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2012 Wolf Stamp art by Catherine Howell
Help protect the endangered Mexican gray wolf 
with your artwork. the New Mexico Wilderness 
Alliance invites art submissions for the 2013 Mexican Wolf 
Conservation Stamp. Artists worldwide are invited to enter 
two-dimensional drawings, paintings or photographs featuring 
the Mexican gray wolf. the winning artwork will be featured 
on the 2013 Mexican Wolf Conservation Stamp, which is sold 
to raise funds to support Mexican wolf conservation projects 
and educate the public. All artwork must be scalable to the 
size of the stamp, 4 inches wide by 5 inches tall. Artwork 
will not be returned unless a self addressed envelope with 
postage is provided. Please submit entries by December 
31, 2012 to: New Mexico Wilderness Alliance Mexican Wolf 
Conservation Fund, PO Box 25464, Albuquerque, NM 87125,  
or tisha@nmwild.org.

Call for EntriEs: 
Mexican Wolf Conservation Stamp Artwork Contest

Join nM Wild for a Week in the stunning 
setting of YelloWstone national Park.  
Be our special guest for our most unique 

wilderness experience. Join Executive Director 
Stephen Capra, Santa Fe Director Demis Foster, 
and the experienced guides from Wild Side Tours 
for an amazing winter wildlife trip. We will spend 
the first days  viewing the famous wolves of Lamar 
Valley, meeting with wolf reintroduction biologists 
in the park and visiting with renowned National 
Geographic photographers, all while enjoying great 
food, wine and deluxe eco-lodging at Mammoth 
Lodge. We will then travel via snow coach to  

Old Faithful with exciting views of bison, raptors, 
elk and geothermal formations. Once in the heart of 
the park, we will snowshoe or ski through a geyser 
basin with expert naturalists and spend time enjoy-
ing the luxurious lodge and unique beauty of winter 
in Yellowstone. The trip will end at the Chico Hot 
Springs Resort where we will soak in the historic 
mineral pools surrounded by Paradise Valley. A din-
ner at Chico’s four-star restaurant will be a memo-
rable finish to an epic week in the wild!

For more information or to register contact  
Demis Foster: demis@nmwild.org or 505-216-9719.

Discover the Wolves of Yellowstone 
February 24 – March 2, 2013
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froM The execuTIve DIrecTor

The term wildness often has different 
meanings for different people. Be-
ing in a remote wilderness naturally 
gives one a sense of wildness. Yet, 

even in wilderness, the true sense of wildness is 
often diminished without a perception of wildlife 
interaction. For me personally, those times when 
wildness and wildlife intersect truly create a feel-
ing of other worldliness.

In the late 1800s, wildlife across the West was 
being summarily executed—from grizzlies to 
Merriam’s elk and from prairie dog to bison. The 
advent of repeating rifles, tanning methods and 
the railroad meant doom for many species. The 
thirst for hides, the lust for money and the sense 
of entitlement was a bad combination for wild-
life. By 1870, bison were gone from New Mexi-
co; by 1885, the U.S. population was reported at 
85, down from 60-70 million. Between hunting 
and overgrazing, Merriam’s elk were gone by 
1906. Rocky Mountain elk in New Mexico were 
extirpated by 1910. All of this led to the creation 
of hunting regulations that individual states 
would administer. In New Mexico, that spawned 
the birth of what would become the Game and 

Fish Department in 1903. The New 
Mexico Legislature still gave itself 

the power to designate which 
species would be protected and 
which predators to target with 
bounties. While Game and Fish 

saw to it that elk and deer populations rebound-
ed, the same cannot be said for wolves, bison, 
grizzles and prairie dogs, to name just a few. New 
Mexico in essence has become one large deer and 
elk farm; predators in this realm are competition 
for an elk tag, and are thus problematic.

Ranching in the West
Today, across the West, a radical persecution 
continues of the animal that defines the very 
spirit of wilderness—the wolf. For many ranch-
ers, the wolf is viewed as an affront to their 
ranching heritage. Their grandparents helped to 
eliminate them; to have them return seems, for 
this group, unconscionable. 

