAD
';’ iifiii‘;‘fn‘l’:MA 1181126 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-405 | 5 FAD
55: Urraca WMA only | 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-406 | 5 FAD
55: Urraca WMA only | 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-1-407 3 FAD
55: Valle Vidal only | 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-408 | 10 FAD
56 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-409 | 15 FAD
56 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-410 | 15 FAD
56 youth only 1/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-411 | 10 FAD
56 youth only 12/2-12/6 12/7-12/11 | 12/6-12/10 | 12/5-12/9 | DER-1-412 | 10 ESWTD
56 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-924 | 9/1-924 | DER-2-413 | 10 FAD
56 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 027-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-414 | 15 FAD
57 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-415 | 25 FAD
57 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-416 | 25 FAD
57: youth only /1811726 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-417 | 10 FAD
57 11/22-11/26 | 1127-12/1 | 11/26-11/30 | 11/25-11/29 | DER-1-418 | 10 ESWTD
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57 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-419 | 20 FAD
S7T: Sugarite canyon | 4y 1139 11/1-11/30 | 11/1-11/30 | 11/1-11/30 | DER-2-420 | 20 FAD
state park only
57 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-421 | 15 FAD
58 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-422 | 40 FAD
58 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-423 | 35 FAD
58: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-424 | 10 FAD
58: youth only 12/2-12/6 12/7-12/11 12/6-12/10 12/5-12/9 DER-1-425 | 15 ESWTD
58 12/9-12/13 12/14-12/18 12/13-12/17 | 12/12-12/16 | DER-1-426 | 15 ESWTD
58 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-427 | 10 FAD
58 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-428 | 25 FAD
59 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-429 | 40 FAD
59 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-430 | 40 FAD
59: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-431 5 FAD
59: youth only 12/2-12/6 12/7-12/11 12/6-12/10 12/5-12/9 DER-1-432 | 15 ESWTD
59 12/9-12/13 12/14-12/18 12/13-12/17 | 12/12-12/16 | DER-1-433 | 15 ESWTD
59 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-434 | 10 FAD
a9 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-435 | 25 FAD
B. Private-land only deer hunts: Private-land only deer licenses shall only be valid on deeded
private land and are restricted to the hunt dates, eligibility requirements, big-game sporting arms and bag limit that
corresponds to the draw hunt code listed in Subsection A of 19.31.13.14 NMAC for the GMU where the private
landowner’s property lies. Private-land only deer licenses shall be unlimited and available from any license vendor
and the department’s web site. Private-land only hunts in GMUs 8, 46, 54 and 55 shall be as indicated below:
open GMUs 2023-2024 | 2024-2025 | 2025-2026 2026-2027
or areas hunt dates hunt dates hunt dates hunt dates |hunt code licenses bag limit
8 10/14-10/18 | 10/12-10/16 | 10/18-10/22 10/17-10/21 | DER-1-500 | unlimited | FAD
8 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-501 | unlimited | FAD
8 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-502 | unlimited | FAD
8 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-503 | unlimited | FAD
46 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/18-10/22 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-504 | unlimited | FAD
46 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 10/25-10/29 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-505 | unlimited | FAD
46 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-506 | unlimited [ FAD
46 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-507 | unlimited | FAD
54 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/18-10/22 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-508 | unlimited | FAD
54 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 10/25-10/29 10/31-11/4 DER-1-509 | unlimited | FAD
54 11/22-11/26 | 11/27-12/1 11/26-11/30 11/25-11/29 | DER-1-510 | unlimited | ESWTD
54: youth only | 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-511 | unlimited | FAD
54 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-512 | unlimited | FAD
54 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-513 | unlimited | FAD
55 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/18-10/22 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-514 | unlimited | FAD
55 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 10/25-10/29 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-515 | unlimited | FAD
55: youth only | 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-516 | unlimited | FAD
55 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-517 | unlimited | FAD
55 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-518 | unlimited | FAD
55 11/22-11/26 | 11/27-12/1 11/26-11/30 11/25-11/29 | DER-1-519 | unlimited | ESWTD
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Pre-NMAC History: The material in this part was derived from that previously filed with the State Records Center
and Archives under:

Regulation No. 482, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Bear, Turkey, Elk, Antelope, Dusky Grouse, Tassel-Eared And
Chickaree Squirrel, And Barbary Sheep, filed 5/31/1967,;

Regulation No. 487, Establishing 1967 Seasons On Javelina And Barbary Sheep, filed 12/15/1967;

Regulation No. 489, Establishing Turkey Seasons For The Spring of 1968, filed 3/1/1968;

Regulation No. 491, Establishing Big Game Seasons For 1968 For Jicarilla Reservation, filed 3/1/1968;

Regulation No. 492, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Bear, Turkey, Elk, Antelope, Dusky Grouse, Tassel-Eared And
Chickaree Squirrel, And Barbary Sheep, filed 6/6/1968;

Regulation No. 495, Establishing A Season On Bighorn Sheep, filed 10/2/1968;

Regulation No. 496, Establishing An Elk Season In The Tres Piedras Area, Elk Area P-6, filed 12/11/1968;
Regulation No. 502, Establishing Turkey Seasons For The Spring Of 1969, filed 3/5/1969;

Regulation No. 503, Establishing 1969 Deer Seasons For Bowhunting Only And Big Game Seasons For The
licarilla Indian Reservation, filed 3/5/1969;

Regulation 504, Establishing Seasons on Deer, Bear, Turkey, Dusky Grouse, Chickaree And Tassel-Eared Squirrel,
And Barbary Sheep, filed 6/4/1969;

Regulation No. 507, Establishing A Season On Bighorn Sheep, filed 8/26/1969;

Regulation No. 512, Establishing Turkey Season For The Spring Of 1970, filed 2/20/1970;

Regulation No. 513, Establishing Deer Season For Bowhunting Only In Sandia State Game Refuge, filed 2/20/1970;
Regulation No. 514, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Bear, Turkey, Elk, Antelope, Dusky Grouse, Tassel-Eared And
Chickaree Squirrel, Barbary Sheep And Bighorn Sheep, filed 6/9/1970;

Regulation No 520, Establishing Turkey Seasons For The Spring Of 1971, filed 3/9/1971;

Regulation No. 522, Establishing 1971 Seasons On Deer, Bear, Turkey, And Elk On The Jicarilla Apache Indian
Reservation, filed 3/9/1971;

Regulation No. 523, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Dusky Grouse, Tassel-Eared And
Chickaree Squirrel, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep And Bighorn Sheep, filed 6/9/1971;

Regulation No. 531, Establishing A Season On Javelina, filed 12/17/1971;

Regulation No. 532, Establishing Turkey Seasons For The Spring Of 1972, filed 3/20/1972;

Regulation No. 534, Establishing 1972 Seasons On Deer, Bear, Turkey, And Elk On The Jicarilla Apache Indian
Reservation, filed 3/20/1972;

Regulation No. 536, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Dusky Grouse, Chickaree And Tassel-
Eared Squirrel, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep And Bighorn Sheep, filed 6/26/1972;

Regulation No. 542, Establishing A Season On Javelina, filed 12/1/1972;

Regulation No. 545, Establishing Turkey Seasons For The Spring Of 1973, filed 2/26/1973;

Regulation No. 546, Establishing 1973 Seasons On Deer, Bear, Turkey, And Elk On The Jicarilla Apache Indian
Reservation, filed 2/26/1973;

Regulation No. 547, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Dusky Grouse, Chickaree And Tassel-
Eared Squirrel, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep And Bighorn Sheep, And Javelina, filed 5/31/1973;

Regulation No. 554, Establishing Special Turkey Seasons For The Spring of 1974, filed 3/4/1974;

Regulation No. 556, Establishing 1974 Seasons On Deer, Bear, Turkey, And Elk On The Jicarilla Apache Indian
Reservation, filed 3/14/1974;

Regulation No. 558, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Dusky Grouse, Tassel-Eared And
Chickaree Squirrel, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep, Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx, And Ibex, filed 5/29/1974;
Regulation No. 565, Establishing Special Turkey Seasons For The Spring Of 1975, filed 3/24/1975;

Regulation No. 567, Establishing 1975 Seasons On Deer, Bear, And Turkey On The Jicarilla Apache And Navajo
Indian Reservations And On Elk On The Jicarilla Apache Indian Reservation, filed 3/24/1975;

Regulation No. 568, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Dusky Grouse, Chickaree And Tassel-
Eared Squirrel, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep, Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex, filed 6/25/1975;
Regulation No. 573, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Dusky Grouse, Tassel-Eared And
Chickaree Squirrel, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep, Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex, filed 2/23/1976;
Regulation No. 583, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep, Bighorn
Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex, filed 2/11/1977;

Regulation No. 590, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep, Bighorn
Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex, filed 2/15/1978;

Regulation No. 596, Establishing Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep, Bighorn
Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex, filed 2/23/1979;
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Regulation No. 603, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, EIk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1980 through March 31, 1981, filed 2/22/1980;
Regulation No. 609, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1981 through March 31, 1982, filed 3/17/1981;
Regulation No. 614, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep, Bighorn
Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1982 through March 31, 1983, filed 3/10/1982;
Regulation No. 622, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1983 through March 31, 1984, filed 3/9/1983;
Regulation No. 628, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1984 through March 31, 1985, filed 4/2/1984;
Regulation No. 634, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1985 Through March 31, 19806, filed 4/18/1985;
Regulation No. 640, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1986 through March 31, 1987, filed 3/25/1986;
Regulation No. 645, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1987 through March 31, 1988, filed 2/12/1987;
Regulation No. 653, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1988 through March 31, 1989, filed 12/18/1987,;
Regulation No. 663, Establishing Opening Spring Turkey For The Period April 1, 1989 through March 31, 1990,
filed 3/28/1989;

Regulation No. 664, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1989 through March 31, 1990, filed 3/20/1989;
Regulation No. 674, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1990 through March 31, 1991, filed 11/21/1989;
Regulation No. 683, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx, And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1991 through March 31, 1992, filed 2/8/1991;
Regulation No. 689, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx, And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1992 through March 31, 1993, filed 3/4/1992;
Regulation No. 700, Establishing Open Seasons On Deer, Turkey, Bear, Cougar, Elk, Antelope, Barbary Sheep,
Bighorn Sheep, Javelina, Oryx, And Ibex For The Period April 1, 1993 through March 31, 1995, filed 3/11/1993.

History of Repealed Material:

19.31.8 NMAC, Big Game, filed 3/1/2001 - duration expired 3/31/2003.

19.31.8 NMAC, Big Game and Turkey, filed 3-3-2003 - duration expired 3/31/2005.

19.31.8 NMAC, Big Game and Turkey, filed 12-15-2004 - duration expired 3/31/2007.

19.31.13 NMAC, Deer, filed 12/1/2006 - duration expired 3/31/2009.

19.31.13 NMAC, Deer, filed 3/13/2009 - duration expired 3/31/2011.

19.31.13 NMAC, Deer, filed 2/22/2011 - Repealed effective 3/29/2013, Replaced by 19.31.13 NMAC, Deer,
effective 3-29-2013.

19.31.13 NMAC, Deer, filed 3/29/2013- Repealed effective 2/27/2015. Replaced by 19.31.13 NMAC, Deer,
effective 4/1/2015.

19.31.13 NMAC, Deer, filed 2/17/2015- duration expired 3/31/2019,

19.31.13 NMAC, Deer, filed 12/7/2018- duration expired 3/31/2023,
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Summary of Public Comments

Hosted 4 hybrid in-person/virtual public meetings (78 attended in
person, 74 tuned in virtually)

The Department received 113 official public comments through
10/13/22

For Against | Modify | Indifferent

Remove scopes from muzzleloaders* 19 37 16 1

Adjust NW Youth Hunt as proposed 7 3
Decrease licenses in NW units 9
Add FAWTD in 16/21/22/26 4 3
Create GMU 7 & 9 January bow hunt** 3 1
Support all recommendations 3
Reduce GMU 34 and other SE licenses 2 1
Create GMU 27 Sept archery hunt 1
Licenses increase in 56 and 58 1
Remove "Excluding Fort Stanton" 1
Designate GMU 8 as quality 1
Other*** 27
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Deer Biology

Statewide population estimate: ~80,000-100,000
Population growth driven by female and fawn survival
Buck harvest not limiting to population growth

>35 fawns:100 does over the long-term required for stable
populations

5-Year Statewide Average: 32 bucks:100 does:36 fawns
(2017-2021 survey data)
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2021-2022 Deer License and Harvest

= 37,182 licenses sold
= 990% are for bucks

= 85% of hunters reported
= 28% successful in harvesting

= Estimated statewide harvest
= Bucks =8,689; Does = 138

= Satisfaction rating = 3.2
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Proposed Adjustments: Statewide

Remove scopes from Muzzleloader.
Adjust season dates to account for calendar shift.

Adjust some hunts to minimize overlap of weapons used or species
hunted.
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Proposed Adjustments: NW Area

Bring back October YO hunt in 2A & 2B.

= GMU 2A: move 25 tags from November into October, keep 15 tags in
November

= GMU 2B: move 125 tags from November into October, keep 25 tags
iIn November

Create November rifle hunt on L Bar/Marquez WMA (10

tags)

Create GMUs 7 & 9 — January archery hunt
= 15 tags each

Designate GMU 8 as a Quality Unit
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Proposed License Adjustments:

NW Area

S.Liley Oct. 14, 2022

2B -125 -6%
5B 5 9%

6A/6C 10 3%

7 25 45%
8 15 13%
9 30 75%
12 -5 -3%
14 15 10%
51B 10 25%
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Proposed Adjustments: SW Area

Add second hunt code for WSMR
= Rhodes Canyon and Stallion Range hunts (5 tags each)

Create December FAWTD rifle hunts for GMUs 21
and 26

Create September FAMD and FAWTD archery
hunts for GMU 27

Open River Ranch and Double E WMAs to deer
hunting
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Proposed License Adjustments:

SW Area
19 (WSMR) 5 20%
20 5 2%
21 25 1%
23 35 10%
24 55 3%
26 25 8%
27 35 10%
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Proposed Adjustments: SE Area

Reduce Huey youth antlerless licenses to 2 hunts of 5
licenses each

Move hunts in 34 to minimize overlap of weapons used or
species hunted

Remove language “Excluding Fort Stanton”
Open Pipkin Ranch to deer hunting
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Proposed License Adjustments:

SE Area
29 -40 -7%
30 -160 -6%
31 -50 -49%
32 -125 -7%
33 -10 -2%
34 -170 -6%
37 -25 -2%
38 -35 -6%
39 -10 -6%
40 15 10%
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Proposed Adjustments: NE Area

= Add ESWTD hunt in 55A (private land units)
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Proposed License Adjustments:

NE Area
42 15 14%
43 5 9%
45 15 2%
47 5 7%
48 15 9%
49 25 9%
53 10 4%
54/55 -20 -25%
56 5 7%
58 5 3%
59 5 3%
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Total Draw Deer Licenses

STATEWIDE TOTAL

Total %
Current | Proposed Change | Change
31,362 31,002 -360 -1%

S.Liley Oct. 14, 2022
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Questions
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Statewide Composition Ratios
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Statewide Deer License and Harvest
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Management Strategies

= Standard Hunts (also defined as Opportunity Hunts)
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Management Strategies

= Quality Hunts (defined in rule)
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Deer Migration Mapping



Deer Migration Mapping



Summary of previous rule changes

Adjusted seasons for calendar dates

Adjusted draw license numbers based on biological data &
management goals

= Increased total draw licenses by ~300 statewide
Created some new hunting opportunities

Separated archery season into September & January (2 different
seasons)

Standardized most youth hunts to a 9 day hunt surrounding
Thanksgiving week



Parameter Decrease Maintain Increase

. |Fawn:Doe® <35 35 - 45 -

E Buck:Dog* <15 15-25 >25

T Rifle and Muzzleloader Success” | <20% 20% - 35% >35%

gi Archery Success’ <10% 10 - 25% >25%
Hunter Density (mi°)° >1 05-1 <0.5
Fawn:Dog* <35 35 - 45 -

>  |Buck:Doe’ <30 30 - 40 >40

é Rifle and Muzzleloader Success’ [  <40% 40 - 55% >55%

O |Archery Success® <20% | 20-35% | >35%
Hunter Density (mi®)° >0.3 0.1-03 <0.1
Population Trend Decreasing Stable Increasing
Hunter Satisfaction <3.0 3.0-35 >3.5
Hunter Satisfaction Trend Decreasing| Constant Increasing




General Proposed Changes

= Adjust seasons for calendar shift

= Adjust draw license numbers based on biological data, management
goals, & public comment



Data Collection/license determination

= Post hunt surveys
= Trends in harvest success and hunter satisfaction
= Try to maintain consistency in license allocations
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DEER PROPOSED RULE CHANGE SUMMARY (8/23/2022)

PURPOSE
Maintain sustainable hunting opportunities in New Mexico while maintaining populations, based on
deer biology and data collected from both aerial surveys and hunter harvest reports.

DEER BIOLOGY AND MANAGEMENT

Deer population growth is driven by both adult female and fawn survival. Adult doe survival is
consistent across the mule deer range with only minor variability. Fawn survival on the other hand
varies by region and across years, and it is heavily influenced by precipitation timing and amount
coupled with habitat conditions. Therefore, multiple years of timely summer monsoonal rains are
necessary to see significant deer population growth in New Mexico.

Because a single male will breed many females within a breeding season, >95% of does will be pregnant
each year. Unless the number of bucks falls below 10 bucks per 100 does, male mortality does not
impact pregnancy rates. As such, male harvest does not negatively impact population growth.

The Department employs two management strategies to meet diverse stakeholder desires: Standard
hunts and Quality hunts. Standard hunts, also defined as opportunity hunts, are designed to maximize
hunter opportunity without negative impacts to population health. The average age of bucks in Standard
hunt units is typically younger and hunter density is typically higher. Quality hunts provide combination
of lower hunter density, increased opportunity for success, ability to select from a wider range of age
classes, and/or more opportune season structures. Quality hunt units tend to have lower hunter densities.

PROPOSED CHANGES TO DEER HUNTING
General Statewide Proposed Changes
1) Modify the definition of a muzzle-loader to include only those muzzle-loading firearms that do
not have a scope (for all big game species).
2) Adjust season dates to account for calendar shift. For example, if a hunt normally starts on a
Saturday, this date shift would be maintained throughout the rule so the hunts continue to start on
a Saturday.
3) Adjust some hunts to minimize overlap of weapons used or species hunted.
4) Adjust draw license numbers based on biological data and management goals (Table 1).
a. Reductions in GMUs: 2B, 12, 29, 30, 31, 32, 34, 37, 38, 39, and 55
b. Slight increases in GMUs: 5B, 6A/6C, 7, 8, 9, 14, 19, 20, 21, 23, 24, 26, 27, 40, 42, 43,
45, 47, 48, 49, 51B, 53, 56, 58, 59.

Specific Proposed Changes
5) Create an October youth hunt in GMUs 2A and 2B; move most of the youth licenses from
November into October.
a. GMU 2A: 25 licenses in October, 15 licenses in November
b. GMU 2B: 125 licenses in October, 25 licenses in November
6) Create a November rifle hunt on Marquez/LBar WMA in GMU 9 (10 licenses).
7) Designate GMU 8 as a Quality Unit.
8) Add a second hunt code for White Sands Missile Range (Rhodes Canyon and Stallion Range
hunts; 5 licenses each).




9) Create new hunts where deer populations have increased
a. January FAD archery hunts in GMUs 7 and 9 (15 licenses each)

b. December FAWTD rifle hunts in GMUs 21 and 26 (25 licenses each)

c. September FAMD and FAWTD archery hunts in GMU 27 (30 FAMD and 15 FAWTD

licenses)

d. November ESWTD hunt in GMU 55A (private land, unlimited licenses)

10) Open River Ranch, Double E, and Pipkin Ranch WMAs to deer hunting for those with valid

licenses for the GMU.

11) Remove language “Excluding Fort Stanton” for the GMU 36 deer hunts.

12) Reduce youth licenses on Huey WMA in GMU 33 from 2 hunts of 10 licenses each to 2 hunts of
5 licenses each. The deer population on the Huey WMA is small and intermittent. This reduction
will still provide youth opportunities without pushing the deer onto adjacent private land.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

The Department continues to receive public comment. If you would like to comment on the proposals,
please send an email to: DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us.

Table 1. Summary of changes to deer license number for each Game Management Unit.

Licenses Licenses Proposed %
GMU Type Bag Weapon (old rule) (proposed) Action Change Change
REG FAD  Archery 120 120 -
REG FAD Muzz 50 50 -
2A REG FAD Rifle 150 150 -
YO FAD Nov Rifle 40 15 Reduce -25
YO FAD Oct Rifle 0 25 Bring Back 25
REG FAD  Rifle 40 40 R
2A: private land REG FAD Archery 15 15 -
only REG FAD  Archery 15 15 -
REG FAD Muzz 10 10 -
GMU 2A Total 440 440 0 0%
REG FAD  Archery 310 310 -
REG FAD Muzz 175 175 -
REG FAD Rifle 1150 1025 Reduce -125
2B YO FAD  Archery 70 70 -
YO FAD Muzz 20 20 -
YO FAD Oct Rifle 0 125 Bring Back 125
YO FAD Nov Rifle 150 25 Reduce -125
REG FAD Rifle 25 25 -
REG FAD Rifle 25 25 -
2B: private land REG FAD Rifle 75 75 -
only REG FAD  Archery 10 10 -
REG FAD  Archery 30 30 -
REG FAD Muzz 10 10 -



mailto:DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us

GMU 2B Total 2050 1925 -125 -6%
REG FAD Rifle 25 30 Increase 5
5B YO FAD Rifle 10 10 -
REG FAD Muzz 10 10 -
REG FAD Archery 10 10 -
GMU 5B Total 55 60 5 9%
MIP FAD Rifle 20 20 -
6A/6C REG FAD Archery 100 100 -
REG FAD Muzz 115 115 -
REG FAD Rifle 100 110 Increase 10
GMU 6A/6C Total 335 345 10 3%
Sept
REG FAD  Archery 10 10 -
Jan
7 REG FAD Archery 0 15 Create 15
REG FAD Muzz 20 25 Increase 5
REG FAD Rifle 25 30 Increase 5
GMU 7 Total 55 80 25 45%
8 REG FAD Archery 65 65 -
YO FAD Archery 50 65 Increase 15
GMU 8 Total 115 130 15 13%
Sept
REG FAD Archery 10 10 -
Jan
9 REG FAD  Archery 0 15 Create 15
REG FAD Muzz 10 10 -
REG FAD Rifle 10 15 Increase 5
YO FAD Rifle 10 10 -
9 (Marquez/LBar) | REG FAD Rifle 10 Create 10
GMU 9 Total 40 70 30 75%
REG FAD  Archery 20 20 -
12 REG FAD Muzz 40 40 -
REG FAD Rifle 90 85 Reduce -5
GMU 12 Total 150 145 -5 -3%
REG FAD Archery 30 35 Increase 5
14 REG FAD Muzz 50 55 Increase 5
REG FAD Rifle 50 55 Increase 5




Jan
REG FAD  Archery 25 25 -
GMU 14 Total 155 170 15 10%
19 REG FAD  Archery 10 10 -
REG FAD Muzz 10 10 -
19 (WSMR) REG FAD Rifle 5 10 Increase 5
GMU 19 Total 25 30 5 20%
REG FAD Archery 65 70 Increase 5
20 REG FAD Muzz 85 85 -
REG FAD Rifle 180 180 -
GMU 20 Total 330 335 5 2%
REG FAD  Archery 500 500 -
REG FAD Muzz 350 350 -
21 REG FAD Rifle 850 850 -
REG FAWTD Rifle 0 25 Create 25
YO FAD Rifle 100 100 -
GMU 21 Total 1800 1825 25 1%
YO FAD Rifle 75 75 -
REG FAMD Archery 255 255 -
REG FAMD Muzz 225 225 -
23 REG FAMD Rifle 900 900 -
REG FAWTD Archery 150 150 -
REG FAWTD Muzz 45 75 Increase 30
REG FAWTD Rifle 150 155 Increase 5
GMU 23 Total 1800 1835 35 2%
YO FAD Rifle 100 100 -
REG FAMD Archery 200 220 Increase 20
REG FAMD Muzz 280 280 -
24 REG FAMD Rifle 800 800 -
REG FAWTD Archery 100 100 -
REG FAWTD Muzz 40 75 Increase 35
REG FAWTD Rifle 150 150 -
GMU 24 Total 1670 1725 55 3%
REG FAD  Archery 40 40 -
26 REG FAD Muzz 60 60 -
REG FAD Rifle 200 200 -
REG FAWTD Rifle 0 25 Create 25




GMU 26 Total 300 325 25 8%
YO FAD Rifle 25 25 -
Sept
REG FAMD Archery 0 30 Create 30
Jan
REG FAMD Archery 40 30 Decrease -10
REG FAMD Muzz 40 40 -
27 REG FAMD Rifle 100 100 -
Sept
REG FAWTD Archery 0 15 Create 15
Jan
REG FAWTD Archery 40 40 -
REG FAWTD Muzz 50 50 -
REG FAWTD Rifle 65 65 -
GMU 27 Total 360 395 35 10%
REG FAD Archery 150 150 -
29 REG FAD Muzz 70 70 -
REG FAD Rifle 340 300 Decrease -40
GMU 29 Total 560 520 -40 -7%
REG FAD Archery 300 300 -
30 REG FAD Muzz 325 325 -
REG FAD Rifle 1600 1440 Decrease -160
YO FAD Rifle 250 250 -
GMU 30 Total 2475 2315 -160 -6%
REG FAD Archery 275 275 -
31 REG FAD Muzz 175 175 -
REG FAD Rifle 925 875 Decrease -50
GMU 31 Total 1375 1325 -50 -4%
REG A Rifle 15 15 -
YO A Rifle 15 15 -
32 REG FAD Archery 250 250 -
REG FAD Muzz 175 175 -
REG FAD Rifle 1250 1125 Decrease -125
GMU 32 Total 1705 1580 -125 -7%
REG FAD Archery 110 110 -
33 REG FAD Muzz 140 140 -
YO A Muzz 10 5 Decrease -5
YO ESD Muzz 10 5 Decrease -5




REG FAD Rifle 300 300 -
GMU 33 Total 570 560 -10 -2%
MIP FAD Rifle 50 50 -
REG FAD Archery 800 800 -
34 REG FAD Muzz 340 340 -
REG FAD Rifle 1470 1300 Decrease -170
YO FAD Rifle 45 45 -
GMU 34 Total 2705 2535 -170 -6%
REG FAD Archery 180 180 -
37 REG FAD Muzz 125 125 -
REG FAD Rifle 750 725 Decrease -25
GMU 37 Total 1055 1030 -25 -2%
REG FAD Archery 105 105 -
38 REG FAD Muzz 100 100 -
REG FAD Rifle 350 315 Decrease -35
GMU 38 Total 555 520 -35 -6%
REG FAD Archery 40 40 -
39 REG FAD Muzz 40 40 -
REG FAD Rifle 80 70 Decrease -10
GMU 39 Total 160 150 -10 -6%
REG FAD Archery 25 35 Increase 10
40 REG FAD Muzz 25 30 Increase 5
REG FAD Rifle 100 100 -
GMU 40 Total 150 165 15 10%
REG FAD Archery 10 15 Increase 5
42 REG FAD Muzz 10 15 Increase 5
REG FAD Rifle 75 80 Increase 5
REG FAWTD Rifle 10 10 -
GMU 42 Total 105 120 15 14%
REG FAD  Archery 10 10 -
43 REG FAD Muzz 10 15 Increase 5
REG FAD Rifle 35 35 -
GMU 43 Total 55 60 5 9%
45 MIP FAD Rifle 25 25 -
REG FAD Archery 150 165 Increase 15




REG FAD Muzz 160 160 -
REG FAD Rifle 500 500 -
YO FAD Rifle 25 25 -
GMU 45 Total 860 875 15 2%
REG FAD Archery 10 10 -
47 REG FAD Muzz 20 20 -
REG FAD Rifle 40 45 Increase 5
GMU 47 Total 70 75 5 7%
REG FAD  Archery 45 45 -
48 REG FAD Muzz 25 30 Increase 5
REG FAD Rifle 90 100 Increase 10
GMU 48 Total 160 175 15 9%
49 REG FAD Archery 100 105 Increase 5
REG FAD Rifle 180 200 Increase 20
GMU 49 Total 280 305 25 9%
51B 51B REG Archery 10 15 Increase 5
51B 51B REG Rifle 30 35 Increase 5
GMU 51B Total 40 50 10 25%
53 REG FAD Archery 90 100 Increase 10
REG FAD Rifle 170 170 -
GMU 53 Total 260 270 10 4%
REG FAD Rifl 30 20 D -10
54/55 Colin Neblett e ecrease
REG FAD Archery 10 10 -
55 Valle Vidal REG FAD  Archery 10 10 -
55 ES Barker REG FAD R!fle 5 5 -
YO FAD Rifle 5 5 -
55 Urraca REG FAD Rifle 20 10 Decrease -10
GMU 54/55 Total 80 60 -20 -25%
YO ESWTD Rifle 10 10 -
REG FAD  Archery 10 10 -
56 REG FAD Muzz 10 15 Increase 5
REG FAD Rifle 30 30 -
YO FAD Rifle 10 10 -
GMU 56 Total 70 75 5 7%
58 YO ESWTD Rifle 15 15 -




REG FAD  Archery 10 10 -
REG FAD Muzz 25 25 -
REG FAD Rifle 75 75 -
YO FAD Rifle 10 10 -
REG FAWTD Rifle 10 15 Increase 5
GMU 58 Total 145 150 5 3%
YO ESWTD Rifle 15 15 -
REG FAD Archery 10 10 -
59 REG FAD Muzz 25 25 -
REG FAD Rifle 80 80 -
YO FAD Rifle 5 5 -
REG FAWTD Rifle 10 15 Increase 5
GMU 59 Total 145 150 5 3%




Technical Information for
Deer Rule Development

PURPOSE
Maintain sustainable hunting opportunities in New Mexico while maintaining populations, based
on deer biology and data collected from both aerial surveys and hunter harvest reports.