Some ranchers have clearly made a change. 
Some have shown both a commitment to im-
proved ranching methods and to sharing the land 
responsibly with wolves and other predators. 
They remain the future of ranching in the West.

However, across the West many ranchers (with 
such lobbyist associations as the Cattle Growers 
Association) are enjoying the personal benefits 
of our public lands with great federal subsidies 
(translation, at taxpayer expense). These same 
ranchers are compensated for wolf kills and have 
publically made the wolf their mortal enemy. 
This great hoax is played out despite the fact that 
ranchers understand clearly how small depreda-
tion by wolves is compared to the effects of dis-
ease, road kills, falls and neglect. It is this small 

By stephen capra, executive Director

Wildlife =
Wilderness
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tHis spECial Edition nEwslEttEr is dEVotEd to wolVEs. 
For updates on our other campaigns, please visit us online at www.nmwild.org.  

NM Wild is working to make this the Year of the wolf by pushing for more wolf releases in 
the state and  demanding stricter penalties against those who murder wolves. We wel-

come your generous support to fund our Mexican gray wolf recovery campaign. you can 
donate to our wolf recovery fund by filling out and returning the donation form on Page 28 

or by donating online at www.nmwild.org.
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What is Wilderness?
The Wilderness Act of 1964 established the National 
Wilderness Preservation System to preserve the last 

remaining wildlands in America. The Wilderness Act, as 
federal policy, secures an enduring resource of wilder-
ness for the people. Wilderness is defined as an area 

that has primarily been affected by the forces of nature 
with the imprint of humans substantially unnoticeable. 

It is an area that offers outstanding opportunity for 
solitude or a primitive or unconfined type of recre-

ation, and an area that contains ecological, geological, 
or other features of scientific, educational, scenic, or 

historical value.

minority, which lends so little to New Mexico’s 
overall economy, which needs serious change in 
their reprobating ways. It is simply their personal 
and group iniquity. It is about control—their 
control of our public lands. 

It is up to the public to interject the strongest 
possible objection to those who seek to turn back 
the clock to a time when the land was ravaged by 
overgrazing and wildlife was pushed to the edge 
of extinction or in some cases to extermination. 
Remember, when the Mexican wolf recovery plan 
was hatched, we were down to only seven wolves 
in the wild and only one was female.

a not-so radical notion 
Wolves are animals that must move; they need 
range to survive, to hunt prey and flourish. They 
need to have areas to form packs. In return they 
help the land to restore itself, riparian areas to 
flourish and songbirds to return; in essence, 
wolves become the great balancers of our South-
west environment. Yet in the perfidious system 
that has been set up they are limited to lands in 
the Gila and to western Arizona. If that was not 
limiting enough, regulations were put in place 
that do not allow for direct releases into New 
Mexico. Rather, problem wolves, those with at 
least a strike against them, are relocated from Ari-
zona to New Mexico. Relocation in New Mexico 
should mean across the entire state (with some 
logical limits, but an enormous and viable por-
tion of our state’s public and state lands), not 
just a small corner. Remember, they need range 
to roam, and that range will be improved by 
their presence. It should mean expansion into 
Utah and Colorado and finally into Texas. Radi-
cal, you say? Contrast that to the radical notion 
that a handful of ranchers and their personal 
stooge Rep. Steve Pearce can pressure the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service such that the service 
has become impotent in efforts to restore wolves 
into the wild. As of this writing it had been more 
than 1,385 days since a Mexican wolf has been 
released into the wild. 