DEER BIOLOGY AND MANAGEMENT

Deer population growth is driven by both adult female and fawn survival. Adult doe survival is
consistent across the mule deer range with only minor variability. Fawn survival on the other hand varies
by region and across years, and it is heavily influenced by precipitation timing and amount coupled with
habitat conditions. Therefore, multiple years of timely summer monsoonal rains are necessary to see
significant deer population growth in New Mexico.

Because a single male will breed many females within a breeding season, >95% of does will be
pregnant each year. Unless the number of bucks falls below 10 bucks per 100 does, buck mortality does
not impact pregnancy rates. As such, buck harvest does not negatively impact population growth.

New Mexico manages for a variety of hunting opportunities or strategies across the state. Hunt
structure in some Game Management Units (GMUSs) are designed to provide an opportunity to hunt deer
and harvest a buck regardless of size or age class. Hunts in other GMUs are designed to provide a
“quality” hunting experience where hunters can see more bucks of varying age classes, encounter fewer
hunters, and potentially harvest a large antlered buck. Special circumstances such as high deer densities in
close proximity to human populations may result in the Department altering objectives for a localized
area or for an entire GMU.

Standard Hunt Units

Standard hunts (also defined as Opportunity Hunts) are designed to provide applicants with a
higher chance of drawing a deer hunting license. These units are managed to maximize annual hunter
opportunity without negatively impacting overall population health. Hunting opportunities in these units
range from slightly restrictive to nonrestrictive depending on deer population trends.

GMUs in opportunity hunt units are designed to maintain a post-hunt B:D ratio of at least 15
bucks:100 does. The age class of bucks in opportunity units will typically be younger than that in Quality
units. Hunter density in these areas will typically be higher and success rate may be lower as a result.

Some GMUs are listed a Standard Hunt but hunter numbers, success rates, and satisfaction are
consistently high. However, landscape attributes or accessible public lands may not allow for an increase
in hunter numbers.

Quality Hunt Units

Quality hunts are designed to provide hunters with some combination of lower hunter density per
hunt, an increased opportunity for success, an ability to select from a wider selection of legal animals,
and/or season structures (timing and length) that provide a more pleasurable hunting experience. Quality
hunts are designated by the Commission and license availability is restrictive.

Quality hunt units are designed to maintain a post-hunt B:D ratio of at least 30 bucks:100 does.
Because the B:D ratio is generally high in Quality hunt units, there will be a more even age structure of
bucks on the landscape. As such, the average age structure of harvested bucks in Quality units is typically
older. Hunter density is typically low, but instances might arise where a unique Quality hunting
opportunity results in greater hunter density than what the guidelines suggest. These instances will be
evaluated on a case by case basis.




White-tailed Deer

The nature of Coues white-tailed deer is such that success rates are typically be lower. License
allocation recommendations for Coues white-tailed deer are made with emphasis on hunter satisfaction
and supplemented with local population knowledge.

Success rates for Texas white-tailed deer on the eastern portion of the state are consistently low.
These hunts provide hunters with an opportunity to hunt on a more consistent basis, and they have
minimal impact on the deer population.

Guidelines and License Allocations

Guidelines were developed for each fee type (“Standard” and “Quality”, Table 1). These
guidelines were compared with survey data and trends in harvest and success rates for each GMU
(Appendix 1 and 2) when adjusting licenses for the 2023-2027 rule cycle. Harvest for all hunts of a
specified weapon type within a GMU was considered and licenses were adjusted accordingly. In some
instances, trends for a particular hunt or GMU were inconsistent. When this occurred, recommendations
were made based on what the majority of the trends suggested.

Table 1. Guidelines used to adjust license numbers for the 2023-2027 4-year rule cycle.

Parameter Decrease Maintain Increase

- Fawn:Doe? <35 35-45 -

= Buck:Doe? <15 15-25 >25

‘g Rifle and Muzzleloader Success” <20% 20% - 35% >35%

St Archery Success? <10% 10 - 25% >25%
Hunter Density (mi?)° >1 05-1 <0.5
Fawn:Doe? <35 35-45 -

> Buck:Doe? <30 30-40 >40

§ Rifle and Muzzleloader Success® <40% 40 - 55% >55%

e Archery Success® <20% 20 - 35% >35%
Hunter Density (mi?)° >0.3 0.1-0.3 <0.1
Population Trend? Decreasing Stable Increasing
Hunter Satisfaction <3.0 3.0-35 >3.5
Hunter Satisfaction Trend Decreasing Constant Increasing

2The 3-year average of the composition ratios is used as the basis for setting license quotas. Because this
ratio data is limited for the current 4-year rule development, ratios receive limited weight for most
GMUs.

b Harvest success is used to adjust license numbers during development of the 4-year rule using the
average harvest success rate for the prior 3 years.

¢ Calculated by dividing the number of hunters on the landscape by the legally accessible public land (mi?)
within a GMU. This metric does not take into account the type or quality of habitat contained within the
public land boundaries.

d Situations might arise where hunt modifications do not follow this guideline. For instance, a population
might be stable, or even decreasing, and the Department desires to increase buck harvest. Because male
harvest does not negatively impact a population, increased buck harvest may be possible without
detrimental impacts to the population. In addition, antlerless harvest may be considered under certain
circumstances. Examples include areas of high disease risk (i.e. CWD), areas where social tolerance of
deer or specifically bucks is low, areas where the hunting public desires greater opportunity to hunt or
harvest a buck, etc.



LONG-TERM STATEWIDE AVERAGES

Table 2. 2017-2021 Statewide 5-year averages for each REG fee hunt type for mule deer and Texas

white-tailed deer.

Standard Quality
Success | Satisfaction | Success | Satisfaction
Archery 21 3.3 .32 3.6
Muzzleloader .33 3.2 A1 3.4
Rifle .32 3.2 .52 35

Table 3. 2017-2021 Statewide 5-year averages for each REG fee hunt ty

Standard Quality
Success | Satisfaction | Success | Satisfaction
Archery 15 3.1 .18 3.3
Muzzleloader .30 3.1 .34 3.3
Rifle .32 3.2 .36 3.2

e for Coues white-tailed deer.

Appendix 1: Composition ratio from 2006-2021aerial deer surveys, New Mexico Department of
Game and Fish. The Department is not able to survey all Game Management Units (GMU) each
year. Graphs that are missing years indicates that survey data is not available for that year or

GMU. Survey methodologies have been altered several times since 2006. As such, the total deer
observed does not represent trends in overall population size.
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Appendix 2: Trends in deer license numbers, estimated hunters, estimated harvest, success rate,
and satisfaction rating for deer hunts in each Game Management Unit from 2011-2021, New

Mexico Department of Game and Fish. Trends are calculated for each hunt type, weapon, and
bag limit.
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2022 — 2023 NEW MEXICO DEER HUNTING PROSPECTS

DEER HUNTING OVERVIEW

Whether you define quality deer hunting as having the opportunity to see a lot of deer, or
having the opportunity to harvest an older deer with significant antler mass, deer hunting
in New Mexico will offer something for you.

The Land of Enchantment offers ample opportunities for hunters to pursue deer. From
the Alpine areas of the Sangre de Cristo Mountain Range to the desert floors in
southwestern New Mexico, hunters can experience a variety of habitats.

Approximately 36,000 sportspersons hunt deer in New Mexico annually, with
approximately 11,000 deer harvested. Mule deer comprise 95% of the deer harvest, but
New Mexico also offers unique opportunities to hunt both Coues and Texas white-tailed
deer. Except for in a few specific instances, does are not able to be harvested.

License and Hunt Types

New Mexico Department of Game

and Fish (Department) offers both

public draw licenses and private-

land only licenses. Licenses

issued through the public draw are

valid on legally accessible public

land and private land with written

permission in the Game

Management Unit (GMU) for

which the license is issued.

Private-land only licenses are only

valid on private properties with

written permission in the GMU and for the dates specified on the license. Most private-
land only licenses are available over the counter from any license vendor.

The Department also restricts weapon types during the season, offering rifle,
muzzleloader or archery hunting options through standard and quality hunt types.

SURVEYS AND POPULATION TRENDS

Deer populations naturally fluctuate between high and low densities over time, and
fluctuations can be dramatic. Deer population growth or decline is largely driven by adult
female and fawn survival, and changes in these rates can cause populations to fluctuate.
Weather, disease, predation and human induced mortality impact adult female and fawn
survival; however, availability of quality forbs, shrubs, and concealment cover can lessen
or intensify the effect of these individual factors. For more information on issues impacting
mule deer populations, visit

https://www.wafwa.org/committees __groups/mule _deer_working_group/publications/.



https://www.wafwa.org/committees___groups/mule_deer_working_group/publications/

Poor conditions for deer population growth in the
early-2000s resulted in suppressed deer numbers
in several parts of the state. However, improved
conditions in recent years have led to increased
fawn recruitment and female survival. As a result,
deer populations in New Mexico are stable, with
most herds experiencing population growth.

The Department conducts post-hunt, aerial
surveys to determine buck to doe (B:D) and fawn
to doe (F:D) ratios each winter and to monitor
overall population trends. The long-term
statewide averages are 36 fawns:100 does and
32 bucks:100 does which are within the
Department’'s management objectives. These
ratios and trends indicate that the statewide
population is stable in most areas with some
local variation in population trajectories.

In general, deer herds in northern New Mexico are
healthy with some populations experiencing rapid
growth.

Although deer populations in southern New

Mexico are lower than historical data suggests,

F:D and B:D ratios have been improving over
recent years. Populations in southern New Mexico are stable with some local populations
seeing significant increases.

LANDOWNERSHIP

Approximately eleven percent of the land mass in New Mexico is tribally owned. Of the
remaining land mass, approximately 50% is public land while the other 50% is privately
owned. Public lands available to hunt deer in New Mexico include state owned and
managed properties to federally owned and managed (Figure 1). Each jurisdiction has
different rules for access and recreation on their properties.

Additional information about rules for each landownership type can be found on the
Department’s website or by accessing the links below.



http://www.wildlife.state.nm.us/hunting/maps/lands-information

Figure 1. Map of Department GMUs and New Mexico
surface ownership.

For more information on Federally Owned Property
Bureau of Land Management
https://www.blm.gov/node/7050

US Forest Service
https://www.fs.usda.gov/r3

US Fish and Wildlife Service National Wildlife Refuge System
https://www.fws.gov/refuges/refugelocatormaps/NewMexico.html

For more information on State owned lands
New Mexico Department of Game and Fish Wildlife Management Areas
http://www.wildlife.state.nm.us/conservation/state-game-commission-lands/

New Mexico State Land Office
http://www.nmstatelands.org/hunting-access-info.aspx



https://www.blm.gov/node/7050
https://www.fs.usda.gov/r3
https://www.fws.gov/refuges/refugelocatormaps/NewMexico.html
http://www.wildlife.state.nm.us/conservation/state-game-commission-lands/
http://www.nmstatelands.org/hunting-access-info.aspx

HUNTING PROSPECTS

New Mexico is known for its mule deer hunting, and it is a destination for both residents
and non-residents who wish to harvest a high-quality mule deer buck. New Mexico has
two subspecies of mule deer, Rocky Mountain mule deer and desert mule deer. In
general, Rocky Mountain mule deer inhabit areas north of Interstate 40, while desert mule
deer are found south of Interstate 40 (Figure 1).

In addition to mule deer, New Mexico has two subspecies of white-tailed deer, Coues
white-tailed deer (also known in hunting circles as the “gray ghost of the desert”) and
Texas white-tailed deer. Southwestern New Mexico is known for its Coues white-tailed
deer hunting opportunities. Coues white-tailed deer are found throughout most GMUS in
the Southwest portions of the state (Figure 2). Texas white-tailed deer can be found in
pockets in the eastern portion of New Mexico from the Texas to Colorado borders as well
as in the Sacramento Mountains (Figure 3). Some Texas white-tailed deer have also been
observed in the Sandia and Manzano Mountains in recent years.

Figure 2. Coues white-tailed deer Figure 3. Texas white-tailed deer
distribution in New Mexico. distribution in New Mexico.



Opportunity vs Quality

The Department manages deer hunting for both “opportunity” and “quality”, depending on
the area. The hunt designation is listed in the Big Game Rule and Information Booklet
under the “Fee Type” for each listed hunt.

- Standard hunts (also thought of as opportunity
hunts) are managed to maximize annual hunter
opportunity without negative impacts to overall
population health. These hunts typically provide
applicants with a higher chance of drawing a
deer hunting license, but typically there is a
higher number of hunters in the area and
success rates may be lower as a result. The
average age of harvested bucks in standard
units is typically younger than that found in
quality units.

- Quality hunts are designed to provide hunters
with some combination of lower hunter density,
an increased opportunity for success and an
ability to choose from a wider selection of legal
animals. Quality hunts also may offer season
structures with varying timing and length that
may provide longer hunts that are closer to the
rut. Draw odds in quality hunts are typically
lower, but success rates are generally higher for
those that draw a tag. In addition, the average
age of harvested bucks is generally greater than  Photo by E. Duvuvuei
those harvested in standard units.

Regardless of area, weapon, or species hunted the harvest success rate for all deer hunts
in New Mexico is approximately 33%. This success rate rivals that in other well-known
deer hunting states in the west.

Opportunity Hunting Areas

GMUs 2B, 21, 23, 30, 31, 32, 34, 36 and 37 consistently have the highest deer harvest
and many hunters successfully harvest bucks from these units annually. Areas with the
highest deer densities and greater potential to harvest any legal buck can be found in the
GMUs that are on the northern border of New Mexico as well as the Sacramento
Mountains and the Guadalupe Mountains in the southeastern part of the state. Despite
being managed for “opportunity”, older age class bucks can certainly be found in these
GMUs by hunters willing to put in some extra work.

Quality Hunting Areas

GMUs 2C, 4, 5B, 6A/6C, 31, 33 and 45 regularly produce mule deer that make the Boone
and Crockett (B&C) record book. In addition, several mule deer bucks meeting the B&C
minimum have been taken in GMUs 13, 14 and 17 in recent years.




Most large mule deer bucks are consistently harvested in the northwestern portion of the
state each year. In fact, Rio Arriba County, New Mexico has the most mule deer entries
in the B&C record book of any other county in North America. The sand hill country in
eastern New Mexico also regularly produces bucks that make the B&C record

book.

Hunters wanting to harvest a B&C Coues white-
tailed buck should consider GMUs 23, 24 and
27. These units have produced record book
Coues bucks over the years.

Photo by T. Mitchusson

Habitat and Terrain

The diverse terrain found in New Mexico offers a variety of deer hunting experiences. The
list of habitats and GMUs below is not comprehensive but it gives hunters a general idea
of what type of hunting can be found across New Mexico.

Mountains and Alpine (GMUs 6A/6C, 8, 14, 16, 17, 34, 36, 37, 45, 49, 51A/B, 52, 53,
55A):

These units offer a variety of hunting experiences that can be tailored to your specific
hunting style. Hunters can glass from ridges or roads, stalk through timber, sit on trails
and water sources, or stalk bedded bucks in an alpine environment. A network of forest
service roads provide access to hunters wishing to conduct day trips near their camps or
vehicles, while those looking to get away from the crowds can backpack in or set up spike
camps in the backcountry.

Hunters can find deer from the lower mountain valleys to Wheeler Peak, the highest peak
in New Mexico which stands at 13,161’. These GMUs are characterized by mountainous
terrain containing dark conifer and aspen forests with pockets of open meadows and
mountain shrubs. Hunters wishing to
hunt deer specifically in alpine
environments should consider GMUs
45, 49 and 53 while the remaining
units offer deer hunting opportunities
in a mountain environment below
timberline. Deer in mountain habitats
may migrate to lower elevations when
winter snowpack becomes too deep

to access food resources. )
Photo by O. Duvuvuei



Forest Service land dominates these GMUs and access can be gained through their
network of roads and trails (see link above). Hunting can be challenging at times due to
some rugged terrain that may require long, steep hikes, but success rates are high and
mature bucks are taken in these units each year.

Plains and Rolling Hills (GMUs 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 47, 56, and 59):

The eastern portion of the state where these GMUs are found is dominated by plains and
rolling hills with some canyons, escarpments, and sky island mountains in isolated areas.
Shrublands, coulees and low conifer forests can be found where these breaks in the
plains occur, and are often good deer habitat. To effectively hunt these GMUs, hunters
may spend several hours glassing the habitat before stalking within shooting distance.
Successful hunters are effective at spotting deer that are hidden in plain sight and using
the wrinkles in terrain to conceal their movements across the open habitat.

Publicly accessible land is checkerboarded throughout these GMUs, and it is managed
by the State Land Office (see link above) with the exception the Gallinas mountains in
GMU 38 which is primarily forest service property. Extensive hiking opportunities are not
typically available; however, hunters can day hike from their vehicles to glass the terrain
and stalk through the various tracts of public land. Access to these tracts is gained through
publicly maintained roads. Because the terrain is generally gentler, hunting may not be
as physically demanding as in other habitats.

Since the terrain is more open, there is potential to see lots of deer in pockets in these
units, and some large bucks can be found. Success rates in these GMUs can be high for
rifle hunters but getting within bow range across the open habitat can be challenging.
However, archery hunters find success in these units each year.

GMUs 56 and 59 have a network of mesas and volcanic cones that are separated by
expanses of plains and grasslands. Public hunting in these units is available through the
interspersed patches of State Land Office property. Although this area isn’t known for its
large bucks, deer densities are good and hunters can find good success in these units.

Sand Hill Country (GMUs 31, 32, and 33):

The sand hill country of eastern New Mexico is often overlooked by hunters seeking areas
with good deer numbers and bucks with large antlers. Although this area isn’t the first
place that hunters think about when looking for a record buck in New Mexico, mature
bucks are regularly harvested in this area. Deer antler growth is fueled by the shinnery
oak and other nutritious forbs and shrubs found in this habitat, while the abundance of
cover allows for increased fawn survival and recruitment.

Similar to the rolling hills and plains, hunters should plan to glass over large areas devoid
of trees and plan their stalks using the rolling terrain to conceal their movement. Hunters
in the sand hill country may not see as many deer as they might in the northwestern part
of the state, and they may have to spend several hours glassing and hiking. However,
deer are plentiful and an abundance of bucks are available to be harvested, some of



which can qualify for the record books. State Land Office property and BLM land is
checkerboarded in these GMUs and access is gained through the publicly maintained
roads (see links above). Although these units have some large tracts of public land,
backpacking opportunities are limited and day hikes from camp or the vehicle are the
most common type of hunting.

While GMUs 31 and 32 are managed for opportunity, GMU 33 is considered a quality
unit, and success rates in each of these GMUs are high. Depending on the hunter’s
desire, they can harvest the first legal buck to fill the freezer or hold out for a mature buck
which can be found throughout the sand hill country.

Canyons, Mesas, and Rimrock (GMUs 2A, 2B, 2C, 57, and 58):

The northwestern and northeastern portions of New Mexico are characterized by
canyons, mesas and rimrock. This habitat allows for all methods of deer hunting. Hunters
can glass large expanses of habitat from a single vantage point or they can hike the many
wooded draws, mountains and rimrock in search of a buck to take home.

GMUs 2A, 2B and 2C in the northwest
are dominated by sagebrush mesas
with pinyon and juniper along the
mesa edges and throughout the
canyons. These mesas and canyons
give way to higher elevation
mountains to the East.
Landownership and hunting access in
the Northwest is predominately
federal land owned by the Bureau of
Land Management (BLM) and the
U.S. Forest Service (USFS; see links
above). The deer herd in these GMUs
is largely migratory; they migrate 40-70 miles from the high summer range of the San
Juan Mountains in Colorado to winter in the Rosa area near Farmington. The migration
starts in the middle of October each year regardless of snowpack, and the deer arrive on
the winter range in NM within ~14 days. Deer hunting licenses in GMUs 2B and 2C are
highly sought after by hunters looking to fill their freezer or take a B&C buck; several big
bucks are harvested in these GMUs each year.

Photo by O. Duvuvuei

GMUs 57 and 58 have a network of mesas, coulees and volcanic cones. The slopes and
coulees are dominated by scrub oak and pinyon-juniper woodlands while the mesa tops
are predominately grasslands. Public land hunting opportunities is available on
checkerboarded State Land Office properties.

Desert Habitat (GMUs 18, 20, 21B, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, and portions of 31 and 32):

Most GMUs in the southern portion of the state are characterized by desert habitat with
some river bottoms and drainages interspersed throughout. Deer densities can be
sporadic in desert habitats, but good numbers can be found in pockets throughout these




units. Deer densities and population trends in desert habitats are largely influenced by
the timing and amount of rainfall. In dry years, deer will typically be within 1.5 miles of
water sources in desert habitats.

These units have an expansive network of public land ranging from BLM, USFS and State
Land Office properties (see links above). Access to these public lands is gained through
publicly maintained roads and the system of BLM and USFS roads.

The desert habitat in New Mexico provides a great opportunity for hunters to fill the freezer
with a legal buck, but they aren’t known for regularly producing record book mule deer
bucks. Despite this, a few hunters take home mature mule deer every year. To locate
deer in this country, hunters find it best to sit at a vantage point and glass the open terrain
and shrubby draws. Once a buck is spotted, hunters will use the wrinkles in the landscape
to hide their movements and get in shooting range. Some hunters, however, prefer to sit
near water sources and wait for the bucks to come in for a drink.

Photo by E. Duvuvuei

What to expect for the 2022-2023 season

The last few years have been dry throughout much of New Mexico which has resulted in
slightly lower fawn recruitment. Despite the drought conditions, adult buck and doe
survival remains consistent and harvest success rates are steady. Deer numbers are
stable but average throughout much of the state. As such, hunters will not likely see a

9



noticeable increase in deer populations or observations during their hunts. However, an
abundance of bucks remain on the landscape and will be available for harvest.

If you have any questions about applying for a New Mexico hunt, you can contact the
information center toll free at 1-888-248-6866.
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From: ab sales

To: Duvuvuei, Orrin, DGF; DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL]
Date: Friday, March 11, 2022 4:28:30 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.
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Thank you for taking the time to consider a January archery mule deer hunt in gmu?7.

I have collected signatures on a petition of other landowners and hunters also interested in
gmu7 january hunt.

My contact info is Jason Gallegos
505-261-1068



From: michael hand

To: DGF-Deer-Rule; DGFE-Exotics-Rule; Archuleta, Deanna, DGF; Lopez, Tirzio. DGF; Salazar-Henry, Roberta, DGF;
Hickey. Sharon, DGF; DGE-Elk-Rule

Subject: [EXTERNAL]

Date: Thursday, July 21, 2022 3:54:33 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Good Afternoon Sir/Ma'am,

| am a resident of Tijeras, NM and avid outdoorsman, muzzleloader hunter and proud veteran.
| was extremely disappointed to see the Department's muzzleloader proposal. | believe the
department'’s reasoning is flawed and that it is unfair and discriminatory.

When | moved to NM and began hunting 7 years ago | purchased a legal hunting weapon
(scoped muzzleloader) for less than $400 and | can shoot it accurately out to about 200 yards
on a good day. If this proposal passes | will have to purchase a new weapon as my
muzzleloader is specifically designed for a scope and will not accept sites without custom
fabrication work, this proposal would directly impact my wallet.

The muzzleloaders capable of shooting accurately past 300 yards cost thousands of dollars and
most New Mexicans cannot afford this price tag and do not own $5,000 muzzleloaders. Most
muzzleloader hunts in NM happen during the tail end of the rut, this is the reason
muzzleloader hunts are nearly as successful as rifle hunts.