Is it a radical notion that public lands, which 
belong to all Americans, should be kept in bal-
ance? In the Southwest many federal lands show 
dramatic signs of erosion, large swaths of their 
original grasses covered by creosote and other 
shrubs. This is all the result of not of steward-
ship, but of folly. It remains radical to me and 
others that certain predators are still shot, even 
from planes, so that we can have more elk, an-
telope and deer. Some New Mexico ranchers are 
given special hunting tags, which by state law 
can be sold for personal profit to sportsmen; 
ironically, these same ranchers are then able to 
get another pool of funding when they claim too 
much grass has been eaten on their allotments 
by deer, antelope and elk. It is a complete sham, 
which reflects the congruence of old school poli-
ticians, New Mexico Game and Fish and more 
special interest funding for the ranching industry. 
It’s beyond radical that cows, which dominate the 
landscape, have more rights than an endangered 
species. This Pleistocene mentality must be bro-
ken once and for all. 

For Rep. Pearce it’s become a defining mission, 
to bully the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, to 
make species like wolves and lizards the scape-
goat for economic failure of the economy and 
to continue a dogmatic view of wildlife’s rela-

tionship to people. In his insular and paranoid 
world, wildlife is emotionless, their only value 
to be viewed through the scope of a rifle or re-
moved for oil and gas wells. Sadly, the Southwest 
regional director of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Dr. Benjamin Tuggle, is the perfect “yes 
man” and is all too willing to go along with those 
who fear wolves. He has shown a propensity to 
“not rock the boat.” The agency has bent over 
backwards for ranching interests and is show-
ing the clear signs of political fear by releasing 
no wolves prior to the election. It’s that same 
political concern that permeates many decisions 
coming from this so-called “independent agency.” 
With letters coming in from Utah Sen. Orrin 
Hatch saying no wolves in Utah and Colorado’s 
delegations are raising concerns, Tuggle follows 
orders and claims to use “sound science” as the 
population of wolves is being dictated by his own 
complete apostasy. 

An important win-win solution for conserva-
tion and ranchers alike is the voluntary retire-
ment of grazing allotments. This simple plan 
would allow willing ranchers, those perhaps who 
are not handing down their ranches to children, 
etc., to sell their grazing allotments, which would 
then be permanently retired. In principle, the 
retirement of allotments would allow the land to 
rest and ultimately be restored, allowing wildlife 
to enjoy more quality habitat, while also giving 
ranchers a funding that could help them either 
transition to new work or supplement their re-
tirement. Yet this effort continues to be fought by 
the Cattle Growers Association and other lobby-
ists for the ranching industry because of fear of 
reducing ranching numbers permanently. Again, 
this is a potential voluntary program, one with 
proven results.

nightmare in the northern Rockies 
In the Northern Rockies, scientists and con-
servation groups alike bent over backwards for 
ranching interests as wolves returned to Yel-
lowstone. The benchmarks for recovery were 
set far too low. Endless meetings were set up 
and the word “cooperation” was used, ad nau-
seam. But stockmen are no fools, despite their 
wizened persona; they continued to work state 
game and fish departments, elected officials and 
the press, instilling fear and misinformation. 
The result today is a national disgrace as wolves 
are being slaughtered in a three-state area, and 
politicians (including Democrats like Sen. John 
Tester) scramble to see who is more anti-wolf. 
Yellowstone now acts like a large zoo, rather 
than ground zero for wolf recovery. This proves 
that lies, weak political leaders and misinforma-
tion repeated often can influence and change 
public opinion, causing severe problems for wolf 
recovery.

For many, the notion is we will reach a certain 
threshold of wolves and then a hunting season 
will begin. If left to New Mexico Game and 
Fish, that will likely turn out the way it has in 
the Northern Rockies, so that must be stopped. 
Remember, the New Mexico Game and Fish 
Department has pulled out of wolf recovery alto-
gether, the result of political pressure that likely 
stems from the Martinez Administration. Since 
we have no Yellowstone, (a 2.2 million-acre na-
tional park off limits to hunting) in New Mexico 

continued on page 10



IN APPrecIATIoN

Nathan Newcomer worked with the New Mexico 
Wilderness Alliance for more than 10 years, from 
2002 to 2012. He dedicated much of his time to  
preventing oil and gas development and strip mining 
in Otero Mesa. In June, Newcomer moved on to a 
new job, but we would like to express our thanks for 
all that he did for the organization over the years.

Fourteen years ago, on an excursion to 
Hueco Tanks, I made the acquaintance 
of an elderly man who would intro-
duce me to Alamo Mountain, a place 

I thought no one else in the world knew about. 
Two days had been reserved for Hueco Tanks, 
but our guide Harold told us about this magi-
cal place containing thousands of petroglyphs 
that was virtually unknown to anyone other 
than rock art aficionados. Although surrounded 
by vast stretches of private ranch land, Alamo 
Mountain was public land in New Mexico–next 
door to Hueco Tanks just over the Texas line. 
Sixty miles east of El Paso, it sits formidably 
on Otero Mesa amidst 1.2 million acres of wild 
grasslands and desert. Twelve rolls of film were 
shot climbing around and photographing huge 
boulders covered with petroglyphs. There was 
not another human being in sight. It was a place 

I would never forget, and I wondered if I would 
ever find it again.

When I moved to New Mexico in 2006, I 
joined the New Mexico Wilderness Alliance (NM 
Wild) and in a winter 2008 newsletter, I read 
about plans for a spring trip to Alamo Mountain. 
I immediately contacted Nathan Newcomer, 
excited beyond belief. I told him about my trip 

there in 1998 and how I always wanted to return 
there but no one I knew had ever heard of the 
place and I didn’t think I could find it myself. 
Nathan’s response was warm and welcoming, 
and I signed up to go on my first trip with NM 
Wild  —camping in the desert at the base of Ala-
mo Mountain.

From my cache of photographs shot in 1998, 
were two images that became part of my sig-
nature work. I showed these to Nathan and 
donated one to the annual fundraiser auction. 
(Somehow it missed the auction and ended up 
in Steve Capra’s office.) By the time I went on my 
third trip to Otero Mesa with NM Wild in the 
fall of 2010, I knew I had to find the original site 
of that picture. On the first day of that trip, I set 
off with my camera alone, while everyone else 
climbed to the top of Alamo. I searched in vain; 
on that terrain it is too exhausting to go back 
and forth, up and down, trying to find a big rock 
with an even bigger yucca tree right next to it. It 
didn’t even occur to me that it might not look the 
same. When Nathan returned with the climbers, 
I told him my dilemma. Having previously seen 
the picture, Nathan said he thought he knew 
where it was. He promised to help me find it 
on our last hike of the weekend. He had been 
all over the mountain so many times that all the 
special places and landmarks were imprinted in 
his brain. Nathan did not disappoint. He found 
it —the same rock with the same petroglyphs. 
The scale of the thing is deceptive–especially in 
the photo. The big rock was about 12 feet high 
and the yucca tree was about 20 feet in 1998. I 
would never have found it as the 20-foot sentinel 
that stood prominently to the left front of the 
boulder was gone….

As we circled around the boulder, we found 
the dead carcass of that magnificent yucca. It 
had toppled over, its trunk rotted from the heavy 
rains just a few weeks earlier. Two of the other 
yuccas in the picture were either missing or re-
placed by younger plants. I took many more pic-
tures and in silent reverence, paid my respects to 
the fallen icon of my photograph.

But the hero of the weekend, of what to me 
was a historic day, was none other than Na-
than Newcomer. The man with the topographic 
memory of a mountainside, of one tree similar 
to thousands, the man who made the best-ever 
green chili enchiladas from scratch in an iron pot 
on a campfire, the man so dedicated to saving 
this exquisite place on this exquisite mesa, a true 
wilderness explorer —this man was and is my 
hero. Going to Otero Mesa without you, Nathan, 
will not be quite the same. 
—Joan Zalenski

A True Wilderness 
Explorer
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The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS) is offering a reward of 
up to $10,000; the Arizona Game 
and Fish Department (AGFD) 
Operation Game Thief is offering 
a reward of up to $1,000; and the 
New Mexico Department of Game 
and Fish (NMDGF) is offering a 
reward of up to $1,000 for infor-
mation leading to the conviction 
of the individual(s) responsible for 
the shooting deaths of Mexican 
wolves. a variety of non-govern-
mental organizations and private 
individuals have pledged an ad-
ditional $46,000 for a total  
reward amount of up to $58,000, 
depending on the information 

provided.