The department's proposal is unfair because it is placing the burden of wildlife management
solely on muzzleloader hunters, the burden should be shared by rifle and archery hunters as
well, even if that means less tags. The accuracy and effective range of archery equipment and
rifle has increased lock step with that of muzzleloaders. Bowhunters are now taking animals
out to 100 yards, and rifle hunters are taking game beyond 1000 yards yet there are no
proposals to further restrict that equipment. The department needs to work with new
technology, hunting equipment is going to keep improving and it is their job to manage
wildlife in an continuously evolving world.

Finally, the department's proposal is discriminatory againts older hunters with diminished
vision, | myself suffer from vision loss and having a scope on my muzzleloader keeps me in
the game as a hunter. Many muzzleloader hunters will no longer be able to hunt as it is
difficult to pick up the sights with poor vision. Furthermore, passing this proposal will
increase the risk discriminatory law suits.

| sincerely hope you reject this proposal and ask the dept to come up with another way to
manage wildlife rather than completely putting the burden on muzzleloader hunters.

Thank you for your consideration.
Mike
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From: Tony Otero

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] 2022 New Mexico Deer Hunting Management
Date: Monday, May 16, 2022 9:03:57 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Thank You for your work on these rule changes. My suggestions are listed below. My suggestions are for
the Gila National forest area. Deer in the Gila are suffering for many reasons, Especially mule deer.

- Change Coues Deer Archery Hunts back to January 1 - 15 or allow Coues deer hunters to hunt January
1-30.

- Reduce mule deer tags by 25% in unit 23, 24, 22 and Burro Hunt area.

- Improve trick tank management and issue citations to Ranches who shut off Habitat improvement water
sources.

- The new Muzzle Loader rule is a great idea! No more scopes. Its not about hunting anymore its about
shooting.... Deer don't change as technology changes or improves.

- Increase cost for licenses. Long overdue, no money to manage there will be no game to manage.

Thank You,

Tony Otero
Tyrone NM


mailto:gilamanotero@yahoo.com
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From: Kurtis Bowles

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Archery Deer Hunts
Date: Wednesday, September 21, 2022 3:35:01 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Good Afternoon,

| would like to express my opinions on the matter of September Archery Deer hunts; A few
years back, unsuccessful Archery Deer hunters were able to go and hunt in January during the
rut in order to try and fill their tags when deer movement is more consistent especially in the
Mid-East portion of the state (Units 32 & 31 and others). When this rule was changed it made
it damn near impossible to harvest during the 100-degree days we experience over here in
September and also damn near impossible to draw any kind of January hunt to the point |
didn't draw deer this year for the first time in many years. | think a good rule change would be
to allow September Archery hunters to harvest a Doe or Buck during the hunt, as that is all
you see in Unit 32 during the heat of September. Finding a buck and getting a stalk on him
through the desert while avoiding the ever-abundant rattlesnakes is difficult to say the least.
Those of us enduring the heat and working our asses off to try and fill those tags deserve
some release and an ability to make all our hard work pay off.

Thank you,

Kurtis Bowles

Server Administrator

Special Operations Advanced Capabilities Squadron (SOACS)
“Digital Dagger”

Cannon AFB, NM

Comm: 575-784-8506

DSN: 681-8506


mailto:kbowles@vectorsolutions.us
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From: tracksupe@amail.com

To: DGF-Deer-Rule; DGF-Elk-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Big Game Rule Development
Date: Monday, October 10, 2022 9:08:34 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

To whom it may concern,

Please Consider those of us with failing eye sight when making rules for muzzleloaders. The majority of most
ethical hunters are not gonna try for 500-800 yard shots with a muzzleloader. Most are going to be between 100-250
yards. | believe if you take away scopes there will be more game waste. | express the views of many.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Jeremy Turner

To: DGF-Elk-Rule; DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] CHANGE IN DEFINITION OF A LEGAL MUZZLE-LOADER (
Date: Thursday, May 12, 2022 10:46:06 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Good morning,

| wanted to send you folks a comment about the change to muzzleloaders being proposed.
First off, I would like to say | am really indifferent to using a scope or not using one. | drew
muzzleloader for deer this year, which was my first time applying for that type of hunt. Yeah,
it's in unit 40, so | will make the best of it.

My concern with the proposed change is has the department done their due diligence? |
understand that you stated the success rates are pretty high, rivaling that of the rifle hunts.
However, was any consideration made regarding the timing of the muzzleloading hunts? They
fall before the rifle hunts. From my experience, normally hunting in the second deer hunt,
they (deer) are pretty skittish at the time. They have become accustomed to hearing rifle

shots, seeing hunters, etc. The appeal to me for muzzleloading is that hopefully the deer aren't
as skittish at the beginning of the season. If that is true, that could contribute to the higher
success rates. | hope to find that out this year, as | was unsuccessful in my rifle hunt (deer)
last year in unit 40.

As for unit 40, any plans on expanding the open gate policy to some of the areas in this unit?
There is so much state land, especially around that caprock north of Clovis, that is landlocked
that we cannot get to.

Thanks,
Jeremy Turner


mailto:turnerje58@gmail.com
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From: Rearick, Michael Sean

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] CHANGE IN DEFINITION OF A LEGAL MUZZLE-LOADER
Date: Monday, May 9, 2022 8:57:51 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

As a citizen of this state and an avid outdoors person/hunter, | am in agreement with the
muzzleloader discussion of keeping primitive hunts primitive by removing the use of scopes. |
believe that this will help those units that are entirely primitive hunting tags (ie ELK GMU 13 and 15)
retain the quality of animals that historically have been harvested there. By removing scopes, there
is the opportunity to perhaps open more tags to hunters due to drops in the harvest rates. A
modern muzzleloader with scope that is capable of shooting 500-1000 yards is not a primitive
weapon. This is not the spirit of the primitive hunt. Hitting a target at 1000 yards is great shooting
but not hunting in my opinion.

Sincerely,

Michael Rearick


mailto:mrearick@lanl.gov
mailto:DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us

From: Brandon Page

To: DGF-Elk-Rule; DGF-Deer-Rule; DGE-Exotics-Rule; DGE-Pronghorn-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] CHANGE IN DEFINITION OF A LEGAL MUZZLE-LOADER
Date: Thursday, July 7, 2022 1:14:27 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Hello All,

As a hunter that travels to New Mexico for big game hunting | do not support the change in using
optics for muzzleloader hunting. My thoughts are that a muzzleloader is inherently less accurate
than a rifle due to black powder loads that can be impacted by the weather, humidity, degradation
of powder and being in a non-encapsulated factory measured casing/round. The restriction in optics
will increase the number of big game that are wounded and not recovered. Muzzleloaders are not
able to take quick follow up shots and a poor shot would lead to an unused tag and a potentially
mortally wounded animal that does not get recovered. | think without optics that fewer tags will be
sold for muzzleloaders due to the added burden and difficulty. Or conversely, more people will
apply for muzzleloader tags that do not have the expertise for these difficult hunts with a
muzzleloader. Optics help older hunters that buy the majority of the big game tags. Ethical hunting
is what we all stand for and that is my main concern for reaching out on this matter, let’s make sure
that we do justice to the big game that is provided to us. Thank you for your time and | appreciate
all your efforts.

Best Regards,

Brandon Page
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From: Tylor Wright

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Changes to youth 2b hunts
Date: Friday, April 22, 2022 9:33:41 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

Highly against- its a sad day when adults cry out for the removal of youth opportunities, one of the only options for
youth to take respectable class of deer!


mailto:bcscabberton@gmail.com
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From: Joel Blankenship

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Proposed Rule Change
Date: Tuesday, April 19, 2022 11:51:26 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

I am opposed to the proposal to not allow scopes on muzzleloaders. | really enjoy hunting all species and seasons of
big game animals with my muzzleloaders. However, | have a medical eyesight condition which prevents me from
using open sight. In my home state of Idaho, | have applied for and been granted an exemption to the open sight
rule, and the state allows “low power scopes” up to 4X for vision impaired hunters. | would like to see a maximum
power of 4X for all muzzleloaders, or a provision for optical exemptions

Thank you


mailto:jkblankenship@msn.com
mailto:DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us

From: Lance Allgood

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment regarding changes to the Deer Rules
Date: Wednesday, April 27, 2022 12:19:26 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

My name is Lance Allgood | am a lifetime resident of NM residing in Gallup NM. | would ask the Commission to
consider additional changes to the Deer Rule. | would propose that the current system of issuing an unlimited
number of private land authorizations be discontinued and that all private land deer permits be made subject to a
special draw system or limited to a specific number based on a system such as is used for allocation of private land
elk authorizations under the E-Plus system.

Sent from my iPhone


mailto:lanceallgood59@gmail.com
mailto:DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us

From: Steve Henke

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment
Date: Wednesday, April 27, 2022 1:09:22 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

There is no rationale presented for eliminating scopes on muzzleloaders. | oppose this change, as a senior hunter,
my draw odds are better on the muzzleloader hunts, but I couldn’t participate without the aid of a scope. Please do
not change this aspect of New Mexico’s regulations and continue to allow scopes on muzzleloaders.

Steve Henke

Sent from my iPhone


mailto:steve.henke44@gmail.com
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From: Kenny Donovan

To: DGF-Deer-Rule

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments of Deer rule changes
Date: Tuesday, May 17, 2022 7:18:05 AM
Attachments: image001.png

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Hello,

My name is Kenny and | was at the Las Cruces public meeting. | commented that | agree with the
addition of FAWTD seasons in units 16,21,22& 26 was a good thing. | support this. Please be sure to
add Coues deer only for archery, muzzleloader, and rifle seasons. There is a strong population in the
Southern part of the state, including myself who only hunt Coues deer and specifically target a single
deer to hunt. We would appreciate the opportunity to apply for these Coues deer only tags and
leave the other tags available to the folks who don’t care to hunt Coues Deer.

Can you provide more information on the Double E ranch? Is the population strong on that property,
do you see Coues deer in that area?
Thank you for your efforts and | hope you consider these comments.

Kenny Donovan
Cell: (575) 642-5125
kenny@esaconstruction.com

www.Esaconstruction.com
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From: William Guhrke

To: DGF-Elk-Rule; DGE-Exotics-Rule; DGE-Pronghorn-Rule; DGE-Deer-Rule
Cc: Brett Lovette; Martin, Joseph; Adam Barrera

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments on Muzzle-Loader

Date: Tuesday, August 30, 2022 8:39:03 AM

Attachments: Muzzle Loader Comments 8-30-22.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

To whom it may concern...Please see attached comments.

- William L. Guhrke
505-306-8799
mr.guhrke@gmail.com
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August 30, 2022

Sent via electronic mail

Public Comment: CHANGE IN DEFINITION OF A LEGAL MUZZLE-LOADER
Dear New Mexico Game and Fish Staff,

I am writing on behalf of fellow New Mexico Hunters (NMH) to provide comment on the proposed
change in definition of a muzzle-loader to New Mexico’s Department of Game & Fish.

As a deep-rooted hunter in NM, | have established many friendships and a sense of brotherhood amongst
those who are true hunters...ones that do the ethical thing when no one is watching.

Regarding the direct matter of eliminating scopes on all muzzle loaders seems like an unfair way to fix
what your team seems as a problem. The data that is posted within the tables show 1988 — 2000 and then
2017 — 2021. There is obviously a lack of years that should be also considered. So we would have to
assume there is still data that dose not support your teams current theory. What about the missing years,
deer, pronghorn?

In an effort to keep this comment within a timely manner, please note the following points:
1. Please provide all big game species data comparison as you have already done regarding elk
2. Please provide data of missing years
3. What is the teams thoughts/research being done on un-ethical shots and just injuring animals due
to removing scopes?

Possible solutions and overall thoughts:

1. Consider to allow youth, senior and mobility impaired to continue use of muzzle-loader scopes.
This would seem like a good niche data collection to have as we move into future.

2. Divide the muzzle-loader season. Eliminate scopes in the earlier season (more tags offered) and
move scopes into a much later time (less tags), more in line with rifles. Think this would allow
the odds for those who are willing to take time to invest in iron site shooting more of a chance to
draw.

3. T’veread several articles related to this and what other states have done/are doing. Since NM is in
such a big spotlight regarding big game hunting, | think doing something that is more of a style as
a “leader” would be better vs just following what other states do.

I genuinely open my contact info up and would be honored to expand on this conversation. All my
buddies feel the same way!

Sincerely,
William Guhrke
CC:  Joseph Martin

Brett Lovette
Adam Barrera
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Good Afternoon all, 





I attended the Las Cruces meeting on 5/10 and although we ran out of time to


get all comments, I wanted to pass the following along to you. Most of these


points were already touched on during the meeting, but these are my personal


opinions regarding the proposed rule changes.





Before I get into the rules comments, I just wanted to pass along that the


meeting was very well ran, and all personnel there did a great job. They


serve as a punching bag for public opinion, but all 4 speakers did a great


job and I sincerely appreciate them hosting the public meeting to give us


all a chance to speak about things we are passionate for!








*I am FOR the proposal to remove scopes from muzzleloaders. I know this is


controversial, but I think harvest rates indicate technology has made


muzzleloaders more like modern rifles, so you either have to reduce tag


numbers to stay within sustainable harvest limits, or increase the challenge


associated with muzzleloading. This could be done via limiting specific


bullet types, powders, powder charge (in total grains), removing scopes,


limiting peep sites, going completely primitive, pushing muzzleloader hunt


dates out of rut seasons or any combination of these ideas.  If scopes are


maintained, maybe limiting them to 4x fixed power might be an idea. That


would give operators a crosshair, but not necessarily allow for turret type


scopes with 16-25x zoom capabilities. In conjunction with limited powder


charge and/or specific bullet/sabot types, this may effectively reduce the


lethal range and increase the overall challenge.  I do not envy the


department on this rule change as I think you will have an upset base no


matter which way you go. I personally would say remove the scopes and


re-evaluate in 4 yrs. One area of interest to monitor during that time would


be wound loss which has the potential to increase if scopes are removed.





*I am FOR adjusting season dates to maintain Saturday the start of each


hunt.





*I am FOR adjusting hunts to minimize weapon overlap. I think most hunters


should be fine with this.





*I am strongly FOR reducing tags in GMU 2B, 34 and most southern units.


Being born and raised in Farmington, I can tell you the resident deer herd


has sharply declined and the typical influx of animals from Colorado is way


down from what it used to be due to overharvest North of the border.


Factoring both issues together, the deer herd is in poor shape in unit 2B.


GMU 2A doesn't have a deer herd except for Southern Ute deer, so tags need


to be reduced there as well. I think up to 50% of tag allocation for all


weapons should be considered in 2A and 2B.  Additionally, the number of deer


tags in GMU 34 has been extremely over allocated for years. There are far


more tags allocated for 34 than there are deer in the entire unit. Aside


from James canyon, 16 springs and other private lands, the deer herd is


diseased and in bad shape. They need a break and significantly reducing tags


may help the herd recovering slightly.





*I am FOR moving the GMU 2A and 2B youth hunts out of the rut back into


October. Kids need an opportunity to have a great hunt, but they shouldn't


be harvesting 180" class deer as their first buck during the rut around


Thanksgiving. That's not what that hunt should be designed for. Also, I


think if 10 tags are left for the Nov Thanksgiving Youth Hunt, that hunt


should be designated "once in a youth". There aren't enough deer or quality


deer left in 2B to continue the turkey-day harvest. 





*All other changes I'm neutral on. If the data supports the changes, I


wouldn't have any objections.





Respectfully,





Brian Ahlgrim


Systems Engineer


Contractor -DirectViz


Bldg 1512, Rm 119D


White Sands Missile Range


brian.j.ahlgrim.ctr@army.mil


brian.j.ahlgrim.ctr@mail.smil.mil


Office: (575) 678-3346
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[EXTERNAL] Comments to DEER PROPOSED RULES CHANGES (also apply to all other big game species)
Wednesday, May 18, 2022 7:57:23 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

| attended the public meeting on May 16, 2022, at 7816 Alamo Rd. NW, Albuquerque, NM and have
the comments to follow regarding the DEER PROPOSED RULE CHANGES:

1. Modify the definition of a muzzle-loader to not allow the use of a scope for deer hunting
(and all other big game species). As explained by the presenter(s), the current regulations
allowing the use of a scope have increased the harvest success rate in certain units to where
the herd numbers need to be increased. By not allowing muzzle-loaders with scopes, the
harvest success rate would decrease, thereby increasing herd numbers. | didn’t hear any
audience comments in favor of the rule change, but there were many points brought up by

the audience opposing this rule change.

e To not allow the use of muzzle-loaders with scopes will result in more wounded deer that

won't be recovered. Use of a scope makes it possible for hunters with poor eyesight (and
hunters in general) to make a better shot and thereby fewer wounded deer that are not
recovered.

To not allow the use of muzzle-loaders with scopes will eventually result in a decrease in
Hunter Satisfaction ratings because of less deer being harvested cleanly.

Hunters will quit applying for deer muzzle-loader tags. Responsible, ethical hunters will
not take the chance of wounding a deer because of the increased difficulty of a clean
harvest with a scope-less muzzle-loader.

The question was brought up at the May 16t meeting on whether muzzle-loader hunters
were surveyed about their feelings about changing the regulations to muzzle-loaders
without scopes, and the answer was no. The presenter’s opinion was that a survey wasn’t
necessary as there were general comments from participants at the four public meeting
to discuss the proposed rule changes. While the comments from those in attendance,
either in-person or virtually, at the four public meeting are good information, that number
of comments can’t compare with the number of survey responses from all hunters who
apply for a deer muzzle-loader tag for a given year.

My suggestions on this proposed rule change would be as follows:

o If you want to effectively manage deer herd numbers, then continue with the current
use of muzzle-loaders with scopes and decrease the tags available for units that need
herd management - this approach is a “win-win”. Responsible, ethical hunters will
understand this approach and still be able to have a successful harvest and give a
positive Hunter Satisfaction rating. To not allow the use of a scope on muzzle-loaders
may give the desired result of increasing herd numbers, but will also bring the
negatives listed above.

e Survey the 2022 hunters who applied for a deer muzzle-loader tag. It doesn’t have to
be an elaborate, lengthy survey. It can be as simple as “ Would you still apply for a
deer muzzle-loader tag if you couldn’t use a muzzle-loader with a scope?” Then you
would have real, statistical data to guide any rule changes.
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e This proposed rule change is going to have a huge impact on current resident and
non-resident deer muzzle-loader hunters. Proceed slowly and get it right — otherwise
you may lose current deer muzzle-loader hunters forever.

As | stated in the e-mail Subject line, my comments also apply to all other big game species as the
argument for replacing muzzle-loaders with scopes with muzzle-loaders without scopes would be
the same.

Please contact me with any questions or comments on the above by e-mail or phone #712-790-
6025, and “Thank You” for your consideration.
Lawrence O'Tool
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From: John Eddleman

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Deer muzzleloader proposal
Date: Saturday, October 1, 2022 10:50:38 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

Please enter my comments for the upcoming hearing, I’m retired and my vision is getting worse. | dont take any
long shots past 200 but with out my scope I’ll be forced to apply for a rifle tag which has been difficult to draw to
say the least. I’ve drawn muzzleloader tags this year but if we loose the scopes | wont apply again

thank you for your time

John Eddleman
johnedd61@gmail.com
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From: Joshua Urban

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Deer proposal
Date: Friday, April 22, 2022 7:43:21 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

| agree with the muzzle loaders not having scopes for all hunts. Now a days muzzleloader shoot as far and just as
good as rifles. I believe this will help our herds continue to grow and prosper.

Joshua Urban
Sent from my iPhone
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To: DGE-Deer-Rule
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Hello,
| listened to the commission meeting today and wanted to comment on the deer proposals.

I'm in favor of all proposals for Deer.

However, | do have a question regarding the addition of FAWTD hunts in units 16, 21, 22, 26. Will this
mean that the existing hunts will be changed to FAMD like units 23, 24 and 27? Or is the proposal to
keep the existing hunts FAD and just add additional hunts for FAWTD?

Thanks,
Travis
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From: Travis

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Deer proposals
Date: Friday, July 15, 2022 9:29:47 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Hello,

| had previously commented on the Deer proposals but wanted to chime in again after seeing some
updates were made on 7/1.

| had previously thought that a FAWTD hunt would be added to unit 22, but I'm not seeing it on the table
in the new proposals? | would love for that to be added if possible.

Other than that, proposals look good!
Thanks for hearing me out!

Travis


mailto:tmatthewe@yahoo.com
mailto:DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us
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Subject: [EXTERNAL] Deer Proposed changes
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CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

1. Iamall in favor of changing Deer hunts to scope free Muzzleloaders hunts. | would similar
to Colorado

2. | already thought all the hunts started on Saturday, so not sure what this changes.

3. I have no say in this for overlapping hunts

4. | believe some units need few tags but some units need more tags or more hunts

5. Leave unit 34 deer tags alone and maybe add a whitetail only hunt. 2B should be managed
for trophy quality and change point restrictions. combined unit 29 and 30 for deer hunts.

6. yes move all youth hunts to October and out of the rut in November

7. 1 am in favor of adding some NEW January archery hunts add unit 7, 9, 6a/c

8. Designate GMU 8 and 6 as Quality hunts

9. I have no say on Hunts in WSMR

10. yes create new hunts where need for FAWTD and | am not sure a September hunt is wise
for GMU 27

11. I am not sure where the new WMA are, but if it is new chance for the public to hunt where
deer are, than yes open it up

12. let us hunt Fort Stanton

13. Is there even public land in GMU 55A or 55B?

Side note LET us use scopes on muzzleloaders for Barbary Sheep, 1bex, Oryx, Bighorn Sheep
hunts. They are once in a lifetime for some.

Chris Smith
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From: Brett Britton

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] DEER PROPOSED RULE CHANGE SUMMARY
Date: Monday, May 9, 2022 8:12:24 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Removing scopes off of muzzleloaders --- Ok, success rates go down, that does not mean the
mortality rate will go down - Not to mention the crippling rate.

Sure seems to me, having a scoped Muzzleloader, may be providing what it was intended for -

to provide either an un-skilled hunter, an older hunter with not the best eyesight or even an
expert marksman make a much more ethical shot -- After all it is a device that indicates where

one's bullet should impact.

If the success rates are too high - then provide less tags.

Could always ban the use of - Modern bullets, powder, enforce a rifle weight (not less than) -
Utv's, GPS, cameras, radios, cell phones - hunting at a water source - the use of google earth --
Etc.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Brett
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clicking on links or opening attachments.

To whom it may concern,

| am not in support of deer proposed rule change 10a.

10) Create new hunts where deer populations have increased
a. FAWTD rifle hunts in GMUs 16, 21, 22, 26

Adding extra coues whitetail hunts have not been beneficial in my opinion. | don't know if the
NMDGF knows this, but our deer herds are struggling. In other units like 23, 24 and 27 this
proposal has added more hunts later in the year when deer just need to be left alone. Small
pockets of coues have been exploited by making specific hunts for them. | enjoy being able to
hunt a unit that has both mule deer and coues deer and not have to choose one or the other.

Thank you for your consideration,
Eric Kern

eric@kernoutfitters.com
575-538-1843
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To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Deer Rule
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CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Yes | would like to comment on the purposed deer rule change specifically with unit 2B and my
comments follow, unit 2A would also fit many of these comments as well.

e Remove the youth hunts completely that take place in the rut

e Reduce the overall tag numbers in this unit drastically maybe down to one rifle hunt in 2B.

e Remove or drastically reduce the January bow hunts to many deer are wounded on this hunt
and not recovered

e The resident portion of this herd has been drastically overhunted due to the game counts
being set by counting the migration herd, but mainly having the hunts take place before the
migration arrives in early November so the resident herd is hunted very hard,( every hunt on
this unit takes before the migration arrives except for the last rifle hunt and the January bow
hunt)

¢ Do agame count in this unit in a time frame that doesn’t take into account the migration deer
and this unit will be under objective.

e Utah had to close the pausagaunt unit down to save that deer herd, unit 2B and 2A are in
such bad shape the game and fish should look at this study, people can have opportunity
across the state until this herd has recovered.

e Also it would be nice since this is a special unit to have a check station similar to what Arizona
does on the Kaibab unit to understand the age of the bucks that are killed.

e Lastly this used to be the best place in the world to kill a trophy deer with Rio Arriba county
being # 1 in Boone and Crockett, but today these units are not even recommended to apply
for trophy deer in any of the hunting publications Huntin Fool, Eastmans , Epic etc, at least
help these deer out and cut the tags back to do what we can, before the herd is completely
gone in unit 2B.

Thank you for your time and commitment to New Mexico’s wildlife

The information contained in this email message is confidential and may be legally privileged and is intended only for the use of the
individual or entity named above. If you are not an intended recipient or if you have received this message in error, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copy of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please
immediately notify us by return email or telephone if the sender's phone number is listed above, then promptly and permanently delete
this message.

While all reasonable care has been taken to avoid the transmission of viruses, it is the responsibility of the recipient to ensure that the
onward transmission, opening, or use of this message and any attachments will not adversely affect its systems or data. No responsibility
is accepted by the company in this regard and the recipient should carry out such virus and other checks as it considers appropriate.
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CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
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To whom it may concern,

I am all for the decrease of tags in certain units | feel most of this state is over hunted and the
state does a poor job at management of the deer and elk heards.

As for the WMA s yall need to allow a certain amount of houndsman in to deal with the lions
and bears so your elk and deer heads can have successfull calf crop. Then you wouldn't have
to decrease the tags there

As for the increase in tags your on the wrong path. And the long term affect on the herds will
be greatly depleted.
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To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Deer Rule Comment
Date: Saturday, May 7, 2022 7:11:05 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

I strongly support the proposed prohibition of scopes on muzzleloaders during muzzleloader seasons. | support
removal of scopes from muzzleloaders for deer and all other protected species. Muzzleloader technology coupled
with magnifying rifle scopes has caused muzzleloader to no longer be primitive weapons. Absent a scope even in
the most skilled and experienced shooter of a high quality muzzleloader has a maximum responsible range of
between 100 and 200 yds. With a scope current readily available muzzleloaders have an effective range of 400 to
800 yds. No different than a high powered rifle. | have hunted and killed quite a few deer and a few elk with a
muzzleloader using open sights. At best it was a 100 to 120 yard hunting weapon. Without a huge amount of
practice | could easily hunt with the same muzzleloader out to a range of 300 or 400 yds if a scope was used.

Brandon Wynn
505-269-6236
Sent from my iPhone


mailto:bwynn1@comcast.net
mailto:DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us

From: Eell Family Adventures

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Deer Rule Public Input
Date: Wednesday, June 1, 2022 10:17:43 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

The only proposal I will comment on is the one of proposing a FAWD hunt in units 16, 21, 22
and 26. 1 DO NOT support this proposal. The reason is that a lot of people apply for these
units specifically because they are not limited to one species over another. | personally love
the opportunity to harvest a mule deer OR a coues deer.

I live in Silver City and have hunted both 16 and 21 off and on through the years. Several
years ago NM G&F split up the deer tags to make them species specific. Basically the number
of tags in an area doubled, putting more people in the field and doubling the amount of
pressure the deer sense. There has been a significant increase in popularity of Coues deer
hunting, which i suppose is a good thing, however | think it has come partly because NM G&F
separated them from mule deer, causing people to get more serious about them.

In conclusion, I am all for adding opportunity, folks expanding their knowledge of various
species, but honestly for those of us who find it difficult to choose between mule deer or
coues, these units are a gem.

Thanks for listening.

Jeff Fell
575-956-3260
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From: clint king

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Deer rule
Date: Monday, June 6, 2022 2:59:30 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

I don't understand:
5) The Department is recommending reducing licenses in GMU 2B,

34, and potentially other

southeastern GMUs.
6) Create an October youth hunt in GMUs 2A and 2B; move most of

the youth licenses from
November to October.

What | mean is. Does the Unit need to reduce licenses or not?
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From: Cade Luckett

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Deer rules
Date: Wednesday, May 11, 2022 7:48:03 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

I am in opposition to the proposed muzzle-loader restrictions.
I am in full support of the remaining proposed changes for deer.

Thank you,

Cade Luckett
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From: Benjie Romero

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Deer tags
Date: Sunday, June 26, 2022 12:51:09 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Would be really great if we could decrease the amount of deer tags in unit 32. The deer
numbers on public land have been getting lower and lower the last few years. 32 used to be a
great unit for deer hunting, but now it is starting to be a really tough hunt. Let's let the deer
numbers recover in all south east units. Unit 30 also has too many tags, I'd also be for
lowering unit 33 and 31 tags. Maybe even antler restrictions in these units to get the quality
back up. 33 has the ability to produce good trophy sized bucks but the younger bucks aren't
getting the chance to get big.

Thank you,
Benjie Romero
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From: Alison Hall

To: DGE-Deer-Rule; DGE-Elk-Rule; DGE-Exotics-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Deer, elk and exotics hunting rules topic of public meetings Comment
Date: Thursday, April 28, 2022 2:28:05 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

New Mexico Dept of Game and Fish Commissioners,

| am reaching out on behalf of the team at Traditions Performance Firearms. We understand the
suggested revisions to the muzzleloader definition are regarding the exclusion of optic uses. We
would like to also request that the Commission review our suggested revision to the Muzzleloader
Definition within the NM regulations (see below). This update would be in regards to the use of our
NitroFire muzzleloader. This new muzzleloader that uses the FireStick ignition system provides users
a safe and non-intimidating experience while preserving the history of muzzleloading exclusively
loading the projectile through the muzzle with a ramrod.

Muzzleloader, bow or crossbow only: Any sporting arm in which the erarge-ane projectile(s) are exclusively
loaded through the muzzle. Only blackpowder, Pyrodex or equivalent blackpowder substitute may be used. Use of
smokeless powder is prohibited. Scopes, sabots and in-line ignition may be used with muzzleloaders except
during restricted muzzleloader deer hunts. Hunters may also use any bow or crossbow. Arrows and bolts must
have broadheads (fixed or mechanical) with cutting edges. Sights on bows and crossbows may not project light.
No drugs may be used on arrows or bolts, and they cannot be driven by explosives, gunpowder or compressed
air.

For more information on the NitroFire, please visit our website:
https://www.traditionsfirearms.com/nitrofire

If there is any other information you may need or any questions | can answer further, please do not
hesitate to reach out. We truly appreciate your consideration.

Sincerely,

Alison

Alison Hall

Marketing Manager

1375 Boston Post Rd.

Old Saybrook, CT 06475
Phone: 1-860-388-4656 ext. 220
alison@traditionsfirearms.com

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you
have received this email in error please notify the system manager. This message contains confidential information and is intended only for the individual
named. If you are not the named addressee you should not disseminate, distribute or copy this e-mail. Please notify the sender immediately by e-mail if
you have received this e-mail by mistake and delete this e-mail from your system. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that disclosing,
copying, distributing or taking any action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly prohibited.
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From: Kenny Dearen

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Game Cameras and guzzlers.
Date: Monday, June 27, 2022 7:53:35 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

| would encourage the dept to ban game cameras from use....no matter the species. Everywhere you
go there are game cameras setup. Other states have started recognizing this | hope NM will follow
that lead.

Build more Guzzlers 2A, 2C & 7 could certain benefit from more guzzlers.

Kenny Dearen
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From: ab sales

To: Duvuvuei, Orrin, DGF; DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] gmu 7 new archery deer hunt january
Date: Friday, March 11, 2022 4:31:29 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Thank you for taking the time to consider a January archery mule deer hunt in gmu?.

I have collected signatures on a petition of other landowners and hunters also interested in
gmu? january hunt.

My contact info is Jason Gallegos
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505-261-1068



From: Tom Parra

To: DGF-Elk-Rule; DGE-Deer-Rule; DGE-Exotics-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Hunt Draw System
Date: Tuesday, May 10, 2022 11:58:25 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

| am unable to attend any of the scheduled meetings, however, | feel we are long overdue for some
changes to the draw system to make it more equitable. The way it is setup now is left to the luck of
the draw which makes it ... for most who are unfortunate to not get drawn.

| have friends and acquaintances who consistently get drawn for at least one hunt annually,
sometimes even multiple hunts and yet for most others they go through “unsuccessful” results for
most years. It really makes one wonder if there is some way to game the system that they are privy
to.

| have suggested in the past that the state go to a point system as in other states. Another option
might be for anyone who has been drawn to be ineligible to apply the following year for whatever
species they drew for. This would allow those unlucky applicants a little better odds as there
currently seems to be way too many applicants for too few licenses. Perhaps it could be structured
so as if someone were fortunate enough to get drawn for multiple hunts, they would have the
option to forgo one of those to give someone else an opportunity. Another option might be to limit
the number of “successful” draws to two. Anything that you can come up with would be preferable
to the current system.

I am turning 71 in one month and | don’t have that many years left to be able to enjoy a few hunts. |
have for many years been applying for elk, oryx and deer and just started putting in for antelope in
the last couple of years just to be able to maybe get drawn for something. In the last two decades
for those three species | have been drawn for oryx once, 4 times for elk- with the last being in 2016,
and 7 or 8 times for deer - even though it is becoming more infrequent lately.

Tom E. Parra

1115 Commerce Dr Ste 2
Las Cruces, NM 88011
Office: 575-523-3900
Cell: 575-288-6818
tom.e.parra@gmail.com
ZiXEncrypt
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From: Bruce Hinrichs

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] muzzle loader change
Date: Wednesday, May 11, 2022 7:04:13 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

My muzzleloader will shoot 150 yards with or without a scope. As | age, | must wear bifocals. This
means when shooting open sights, | can focus on back sight or animal but not both. The result of this
is poor shooting accuracy and will result in more wounded and not recovered animals.
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From: James Berryman

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzle loader changes
Date: Tuesday, October 11, 2022 3:26:21 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

For myself, the reason for a scope is because of eyesight problems. While i agree some styles shoot to far due to
style of gun and ignition systems, some guns only shoot accurate up to 200 yds. Maybe that should be the
restriction, not the scope. For a lot of older hunters, the scope is used just to be able to hunt at all. Take that away,
you eliminate a lot of hunters like myself. All sporting arms are becoming far to advanced. Bluetooth scopes and
calculators and stuff. Range finders, cameras, blah blah blah. Anyway, i think a lot more thought needs to go into
this matter. All hunting!!! Thanks for the ear. Doug Berryman

Sent from my iPad
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From: Dale Buser Jr

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzle loader optics rule
Date: Tuesday, April 26, 2022 9:26:41 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

I think a muzzle loader should be able to have a scope but limit it to 4 power. It will still limit the range of shooting
but less wounded animals because of increased accuracy at those closer ranges.

Thanks Dale Buser
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From: Tylor Wright

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzle loader proposal
Date: Friday, April 22, 2022 9:23:48 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Against- | personally think regarding the elimination of scopes on muzzle loaders, that a fair
stop gap would be a reduction of magnification to say 4x at most with no exposed turret
systems. Combined with a reduction of over all tags for the mz seasons to bring harvest/
success rates to a more sustainable level. I think an argument could be made that making
muzzle loader less lethal is just as bad as too lethal!
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From: Kevin Hill

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzle Loader rule changes
Date: Sunday, June 26, 2022 5:50:55 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

| do not support the current changes proposed by G&F pertaining to muzzle loaders. It is my strong belief that a “by
unit” basis should be taken into consideration to help conservation and management but not in a means that

discriminates against all muzzle loader hunters. Unit-specific primitive muzzle loader hunts could be a better
alternative.

| feel like going off of harvest reports is a flawed logic because it was not mandatory to report until recent years,
which could reflect the sharp curve in the data.

Archery has advanced as much or more than muzzle loader technology and in my opinion results in more lost game
and wounded animals than any other weapon type yet is not under scrutiny.

These proposed changes discriminate against hunters and also alienate individuals who have enjoyed the challenge
of hunting with scoped muzzle loaders without the crowds of the rifle seasons.

Thank you for your considerations,

K Hill
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From: Sammy Morales

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzle loader scopes
Date: Sunday, June 19, 2022 12:22:31 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

To whom it may concern,

I am thoroughly opposed to excluding scoped sites on muzzleloaders. | constantly used to hear hunters lamenting
that they had hit a buck during muzzle loader season and couldn’t recover it. Some hunters spoke of that happening
quite a few times during the season. Those same hunters hunting with scoped muzzleloader arms hardly ever talk
about not recovering the animal. | believe we cause the “wanton waste” of our game by imposing this rule. | know
for myself the addition of a scope on a modern muzzle loader has made for very short tracking of bucks. The range
is not extended but the quick humane kill is enhanced.
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From: Rodney Adams

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] muzzle loader with scopes
Date: Thursday, September 29, 2022 1:48:47 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

I am NOT in favor of the proposed change. | would like to continue to use a scope on my
muzzle loader.
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From: Jack Burnett

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader
Date: Wednesday, May 11, 2022 9:55:49 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

I vote YES on banning scopes from muzzleloaders. Any thoughts on making more GMU’S to restricted
muzzleloaders only like unit 33????

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Yahoo

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader
Date: Tuesday, May 10, 2022 9:00:48 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

Commissioner’s

I have been an avid hunter in New Mexico for the past 27 years and | disagree with redefining the definition of a
muzzleloader and removing the scope.

Thank You

James Teater

Sent from my iPad

Sent from my iPad
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From: coleeandgusdad@gmail.com

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader
Date: Friday, May 13, 2022 6:39:08 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

I fully support the rule change for removing scopes from muzzleloader hunts.
Jared Pope. Resident hunter

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Joey Vega

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader and Deer Rule
Date: Tuesday, May 10, 2022 10:02:41 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

I do not support this rule change. The data is more speculative than fact. The department does not track whether
animals are harvested with or without a scope. Success rates in strict muzzleloader units such as Unit 15, 13 and 17
all show stable or decreasing success rates even as technology changes. The departments statement that modern
muzzleloaders are able to take a shot at 600+ yards is pure speculation. A majority of hunters don’t own or are not
efficient enough with that type of equipment to extend beyond 200 yards. Just like a majority of rifle hunters rarely
shoot beyond 300 yards. If your concerns are success rates you could easily accomplish the same thing with antler
point or horn length restrictions without reducing opportunities.

Furthermore to increase opportunity | would recommend changing the rule to allow the possession of a whitetail and
mule deer tag in the same license year. They are scientifically recognized as different species.

I would further recommend adding a 4 point or better on one side restriction especially in areas where deer
populations appear to be well below management objectives.

Last | would recommend consistency with having January and September Bow hunts in each unit of the state.

Jose Vega
NM Resident Sportsman
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From: Trevor Martenson

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader changes
Date: Saturday, May 7, 2022 6:37:58 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

I think it is fine that you guys adjust the regulations for muzzleloader to decrease the success rate, but there are a
couple of points you should consider. First, with modern muzzleloaders | fear that people will still be trying to shoot
the same ranges but just not do so as effectively with open sites. This may lead to more wounded animals. It seems a
way to circumvent this would be to mandate primitive muzzleloaders such as other states do.

Second, the open sites rule unfairly affects people with visual difficulties, namely the elderly who have a much
harder time focusing near and far. Have you considered just limiting it to low -power, non adjustable scopes such as
a fixed 4x?

Thank you for your consideration.
Trevor Martenson

Trevor
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From: ids ccw

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader changes
Date: Monday, May 30, 2022 10:56:00 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

| agree with this change as equipment has evolve and these instruments are no
longer primitive. | would like to see an even more evolution to the beginnings of
muzzleloaders and require a sidelock with a primer or flint.

The same concept exists within archery where the machines we call bows are in fact
arrow launching apparatuses. Moving some of the units into traditional archery
requiring a longbow or recurve would move us into a simpler time.

Jaime Chavez
575-405-4917
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From: Donald Delorenzo

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader Definition Proposal
Date: Thursday, May 19, 2022 2:38:52 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Dear Commissioners,

The proposed rule change that eliminates scopes on muzzleloaders is selective against hunters
with declining eyesight. In my case aging. Itisa medical fact that as we age our eyesight
often also declines. The focus of a rear metal sight and a front sight many inches away
becomes difficult with the front image often blurring. Tears ago | put my kit built Hawken
aside and went to a scoped muzzleloader to better assure that my shot would be well placed, as
any ethical hunter should. | would rather see fewer tags than be singled out as a hunter to only
use iron sights. Only two options under consideration and not addressing other options, such
as changing rifle tags to less efficient muzzleloader tags, were either not considered or
rejected. If you move forward with this proposed definition change | would like you to amend
the proposal and change the rifle definition to no scoped rifles. I would like my comments to
be entered into all of the proposals that will use your current definition proposal including EIK,
Deer, Exotics, and Pronghorn.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,
Don DelLorenzo
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From: Jon Zinnel

To: DGF-Deer-Rule; DGF-ElIk-Rule; DGE-Exotics-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader Definition Review
Date: Thursday, April 28, 2022 2:22:36 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

New Mexico Dept of Game and Fish Commissioners,

After reviewing the press release sent by the department on Tues, April 26" | understand the
suggested revisions to the muzzleloader definition are regarding the exclusion of optic uses. We
would like to also request that the Commission review our suggested revision to the Muzzleloader
Definition within the NM regulations (see below). This update would be in regards to the use of the
FireStick ignition system. This system provides users a safe and non-intimidating experience while
preserving the history of muzzleloading exclusively loading the projectile through the muzzle with a
ramrod. We have worked with many other states over the past several years to update and better
clarify the definition of a muzzleloader in their respected states. If there is anything | can do to assist
or questions | could answer in regards to this system please do not hesitate to reach out using the
contact information below.

System Info.
https://www.federalpremium.com/firestick.html

Muzzleloader, bow or crossbow only: Any sporting arm in which the erarge-ane projectile(s) are exclusively
loaded through the muzzle. Only blackpowder, Pyrodex or equivalent blackpowder substitute may be used. Use of
smokeless powder is prohibited. Scopes, sabots and in-line ignition may be used with muzzleloaders except
during restricted muzzleloader deer hunts. Hunters may also use any bow or crossbow. Arrows and bolts must
have broadheads (fixed or mechanical) with cutting edges. Sights on bows and crossbows may not project light.
No drugs may be used on arrows or bolts, and they cannot be driven by explosives, gunpowder or compressed
air.

Sincerely,

Jon Zinnel

Conservation & Youth Shooting Sports

Federal Premium, CCl, Remington & HEVI-Shot Ammunition

Jon.Zinnel@vistaoutdoor.com
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From: shane hall

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader iron sights
Date: Friday, April 22, 2022 6:10:28 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

Nmgfd,

This is coming from a non-resident hunter that has a long range muzzleloader and hunts with it. Your department
needs to limit the technology to iron sights or 1 power scopes because the muzzleloaders are simply single shot
rifles. We kill animals out to 600 yards with our set up. These hunts should be limited by iron sights. That is why the
demand for muzzleloader tags is high across the west because it’s no longer a muzzleloader hunt with these guns it’s
simply a single shot rifle. | hunt with all weapons and the more | have watched the technology advance the only way
our wildlife will have a fair chance is by game departments putting limits on technology. I’m as guilty as anyone but
I have realized watching my home state of Arizona hunting quality go completely to crap that this is one of the
major issues and reasons why our age class is shot out. Technology, long range muzzleloaders and rifles, and mass
tag allocation then add a 20 year drought and predators to that and Arizona isn’t even close to New Mexico when it
comes to quality hunts with age class. | applaude your department for looking at this and | hope you restrict the
muzzleloaders to iron sight like Colorado. Make us hunters hunt.

Thanks

Shane Hall

520-255-2921

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Ryan Nicholas

To: DGF-Deer-Rule; DGF-ElIk-Rule; DGE-Exotics-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader legality
Date: Thursday, April 28, 2022 4:29:36 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Hello,

Thank you for your service. As a western state hunter who has applied for NM draws in the
last two years, | wanted to encourage the commission to adopt the Firestick by Federal and the
accompanying platforms available for use in the muzzleloader seasons.

This system is much safer than a traditional muzzleloader, and it has numerous other benefits
like expanding the number of people who hunt with a muzzleloader, which translates into
revenues for the agency.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Best,
Ryan N.
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From: Audie Herpel

To: DGF-Deer-Rule; DGFE-ElIk-Rule; DGE-Exotics-Rule; DGE-Pronghorn-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader Opportunities
Date: Thursday, May 12, 2022 8:09:47 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

To whom it may concern,

I strongly oppose any changes to these opportunities, the single shot limitation, time / method
of reloading is adequate to lower the harvest ratio. Range alone is not a determining factor.

Respectfully,
Audie Herpel

Audie H. Herpel

® OFFICE : 505.327.7525

® CELL : 505.947.8322

® EMAIL : audie@fixmatic.com
® WEB :www.fixmatic.com
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From: couesbuck80@aol.com

To: DGF-Elk-Rule; DGF-Deer-Rule; DGE-Exotics-Rule; DGE-Pronghorn-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader Proposal
Date: Thursday, May 12, 2022 9:25:43 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Hello,
| wanted to comment on the proposal to remove scopes for muzzleloaders. As the proposal stands now, |

am against it.

However, | don't want a reduction in tags if we can help it. So my suggestion is that we utilize the
"Primitive Muzzleloader" hunts for the hunts we need to reduce success. | think you guys have
mentioned the Gila Bull hunts and the Ibex hunt. So why not make the Ibex hunt Primitive Muzzleloader
and then make the early Bull hunts in the Gila that are closer to the rut Primitive as well? | know also you
mentioned lowering deer tags in the SE area of the state. Why not utilize the Primitive Muzzleloader so
that not as much cuts need to be made?

If the current proposal is going to be adopted, | would ask that you consider allowing some type of scope

for the older people that just can't see open sights. | think there are those red dot sights that have no
magnification or maybe limiting it to fixed magnification scopes no more than 3X power or something.

Thanks!
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From: bkrogers@agilanet.com

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] muzzleloader proposal
Date: Monday, May 2, 2022 9:24:56 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

Good morning. I am writing to express my opposition to the proposal of
not allowing scoped muzzleloaders any longer. I've grown up hunting with
muzzleloaders and it is something I still enjoy. As I've gotten into my
middle-aged years my eyes aren't what they used to be and | can no

longer accurately shoot open sites and require a scope.

Please leave the muzzleloader scope rule the same as it is currently.
Don't ban scopes.

Thank you,

B. Keith Rogers

810 E. Oak St

Silver City, NM 88061
(575)574- 2004
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From: Terry Chapman

To: nmdaf@public.govdelivery.com; 1SPA, DGF; DGE-Elk-Rule; DGF-Exotics-Rule; DGE-Pronghorn-Rule; DGF-Deer-
Rule

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader Proposed Changes

Date: Monday, September 19, 2022 4:06:20 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

NM Game and Fish,

My comments are related to the proposed changes to the muzzleloader primitive weapon
below in "BOLD".

""The Department is proposing to change the legal definition of a muzzle-loader to
include only those muzzle-loading firearms that do not have a scope (for all big game
species) in order to ensure that harvest of big game species remains sustainable."*

| am very upset with this proposal and feel my hunting method of choice is being targeted, but
I will do my best to direct my frustration in a professional manner with other options
other than take away my method choice and how | choose to set up my Muzzleloader.

o | apply every year for everything except Javelina (Because it costs more than even
antelope - another head scratcher) and feel very lucky to draw a single tag and expect
to not draw PERIOD. When I finally draw | want to hunt with my muzzleloader is
currently legal in NM.

e The current legal method with a muzzleloader decreases wounded animals. If this
change goes through the submitted harvest rate will likely go down, but it will not
account for all the wounded animals that died anyway.

e |If you want to make muzzleloaders more primitive, which you say will decrease harvest
numbers, then you also need to look at archery. | currently have a slider bow sight and
can shoot and it targets out to 200 yards with many other modern advantages like let off
and broadheads.

I propose the following changes if you are truly doing this to limit harvest results:

1. Decrease Muzzleloader tags for Elk and Deer and do not change current muzzleloader
methods except to add 40 Caliber as a legal hunting option.
2. Have two seperate Muzzleloader and Archery hunts, splitting current Muzzleloader
and Archery tag numbers into a primitive hunt and modern primitive hunt.
o Primitive Muzzleloader and Archery hunts:
1. One primitive hunt with no scope with traditional Hawkin style
muzzleloader only.
1. Lead patched roundball only
2. Blackpowder only
2. One primitive bow hunt with recurve or longbow only.
= No sights or string walking knots tied on the string.
= Hand made broadheads only
= Cedar or wood arrows only
3. Both Primitive hunts it would be illegal to hunt with rangefinders,
camouflage, binoculars or any other hunting items not available after 1900.
o Modern Muzzleloader and Archery Hunts
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1. A second hunt with modern scoped Muzzleloader with no Caliber
restriction.
= This would make 40 Cal, 45 Cal, 50 Cal and 54 Cal all be legal.
2. A second hunt with modern archery equipment with no archery restrictions
except 45# draw weight.
= This would make slider bow sights and pin sights legal.
3. Both Modern Primitive hunts would allow rangefinders, camouflage,
binoculars and any other modern items invented since 1900.
3. Make no changes to Muzzleloaders PERIOD except to add 40 Caliber as a legal hunting
caliber and continue to review the above options for future options.

I understand there is an upcoming state game commission meeting to discuss this. Will this be
virtual or do | need to drive to Santa Fe to voice my above options and frustrations.

Sincerely,

Terry Chapman
Farmington, NM
505-419-9625

trchapman72@gmail.com
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From: Shane Wolfe

To: DGF-Deer-Rule; DGF-Elk-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader Regulation Changes
Date: Thursday, April 28, 2022 3:22:20 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Hi There,

Reaching out about working to get the Traditions NitroFire/FireStick legalized in the state of
NM. This muzzleloader is a safer, more reliable and consistent muzzleloader for hunters
today.

Best regards,

Shane
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From: corey sexton

To: DGF-Deer-Rule; DGE-Elk-Rule; DGE-Pronghorn-Rule; DGE-Exotics-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader rule change
Date: Thursday, May 5, 2022 2:17:13 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

Please don’t take away hunting with scopes on muzzleloaders.

First off | think taking away something that can help a hunter make a more ethical clean shot isn’t a good idea.
With a scope a hunter can aim better and make better shots.

I wish we could limit distances without taking away scopes on them. By making a rule that max district is 200 yards

(or a certain distance)it’d be hard to know who listened and didn’t and | get that.

I don’t want to see scopes go away on muzzleloaders and then more game get wounded because of mistakes. Yes |
agree it’s the hunters responsibility to make sure they’re prepared with each weapon but I personally would like to
see the scopes stay on muzzleloaders. Anything we can do to protect New Mexico game animals and see less
wounded animals.

I also would like to thank y’all for everything that y’all do for us!!!

Thank You!
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From: Micheal Hand

To: DGF-Deer-Rule; DGFE-Exotics-Rule; Archuleta, Deanna, DGF; Lopez, Tirzio. DGF; Salazar-Henry, Roberta, DGF;
Hickey. Sharon, DGF

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader Rule Comment

Date: Wednesday, May 4, 2022 3:41:20 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Good Afternoon Sir/Ma'am,

| am a resident of Tijeras, NM and avid outdoorsman, muzzleloader hunter and proud veteran.
| was extremely disappointed to see the Department's muzzleloader proposal. | believe the
department'’s reasoning is flawed and that it is unfair and discriminatory.

When | moved to NM and began hunting 7 years ago | purchased a legal hunting weapon
(scoped muzzleloader) for less than $400 and | can shoot it accurately out to about 200 yards
on a good day. If this proposal passes | will have to purchase a new weapon as my
muzzleloader is specifically designed for a scope and will not accept sites without custom
fabrication work, this proposal would directly impact my wallet.

The muzzleloaders capable of shooting accurately past 300 yards cost thousands of dollars and
most New Mexicans cannot afford this price tag and do not own $5,000 muzzleloaders. Most
muzzleloader hunts in NM happen during the tail end of the rut, this is the reason
muzzleloader hunts are nearly as successful as rifle hunts.

The department's proposal is unfair because it is placing the burden of wildlife management
solely on muzzleloader hunters, the burden should be shared by rifle and archery hunters as
well, even if that means less tags. The accuracy and effective range of archery equipment and
rifle has increased lock step with that of muzzleloaders. Bowhunters are now taking animals
out to 100 yards, and rifle hunters are taking game beyond 1000 yards yet there are no
proposals to further restrict that equipment. The department needs to work with new
technology, hunting equipment is going to keep improving and it is their job to manage
wildlife in an continuously evolving world.

Finally, the department's proposal is discriminatory againts older hunters with diminished
vision, | myself suffer from vision loss and having a scope on my muzzleloader keeps me in
the game as a hunter. Many muzzleloader hunters will no longer be able to hunt as it is
difficult to pick up the sights with poor vision. Furthermore, passing this proposal will
increase the risk discriminatory law suits.

| sincerely hope you reject this proposal and ask the dept to come up with another way to
manage wildlife rather than completely putting the burden on muzzleloader hunters.

Thank you for your consideration.
Mike
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From: Travis

To: DGF-Pronghorn-Rule; DGF-Deer-Rule; DGE-ElIk-Rule; DGE-Exotics-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader scope proposal
Date: Monday, April 11, 2022 6:48:21 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Hello,
| listened to the commission meeting today and want to comment on the proposal to make scopes illegal

from on muzzleloaders hunts for big game.