Individuals with information 
they believe may be helpful are 
urged to call one of the follow-
ing agencies: USFWS special 
agents in Mesa, Arizona at 480-
967-7900; in Alpine, Arizona, at 
928-339-4232; or in Albuquerque, 
New Mexico, at 505-346-7828; 
the WMAT at 928-338-1023 or 
928-338-4385; AGFD Operation 
Game Thief at 800/352-0700; or 
NMDGF Operation Game Thief at 
800-432-4263. Killing a Mexican 
wolf is a violation of the Federal 
Endangered Species Act and can 
result in criminal penalties of up 
to $50,000, and/or not more than 
one year in jail, and/or a civil pen-
alty of up to $25,000.

NM wild's wolf caMpaigN

get inforMed and
take action

Sign up for NM Wild’s Wolf action alert list and 

get all the latest on what is going on in our  

campaign for the Mexican gray wolf.  

to sign up, just send an e-mail to: 

news@nmwild.org with the  

subject “Wolf action alert list.” 

For more information about wolves with  

other extras and interactive content, visit 
www.nmwild.org/wolf-newsletter 

The New Mexico Wilderness Alliance is an organization devoted to 

protecting lands as wilderness, and wilderness remains our most im-

portant mission. However, land protected yet empty is not wilderness 

in its truest form. Animals like wolves help to define the concept of true 

wilderness. Not only do they instill wildness, but they  

promote health and balance in our public lands.

our goals for the Mexican gray wolf 
are as follows:
•  To create more wilderness areas in our state so that wolves have 

places to roam securely

•  To push for direct releases of wolves into New Mexico and for a 

greater number of released wolves

•  To educate New Mexicans, especially youth, on the importance of 

wolves and other predators to a healthy ecosystem

•  To stop the illegal killings of wolves and demand from the U.S.  

attorney general the stiffest possible prosecutions of those  

responsible

•  To stop the stranglehold some in the livestock industry have on 

state and national elected officials on wolf recovery, and to demand 

more of our national elected officials

•  To call to attention our governor’s removal of New Mexico from  

the federal wolf recovery program 

•  To work with ranchers who support sharing public land and who are 

working as responsible stewards

•  To reform the New Mexico Department of Game and Fish  

commission

What can you Do?
We are the silent majority in this state and that must change. You must 

have a voice.

•   Please sign up below to our special wolf action alerts.

•  Set up a meeting with your local representatives and demand that more 

wolves are set free. We can help you set up a meeting (contact Stephen 

Capra at scapra@nmwild.org for more information).

•  Write our senators today and demand their involvement in this  

important issue.

•  Write letters to the editor of your local paper. 

•  Educate your friends on this issue and don’t stop speaking out.  

Continue your education and look at the information on our website  

to help the process. Also, see our reading list.

•  Write endless letters!

•  Don’t settle for small things. Demand real change!

•  Introduce us to important groups and schools where we can help to 

educate members of the public.

•  Give generously. Like with our wilderness campaigns, change comes 

slowly, but we must demand justice for wolves. It’s a moral imperative.

REWARD!

Wolves
Our Commitment to
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Wolves IN The WIlD

ince returning to New Mexico about 
a decade ago, I’ve been chagrined 
by the crazy hysteria whipped up by 
a few vocal Catron County residents 
regarding wolves. I was raised in 
Silver City and became interested in 
biology while on field trips to the Gila 

with the late Dr. Bruce Hayward at Western New 
Mexico University. 

Years later, I became a professor of biology 
at the University of Alaska in Fairbanks. My 
students and I studied wild mammals at remote 
locations throughout Canada, Alaska, Siberia 
and Mongolia. 