In general I'm in favor of this, as I'm getting really tired of these long range shooters when | go out
muzzleloader hunting. Like was said in the meeting, basically you have a single shot rifle that will shoot
just as far with the new technology.

However, | really feel for older people that have a hard time seeing open sights, and shooting open sights
with glasses/bifocals doesn't really work that well either. My Dad is one of those people. He hunts
muzzleloader and if scopes were made illegal, he would probably not go anymore. | would like to
propose maybe allowing scopes with NO magnification, so like an aim point? | think that would be a great
compromise and would accomplish the desired outcome of not being able to shoot long distances.

Please consider this idea.

Thanks,
Travis
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From: Tim Barraclough
To: DGE-Deer-Rule

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader Scopes
Date: Saturday, May 14, 2022 4:30:01 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

If the purpose of the rule is to increase permits by doing away with scopes,
then why muzzleloaders chosen and not compound bows. Why muzzleloaders
and not rifle scopes, that go out to 24 power and so on? if you google
muzzleloader scopes, you will find that scopes were invented in 1740 and
mounted onto muzzleloaders back then. The scopes on muzzleloaders have
been around for almost 300 years. Scratch the debate about primitive
weapons and keeping them primitive.

My next question is simple, and this is the explanation. | am 74 years old, have
bad eyesight, need reading glasses and when | shoot an open sighted
muzzleloader, even with glasses, | cannot focus the back sight, the front sight,
and the target properly. Bottom line is that | have a visual disability and | can
produce documentation from a doctor to state that | do not have 20/20 vision
and need glasses. If the director gives reasonable accommodations to people
with disabilities or injuries, such as to compound bow hunter that has a bad
rotator cuff, so that they cannot pull back a compound bow and are allowed to
hunt with a crossbow, can | expect to receive a reasonable accommodation
because of my disability eyesight and be allowed to use a scope on a
muzzleloader. | hunt with a scope, so that | can see better, place my shot more
ethically and respect the animal. It has nothing to do with increasing range, it
is about being more ethical toward the animal and the harvest.

This debate, to me is a back door way to do away with scopes, by someone in
the Department or public, that does not like scopes on muzzleloaders. If the
Commission wants to provide more opportunity for hunters, then let’s do away
with scopes. So that you do not discriminate against one group of hunters let’s
put some restrictions on the archery hunters and the rifle hunters also. After
all it is about more permits and more opportunity. Maybe we should make
pistols with no scopes, after all they are legal weapons? Let’s only allow O to 4
power scopes on rifles and no higher. That takes out the long range shooters,
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the want to be long range shooters. Let’s only allow Compound bows with a
let off 30% instead of let off of 70%. Let’s do away with lighted sights and
releases and go back to the old use of the fingers. If the muzzleloader
accounts for 25% harvest and the rifle hunter accounts for 40%, as stated, then
let’s cut them all back so that everyone gets more opportunity. This smells so
much of discrimination against one class of hunters, that it is obvious what the
Department is up to.

In summary do it all or none and don’t allow a back door way to do away with
scopes.

Tim Barraclough

Tim Barraclough www.kiowahunting.com
Kiowa Hunting Service Tim@kiowahunting.com
P.O. Box 428 575-445-9330 phone
Raton, NM 87740 575-445-0116 fax



From: Benjie Romero

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader scopes
Date: Friday, April 22, 2022 6:32:05 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

I'm all for no scopes on muzzleloaders. The new muzzleloaders of today are basically a single
shot rifle. Guys are out here killing animals at 500+ yards. Its supposed to be a primitive
weapon and they are no longer that with all the long range tech today. Please pass this rule.
Turn muzzleloader hunts into primitive hunts again.

Thank you, Benjie Romero
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From: Pedro Mercado

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader
Date: Friday, April 29, 2022 9:57:05 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

I am opposed to eliminating scopes from muzzleloaders for hunting deer.

I am a senior whose vision is not what is was in the past. If | cannot hunt with a scope on my
muzzleloader, | probably won't be hunting anymore.

Thanks
Pete
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From: Wild Trout

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader
Date: Thursday, May 12, 2022 7:45:01 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

i agree with the decision to limit scopes on muzzleloaders.
All other changes | agree with to the extent it is based on your science.
thanks

Jeff Young
Sandia Park
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From: Cade Luckett

To: DGDGE-Pronghorn-Rule@state.nm.us; DGE-Deer-Rule; DGE-Elk-Rule; DGE-Exotics-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzle-loader
Date: Tuesday, May 10, 2022 2:52:41 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

I am in opposition to the proposed changes to muzzle-loaders.
Leave scopes on muzzle-loaders.

Cade Luckett
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From: mike murphy

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloders
Date: Saturday, April 16, 2022 8:03:11 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

You need to cut unit 2B deer tags in half. | spend nearly everyday out their and there is not a deer to be found like it
use to be. Also taking scopes off Muzzleloders is not a good idea. New Mexico is mostly open country that requires
optics.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Jay Ashbacher

To: DGF-Elk-Rule; DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzloader optics ban support feedback.
Date: Monday, October 10, 2022 2:02:06 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

“Muzzloader” and “long range” are contradictory, yet | hear of fellow young hunters bragging about their new long
range muzzloaders offered on the markets today.

I’m a 31 year old native New Mexican and | fully support NMDGF to follow Colorado in their pursuit to exclude
optics on muzzleloaders and keep muzzloader hunters from reaching way out to rifle distances.

Folks that have concerns about their ability to perform without optics should consider applying for rifle tags

Jay Ashbacher
Local NM hunter for 15 years

Sent from my iPhone
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From: eric kernoutfitters.com

To: DGF-Elk-Rule; DGF-Deer-Rule; DGE-Exotics-Rule; DGE-Pronghorn-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Not in Support of CHANGE IN DEFINITION OF A LEGAL MUZZLE-LOADER (4/26/2022)
Date: Thursday, May 19, 2022 2:13:05 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

To whom it may concern,

| am not in support of the proposed changes to the legal definition of a muzzle-loader. | do not
believe it is fair to take technology away from one weapon while others are able to utilize all
the technological advantages available. NMDGF created primitive weapon only units at a time
when bows and muzzle-loaders were truly primitive. That is not the case for either of these
weapons anymore. Just as you have stated that some people have muzzle-loaders that are
capable of shooting 600+ yards, rifles can shoot over 1,000 yards, and the compound bows
hunters are using today are capable of shooting 130-150 yards. This may be more profound
than what muzzle-loaders and rifles are doing! In all cases we cannot assume that every
hunter is shooting at animals at the max potential of their weapon. Yes, there are some who
ruin it for everyone by pushing the limits, but | know many who use these technological
advances not to shoot farther but to make cleaner, quicker, and more ethical kills.

| have been an Outfitter/Guide in units 13 and 15 since 2001. | have always looked for ways to
make my primitive weapons more effective whether it be arrows, broadheads, powder or
projectiles. | have appreciated the advances in technology from the standpoint that |
personally do not see as many animals being wounded by hunters that | take. Since 2007, |
have helped manage and guide hunts on multiple ranches in both unit 13 and 15 including the
Double H and Montosa Ranch. One of the biggest challenges we have on private land is
harvesting cow elk for management purposes. Our goals are different than the state in that
we have agreed on a sustainable harvest for the private land and we intend to have 100%
success rate not 25% like this proposal suggests. | take kids, people with disabilities, and
elderly hunters who all benefit from utilizing a scope on their muzzle-loader for making ethical
shots. | know that | could still harvest animals for myself and clients without scopes, but my
question is, why do muzzle-loader hunters have to move backwards while everyone else
moves forward?

| think it is sad that we are suggesting to muzzle-loader hunters that we do not want them to
be as successful on their hunts as bow or rifle hunters. | would go out of business if | told
clients that | shoot for 25% success rate on my hunts so that | can take more hunters. 2021
harvest data shows that muzzle-loader elk hunts in unit 13, excluding the youth hunt, have a
success rate of 25% or less even with scopes. | know that everyone wants the opportunity to
hunt. | do for myself, but | also understand the fact that our wildlife must be managed and not
everyone can hunt certain species. More hunters with a lesser weapon is not the management
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strategy that should be implemented to ensure that harvest of big game species remains
sustainable!

Sincerely,

Eric Kern

eric@kernoutfitters.com
575-538-1843



From: Robbie Kern

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Not in Support of CHANGE IN DEFINITION OF A LEGAL MUZZLE-LOADER (4/26/2022)
Date: Tuesday, June 14, 2022 11:57:16 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

To whom it may concern,

I am not in support of the proposed changes to the legal definition of a muzzle-loader.

William F. Kern

Catron Co. NM

Sent from Mail for Windows
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From: Adrian Vigil

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Oppose deer muzzleloader use of a scope
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2022 2:04:41 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

| feel scopes assist in the safe and ethical harvest of an deer. Possibly limiting the scope power is an option.
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From: Pat Barncastle

To: DGF-Elk-Rule; DGF-Deer-Rule

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Opposition to Rule change regarding scopes on Muzzleloaders
Date: Thursday, October 13, 2022 10:39:29 AM

Attachments: Roberta Salazar-Henry 09-28-22.doc

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Thank you for your consideration regarding this matter.

Pat Barncastle
1900 West Mescalero Road
Roswell, NM 88201
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October 6, 2022

Roberta Salazar-Henry

District II Commissioner


New Mexico State Game Commission

Re: Proposed Changes to Muzzleloader Regulations.  


Dear Roberta, 


I appreciate the opportunity to provide you with some information regarding scopes currently used on modern muzzleloaders.  It’s a well-known fact that this new generation muzzleloaders, equipped with scopes specifically designed for them, greatly aid a shooter in make cleaner kills. For example; Leupold makes a scope specifically for muzzleloaders that possesses a reticle that defines distances and correlates bullet impact. This factor allows the shooter to pinpoint where the bullet is to impact once the distance is determined.  Subsequently making a one shot kill at distances up to 300 yards. It is for this reason, and in my professional opinion, that I am opposing the removal of scopes on these weapons.  


When taking into account that muzzleloaders with open sights possess a front bead that covers close to 6 inches on a deer’s shoulders at 100 yards, you are only estimating where that bullet will impact at that distance.  When you extend that distance your chances of crippling a deer or elk are compounded.  In many cases, those hunters may or may not recover the animal, most do not.  This crippling loss factor contributes greatly to the total harvest of that species.  When you take into consideration how hard it is to draw a tag, hunters are not going to quit hunting.  They are going to go back in the field for another animal and another and another, until they reduce one to their possession.  Please take into account this factor when calculating your total harvest objectives.  

This past summer, I attended the public meetings both in Roswell and Alamogordo specific to this matter and the proposed changes to the E-PLUS system.  It was clear that this factor had not been considered by Game Department personnel and subsequently not discussed.  I mentioned that the Department had conducted a crippling loss study in the early 70’s in the Guadalupe Mountains. In that study, the department found that the crippling loss approached the legal harvest.  Many will recall that hunters of that era hunted with rifles that possessed open sights or very low power scopes.  I urged Department representatives to review that report, those finding and consider that major factor upon making their decision on this regulation.  If, as stated by Game Department personnel that muzzleloader hunters are exceeding their harvest objectives, then reduce the number of tags issued.

-1-


The Department may also want to take into consideration older shooters with vision disabilities, whose eyes no longer allow them to shoot rifles with open sights.  These hunters obviously depend on magnification systems to aid them while hunting. 

As you are aware, hunting is an important tool in allowing to help control the population of deer, elk and other protected species.  The state’s interest is to make sure that primary objective is achieved and that the methods used are not cruel to the animals.        


Respectfully;



Patrick R. Barncastle

Assistant SE Area Chief (Ret.)

NM Department of Game and Fish
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From: Matt Lillywhite

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Proposal
Date: Wednesday, May 11, 2022 8:11:49 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

Hello. I would like to voice my opinion on the muzzle loader change proposal. | am not in favor of taking away
scopes for muzzle loaders.

Thanks

Matt
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From: Chad Byers

To: Rule@state.nm.us; DGF-Deer-Rule; DGE-Elk-Rule; DGE-Pronghorn-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Propose Changes to Muzzleloader
Date: Wednesday, May 11, 2022 2:06:39 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

| oppose the proposed changes in the legal definition of a muzzleloader.

Chad Byers
Life resident of New Mexico
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From: Lucero. Anthony (Ton

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] PROPOSED CHANGES TO DEER HUNTING
Date: Friday, April 15, 2022 12:46:19 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Please move forward with the elimination of scopes for al muzzle loading weapons. With scopes
todays modern muzzle loaders have essentially become single shot rifles.

Anthony Lucero

Manager Fleet Department

PNMR

4201 Edith Blvd NE

Mail Stop ES-50

Albuquerque NM 87107

505-241-3608 Office 505-263-3654 Cell

Anthony.lucero@pnmresources.com
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From: Goodwin.Spencer

To: DGE-Deer-Rule

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Proposed deer rule changes

Date: Friday, April 22, 2022 1:50:26 PM

Attachments: thumbnail_SanJuanCountyLogo-Email_b9ead4b2-9cc0-4888-a82a-75763362acc6.png

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Good afternoon,

After ready the proposed changes for deer hunting in NM, | have some concerns. First off,
muzzle loaders are still a muzzleloader even with a scope. The optic does not change the rifle
and also aids people with poor eye sight. I and many other New Mexican hunters are against
banning scopes on muzzle loaders. This is a bad rule and should not even be discussed. This is
over reach. If anything needs to change, it is how you allow youth hunters the insane amount
of wasted opportunities. The youth I see in the field are not even hunting, instead | see their
parent using their “youth tags”. Please do not change any muzzle loader rules. They are
already very strict and scopes on them do not change what they are, muzzle loaders. If there is
a rule that needs changed for muzzle loaders, it is smokeless powders muzzle loaders. They
allow for a very unfair advantage. Scopes however do not. Do not make a rule limiting how
muzzle loader sights are used. Reduce how many “youth” tags are given if you want to help
declining deer populations. Leave the muzzle loaders alone please.

Thank you
Spencer G.

Get Outlook for i0OS

Spencer Goodwin
Maintenance Tech.
Parks & Facilities

sgoodwin@sjcounty.net

Natice to recipient: this e-mail is meant for only the intended recipient of the transmission, and may be a
communication privileged by law. If you received this e-mail in error, any review, use, dissemination,
distribution, or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited. Please notify us immediately of the error by
return e-mail and please delete this message from your system. Thank you in advance for your
cooperation.
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From: dsheft82@pvtn.net

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Proposed Deer Rule
Date: Tuesday, April 26, 2022 8:35:00 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

I would like to make the following comments on the proposed deer rule
for the official record.

| support the Department's proposal to eliminate scopes for muzzleloader
hunts.

I recommend separating whitetail and mule deer for hunt purposes in
"all" units where both species exist. This would provide more
additional hunting opportunity in a biologically sound manner.

David Heft
P.O.Box 13
Mayhill, New Mexico 88339
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From: Adam Barrera

To: DGF-Elk-Rule; DGE-Exotics-Rule; DGE-Pronghorn-Rule; DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Proposed Muzzleloader Changes
Date: Wednesday, August 31, 2022 1:12:49 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

NM GNF Board,
Appreciate you taking the time to read my email.

I understand your concern about the modern capabilities of muzzleloaders extended range. |
do agree and support GNF in there needs to be changes to reduce the effective range of
modern muzzleloaders. But | highly suggest that GNF takes into consideration making Youth,
Mobility, and Seniors exempt from the no scope rule. Youth and Mobility account for very
few of the overall tags allocated.

I don't think that there is a single one solution answer to the issue you're trying to solve in
regards to harvest percentages. | also don't believe simply making scopes illegal will solve the
issues with overall elk removed from the herd. The long range high powder charge (150gr
powder) muzzleloaders will still be able with modern open sight systems to shoot out to 500
yards accurately. Theres lots of open sight options already on the market promoting the long
range open sight muzzleloaders. Gunwerks is leading the way with the Revic sight and many
others folowing with more affordable versions. These long range open sight shots can create
another issue that will hurt the herd by wounded unrecovered animals, in which GNF cannot
accuratly account for. Removing scopes and adding tags in some hunts can have a negative
effect on herds. By reducing the weapons accuracy and not the range in which it is capable of
harvesting, all game herds will most likely have an increase in wounded animals that go
unrecovered.

| feel if scopes are made illegal there needs to be restrictions on the muzzleloader as well to
prevent them being capable of 500yard shots. So, GNF could put a maximum of let's say
100gr powder charge. This will render most muzzleloader ballistics to 250 yards maximum
effective range for deer and 150 yards for elk.

Need a new rule once a game is wounded the hunt is over. More hunters need to be
accountable for the game they shoot and wound. Its unethical to continue to hunt after
wounding an animal.

Idea 1: Keep existing rules in place and reduce the gty of tags per hunt to meet projected
harvest percentages. This would definitely increase hunt ratings. Only downside is draw
odds decrease and GNF loses revenue.

Idea 2: Remove only telescopic sights. Could have negative impact on wounded animals
due to muzzleloaders still being capable of shotting 500 yards+.

Idea 3: Remove telescopic sights and limit powder charges to 100grains black powder or
equal if using a substitute like Blackhorn 209 which would be 70 grains by weight. This
will limit a hunters' effective range to 250 yards.
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Idea 4: Apply restrictions to scopes and limit the gty of tags on early muzzleloader hunts.
Lets just say keep 60% tags on early muzzleloader hunt. Move the remaining 40% of
tags to last rifle hunt in which scopes may be used. This can create two muzzleloader
draws one early with restrictions and a specific late muzzy hunt to coincide with rifle
dates so hunters can still use scopes.

Sincerely,

Adam Barrera
New Line Technology, Inc.
505-730-3178



From: Elissa Ruddick

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Proposed Muzzloader Rule Change
Date: Friday, May 13, 2022 8:51:55 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Dear NMDGF,

| am opposed to the proposed “CHANGE IN DEFINITION OF A LEGAL MUZZLE-
LOADER?” rule, removing scopes from our currently owned weapons. As an older hunter, |
utilize my scope to make an ethical shot on an animal, as it allows me to see much more
clearly where to place my shot before pulling the trigger. 1 do not personally own what you
consider a long range muzzleloader, mine is an older TC Encore, which | feel comfortable
shooting up to 200 yards with the scope. We have experimented and found the best amount of
powder, as well as the best bullet to use to make it very accurate, but | have always utilized the
scope when shooting it. | believe making the most ethical shot on an animal is the most
important aspect for any weapon, and | also believe that there will be many more wounded
animals that later die, that won’t be counted in your harvest reports that will go to waste if this
rule is adopted, and populations will still decrease more than you desire due to unrecovered
game animals that end up dying. To obtain your desired sustainable harvests, please reduce
the number of tags versus taking away scopes on any of our muzzleloaders, regardless of how
technologically advanced they may be now or become in the future. Technology will continue
to advance, for all weapon types.

Sincerely,
Elissa Ruddick

Sent from the all new AOL app for iOS
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From: corey sexton

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Proposed rule change
Date: Thursday, May 5, 2022 2:04:51 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

Please consider giving private land tags for population management hunts for private land that can prove to be over
ran with deer and giving more dates to hunt deer on private land that is over ran with deer in unit 31. Like a
possibility of letting private land in the over populated areas hunt deer for any 5 consecutive days starting
September-February. (Or certain months that work best with a biologist’s expertise)

Thank You!
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From: Alex Copeland

To: DGF-Deer-Rule; DGF-Elk-Rule; DGF-Exotics-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Proposed Rule Change Opinions
Date: Thursday, June 23, 2022 10:18:51 AM
Attachments: NMDGF Rule Changes.docx

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

NMDGF,

I have attached my thoughts on the proposed rule changes. If each of the departments view
this independently, I have only included my thoughts on the proposed muzzleloader definition
change in the deer section. (Basically, I think that the department should utilize the Restricted
Muzzleloader rule is the muzzleloader hunts are taking too much a toll on herd populations as
that would give the department more flexibility for the long term).

Please feel free to reach out to me if you have any questions or would like clarification.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
- Alex Copeland
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NMDGF,



The following is my response to the proposed rule changes.

	Muzzleloader & Deer Propositions:

· Changing the definition of ‘Muzzleloader’: I think that we have a great tool in the Restricted Muzzleloader rule. If the department is concerned with the increase in harvest rate due to the technological advancements of muzzleloaders specifically, I would suggest that hunts be made into Restricted Muzzleloader hunts. Where deer/elk populations are over objective, you then have the option to make the hunt code less restrictive, thereby working towards the objective goal.



· Minimizing overlap of muzzleloader and Any Legal Weapon hunts: I agree with the assessment of this rule change. I think the most appropriate way to go about this is to move the muzzleloader deer hunts into October to run concurrent with the muzzleloader elk hunts versus pushing the elk hunts to later dates that would largely be outside of the tail end of the rut and after the any legal weapon hunts.



· Adding deer hunts to unit 19: I agree with this as I believe there are some good deer numbers in 19. 



· Reduced deer tags in the Southeastern units and using biological data to make tag allocation decisions: I do believe that there are too many tags in many of the Southeastern units. However, I wonder if the harvest data and survey data support the reduction in tags. I realize that mule deer numbers across the west have been on a steady decline for some time now, but we need data driven decisions, not emotion based decisions. If the data supports a reduction in tag numbers, then I support that.



· Opening WMAs & Fort Stanton to deer hunting: I don’t have an opinion on each of the areas specifically. As previously mentioned, I believe we should be making decisions based on data sets to support the deer management efforts. With that being said, having no management goal is also not an acceptable way of doing business. I think most people understand the fiscal demands needed to constantly survey animal populations, but given the facts that harvest reports are mandatory and weather/meteorological data is largely free, we have good fidelity on a large portion of the overall health of a population.



· Adding hunt codes where populations have increased: Once again, if the population in a given area is healthy, I think that adding hunt codes provides for more opportunity for people to get out, and I see that as a positive.



Elk Propositions

· Change of seasons to accommodate road closures: I am in favor of holding hunts before the majority of road closures. I also believe that it is the hunter’s responsibility to reach out to land management agencies to know when roads close and to plan for that, but understand that can often times be a challenge, or for a new hunter, an unforeseen obstacle.

· Expanding primary management zone in 13, 16E, 17 & 21B: I support this as this allows for better management of herd populations.

· Decrease number of MB tags in 16B/22, 16C, 16E: If we are only trying to increase trophy quality, I don’t foresee this having a dramatic impact. I would like to see a spring bear season open in the Gila, as I believe there are a lot of predators in the Gila. Spring bear hunts have become increasingly popular across the west, and I believe that this would be a great opportunity to get some increased revenue for the department.

· Establish an ‘A’ hunt in 23 south of NM78: I support this if the goal is to limit herd population as I believe most would consider this area pretty decent deer habitat and deer and elk often compete for the same resources.

· Increase ‘A’ and ‘MB’ tag in 30: I think GMU 30 doesn’t get the respect that it deserves in terms of quality of elk in the unit. If you’re looking to maintain quality, I would hesitate to increase number of tags, but if you’re looking to increase opportunity, then I would support it. I know that the unit can handle the number of hunters, especially if you reduce the number of deer tags in the unit during overlapping seasons.

· Adding ‘A’ tags to 34 and making it a secondary management zone: I 100% DISAGREE with turning GMU 34 into secondary management. For one, if you have any population goal at all, by definition, the unit cannot be a secondary zone. I believe that the department has opportunities through the EPLUS system to encourage ranches to sign up to become Unit Wide ranches, or Ranch Only based on the landowners’ desires. If ranches are incurring too much damage due to elk, then they have the option to become a Unit Wide Ranch. I strongly disagree with turning GMU 34 into secondary management. As far as antlerless tags go, I would NOT add additional hunts. I would instead increase the number of tags in the already existing hunt codes. The reason being is, we already have 3 weeks of antlerless tags, followed by a late season archery hunt, followed then by youth encouragement hunts. If you add a hunt, you’d be hunting elk clear into January and that, in my opinion, is just too much pressure, for too long when cows are gestating. 

· Change ‘MB’ tags to ‘ES’ tags and increase tag numbers in GMU 36: I would support this. It seems to have not substantially effected the hunting in GMU 34, and the two units are very well known across the west to have some of the best public land elk hunting in all the west.

· Redistribute tags by weapon type and reduce tag numbers in GMU 48: This proposition doesn’t pass the “sniff test” to me. How are we worried about 92-93 archery hunters in a unit at one time, but we aren’t worries about 74 rifle hunters when NM doesn’t require the wear of high visibility clothing during rifle seasons? I have never hunted GMU 48, but it seems to me that this is a solution to a problem that doesn’t exist.

· Shifting GMU 46 into Secondary Management: If there is truly no management objective to GMU 46, then I support this due to the extremely low volume of public land. However, if there are management objectives, then I believe there are other tools already in place for the department to use with land owners to achieve those objectives.

· Redistribute youth hunts from 50 to 51: I see no issue with this.

· Remove ‘A’ hunt in 53 North of Sunshine Valley Road: I don’t support this proposition. Just because success rates are low, does not indicate that elk are not there. If you want to warn applicants that a hunt code has low success rates, then determine the definition of “low success rate” is, and mark those hunt codes in the regulation.

· Add archery hunts in 57/58: I would support this. I also realize that those units have very little public land and hunters would likely need to work with landowners to potentially recover elk. If the landowners in the unit aren’t willing to deal with this, then I wouldn’t go through with this proposition. 

· Re-defining Encouragement hunts: I support this proposition.



Exotics

· Combing 29, 30, 32, 34, & 37 for Barbary hunts, making 34 OTC for the entire unit: I support this proposal only due to the Bighorn Sheep Herd that was released in GMU 34 in recent years. I will always support native species over exotic species and I believe that this would increase the likelihood that Desert Bighorn Sheep stay in the Sacramento Mountains.

· Increasing Oryx tags and redefining Veteran hunts: As a veteran myself, I support this proposition. These are highly sought after tags and due to the nature of Gemsbok Oryx having no natural predators in NM, hunters are the only way to keep the population in check. I do believe that the population can support and increase to tag numbers. I also have no issues with adding a Youth Only Once-In-A-Lifetime hunt, and then that individual has a second opportunity as an adult. I think that is completely acceptable.

· [bookmark: _GoBack]Ibex propositions: I support reducing tag numbers to bring the ibex population back into objective parameters. I do not thing that redefining female/immature ibex will help in the goal as the two ideas conflict with one another. As far as date changes go, I don’t see anything wrong with the current date structure. I don’t agree with increasing the number of rifle hunts prior to the second archery hunt as that makes an already tough hunt (January archery) even tougher. I also suggest that you use the restricted muzzleloader rule here to reach the population objective. This give the department maximum flexibility if for some reason the population were to increase dramatically in a short amount of time, they could simply make it a standard muzzleloader hunt without having to once again redefine a term. Lastly, I support the once in a youth hunt.


From: Erik Cook

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Proposed Rule Change
Date: Wednesday, April 27, 2022 7:46:28 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

| strongly oppose changing the definition on muzzleloaders.

Thank you,

Erik Cook
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From: Centurylink Customer

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Proposed Rule Change
Date: Tuesday, May 17, 2022 9:34:02 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

The success rate for muzzleloaders has gone up consistently with the new technologies

coming out with better rifles, powders, and ignition systems, and you want to lower that
success rate. | am o.k. with that although is seems inconsistent with the increase in deer
population.

Your proposed solution is to not allow scopes on muzzleloaders. This is going to make it
very hard for older hunters with declining eyesight to hunt with muzzleloaders. | tried open
sights on my javelina gun, and | wasn’t accurate much past 50 yards. Peep sights help, but
won’t solve the problem, and peep sights aren’t effective in low light situations.

There are many other ways to decrease muzzleloader harvest that don’t punish older
hunters. Baby boomers are the biggest population group, and this change will weed us out of
hunting earlier than necessary. | am 68, and don't know how much longer I can hunt. | know
| can't shoot open sights, so this year may be my last year. | hunt with a muzzleloader because
| can draw a tag.

Scope technology hasn’t changed, rifle design, powders, and ignition systems have. High
velocity and high B.C. bullets are what allow hunters to kill at long range with
muzzleloaders. Options 2-8 below would all lower hunting ranges, and reduce the kill
rate. Any of these options are preferable to what you have proposed.

1. Fewer tags. Not my first choice.

2. Outlaw in-line muzzleloaders.

3. Outlaw 209, Rifle, and Pistol primers. Require musket caps or #10 or #11 caps.
4. Outlaw Blackhorn 209 and 777 powder.

5. Require bullets to be 350 gr. or more.

6. Require lead only bullets.

7. Require full bore bullets.

8. Outlaw bullets more than 1.25 times bore diameter.

9. Require flat point bullets.

| also recommend that the youth hunts should include anyone who is still a student, and
should be longer to accomodate not being able to take off from school.


mailto:mnoland30@q.com
mailto:DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us

From: Chad Nelson

To: DGF-Elk-Rule; Goldstein, Elise J.. DGF; DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: 19.31.10 NMAC
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2022 1:24:26 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

G&F's proposal to remove scopes from muzzleloaders is extremely suspect. They rely on
statistical trickery and misdirection to say that it's biologically necessary.

The misdirection is that they relentlessly focus on comparing muzzleloader against rifle in
terms of range, and then say that increased range for muzzleloaders due to

technological advancements has increased success rates. They claim to prove this by showing
DIFFERENCES in success rates between rifle and muzzleloader from 1988-2000 and 2017-
2021.

Comparing ONLY differences between rifle and muzzleloader success rate percentages is an
enormous red flag.

They calculated the differences using the actual success rates, so why aren't they
demonstrating the increase by showing the MUZZL ELOADER success rates?

If harvest is unsustainably high as G&F indirectly claims because the success rates have
supposedly increased, why don't they show anyone the muzzleloader harvest numbers?

Instead G&F presents a hugely misleading comparison of differences between
muzzleloader and rifle success rates, which supposedly proves that success rates are closer to
rifle from 2017-2021 (2% lower) than they were from 1988-2000 (supposedly 17% lower).

It's a little tricky, but they claim to prove that success rates have increased for muzzleloader
OVERALL, but they ONLY show differences in success rates for muzzleloader RELATIVE
to rifle.

Unless they use rifle success rates to set muzzleloader license numbers, this comparison makes
no sense.

The date ranges they compare is where the statistical trickery comes in: Mandatory harvest
reporting was established in 19.30.10 NMAC in 2013.

How can G&F compare relative success rate data from 1988-2000 against data from 2017-
2021 with a straight face?

The penalty established in rule for failure to report is rejection of all draw applications for the
following year. That's a very strong incentive for hunters to comply with the requirement that
DID NOT EXIST from 1988-2000.

Presumably response rates increased dramatically after 2013 because of the severe penalty.

This relatively obvious statistical trick is the ONLY evidence they present to prove that it's
biologically necessary to remove scopes.
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The date ranges they compare should be a MASSIVE red flag. They're comparing apples to
oranges when the entire difference from 1988-2000 could potentially be explained entirely by
dramatically lower response rates.

The entire proposal to reduce the success rate by removing scopes also contradicts the
mathematical example they point to in their proposal summary.

If the target harvest is 100 and the success rate is 25% (without scopes) then they offer 400
licenses to achieve the target of 100.

G&F's biological goal is to limit harvest, not success rates. The goal is to determine the
number of licenses that will achieve sustainable harvest (humber of animals killed), not to
determine what success rate will allow the same number of licenses. There is no target success
rate in the example, it says the target HARVEST is 100. They set the number at 400
BECAUSE the success rate is 25%. 25% of 400 is 100, which is the goal.

So if the success rate has increased and is now 35% with scopes, they could only set the
number at 285 to achieve 100 harvested.

It's just absurdly misleading to claim to know the success rate "without scopes” when
removing scopes is the entire proposal. How can they set the number of licenses without
knowing the success rate? How did they already do that for pronghorn and ibex?

Apparently because a tiny number of muzzleloader hunters can shoot accurately at long
distances using advanced (and very expensive) technology, G&F says that scopes MUST be
removed for all muzzleloader hunts to reduce the success rate instead of the number of
licenses.

As a hunter, the idea of removing scopes for muzzleloaders is pretty offensive. Removing
scopes will reduce the distance of shots for sure, but it will also decrease accuracy overall.

Inaccurate shots will almost certainly increase the incidence of wounding loss, which will not
be reflected in their harvest data. If a hunter wounds an animal and doesn't recover it, no
harvest will be recorded, but the animal may still have been killed.

The actual rule change to 19.31.10 NMAC requiring open sights for muzzleloaders is now
being presented on the G&F website as simply necessary to "conform with changes that are
being made to the individual species rules."

So this radical overhaul of muzzleloader hunting in New Mexico is now just a technical
correction?

G&F is now saying that because license numbers have already been set for pronghorn and
ibex on the assumption that open sights will be required, the Commission now MUST require
open sights.

All of this is just incredibly dishonest.

The whole proposal layers misleading claims on top of each other so that people think
something has to be done about the muzzleloader apocalypse they describe.



They should show the actual muzzleloader success rates and harvest numbers to demonstrate
that it's biologically necessary to change something. If harvest is too high or success rates have
increased, they should follow their own example and lower license numbers.



From: Tylor wright

To: DGF-Deer-Rule; Salazar-Henry, Roberta, DGF; Lopez, Tirzio, DGF; Archuleta, Deanna, DGF; Hickey, Sharon, DGE
Subject: [EXTERNAL] re-deer rule
Date: Monday, May 16, 2022 8:18:16 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

agree with reduction of unit 2b tags overall during adult seasons.

WOULD ALSO SUGGEST A REDUCTION OF TAGS FOR UNIT 2C

OPPOSE strongly reducing tag numbers for youth pre rut period, this is one of
the few opportunities in the state for youth to harvest a respectable buck. It's a
sad day when a group of adults push so hard to sway to reduce the quality of
youth opportunities! Not only this but it falls within the thanksgiving break so
no need for youth to miss any schooling!

UNIT 7 why an archery hunt? why not add youth opportunity
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From: Michael Romero

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rule change
Date: Monday, May 16, 2022 7:44:32 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

| oppose this rule change
Sent from my iPhone
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From: Louis Sanders

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rule change
Date: Wednesday, May 11, 2022 6:06:38 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

I’m a landowner in unit 16E.

It is very obvious to me as well as surrounding land owners and hunters alike, the Deer herd
has declined drastically over the last 30 years that I’ve lived here on this ranch,

Please consider reducing the number of mule deer buck allocations in this unit as well as
surrounding units,

And fighting predators is the best way to bring back the herd!!
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From: samsadventure

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Rule changes, scopes on muzzle loader
Date: Wednesday, April 27, 2022 10:53:06 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

I’m 75 years old and have cataracts, if | hunted without optics on the gun, |1 would probably
cripple more animals. Please Continue to Allow Scopes on muzzle loaders, at the very least
for those over 65 years old.

Also, at my age not many years left to hunt. How about increasing the draw odds for us older
citizens!

Sam Fry
Grant County
225-226-0568

Sam N5FO


mailto:samsadventure@gmail.com
mailto:DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us

From: CARY NICKEL

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Scope rule for muzzleloader hunts.
Date: Friday, August 5, 2022 9:15:52 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

To whom it may concern:

Regarding a "no scope" rule on muzzleloaders, as a hunter who participates in both
muzzleloader and "any legal weapon" hunts in New Mexico, | honestly have no issue
with LIMITING the use of scopes during muzzleloader hunts.

However, as someone who favors the "traditional" school of thought concerning
muzzleloader hunts, and thus owns and utilizes traditional "side-lock™ muzzleloading
firearms, | would suggest ONE caveat:

A "period correct" scope or optic, such as those that would be found on a firearm of
the "pre-centerfire” period (whether authentic or reproduction) should ALWAYS be
allowed. | do not find that such a scope would detract from the intent of a "primitive"
type hunt in any way, as their technology and usefulness are fairly limited, and such
scopes WERE historically used for hunting during the "black powder era".

Thank you for your consideration.

Cary Nickel

6 Road 5370
Farmington, NM 87401
505-716-1756


mailto:carynickel@comcast.net
mailto:DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us

From: Jessie VanHooshier

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Scoped muzzle loader
Date: Tuesday, April 19, 2022 6:42:53 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

Please leave the scope on muzzle loader hunts !

Jessie VanHooshier


mailto:jvan@eunice.org
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From: Holmes, Hoyt

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Scopes on Muzzle loaders
Date: Monday, August 15, 2022 7:09:33 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

My name is Hoyt W Holmes, | am a lifelong resident of New Mexico. | am an avid hunter & angler
here in our great state. | strongly OPPOSE the ruling to remove scopes from muzzle loaders.


mailto:Hoyt.Holmes@pnm.com
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From: John Ward

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Scopes on Muzzleloaders
Date: Sunday, April 24, 2022 6:51:38 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

I am an advocate for the continued use of scopes on muzzleloading firearms for all big game animals. Most rifled
firearms used while hunting big game animals are scoped to ensure an ethical harvest. | have enjoyed my
muzzleloading deer hunts and have been 100% successful with the use of a scope. My confidence level was never in
question. Making a switch from scope to open sights will disuade many from considering future muzzleloader hunts.
Is that the purpose of this proposal? | really would like to better understand the reasoning behind this proposal.

Thank you for your response.
Respectfully,

John Ward M.Ed.
Raton, NM


mailto:74superlead@gmail.com
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From: Charles Dixon

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Scopes
Date: Tuesday, April 26, 2022 9:55:18 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

Sure remove scopes from muzzleloaders if you want more crippling and animals not
recovered. Some well trained individuals with excellent eyesight are capable of consistent
clean kills with open sites. That is rare. So my question is, what is the intent of this rule? To
limit the number of animals harvested by reducing how accurate hurters are with their
muzzleloading rifle and increasing the number of animals injured during the season and the
number of animals that die and are not recovered. Or is this an effort to reduce those who
apply for muzzleloader hunts?

Personally I see no upside to this change.

Charles E Dixon, PhD
Wildlife Plus Consulting
PO BOX 416

128 Silver Fox Lane
ALTO, NM 88312

Cell- 575-808-1221
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From: Jeremy Pritchett

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Sept deer hunt
Date: Saturday, April 23, 2022 8:58:41 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

I have a suggestion, what if you looked at moving the Sept bow hunt for deer to an earlier date? Like mid August to
End of Aug? This way the deer hunters and the elk hunters aren’t walking all over each other. | bet the difference in
outside temperature in those 2 weeks is miniscual, especially in the higher country. I’ve had a deer tag and messed
up an elk hunter and | felt bad, 1’ve also had an elk tag and been messed up by a deer hunter. | wasn’t mad cause it’s
public land and they have just as much right as I do, but it does hurt especially when it’s getting harder and harder to
draw tags and every opportunity counts.

Sent from my iPhone


mailto:jeremyp29@yahoo.com
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From: Stuemke. Kevin

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Unit 2B proposal
Date: Monday, April 18, 2022 6:48:58 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to
clicking on links or opening attachments.

While | do agree to reduce number of tags and move the youth hunt out of the rut | disagree with
moving all the hunts to October. This is mainly a migration hunt with few resident deer and success
is mostly dependent of the migration. | would like to see getting rid of the early rifle hunt and add a

November 15" to 19" rifle hunt with around 25 tags make it a 4 point or better point restriction.

Kevin Stuemke


mailto:kevin.stuemke@exxonmobil.com
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From: Hampton Trophy Outfitters

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Units 2B 2A and 7
Date: Friday, April 22, 2022 5:35:55 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

My name Is Anthony Hampton, | am a current resident of the unit 2 area for 33 years, | started guiding at age 20 and
I am currently a five year outfitter at age 33 and | primarily operate in the unit 2 area. | am first and foremost an avid
hunter and conservationist. The following comments are what myself and many other locals to the area have also
witnessed in the past 10 years. Unit 2B was once a famous world renowned unit for not only quantity of deer but the
quality of deer as well. Over the last decade | have personally witnessed a massive decrease in herd numbers in this
unit. The resident deer herd (south of hwy64) is the lowest I’ve seen in the last 24 years that I’ve been active in the
unit. | can also say the same for the migration deer herd (north of hwy 64). Over the last three years we have also
seen a massive decrease in mature bucks since the 2B youth hunt was implemented. | recommend cutting the tags
allocated in unit 2B by around 50%. A roughly 50% decrease in tags will effect me negatively financially but if the
tag numbers stay what they are, in the next 5 to 10 years | believe there will not be a healthy enough deer herd in
this unit for me to operate in anyways. These are the numbers I and several others have come up with to help put the
2B deer herd in a growth era instead of the current exponential decline they are currently in. Sept. Bow- 50 tags,
muzzleloader- 50 tags, youth October 75 tags, 1st rifle- 100 tags, 2nd rifle- 200 tags, 3rd rifle- 300 tags, youth
November 25 tags, January archery- 100 tags

2A is a unit with great potential but with the number of tags allocated it seems they can’t grow in numbers. We
have seen a slow decrease in deer numbers in this unit and since the youth hunt was implemented we have seen a
rapid decrease in bucks, especially mature bucks! 2A could use at the very least a 25% decrease in tag numbers and
the youth November hunt should have a total of 10 tags allocated MAX! The numbers of bucks harvested in this unit
is somewhat contradictory to my argument if you compare harvest reports from 2018 to 2021 but what | have
noticed is a higher number of young bucks being harvested than in the past there were more mature bucks harvested.
The decrease in mature bucks in 2A has put a target on younger healthier bucks.

Unit 7 January archery could benefit hunters as a pretty good hunt but only if the tag numbers are 10 tags Max
on that hunt. It wouldn’t be a bad idea to take out 5 of the 25 rifle tags to help offset the additional 10 tags allocated
in January. The unit 7 deer herd is already sparse and an increase of too many tags will put what is a currently
sustaining herd into a decline as well.

I also DO NOT agree with the no scope rule change for muzzleloaders! Taking away the use of scopes will
greatly decrease accuracy and will inevitably introduce a high number of wounded unrecovered game animals
during muzzleloader seasons. (Colorado is a prime example). If long range muzzleloaders are an issue a better less
drastic step to take would be not allowing pistol primer igniting systems which most long range muzzleloaders these
days are using to effectively harvest game at a greater distance than a standard 209 primer fired muzzleloader.

I communicate greatly with locals on these exact issues and | have yet to encounter an opposing argument. With
the recent trapping ban imposed on NM public lands we are also going to see an increase in fawn mortality rates in
these units and as of now we need to foresee this change and help our deer herds as much as we can while there are
still a decent number. | believe these units are still salvageable at this point in time but the longer these herds are on
a decline the longer it will take to bring them back to a thriving population! There will be some push back from ill-
informed hunters who have not observed these deer herds over the last two decades like myself on a tag reduction in
2A and 2B to the NMGF. These are the hunters that are putting their own personal tag drawing success before the
health of the actual deer herds in these areas and they must be ignored to ensure great hunting opportunities for our
future generations!

Sent from Anthony Hampton
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From: Hampton Trophy Outfitters

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Units 2B, 2A and 7 deer
Date: Friday, April 22, 2022 3:25:45 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

My name is Anthony Hampton, | am a 33 year resident in the unit 2 area and became a guide at age 20 and am
currently a 5 year outfitter at age 33 primarily operating in these units discussed, but I am an avid hunter and
conservationist first and foremost. The following comments are what | and many hunters like myself have witnessed
in units 2B, 2A and 7. The 2B deer herd has gone down drastically in the last decade and we’ve seen a huge
decrease in mature bucks in the past few years since the youth hunt in November was implemented. Mule deer is a
species that are struggling to maintain numbers across the western states and 2B which was once a famous unit for
not only quantity of deer but quality of deer as well and it is a declining deer herd also. The resident deer herd (south
of hwy 64) in 2B is at an all time low that I’ve seen since I’ve been hunting in the last 24 years. | can also say the
same for the migration herd (north of hwy 64) . I personally would like to see around a 50% cut in tags allocated. A
roughly 50% decrease in tags would hurt me financially since | am a full time outfitter in this area but if the tag
numbers stay the way they are currently There won’t be enough bucks in 2B to even operate in the next 5 to 10
years. | believe 2B is salvageable if we act now. These are the numbers | would personally like to see for tags
allocated in 2B. Sept. Bow.- 25 tags. Muzzleloader- 50 tags, 1st rifle- 100 tags, 2nd rifle-200 tags, 3rd rifle-300 tags.
Youth October 100 tags, youth November 25 tags, January bow-100 tags.

As of 2A this unit is a diamond in the rough. 2A has extreme potential. It has lots of water and feed but the number
of tags in this unit keeps the numbers of deer in a slow decline as well. Tag numbers should also be reduced by at
least 25% in 2A. The few mature bucks that do reside on public land in 2A has also plummeted do to the late
November youth hunt. There should be a maximum number of 10 tags allocated for 2A November youth. There will
be push back from ill-informed hunters who are more concerned about drawing a tag than the health of the deer
herds. Like I said before | make a living on these deer herds and cutting tags in these units will be cutting my
income as well but I absolutely 100% know it has to be done or we will lose 2 great mule deer units in the next 5 to
10 years. A unit 7 January bow hunt would be a great hunt as long as the number of tags allocated is 10 tags max!
There is already low deer numbers in this unit. 5 tags taken from the 25 rifle tags allocated can possibly offset the
additional 10 archery tags given for a Jan. Archery hunt.

I also DO NOT agree with the no scope rule for muzzleloader, this creates a massive decrease in accuracy and
undoubtedly will create a large increase in wounded unrecovered game animals. (Colorado is a prime example) If
long range muzzleloaders is an issue then I suggest doing away with pistol brass igniting systems before doing away
with scopes since majority of long range muzzleloaders use pistol brass as an igniting system. | sure hope this email
was read thoroughly because we have very few quality deer herds in NM and we are very close to losing the last few
quality units we do have. | also talk to a lot of locals who grew up observing the deer herds in these units for
decades now and I have yet to find anyone who disagrees with the numbers | am proposing to help try to put our
deer herds into a growth stage instead of the current exponential decline.

Thank you!

Sent from Anthony Hampton
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From: Dale Buser Jr

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Youth hunt in 2a,2b
Date: Tuesday, April 26, 2022 9:22:34 AM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

Totally agree to move all youth hunts to October. Those rut hunts in late December really hurt the mature deer
population.

Thanks Dale Buser
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From: Brad Norman

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Youth Hunt
Date: Monday, May 16, 2022 6:51:35 PM

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

My name is Brad Norman and have two youth hunters. | absolutely love the youth season deer dates to have two
weekends that align with Thanksgiving. My sons play basketball in the fall so getting away on the weekends is very
difficult. I am able to talk my wife in allowing me to take the kids hunting two weekends so the longer season dates
don’t really impact the total number of days in the field.

I’m super supportive of moving youth hunt dates in areas with a migration herd like 2B and 2C to October to
mitigate over-harvest.

I would love to see the two weekend youth hunts over Thanksgiving in all of the other areas in the state without deer
migration concerns! The youth harvest data is inline with the general rifle adult seasons so | don’t see a concern with
leaving the youth deer hunting dates in other areas alone.

Best Regards,

Brad Norman
505-319-3990

11101 Jordan Ave NE
Albuquerque, NM 87122
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From: ISPA, DGFE

To: DGF-Elk-Rule; DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL]
Date: Wednesday, May 18, 2022 11:10:50 AM

Forwarding,

NMDGF Information Center Team

1 Wildlife Way

Santa Fe, NM 87507

Phone: 888-248-6866 or 505-476-8000

Email: ispa@state.nm.us

CONSERVING NEW MEXICO'S WILDLIFE FOR FUTURE GENERATIONS

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail, including all attachments is for the sole use of the intended recipient[s] and may contain
confidential and/or privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, copying, disclosure or distribution is prohibited, unless
specifically provided under the New Mexico Inspection of Public Records Act. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact
the sender at once and destroy all copies of this message.

From: Jeff Terrell <jhrst66@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 18, 2022 10:46 AM

To: ISPA, DGF <dgfinformationspecia@state.nm.us>
Subject: [EXTERNAL]

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on
links or opening attachments.

| hear that you are thinking about doing away with scopes on muzzleloaders. Bad idea. | am 78
years old and can no longer see open sites. But that will not stop me from hunting. 1l will be able to
see is a big dark blob and that is what | will air at. If | hit it itwill not probably be a killing shot, oh will
| will keep trying. Maybe | will hit for or five but never get one. Take tags from the EPLUS
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From: Duvuvuei, Orrin, DGF

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Comments on Proposed Muzzle Loader Change of Definition
Date: Thursday, May 12, 2022 4:04:37 PM

Orrin Duvuvuei

Deer Program Manager

New Mexico Department of Game & Fish
One Wildlife Way

Santa Fe, NM 87507

Cell: (505) 219-5461

From: Anthony Hom <chtcotc.ap@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 11, 2022 5:55 PM

To: DGF-Elk-Rule <DGF-Elk-Rule@state.nm.us>; DGF-Deer-Rule <DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us>; DGF-
Exotics-Rule <DGF-Exotics-Rule@state.nm.us>; DGFPronghorn-Rule@state.nm.us

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments on Proposed Muzzle Loader Change of Definition

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.
This proposed rule change is ridiculous and narrow minded for several reasons:

1. Supposedly it could create more tags? That's purley speculative. The reason there are less success rates to draw
tags is because there are more hunters. If we want to just be speculative, I speculate that more tags available would
just mean more tags issued and more money. Please, spare us this shallow means of rationale...we're smarter than
that!

2. Hunters would be less successful? Wow...if that's NMG&F"s new mission you should reconsider what you're
there for. Doing anything to reduce the potential accuracy of lethal arms means less success for the wildlife. If you
take off the scopes, hunters will continue to take shots at ranges with less accuracy, wounding more animals. Game
and Fish, is that really what you want? You know as well as | do that this WILL happen. Don't do anything to affect
accuracy; everything in your power should be done to continue to support ethical taking of NM's Big Game. Those
of us who truly respect our beloved wildlife resources are working within our limits, and 600 yard shots are not
within most of our limits. The guys taking 600 yard muzzle loader shots with a scope, will take 300 yard shots with
no scope with equal non-success/unethical shot placement. Please, let's not go backward in hunter or wildlife
success. If we are fortunate enough to draw a hunt, we and the big game should be given the best opportunity to do
it right.

3. Technology has advanced with muzzle loader? Really? They're still single shot, loaded from the muzzle;
maybe you should take NM G&F's hunter's safety and learn what a muzzle loader is. If you're getting high
performance out of a muzzle loader, you're doing your homework. Technology has advanced across the board.
When | was a kid, nobody thought about taking 1,000 yard shots with a rifle. Nobody thought about taking 120 yard
shots with a bow. There was no such thing as range finders and bullet drop compensation. Come on and wake up;
it's not just muzzle loaders. Big game hunting is an extreme sport that industry has capitalized on; I'm just as
disgruntled about not getting drawn as the next guy. But let's face it...there are just more hunters. So unless you want
to have us all run around in loin-cloths and spears to big game hunt, drop this “technology has advanced and we
need to stop it" mentality. If you're gonna do it, do it across the board: no range finders, no BDC, no adjustable
turrets, no sights on bows.

Please do not pass this proposed rule. It won't result in more tags available; it won't prevent hunters from putting in
for muzzle loader hunts, and muzzle loaders are not the only legal hunting arm that has seen substantial
improvements in technology.

Respectfully, Anthony Hom
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From: Duvuvuei, Orrin, DGF

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Deer Hunt Proposal
Date: Thursday, May 26, 2022 1:18:57 PM

Orrin Duvuvuei

Deer Program Manager

New Mexico Department of Game & Fish
One Wildlife Way

Santa Fe, NM 87507

Cell: (505) 219-5461

From: Benjamin Otero <otero_16@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 26, 2022 12:02 PM

To: DGF-Deer-Rule <DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us>

Cc: Hickey, Sharon, DGF <Sharon.Hickey@state.nm.us>; Salazar-Henry, Roberta, DGF <R.Salazar-
Henry@state.nm.us>; Bates, Jimmy, DGF <Jimmy.Bates@state.nm.us>; Lopez, Tirzio, DGF
<Tirzio.Lopez@state.nm.us>; Archuleta, Deanna, DGF <Deanna.Archuleta@state.nm.us>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Deer Hunt Proposal

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.
To whom it may concern,

Currently in your deer proposal the department is looking at adding coues deer hunts in GMU 16, 22, 21 and 26. |
do not agree in adding these hunts because the deer herd is on a downward trend in southwest NM. Currently the
hunts already have opportunity to hunt coues deer if a hunter would like based on the current forked antler deer
(FAD) hunts already provided. There is no data on current coues deer populations in the units listed above. Yes
there are pockets of coues deer in the above listed units however due to drought, large fires and continued hunting
pressure on deer; there is not time for the deer herds to get rest due to continued hunt pressure and adding hunts
continues unnecessary pressure on the deer.

I do NOT agree in adding the additional coues deer hunts to help maintain quality and populations.

| DO support changing muzzleloader hunts to open/fixed sights on muzzleloaders and no scopes.

Thank you!

Sincerely,

Benjamin Otero
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From: Duvuvuei, Orrin, DGE

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Deer proposals comments
Date: Tuesday, April 12, 2022 9:00:46 AM

Orrin Duvuvuei

Deer Program Manager

New Mexico Department of Game & Fish
One Wildlife Way

Santa Fe, NM 87507

Cell: (505) 219-5461

From: Travis <tmatthewe@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 12, 2022 8:51 AM

To: Duvuvuei, Orrin, DGF <Orrin.Duvuvuei@state.nm.us>
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Deer proposals comments

Ok, thank you Orrin! 1 am in favor of this proposal. And hope that the dates for the FAWTD hunt(s) will be in
December.