My wife and I also raised three kids just north 
of Fairbanks where a number of large mammals 
commonly roam, including bears, moose and 
wolves. Our kids rode the bus to school and 
waited out at the end of the road every morn-
ing, not uncommonly in -20 degree weather. 
Although we had concerns about the weather 
or moose, never during our 10 years of raising 
kids in Alaska did we worry about the wolves 
that inhabited the Gold Stream Valley. 

In some ways, Catron County of all places 
shouldn’t be driven by fear. As a young man, 
I remember the sheer scrappiness and do-it-
yourself attitude of our rural neighbors in Ca-
tron County. The current rage of “wolf hysteria” 
somehow doesn’t square with either the indi-
viduality of Catron County residents or the facts 
available for wolf attacks (one documented  
human death in the last 100 years in North 
America). Yes, wolves are large, efficient preda-
tors, but they very rarely interact with humans. 

There are, however, a number of other threats 
to human children that one should consider as 
more dangerous, and perhaps these  

issues should grace the fear-billboards of Ca-
tron County. If one was to look at the numbers, 
these dangers to human health would include 
guns, alcohol, cars, meth, lightning, pet dogs, 
rattlesnakes and zoonotic viruses. Far down the 
list would be cougars, rattlesnakes, spiders, 
bees, coyotes and so forth. Not making the list 
would be wolves. So why so much fear about 
this animal in Catron County? 

We know that it is politically expedient to 
strike fear in the general populace. Is conser-
vation of the wolf in the Southwest even an 
important issue? Certainly from a biological 
standpoint, the answer is yes! Wolves, as top 
predators, are an extremely important compo-
nent of healthy ecosystems. Returning wolves 
to Yellowstone has had positive impacts rang-
ing from improving trout habitat (by forcing 
elk out of the river bottoms) to increasing for-
est regeneration (again by regulating elk be-
havior). Several Catron County ranchers have 
been compensated for economic losses due to 
increasing elk populations, so doesn’t it make 
sense to encourage the establishment of a nat-
ural predator like the wolf? 

Because the Mexican gray wolf harbors a 
significant portion of the genetic legacy of this 
species worldwide, the reintroduction effort is 
important globally. Finally, these Southwest 
wolves played a major role in helping the 
famous wildlife biologist Aldo Leopold un-
derstand that predator control is a misguided 
management effort that ultimately leads to eco-
system dysfunction. Sadly, a few politicians in 
Catron County have chosen a misinformation 
campaign and raised unfounded fears about 
this wild mammal. 

LIVING WITH WoLVEs

By Joe cook, Ph.D.
Professor and curator of  
Mammals
university of New Mexico S
In some ways, catron county 

of all places shouldn’t be  
driven by fear. As a young 

man, I remember the sheer 
scrappiness and do-it-yourself 

attitude of our rural  
neighbors in catron county.
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NeW MexIco’s BeAr PoPulATIoN 

Eighty Sandia Mountain BearWatch sup-
porters recently protested the New 
Mexico Game and Fish Department’s 

(NMDGF) removal and killing of 49-plus bears 
from the Sandia Mountains during the summers 
of 2010 and 2011.

NMDGF’s original Sandia population estimate 
was 50-plus bears. With angry East Mountain 
residents protesting the decimation of their bears 
and the resulting bad publicity, NMDGF recently 
changed that number to as many as 72 bears.

The protest was held in front of the New 
Mexico Game and Fish Department building in 
Albuquerque. A very strange thing happened. 
Several protesters parked their cars in the empty 
NMDGF parking lot. An officer came out and 
told them they couldn’t park there. I told him 
that we were all New Mexico taxpayers. He re-
sponded that it was hunting licenses that paid for 
the NMDGF facility and its parking lot. He said 
hunters brought in $20 million a year compared 
to only $300,000 from tax dollars.