Thanks,
Travis

On Tuesday, April 12, 2022, 08:23:10 AM MDT, Duvuvuei, Orrin, DGF <grrin.duvuvuei@state.nm.us> wrote:

Hi Travis,

Thanks for your email. Currently we are proposing to keep the other hunts as FAD and only add a FAWTD hunt.
Therefore the existing hunts will stay the same and just have the additional opportunity created with the FAWTD
hunt.

Thanks,

Orrin Duvuvuei

Deer Program Manager

New Mexico Department of Game & Fish
One Wildlife Way

Santa Fe, NM 87507

Cell: (505) 219-5461
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From: Travis <tmatthewe@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, April 11, 2022 6:15 PM

To: DGF-Deer-Rule <DGE-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Deer proposals comments

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or
opening attachments.

Hello,

| listened to the commission meeting today and wanted to comment on the deer proposals.

I'm in favor of all proposals for Deer.

However, | do have a question regarding the addition of FAWTD hunts in units 16, 21, 22, 26. Will this mean that
the existing hunts will be changed to FAMD like units 23, 24 and 27? Or is the proposal to keep the existing hunts
FAD and just add additional hunts for FAWTD?

Thanks,

Travis
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From: Duvuvuei, Orrin, DGE

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Deer Proposals
Date: Thursday, May 12, 2022 4:04:28 PM

Orrin Duvuvuei

Deer Program Manager

New Mexico Department of Game & Fish
One Wildlife Way

Santa Fe, NM 87507

Cell: (505) 219-5461

From: couesbuck80@aol.com <couesbuck80@aol.com>
Sent: Thursday, May 12, 2022 9:29 AM

To: DGF-Deer-Rule <DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Deer Proposals

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

Hello,

I would like to comment on the current Deer Proposals. I'm in favor of all proposals. However, to avoid to deep of
cuts in tags in the SE part of the state, | suggest we move some of the tags to Primitive Muzzleloader. That way we
can reduce success rate but not reduce opportunity too much.

Thanks
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From: Duvuvuei, Orrin, DGE

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Deer rule
Date: Tuesday, May 24, 2022 8:46:29 AM

Orrin Duvuvuei

Deer Program Manager

New Mexico Department of Game & Fish
One Wildlife Way

Santa Fe, NM 87507

Cell: (505) 219-5461

From: daniel lopez <djerome21@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2022 3:37 PM

To: DGF-Deer-Rule <DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Deer rule

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

5) | believe the NMDGF should reduce licenses in GMU 2B.

6) | believe NMDGF should create a October youth hunt in 2B and remove or lower licenses allotted in November.
D red
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From: Duvuvuei, Orrin, DGE

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Deer Rule Changes
Date: Thursday, May 12, 2022 4:04:58 PM

Orrin Duvuvuei

Deer Program Manager

New Mexico Department of Game & Fish
One Wildlife Way

Santa Fe, NM 87507

Cell: (505) 219-5461

From: Tuffy Barnett <tbarnett@mangasoutfitters.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 11, 2022 5:26 PM

To: DGF-Deer-Rule <DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Deer Rule Changes

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

I have been outfitting in units 13, 15, 17, 16 A-D for the last 30 years. My experience and observations is that the
deer quality and quantity have been decreasing significantly.

I am in favor of reducing licenses in units 2A and 2B and unit 12, 13 and 16A-D as well.

Thank you

Tuffy Barnett
Mangas Ouftfitters
5758386202
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From: Duvuvuei, Orrin, DGE

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Deer rule
Date: Tuesday, May 24, 2022 8:46:29 AM

Orrin Duvuvuei

Deer Program Manager

New Mexico Department of Game & Fish
One Wildlife Way

Santa Fe, NM 87507

Cell: (505) 219-5461

From: daniel lopez <djerome21@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2022 3:37 PM

To: DGF-Deer-Rule <DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Deer rule

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

5) | believe the NMDGF should reduce licenses in GMU 2B.

6) | believe NMDGF should create a October youth hunt in 2B and remove or lower licenses allotted in November.
D red
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From: Duvuvuei, Orrin, DGE

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Muzzle loaders - Q Deer hunts
Date: Thursday, June 9, 2022 9:46:37 AM

Orrin Duvuvuei

Deer Program Manager

New Mexico Department of Game & Fish
One Wildlife Way

Santa Fe, NM 87507

Cell: (505) 219-5461

From: Charles Fatta <charlesfatta@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, June 4, 2022 4:35 PM

To: DGF-Deer-Rule <DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzle loaders - Q Deer hunts

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

Good afternoon

Many New Mexicans have invested into scoped MZs over the past several decades. However, | understand the need
to create a proper "fair chase" and especially during premium seasons. Trophy quality and herd numbers could
continue to suffer. A possible solution would be to create more "primitive MZ" hunts similar to Deer unit 33 for
more Q deer hunts. Low harvest numbers may create more hunting opportunities while maintaining trophy quality
and herd size.

thank you

Charles Fatta
Hunting NM since 1988
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From: Duvuvuei, Orrin, DGF

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader proposal
Date: Thursday, June 9, 2022 9:46:19 AM

Orrin Duvuvuei

Deer Program Manager

New Mexico Department of Game & Fish
One Wildlife Way

Santa Fe, NM 87507

Cell: (505) 219-5461

From: riley nelson <rsnelson505@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, June 4, 2022 4:57 PM

To: DGF-Pronghorn-Rule <DGF-Pronghorn-Rule@state.nm.us>; DGF-Deer-Rule <DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us>;
DGF-Elk-Rule <DGF-EIk-Rule@state.nm.us>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader proposal

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

This is a terrible proposal. The Department should be ashamed and embarrassed for its attempt to mislead honest,
ethical hunters and the general public.

“As technology has improved and success rates of muzzle-loader hunts sometimes rivals that of rifle hunts, the
Department must consider whether to decrease the number of muzzle-loader licenses, or change the legal definition
of muzzle-loading firearms™ If this is truly correct, which I doubt, the answer is to lower license numbers, NOT
make an across-the-board change of the legal definition of a muzzleloader that would affect ALL muzzleloader
hunts. Why is that even being proposed? (other than to accommodate a third party’s objective--almost certainly the
NM Wildlife Federation..). The Department goal is to limit harvest, not to limit or decrease success rates. The
Department is clearly trying to confuse people by treating harvest (absolute number) and success rates (relative
percentages) as the same issue when they aren’t. They're using misleading claims and bogus statistical comparisons
in a shallow attempt to deceive the public.

“From 1988-2000 the success rates for muzzle-loader elk hunts was 17 percentage points (range: 7-25 percentage
points) lower than rifle hunts. From 2017-2021, that difference was only 2 percentage points (range: 0-7 percentage
points: see Table 1 below)” Any data prior to 2013 is unreliable since mandatory harvest reporting began in 2013.
You can’t make any comparison or draw any conclusion from data prior to 2013. Bogus.

“Success rates of muzzle-loaders have increased considerably, and are approaching success of rifle hunts (Table 1).
The Department is faced with a situation where some herds cannot biologically sustain continued harvest at these
elevated rates for muzzle-loader hunts.” Tricky and misleading phrasing of the second sentence, implying that
HARVEST ( number of animals killed) has increased, but they do not support that with actual harvest data. The
goal is target HARVEST, NOT success rate. Number of animals, not percentage of success. Has HARVEST
increased for muzzleloader? The Department doesn't support this with harvest data. If HARVEST is too high, lower
the license numbers. Decreasing accuracy to lower the success rate is a terrible idea.
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Further, the Department makes no mention of the potential for increased wounding loss due to decreased accuracy
with open sights. Removing scopes to decrease success rates will not only decrease the distance a hunter can shoot
from as the Department claims, it will decrease shooting ACCURACY overall. Accuracy is critically important to
hunters, and especially muzzleloader hunters because they typically only get one shot. Making it more difficult for
hunters to make a good shot is a terrible idea. Obviously more animals will be wounded and not recovered if this
proposal is adopted.

Why make all muzzleloader hunts worse so that you can offer more licenses? The better answer (if in fact there is
even a problem, which there isn’t....) is to lower license numbers. This is what the Department would normally do
based on harvest numbers above the target. The Department sets a license number that yields a sustainable harvest
number, based on sound biologic principles. Isn't that what the Department is supposed to do?

Again, this is a terrible proposal. DGF and any person promoting this proposal should be ashamed and
embarrassed.

Riley S. Nelson

1408 Martha St NE
Albuquerque, NM 87112

(505) 980-3733



From: Duvuvuei, Orrin, DGE

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader rule agreement
Date: Tuesday, May 31, 2022 8:38:46 AM

Orrin Duvuvuei

Deer Program Manager

New Mexico Department of Game & Fish
One Wildlife Way

Santa Fe, NM 87507

Cell: (505) 219-5461

From: chase Wilbanks <chase3wilbanks@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, May 29, 2022 2:29 PM

To: DGF-Deer-Rule <DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Muzzleloader rule agreement

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

I am here to say that I am in FULL SUPPORT in REMOVING SCOPES from muzzleloaders. The purpose of a
muzzleloader hunt was to create more opportunity with low success rates to keep populations healthy. Now, with
muzzleloaders capable of shooting beyond 1000 yards, it is unethical to allow scopes while hunting big game
species.
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From: Duvuvuei, Orrin, DGE

To: DGE-Deer-Rule
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] new January archery hunt gmu7 mule deer
Date: Friday, March 11, 2022 1:24:23 PM

Orrin Duvuvuei

Deer Program Manager

New Mexico Department of Game & Fish
One Wildlife Way

Santa Fe, NM 87507

Cell: (505) 219-5461

From: gb sales <gbsalesalb@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, March 11, 2022 11:01 AM

To: dgf-deer-rules@state.nm.us; Duvuvuei, Orrin, DGF <Orrin.Duvuvuei@state.nm.us>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] new January archery hunt gmu7 mule deer

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on
links or opening attachments.

Thank you for taking the time to consider a January archery mule deer hunt in gmu7.
| have collected signatures on a petition of other landowners and hunters also interested in gmu?7
january hunt.
My contact info is Jason Gallegos
505-261-1068
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From: Duvuvuei, Orrin, DGE

To: DGF-Deer-Rule
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Scopes
Date: Monday, May 9, 2022 9:12:51 AM

Orrin Duvuvuei

Deer Program Manager

New Mexico Department of Game & Fish
One Wildlife Way

Santa Fe, NM 87507

Cell: (505) 219-5461

From: TYE C BJORKMAN <bjtyelon@msn.com>
Sent: Sunday, May 8, 2022 1:15 PM

To: DGF-Deer-Rule <DGF-Deer-Rule@state.nm.us>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Scopes

CAUTION: This email originated outside of our organization. Exercise caution prior to clicking on links or opening
attachments.

Years ago | was against any scopes on muzzleloaders, “No modern inline muzzleloaders™.

Over the ensuing years my eye sight changed and | had to start wearing Bifocal glasses.

With the bifocal glasses I can no longer focus the front and rear sights together on any firearm with open sights.

I now have to use a scope when | hunt specially when using a muzzleloader.

| justify this by saying “If Davy Crockett or Danial Boone had my eyes they would have wanted a scope”.

Suggest maybe limit the power of the scope being used or maybe just using 1X power red dot sights.
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COMMISSION MEETING AGENDA BRIEFING

Meeting Date: October 14, 2022 Agenda Number: 11
Presenter: Stewart Liley Corroborator:  N/A

Agenda Title: Rule Making Hearing on Final Changes on the deer Rule (19.31.13 NMAC) for

the 2023 — 2026 hunting seasons.

1. Summary of Agenda Item

The Department will present biological data and proposed changes to the deer rule
(19.31.13 NMAC) based on public comment, survey information, and management
goals. We held 4 in person/virtual public meetings and have also received public
comments on the rule.

The Department is proposing the following changes to the deer rule:

General Statewide Proposed Changes

Modify the definition of a muzzle-loader to include only those muzzle-loading firearms
that do not have a scope (for all big game species).
Adjust season dates to account for calendar shift. For example, if a hunt normally starts
on a Saturday, this date shift would be maintained throughout the rule so the hunts
continue to start on a Saturday.
Adjust some hunts to minimize overlap of weapons used or species hunted.
Adjust draw license numbers based on biological data and management goals.

o Reductions in GMUs: 2B, 12, 29, 30, 31, 32, 34, 37, 38, 39, and 55

o Slight increases in GMUs: 5B, 6A/6C, 7, 8, 9, 14, 19, 20, 21, 23, 24, 26, 27, 40,

42, 43, 45, 47, 48, 49, 53, 56, 58, 59.

Specific Proposed Changes

Create an October youth hunt in GMUs 2A and 2B; move most of the youth licenses
from November into October. This will result in a drastic decrease in harvest for these
GMUs.

0 GMU 2A: 25 licenses in October, 15 licenses in November

o GMU 2B: 125 licenses in October, 25 licenses in November
Create a November rifle hunt on L Bar/Marquez WMA in GMU 9 (10 licenses).
Designate GMU 8 as a Quality Unit.

Add a second hunt code for White Sands Missile Range (Rhodes Canyon and Stallion
Range hunts; 5 licenses each).
Create new hunts where deer populations have increased

0 January FAD archery hunts in GMUs 7 and 9 (15 licenses each)

o0 December FAWTD rifle hunts in GMUs 21 and 26 (25 licenses each)

o0 September FAMD and FAWTD archery hunts in GMU 27 (30 FAMD and 15

FAWTD licenses)

o0 November ESWTD hunt in GMU 55A, 55B (private land, unlimited licenses)
Open River Ranch, Double E, and Pipkin Ranch WMAs to deer hunting for those with
valid licenses for the GMU.

Remove language “Excluding Fort Stanton” for the GMU 36 deer hunts.
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- Reduce youth licenses on Huey WMA in GMU 33 from 2 hunts of 10 licenses each to 2
hunts of 5 licenses each. The deer population on the Huey WMA is small and
intermittent. This reduction will still provide youth opportunities without pushing the deer
onto adjacent private land.

2. Background Information

The deer rule (19.31.13 NMAC) is re-evaluated every 4 years and changed based on
population data, harvest data, management goals, and public feedback. The
Department has reached out to the public for input.

Deer population growth is driven by both adult female and fawn survival. Adult doe survival
is consistent across the mule deer range with only minor variability. Fawn survival on the
other hand varies by region and across years, and it is heavily influenced by precipitation
timing and amount coupled with habitat conditions.

Because a single male will breed many females within a breeding season, >95% of does will
be pregnant each year. Unless the number of bucks falls below 10 bucks per 100 does,
male mortality does not impact pregnancy rates. As such, current male harvest is not
negatively impacting population growth.

The Department employs two management strategies to meet diverse stakeholder desires:
Standard hunts and Quality hunts. Standard hunts, also defined as opportunity hunts, are
designed to maximize hunter opportunity without negative impacts to the population. The
average age of bucks in Standard hunt units is typically younger and hunter density is
typically higher. Quality hunts provide combination of lower hunter density, increased
opportunity for success, ability to select from a wider range of age classes, and/or more
opportune season structures. Quality hunt units tend to have lower hunter densities.

3. Strategic Plan References and Possible Impacts of Agenda Item

The process as presented to the Commission meets the Conservation Services
Program Objectives 1, 2 and 5 of the Department’s Strategic Plan: FY 2019 — FY 2023

4. Considerations Regarding Duplications and/or Conflicts with Existing Rules or
Statutes

None

5. Description and Summary of Public Involvement Process and Results

The Department has held 4 hybrid in person/virtual public meetings in Las Cruces,
Roswell, Raton, and Albuquerque (78 people attended in person and 74 tuned in
virtually). We have received 108 public comments to our deer rule email account (as of
10/5/2022). Proposed changes to the deer have been posted on the Department’s
website.

6. Suggested Motion

The Department respectfully suggests the following motion unless Commission
discretion indicates a different course of action:
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“Move to adopt the proposed changes to 19.31.13 NMAC as presented by the
Department and allow the Department to make minor corrections to comply with filing
this rule with State Records and Archives.”

TITLE 19 NATURAL RESOURCES AND WILDLIFE
CHAPTER 31 HUNTING AND FISHING
PART 13 DEER

19.31.13.1 ISSUING AGENCY: New Mexico department of game and fish.
[19.31.13.1 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.1 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.2 SCOPE: Sportspersons interested in deer management and deer hunting. Additional
requirements may be found in Chapter 17; NMSA 1978, and Chapters 30, 31, 32 and 33 of Title 19 NMAC.
[19.31.13.2 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.2 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.3 STATUTORY AUTHORITY: Sections 17-1-14 and 17-1-26 NMSA 1978 provide that the New
Mexico state game commission has the authority to establish rules and regulations that it may deem
necessary to carry out the purpose of Chapter 17 NMSA 1978 and all other acts pertaining to protected
mammals, birds and fish.

[19.31.13.3 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.3 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.4  DURATION: April 1, 2019 2023 through March 31, 20232027.
[19.31.13.4 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.4 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.5 EFFECTIVE DATE: April 1, 26392023, unless a later date is cited at the end of an individual
section.
[19.31.13.5 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.5 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.6 OBJECTIVE: Establishing open hunting seasons and regulations, rules; and procedures
governing the distribution and issuance of deer licenses by the department.

[19.31.13.6 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.6 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.7 DEFINITIONS:

A. “Antlerless deer” or “A” shall mean a deer without antlers.
B. “Deer” as used herein, shall mean any wild cervid of the genus Odocoileus.
C. “Deer enhancement program” as used herein, shall mean the department activity that

allows the issuance of not more than two authorizations permits for the taking of one fork-antlered deer per
license permit, with the purpose of raising funds for programs and projects to benefit deer.

D. “Department” shall mean the New Mexico department of game and fish.

E. “Director” shall mean the director of the New Mexico department of game and fish.

F. “Either sex” or “ES” shall mean any one deer.

G. “Either sex white-tailed deer” or “ESWTD” shall mean any one white-tailed deer
(Odocoileus virginianus).

H. “Fork-antlered deer” or “FAD” shall mean a deer possessing antlers, one of which shall

have a definite fork showing two or more distinct points. A burr at the base does not constitute a point or
fork.

L. “Fork-antlered mule deer” or “FAMD” shall mean a mule deer (Odocoileus hemionus)
possessing antlers, one of which shall have a definite fork showing two or more distinct points. A burr at the
base does not constitute a point or fork.

J. “Fork-antlered white-tailed deer” or “FAWTD” shall mean a white-tailed deer (Odocoileus
virginianus) possessing antlers, one of which shall have a definite fork showing two or more distinct points. A
burr at the base does not constitute a point or fork.

K. “Game management unit”, ex-“GMU”, “hunt area” or “management area” shall mean
those areas as described in 19.30.4 NMAG; Boundary Descriptions for Game Management Units.
L. “High demand hunt” shall mean a special draw hunt where the total number of non-

resident applicants for a deer hunt exceeds twenty-two percent of the total applicants based on data for the
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two 1mmed1ately precedlng years

M N.  “Quality hunt” shall mean a hunt designed to provide a hunter with an opportunity to
achieve one or more of the following: an enhanced experience based on timing and length of hunt season;
lower hunter den51ty, or an 1ncreased opportunlty for success.

N.P. “Wildlife mangement areas” r “WMASs” shall mean those areas as described in 19.34.5
NMAC Wildlife Management Areas.
[19.31.13.7 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.7 NMAC, 4/1/2019]

19.31.13.8 ADJUSTMENT OF LICENSES; PERMITS AND-AUTHORIZATIONS: The director, with the
verbal concurrence of the chairperson of the New Mexico state game commission or their designee, may
adjust the number of licenses;permits,-orautherizations for deer up or down by no more than twenty percent
of the total licenses available in the GMU to address significant changes in population levels or to address
critical department management needs. This adjustment may be applied to any or all of the specific hunt
codes for deer. The director may change or cancel all hunts on military lands to accommodate closures on
those lands; if changed, the season length and bag limit shall remain the same as assigned on the original hunt
code.

[19.31.13.8 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.8 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.9 GMUs 2A, 2B, 2C, 4 AND 5A PRIVATE-LAND ONLY HUNTS:

A. Persons applying for prlvate land only deer licenses in GMUs 24, 2B, 2C, 4 and 5A must
obtain an authorization number de R al-a 2 hat-may : ained from
participating landowners in these GMUs.

B. Participating landowners in GMUs 24, 2B, 2C, 4 and 5A landewners-are required to provide
proof of land ownershlp to obtaln authorlzatlon numbers speera—l—appl—reafaen—ﬁerms from the department

[19.31.13.9 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.9 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.10 CHRONIC WASTING DISEASE (CWD): The director has the authority to designate
possession criteria to any deer hunter where ehrenie-wasting-disease {CWD3} is a concern. It is unlawful to
transport dead deer, or their parts, taken from any GMU or area identified by the director in which the
presence of, or possibility of, exposure to CWD has been identified to any location outside that GMU except for

the following:

A. meat that is cut and wrapped (either commercially or privately);

B. quarters or other portions of meat with no part of the spinal column or head attached;

C. meat that has been boned out;

D. hides with no heads attached;

E. clean skull plates with antlers attached; clean is defined as having been immersed in a bath
of at least one part chlorine bleach and two parts water with no meat or tissue attached;

F. antlers with no meat or tissue attached;

G. finished taxidermied heads; or

H. er-by prior arrangement to a department office.

[19.31.13.10 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.10 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.11 QUALITY DEER HUNTS: Quality hunts for deer are as follows:
A. Hunt codes DER-1-115, DER-1-116, DER-2-121, DER-2-122, DER-2-123, DER-2-420
B. All hunts in GMUs 2C, 5B, 8, 17, 23-Burro mountains hunt area, 27, 33, 41, the Valle Vidal, all

private land deer incentive program hunts and all hunts on the Humphries/Rio Chama/Sargent WMAs.
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[19.31.13.11 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.11 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.12  SPECIAL DEER HUNTING OPPORTUNITIES:
A. Deer enhancement program:

(1) Program description: The director efthe-department shall collect all proceeds
generated through the auction and lottery of special deer authorizations permits, and such monies shall be
deposited in the game protection fund. These monies shall be made available for expenditure by the
department solely for programs and projects to benefit deer and for direct costs incurred in carrying out
these programs. These monies shall be used to augment, and not replace, monies appropriated from existing
funds available to the department for the conservation, restoration, utilization and management of deer.

(2) Requirements for issuance of special deer authorizations permits:

(@) The state game commission shall authorize the director efthe- department
to issue not more than two special deer authorizations permits-in any one license year to take one fork-
antlered deer per license permit. The director shall allow the sale of one authorization permit through auction
to the highest bidder and one authorization permit-to a person selected through a random drawing of a
lottery ticket by the department or an incorporated, nonprofit organization dedicated to the conservation of
deer.

(b) Unless their hunting privileges have been revoked pursuant to law, any
person is eligible to submit a bid for the special deer auction authorization permit-or purchase lottery tickets
in an attempt to be selected for the special deer lottery authorization permit.

(c) The special deer authorizations permits issued through auction and lottery
may be transferred through sale, barter or gift by the successful individuals te-only to other individuals
qualified to hunt.

(3) Enhancement hunts: Deer enhancement licenses shall be valid from September 1
through January 31; for any big-game legal sporting arms. These licenses shall be valid statewide where
hunting is allowed. The bag limit shall be one fork-antlered deer. The authorization to obtain a deer
enhancement license may be used either by the applicant or any individual.

B. Deer incentive programs:

(1) Chrenie-wasting disease {CWD} reporting incentive: The director may annually
allow up to two deer authorizations to be issued through a random drawing for deer and elk hunters
submitting their legally harvested animal for CWD testing. Authorizations awarded pursuant to this rule may
be transferred through sale, barter or gift. Deer incentive hunts shall be valid only for the dates, big-game
legal sporting arms, bag limit and area specified by the director.

(2) Private:land deer incentive program: Private landowners who are conducting
and maintaining substantial habitat improvements or land management practices on their deeded lands that
directly and significantly benefit deer may be considered for special recognition. Only those projects as
determined by the department to be relevant and beneficial to deer will be considered. Landowners must
develop a deer conservation and management plan and submit an appllcatlon including a map delmeatlng the
legal property boundary and-en e va FRan -1
cooperation-with-to the department Upon appreva—l—ef—theﬁl-a& ompletlon of approved habltat improvement
projects the landowner may be granted authorizations for alternative season dates as approved by the
department. Licenses obtained using the authorizations will be valid only on deeded property for the ranch

to which they were awarded. Landowners receiving incentive authorizations are required to continue habitat
improvement prolects and submit an update as directed by the department to be con51dered for continued
participation. Fhehu any-unigue hy 3 dpursua h ot R
600:

C. Premium hunt opportunity: One premium deer draw hunt will be issued each license year
through the draw. The hunt area will be statewide on any public land open to hunting, including WMAs, and
private land with written permission.

open GMUs | 2023-2024 2024-2025 2025-2026 | 2026-2027
or areas hunt dates hunt dates hunt dates | hunt dates | hunt code licenses | bag limit
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statewide 9/1/2023- 9/1/2024- 9/1/2025- 9/1/2026- DER-1-700 |1 FAD
1/31/2024 1/31/2025 1/31/2026 1/31/2027
epenGMUs | 2019-2020 2020-2021 2021-2022 | 2022-2023
statewide 9/1/2019- 9/1/2020- 9/1/2621- 9/1/2022- BER-1+700 | % FAD
1312026 1332021 1312022 | 3332023
[19.31.13.12 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.12 NMAC 4/1/2023]
19.31.13.13 POPULATION MANAGEMENT HUNTS:
A. The director or their designee may authorize population management hunts for deer when
justified in writing by department personnel.
B. The director or their designee shall designate the big-game legal sporting arms, season

dates, season lengths, bag limits, hunt boundaries, specific requirements or restrictions, and number of
licenses to be issued.

C. In the event that an applicant is not able to hunt on the dates specified, the applicant’s name
shall be moved to the bottom of the list and another applicant may be contacted for the hunt.
D. In those instances where a population management hunt is warranted on deeded private

lands, the landowner may suggest eligible hunters of their choice by submitting a list of prospective hunters’
names to the department for licensing consideration. No more than one-half of the total number of licenses
authorized shall be available to landowner identified hunters. The balance of prospective hunters shall be
identified by the department.