The message was loud and clear. NMDGF ser-
vices its fee-paying customers, and those custom-
ers are hunters, anglers and trappers. NMDGF is 
a hunting business that uses license proceeds to 
pay its employees and balance its books. With 
1,171 bears killed in the last two years and an-
other 3,200 due to be killed by hunters in the 
next four years for a grand total of 4,371 bears, it 
looks like bear hunters in the future may be buy-
ing bear licenses for non-existent bears. In any 
other business, that would be called fraud.

Apparently it’s not just hunters that NMDGF 
represents; I’ve found the majority of people who 
attend Game Commission meetings are ranchers. 
Some ranchers are there to ask for compensation 
for wildlife damages. However, most are there to 
push for more hunting licenses for resale to sup-
plement their meager ranch incomes. Also, in the 
last two years, there have been anti-bear kooks 
in attendance that NMDGF is happy to accom-
modate in its effort of eliminating New Mexico’s 
state mammal.

NMDGF’s bear study from a decade ago found 
that female bears (sows) don’t have their first cub 
until the age of 5 or 6. The study also found an 
attrition rate of 50 percent of all first-year cubs. In 
a hunted population like we have in New Mexico, 
an adult sow will produce only one or two adult 
sows in her lifetime, which tells us that bears are 
the most vulnerable species in our forests.

So, where does biology and conservation of 
New Mexico’s bears come into the picture in to-
day’s bear management? It doesn’t. NMDGF bear 
biologist Rick Winslow has estimated there are 
5,327 to 6,511 bears in New Mexico. In reality, 
Winslow has absolutely no idea how many bears 
exist in New Mexico — or in a small mountain 
range like the Sandias, for that matter. Winslow 
is basing his bear population “guestimate” on his 
matrix, which is not a population count. It yields 
the same population estimate every year because 
it is essentially a bear capacity estimate, a capaci-
ty estimate lacking a scientific field/habitat study. 
Winslow’s uncertainty margin estimate of plus or 
minus 10 percent is not believable given the tre-

mendous uncertainty in the method he’s using. 
NMDGF also has raised the sow take to 44 per-

cent, which is unsustainable. When questioned 
about this, Winslow pointed out that hunters 
are being selective and have been only taking 31 
percent sows in past hunts. Thirty percent is the 
recommended sow take in most bear studies. 
But, as the number of bears plummets with fu-
ture enormous hunts, bear hunters will no longer 
be selective and will start killing females in larger 
numbers. Protecting the sow population should 
be NMDGF’s main management aim for a stable 
bear population. Unfortunately, that’s not hap-
pening. 

Most of us who care about reasonable wildlife 
conservation have come to the conclusion that a 
game agency cannot support itself entirely on the 
back of the state’s wildlife. Like the monetarily 
wasteful federal government of today, NMDGF 
seems to believe that the supply of New Mexico’s 
wildlife is limitless.

If wildlife conservationists are to have any say 
in how our wildlife is being managed, we will 
need to push for more state tax dollars to be al-
lotted to NMDGF to help balance hunting licens-
es receipts. We also will need to push for more 
conservation seats on the game commission or 
perhaps push to eliminate this commission of 
political appointees entirely and replace it with a 
professional three-person committee of Ph.D.s in 
wildlife biology and management. 

Unless we get some reasonable conservation-ori-
ented leadership in NMDGF sometime soon, I fear 
for not just our beleaguered bear population, but 
for the future of all of New Mexico’s wildlife. 

By Jan hayes
sandia Mountain BearWatch
www.sandiamountainbearwatch.org

Money
on wildlife 
Management

The Effect of

get inforMed!
For more information visit 

www.nmwild.org/wolf-newsletter 
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when i was 10 years old, Bill Clinton and  
al Gore won the election. I grew up in Wash-
ington, D.C., constantly surrounded by politics, 
and my parents let me stay up late to watch the 
debates, speeches and election results. Gore was 
passionate about the environment even then, and 
I was affected immediately.