[19.31.13.13 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.13 NMAC, 4/1/2023]

19.31.13.14  DEER HUNTS:

A. Public draw (and private lands in GMUs 24, 2B, 2C, 4 and 5A) deer hunts, listing the open
GMUs or areas, eligibility requirements or restrictions, hunt dates, hunt codes, big-game legal sporting arms,
number of licenses and bag limit shall be as indicated below. The state game commission owned Double E
WMA, Navajo WMA, Pine River WMA, prairie-chicken areas, River Ranch WMA and Water Canyon WMA shall

be open to licensed public draw deer hunters durmg establlshed seasons.The state game commission-owned
hicken-are h er-huntin g€ ishe as: Hunters holding a valid bow

deer license for GMUs 23 or 24 who do-did not harvest a deer durlng their hunt will be allowed to obtain
permission from the department to hunt fer antlerless deer from January 16 through February 5 within the

Silver City deer management area as delineated by the department fremJjanuary16-threugh February5.

2023-2024 2024-2025 2025-2026 2026-2027 bag
open GMUs or areas hunt dates hunt dates hunt dates hunt dates hunt code licenses | limit
2A: youth only 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-100 25 FAD
2A 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-1-101 150 FAD
2A: private land only 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-1-102 40 FAD
2A: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-103 15 FAD
2A 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-104 40 FAD
2A: private land only 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-105 15 FAD
2A 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-106 80 FAD
2A: private land only 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-107 15 FAD
2A 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-108 50 FAD
2A: private land only 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-109 10 FAD
2B 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-110 275 FAD
2B: youth only 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-111 125 FAD
2B: private land only 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-112 25 FAD
2B 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-1-113 350 FAD
2B: private land only 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-1-114 25 FAD
2B 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 DER-1-115 400 FAD
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2B: private land only 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 DER-1-116 75 FAD
2B: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-117 25 FAD
2B 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-118 130 FAD
2B: youth only 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-119 20 FAD
2B: private land only 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-120 10 FAD
2B 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-121 180 FAD
2B: youth only 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-122 50 FAD
2B: private land only 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-123 30 FAD
2B 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-124 175 FAD
2B: youth only 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-125 20 FAD
2B: private land only 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-126 10 FAD
2C 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/8-11/12 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-127 30 FAD
2C: private land only 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/8-11/12 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-128 8 FAD
2C 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-129 50 FAD
2C: private land only 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-130 15 FAD
2C 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-131 20 FAD
2C: private land only 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-132 9 FAD
4. Humphries/Rio

Chama/Sargent WMAs | 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-133 20 FAD
only

4: Humphries/Rio

Chama/Sargent WMAs | 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-134 10 FAD
only, youth only

4: private land only 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-135 | 175 FAD
4: Humphries/Rio

Chama/Sargent WMAs | 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-1-136 20 FAD
only

4: private land only 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-1-137 175 FAD
4. Humphries/Rio

Chama/Sargent WMAs | 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/8-11/12 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-138 10 FAD
only

4: private land only 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/8-11/12 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-139 10 FAD
4: Humphries/Rio

Chama/Sargent WMAs | 11/22-11/26 11/27-12/1 11/26-11/30 | 11/25-11/29 | DER-1-140 5 FAD
only, youth only

4: Humphries/Rio

Chama/Sargent WMAs | 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-141 10 FAD
only

4: private land only 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-142 150 FAD
4: private land only 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-143 100 FAD
5A: public land only 11/7-11/13 11/5-11/11 11/11-11/17 | 11/10-11/16 | DER-1-144 40 FAD
5A: private land only 11/7-11/13 11/5-11/11 11/11-11/17 | 11/10-11/16 | DER-1-145 220 FAD
5A: public land only 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-146 30 FAD
5A: private land only 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-147 220 FAD
5A: public land only 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-148 10 FAD
5A: private land only 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-149 50 FAD
5B 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/1-11/5 11/7-11/11 DER-1-150 30 FAD
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5B: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-151 | 10 FAD
58 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-152 | 10 FAD
58 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-153 | 10 FAD
?':;;fe?f: mobility | 1414 10/18 | 10/12-10/16 | 10/11-10/15 | 10/10-10/14 | DER-1-154 | 20 FAD
6A and 6C 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/1-11/5 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-155 | 110 FAD
6A and 6C 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-156 | 100 FAD
6A and 6C 9/30-10/4 9/28-10/2 10/4-10/8 | 10/3-10/7 | DER-3-157 | 115 FAD
7 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/1-11/5 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-158 | 30 FAD
7 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-159 | 10 FAD
7 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-160 | 15 FAD
7 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-161 | 25 FAD
8: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-2-162 | 65 FAD
8 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-163 | 65 FAD
9 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/8-11/12 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-164 | 15 FAD
%ﬁm 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/8-11/12 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-165 | 10 FAD
9: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-166 | 10 FAD
9 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-167 | 10 FAD
9 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-168 | 15 FAD
9 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-169 | 10 FAD
10: mobility impaired | 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-170 | 20 FAD
10 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-171 | 70 FAD
10 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-172 |65 FAD
10 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-173 | 90 FAD
10: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-174 | 25 FAD
10 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-175 | 100 FAD
10 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-176 | 90 FAD
12 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-177 | 85 FAD
12 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-178 | 20 FAD
12 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-179 | 40 FAD
13 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-180 | 150 FAD
13 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-181 | 150 FAD
13: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-182 | 50 FAD
13 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-183 | 125 FAD
13 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-184 | 75 FAD
13 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-185 | 200 FAD
14 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-186 | 55 FAD
14 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-187 | 35 FAD
14 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-188 | 25 FAD
14 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-189 | 55 FAD
15 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-190 | 75 FAD
15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-191 | 25 FAD
15 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-192 | 165 FAD
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15: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-3-193 100 FAD
16 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 DER-1-194 300 FAD
16: mobility impaired 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-195 25 FAD
16 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-196 300 FAD
16: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-197 100 FAD
16 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-198 230 FAD
16 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-199 175 FAD
16 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-3-200 300 FAD
17 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 DER-1-201 80 FAD
17 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-202 80 FAD
17: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-203 80 FAD
17 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-204 | 75 FAD
17 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-205 75 FAD
17 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-3-206 80 FAD
18 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 DER-1-207 70 FAD
18 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-208 70 FAD
18 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-209 | 50 FAD
18 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-210 40 FAD
18 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-3-211 75 FAD
19: White Sands

r’::sz:j:jihc’e”c'z 12/1-12/3 11/29-12/1 | 11/28-11/30 | 11/27-11/29 | DER-1-212 | 5 FAD
in/check-out

19: White Sands

2::::2:5;‘::& 1/12-1/14 1/10-1/12 1/9-1/11 1/8-1/10 DER-1-213 |5 FAD
in/check-out

19: except the White

Sands missile range 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-214 10 FAD
portion

19: except the White

Sands missile range 12/2-12/6 12/7-12/11 12/6-12/10 | 12/5-12/9 DER-3-215 10 FAD
portion

20 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 DER-1-216 90 FAD
20 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-217 90 FAD
20 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-218 45 FAD
20 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-219 25 FAD
20 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-3-220 85 FAD
21 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 DER-1-221 425 FAD
21 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-222 425 FAD
21: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-223 100 FAD
21 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-224 | 300 FAD
21 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-225 200 FAD
21 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-3-226 350 FAD
21 12/2-12/10 12/7-12/15 | 12/6-12/14 | 12/5-12/13 | DER-1-227 | 25 FAWTD
22 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 DER-1-228 70 FAD
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2 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-229 | 70 FAD
22: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-230 | 20 FAD

2 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 |9/1-9/24 |DER2-231 |30 FAD

2 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 | 1/1-1/15 | DER2-232 |25 FAD

2 10/28-11/1 | 10/26-10/30 |11/1-11/5 |10/31-11/4 | DER3-233 |65 FAD
23:exceptthe Burme | 4y /5 49/ 11/2-11/6 | 11/811/12 | 11/7-11/11 |DER-1-234 |450 | FAMD
mountains hunt area

23:.exceptthe BUMO | 4y /yy 4995 | 11/9.41/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-235 | 450 | FAMD
mountains hunt area

23:exceptthe BUMO | 4y /1g.11/) | 11/16-11/20 | 11/22-11/26 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-236 | 100 | FAWTD
mountains hunt area

23:exceptthe BUMO | 155 15,10 | 12/7-12/15 | 12/6-12/14 | 12/5-12/13 | DER-1-237 | 55 FAWTD
mountains hunt area

23: except the Burro

mountains huntarea, | 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-238 | 75 FAD
youth only

23: except the Burro

| 9/1:9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | 9/1-9/24 | DER2-239 |205 | FAMD
23:exceptthe Burro | 4/ )5 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 | 1/1-1/15 | DER-2-240 | 50 FAMD
mountains hunt area

23: except the Burro

e huntarey | 2/1:0/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | 9/1-9/24 | DER2-241 |100 | FAWTD
23: exceptthe Burro |\ /0 4 /59 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 | 1/16-1/31 | DER-2-242 | 50 FAWTD
mountains hunt area

23:.exceptthe BUMO | 1555 11/1 | 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-243 | 225 | FAMD
mountains hunt area

23:exceptthe BUI0 1058 19/1 | 10/2610/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-244 |75 FAWTD
mountains hunt area

23:BUMOMOUNAINS | 14/4.19/17 | 11/2-1/10 | 11/8-11/16 | 11/7-11/15 | DER-1-245 | 35 FAMD
hunt area only

23:BUMOMOUNAINS | 15/5.19/10 | 12/7-12/15 | 12/6-12/14 | 12/5-12/13 | DER-1-246 | 40 FAWTD
hunt area only

23: Burro mountains

huntarea only, youth | 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-247 | 25 FAD
only

23: Burro mountains | 4/1.1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 | 1/1-1/15 | DER-2-248 | 40 FAMD
hunt area only

fli nf:l‘; 'Z:I‘\‘l”ta'"s 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | 9/1-9/24 | DER2-249 |20 FAWTD
23: Burro mountains | 1/1¢.1/39 1/16-1/31 | 1/16-1/31 | 1/16-1/31 | DER-2-250 | 50 FAWTD
hunt area only

23:Burro mountans | 10/55.11/1 | 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-251 | 40 FAMD
hunt area only

23:Buro MOUNtains | 40/58.19/1 | 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-252 | 40 FAWTD
hunt area only

24: including Fort

Bayard management 9/30-10/8 9/28-10/6 9/27-10/5 9/26-10/4 DER-1-253 50 FAD
area, youth only

24: excluding Fort

Bayard management | 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 | 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 |DER-1-254 |400 | FAMD

area
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24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-255 400 FAMD
area

24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 11/18-11/22 11/16-11/20 11/22-11/26 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-256 100 FAWTD
area

24: including Fort

Bayard management 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-257 50 FAD
area, youth only

24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 12/2-12/10 12/7-12/15 12/6-12/14 | 12/5-12/13 | DER-1-258 50 FAWTD
area

24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-259 135 FAMD
area

24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-260 85 FAMD
area

24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-261 60 FAWTD
area

24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 DER-2-262 40 FAWTD
area

24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-3-263 280 FAMD
area

24: excluding Fort

Bayard management 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-3-264 75 FAWTD
area

25 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 DER-1-265 100 FAD
25 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-266 100 FAD
25 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-267 45 FAD
25 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-268 | 30 FAD
25 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-3-269 45 FAD
26 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 DER-1-270 100 FAD
26 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-271 100 FAD
26 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-272 25 FAD
26 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-273 15 FAD
26 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-3-274 60 FAD
26 12/2-12/10 12/7-12/15 12/6-12/14 12/5-12/13 DER-1-275 25 FAWTD
27 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 11/7-11/11 DER-1-276 50 FAMD
27 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-277 50 FAMD
27 11/18-11/22 11/16-11/20 11/22-11/26 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-278 40 FAWTD
27: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-279 25 FAD
27 12/2-12/10 12/7-12/15 12/6-12/14 12/5-12/13 DER-1-280 25 FAWTD
27 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-281 30 FAMD
27 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-282 15 FAWTD
27 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-283 | 30 FAMD
27 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 | 1/16-1/31 | DER-2-284 | 40 FAWTD
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27 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-285 | 40 FAMD
27 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 | DER-3-286 | 50 FAWTD
ﬁ( McGregorrange | 15 1609727 | 12/21-12/22 | 12/20-12/21 | 12/19-12/20 | DER-1-287 | 25 FAD
28: McGregor range

only, military only 12/16-12/17 12/21-12/22 12/20-12/21 | 12/19-12/20 | DER-1-288 25 FAD
29 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 10/25-10/29 | 10/31-11/4 DER-1-289 150 FAD
29 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/8-11/12 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-290 150 FAD
29 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-291 100 FAD
29 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-292 50 FAD
29 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/18-10/22 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-293 70 FAD
30 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 10/25-10/29 | 10/31-11/4 DER-1-294 720 FAD
30 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/8-11/12 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-295 720 FAD
30: youth only 11/18-11/26 11/23-12/1 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-296 250 FAD
30 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-297 | 200 FAD
30 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-298 100 FAD
30 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/18-10/22 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-299 325 FAD
31 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/1-11/5 11/7-11/11 DER-1-300 440 FAD
31 11/18-11/22 11/16-11/20 11/15-11/19 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-301 435 FAD
31 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-302 | 175 FAD
31 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-303 100 FAD
31 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/18-10/22 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-304 175 FAD
32 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-1-305 565 FAD
32 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/8-11/12 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-306 560 FAD
32: Roswell and Ft.

Sumner hunt areas 12/16-12/31 12/16-12/31 | 12/16-12/31 | 12/16-12/31 | DER-1-307 15 A
only, youth only

32: Roswell and Ft.

Sumner hunt areas 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 1/16-1/31 DER-1-308 15 A
only

32 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-309 150 FAD
32 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-310 100 FAD
32 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/18-10/22 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-311 175 FAD
33 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/1-11/5 11/7-11/11 DER-1-312 150 FAD
33 11/18-11/22 11/16-11/20 11/15-11/19 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-313 150 FAD
33 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-314 60 FAD
33 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-315 50 FAD
%‘m only 10/21-10/25 10/19-10/23 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-316 140 FAD
33;;::2\:1:\/,\/ MAonlv. | 1118191/06 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-3-317 | 5 ES
33: Huey WMA only, 12/26/2023- 12/26/2024- 12/26/2025- | 12/26/2026- DER-3-318 B
youth only 1/1/2024 1/1/2025 1/1/2026 1/1/2027 - = =
34: mobility impaired 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-1-319 50 FAD
34: youth only 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 11/1-11/5 10/31-11/4 DER-1-320 45 FAD
34 11/11-11/15 11/9-11/13 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-321 650 FAD
34 11/18-11/22 11/16-11/20 11/22-11/26 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-322 650 FAD
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34 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-323 | 450 FAD
34 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-324 | 350 FAD
34 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-3-325 | 340 FAD
36 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-326 | 300 FAD
36 11/11-11/15 | 11/9-11/13 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/14-11/18 | DER-1-327 | 300 FAD
36: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-328 | 25 FAD
36 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-329 | 225 FAD
36 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-330 | 125 FAD
36 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-331 | 115 FAD
36: youth only 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-332 | 25 FAD
37 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-333 | 365 FAD
37 11/18-11/22 | 11/16-11/20 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-334 | 360 FAD
37 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-335 | 100 FAD
37 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-336 | 80 FAD
37 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-337 | 125 FAD
38 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-338 | 160 FAD
38 11/18-11/22 | 11/16-11/20 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-339 | 155 FAD
38 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-340 | 65 FAD
38 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-341 | 40 FAD
38 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-342 | 100 FAD
39 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-343 | 35 FAD
39 11/18-11/22 | 11/16-11/20 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-344 | 35 FAD
39 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-345 | 25 FAD
39 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-346 | 15 FAD
39 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-347 | 40 FAD
40 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/1-11/5 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-348 | 50 FAD
40 11/18-11/22 | 11/16-11/20 | 11/15-11/19 | 11/21-11/25 | DER-1-349 | 50 FAD
40 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-350 | 20 FAD
40 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-351 | 15 FAD
40 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-352 | 30 FAD
41 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-353 | 40 FAD
41 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-354 | 40 FAD
41: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-355 |5 FAD
41: youth only 12/2-12/6 12/7-12/11 | 12/6-12/10 | 12/5-12/9 | DER-1-356 | 15 ESWTD
41 12/9-12/13 12/14-12/18 | 12/13-12/17 | 12/12-12/16 | DER-1-357 | 10 ESWTD
41 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-358 | 10 FAD
41 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-359 | 10 FAD
41 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-360 | 25 FAD
42 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-361 | 40 FAD
42 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-362 | 40 FAD
42 11/22-11/26 | 11/27-12/1 | 11/26-11/30 | 11/25-11/29 | DER-1-363 | 10 ESWTD
42 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-364 | 15 FAD
42 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-365 | 15 FAD
43 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-366 | 35 FAD
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43 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-367 | 10 FAD
43 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-3-368 | 15 FAD
45 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-369 | 250 FAD
45: mobility impaired | 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-370 | 25 FAD
45 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-371 | 250 FAD
45: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1372 | 25 FAD
45 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-373 | 165 FAD
45 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-374 | 160 FAD
47 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1375 | 25 FAD
47 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-376 | 20 FAD
47 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-377 | 10 FAD
47 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-378 | 20 FAD
48 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-379 | 50 FAD
48 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-380 | 50 FAD
48 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-381 | 45 FAD
48 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-382 | 30 FAD
49 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-383 | 100 FAD
49 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-384 | 100 FAD
49 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-385 | 105 FAD
50 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-386 | 50 FAD
50 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1387 | 50 FAD
50 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-388 | 5 FAD
51A 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-389 | 145 FAD
51A 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-390 | 65 FAD
518 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-391 | 20 FAD
518 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1392 | 15 FAD
518 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-393 | 15 FAD
52 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-394 | 90 FAD
52 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-395 | 90 FAD
52 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-396 | 80 FAD
ﬁ%ﬁ:‘:’r pre 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-397 | 25 FAD
53 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-398 | 85 FAD
53 11/4-11/8 11/2-11/6 11/8-11/12 | 11/7-11/11 | DER-1-399 | 85 FAD
53 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-400 | 100 FAD
33(;: :oi‘l’\'/'“ Neblett | 15/51.10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-401 | 10 FAD
\‘r;\‘;ﬁ: :oi‘l’\'/i“ Neblett | 15/98-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-402 | 10 FAD
\Sl\?ﬁ/fzocn‘lj\'/i" Neblett | §/1 /94 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-403 | 10 FAD
ES E Lol 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-404 |5 FAD
2‘2 IvESv ﬁi;';e;mm 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-405 |5 FAD
55: Urraca WMA only | 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-406 | 5 FAD
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55: Urraca WMA only | 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1407 |5 FAD
55: Valle Vidal only 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-408 | 10 FAD
56 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-409 | 15 FAD
56 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-410 | 15 FAD
56: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-411 | 10 FAD
56: youth only 12/2-12/6 12/7-12/11 | 12/6-12/10 | 12/5-12/9 | DER-1-412 | 10 ESWTD
56 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-413 | 10 FAD
56 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-414 | 15 FAD
57 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-415 | 25 FAD
57 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-416 |25 FAD
57: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-417 | 10 FAD
57 11/22-11/26 | 11/27-12/1 | 11/26-11/30 | 11/25-11/29 | DER-1-418 | 10 ESWTD
57 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-419 | 20 FAD
g;:tse”f:rrlits:@”v°” 11/1-11/30 11/1-11/30 | 11/1-11/30 | 11/1-11/30 | DER-2-420 | 20 FAD
57 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-421 15 FAD
58 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-422 | 40 FAD
58 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-423 | 35 FAD
58: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-424 | 10 FAD
58: youth only 12/2-12/6 12/7-12/11 | 12/6-12/10 | 12/5-12/9 | DER-1-425 | 15 ESWTD
58 12/9-12/13 12/14-12/18 | 12/13-12/17 | 12/12-12/16 | DER-1-426 | 15 ESWTD
58 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-427 | 10 FAD
58 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 DER-3-428 25 FAD
59 10/21-10/25 | 10/19-10/23 | 10/25-10/29 | 10/24-10/28 | DER-1-429 | 40 FAD
59 10/28-11/1 10/26-10/30 | 11/1-11/5 | 10/31-11/4 | DER-1-430 | 40 FAD
59: youth only 11/18-11/26 | 11/23-12/1 | 11/22-11/30 | 11/21-11/29 | DER-1-431 | 5 FAD
59: youth only 12/2-12/6 12/7-12/11 | 12/6-12/10 | 12/5-12/9 | DER-1-432 |15 ESWTD
59 12/9-12/13 12/14-12/18 | 12/13-12/17 | 12/12-12/16 | DER-1-433 | 15 ESWTD
59 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-434 | 10 FAD
59 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-435 | 25 FAD
2021- 2022-
2019-2020 | 2020-2021 | 2022 hunt | 2023 hunt

2A 9/1-9/24 919424 9/1-9/24 | 9/+-9/24 |DER-2-103 | 40

2A 1/11/15 1/1-1/15 1/11/15 | 1/1-1/15 |DER-2-105 | 80

2A 9/27-10/3 9/27.10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 |DER-3-107 | 50

2A: private land only| 9/27-10/3 9/27.10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 |DER-3-108 | 10
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59

9/1-9/24

9/1-9/24

9/1-9/24

9/1-9/24

BER-2-424

19

FAD

59

94271643

94271643

94271643

94271643

DER-3-425

25

FAD

B.

Private-land only deer hunts: Private-land only deer licenses shall only be valid on deeded
private land and arebe restricted to the hunt dates, eligibility requirements-er restrictions, big-game legal
sporting arms and bag limit that corresponds to the draw hunt code listed in Subsection A of 19.31.13.14
NMAC for the GMU where the private landowner’s property lies. Private-land only deer licenses shall be
unhmlted and avallable from any llcense vendor and the department s web site. Pﬂva!ee-l-a-nd—en-ly—ha-n!eers—m

d—FﬂW Prlvate land only hunts in GMUs 8 46 54 and 55 shall be as 1nd1cated below

2023-
open GMUs 2024 hunt | 2024-2025 | 2025-2026 2026-2027
or areas dates hunt dates | hunt dates hunt dates |hunt code licenses | bag limit
10/14- 10/12- 10/18- 10/17- el L
8 10/18 10/16 10/22 10/21 _______ B _____
8 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-501 | unlimited | FAD
8 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 1/1-1/15 DER-2-502 | unlimited | FAD
8 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-503 | unlimited | FAD
10/21- 10/19- 10/18- 10/24- . —
46 10/25 10/23 10722 10/28 DER-1-504 | unlimited | FAD
10/28- 10/26- 10/25- 10/31- . —
46 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-506 | unlimited | FAD
46 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-507 | unlimited | FA
10/21- 10/19- 10/18- 10/24- Al .
54 10/25 10/23 10/22 10/28 DER-1-508 | unlimited | FAD
54 10/28- 10/26- 10/25- 10/31- .
11/1 10/30 10/29 11/4 DER-1-509 | unlimited | FAD
54 11/22- 11/27- 11/26- 11/25- el L
11/26 12/1 11/30 11/29 DER-1-510 | unlimited | ESWTD
54: youth 11/18- 11/23- 11/22- 11/21- . —
only 11/26 12/1 11/30 11/29 DER-1-511 | unlimited | FAD
54 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-512 | unlimited | FAD
54 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-513 | unlimited | FAD
10/21- 10/19- 10/18- 10/24- —
10/28- 10/26- 10/25- 10/31- Al L
55 11/1 10/30 10/29 11/4 DER-1-515 | unlimited | FAD
55: youth 11/18- 11/23- 11/22- 11/21- Al .
only 11/26 12/1 11/30 11/29 DER-1-516 | unlimited | FAD
55 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 DER-2-517 | unlimited | FAD
55 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-518 | unlimited | FA
11/22- 11/27- 11/26- 11/25- el L
55 11726 12/1 11730 11/29 DER-1-519 | unlimited | ESWTD
2019-
openGMUs | 2020-hunt | 2020-2021 | 2021-2022 | 2022-2023
erareas dates huntdates | huntdates | huntdates huntecede | licenses | baglimit
10/12- 10/17- 10/16- 10/45- —
8 DER-1-500 | unlimited | EAD
10/16 10/21 10/20 10/19
8 9/19/24 |9/49/24 | 9/1-9/24 9/1-9/24 | DER-2-501 | unlimited | EAD
8 9/2710/3 | 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 [ 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-502 | unlimited | EAD
10/19- 10/24- 10/23- 10/22- —
46 DER-1-503 | unlimited | EAD
10/23 10/28 10/27 10/26
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16/26- 10/31 16/29-
10/36 11/4 10/30-11/3 11/ DER-1-504 | unlimited | FAD
16 9/19/24 | 9/1.9/24 | 9/19/24 | 9/19/24 | DER2505 | unlimited | EAD
46 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | 9/27.10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-506 | unlimited | EAD
16/19- 10/24- 10/23- 10/22-
16/23 10/28 10/27 10/26 Skl | sshimifed | b
10/26- 10/31 10/29-
54 s A 101304173 | 115 DER-1-508 | unlimited | EAD
ENEEN 11725 1124 11723
124 11729 11/28 11427 Eeiaety | elimie | Ehe®
Siiyouth | 11723 FoL o] 11/20- FEWZTN
o o TS it i DER-1-510 | unlimited | EAD
54 9/19/24 | 9/1.9/24 | 9/19/24 | 9/19/24 |DER 2511 | unlimited | EAD
54 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | 9/27.10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER3-512 | unlimited | EAD
16/19- 10/24 10/23- 10/22-
. e e e i DER-1-513 | unlimited | EAD
%19726 14_/419731 10/30-11/3 %19723 DER-1-514 | unlimited | EAD
SSiyouth | 11723 ] 11/20- 1119
N [ s iy m DER-1-515 | unlimited | EAD
55 9/1.9/24 | 9/1-9/24 | 9/1.9/24 | 9/1.9/24 | DER-2-516 | unlimited | EAD
55 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | 9/27-10/3 | DER-3-517 | unlimited | EAD
e 11725 1124 11723
558 e il e i DER-1-518 | unlimited | ESWTD

[19.31.13.14 NMAC - Rp, 19.31.13.14 NMAC, 4/1/2023]
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Dated at Las Cruces, this 14" day of October, 2022.

STATE GAME COMMISSION

)77 @

ATTEST:

Michadl B.‘Sloanc, Secretary

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHENTICATION

State of New Mexico )
) ss
County of Dona Ana )

I, Michael B. Sloane, Director of the Department of Game and Fish of the State of New
Mexico, do hereby certify that the foregoing amendment or rule 19.31.13 NMAC Deer rule is a
true copy of said amendment of the State Game Commission of the State of New Mexico; that
said amendment has been adopted, signed, and filed in the office of the Director in accordance
with Section 17-2-5, New Mexico Statutes Annotated, 1978 Compilation, and in the office of the
State Records Center of the State of New Mexico in accordance with Section 14-4-1, New
Mexico Statutes Annotated, 1978 Compilation.

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the
Director at Santa Fe, New Mexico, this 14" day of October, 2022.

Michael B. Sloane, Director

SEAL

19.31.13 NMAC
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