I wrote a letter to Gore when I was 11 about 
air pollution. He wrote back. From that point 
on I was aware of environmental issues, worked 
with animals and studied environmental science. 
I believed that federal environmental laws really 
could fix things and, eventually, chose to go to 
law school for that reason.

Since the moment I learned of its existence, 
I’ve loved the Endangered Species Act (ESA). I 
love it because of the difference between it and 
most other environmental laws. Laws like the 
Clean Water Act and the Clean Air Act are com-
prised of hundreds of pages of minute techni-
cal details like the levels of sulfur dioxide that 
can be emitted from a factory. While obviously 
crucial, that probably won’t get anyone excited 
about environmental responsibility. But the ESA 
is short, passionate and eloquently considers the 
big picture of sustainability in a way that, unfor-
tunately, only rarely comes out of Congress.  

In the words of Congress itself as written in 
section 2 of the act, the purpose of the ESA is to 
“provide a means whereby the ecosystems upon 

which endangered spe-
cies and threatened 
species depend may 
be conserved (and) to 
provide a program for 
the conservation of such 
endangered species.”

Philosophically, I’ve 
always found this to be 
far more meaningful 
than levels of allowable 
toxins, directions for 
cleaning up hazardous 
waste or the require-
ments of permits. The 
ESA recognized that a 
natural ecosystem as a 
whole was valuable and 
that even individual 
people could have an 
impact on a species’ sur-

vival. The statute surely does protect the plants 
and animals themselves, but it also sees the inter-
connectedness of those animals and plants with 
the larger biosphere.

Because of this, in addition to establishing 
recovery plans and protected habitat, the ESA 
made killing endangered species a federal crime, 
which can include penalties like jail time and 
steep fines. U.S. courts have said repeatedly that 
the ESA is the highest priority for federal agen-

cies, (see Tennessee Valley Authority v. Hill 437 
U.S. 153, 1978). The emphasis placed on the 
importance of this statute by judges, members 
of Congress, federal agencies and advocates has 
always made me feel it was one of the best tools 
for conservation, and its existence has made my 
career and my life more hopeful.

Having established the depth of my personal 
and professional feelings about this law, we can 
get to the wolves.

Reintroduction of Mexican wolves began in the 
late 1990s, after they had been exterminated a 
century before. Wolves have been found to be a 
“keystone” species in their ecosystems, playing a 
critical role in the biological community’s health. 
While listed as an endangered species, the New 
Mexican population was designated as a “non-
essential experimental” population, which allows 
for fewer protections for those individuals. The 
reintroduction of these wolves has always been 
controversial, especially among those who graze 
cattle on the federal lands where the wolves live 
(which is controversial in itself and a story for 
another article). 

Misunderstandings and confusion about the 
wolves have led to unjustified fear and anger. In 
2007, during a House committee hearing, U.S. 
Rep. Steve Pearce stated on the record that noth-
ing is more attractive to a wolf than the sound 
of a crying or laughing baby and warned that 
wolves would snatch babies from their cradles. 
He then told a fellow congressman during the 
hearing that the blood of those children would 
“be on his hands” for supporting the wolf re-
introduction project. (See Congressional Record, 
June 26, 2007, page H7170.) Sometimes, mis-
understandings about wolves have even led to 
murder — wolf murder — which according to 
the ESA, still counts. 

The New Mexico Wilderness Alliance (NM 
Wild) has been involved in raising awareness 
about wolf biology and behavior, strategies for 
protecting cattle and cooperation with U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service (FWS) programs. I’ve been 
wondering, though, how much law enforce-
ment FWS actually does when wolves are killed 
and whether people are actually prosecuted for 
their actions. 

On the FWS Mexican Wolf Recovery Program 
website (http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/mexican-
wolf/pdf/MW_causes.pdf)  43 wolves are listed as 
having been illegally shot in the past 15 years. 
Another nine have “unknown” listed as their 
cause of death. There are currently only around 
58 wild Mexican wolves in the United States, 
with about 26 living in New Mexico. In April, 
I submitted a Freedom of Information Act re-
quest with the Washington, D.C., office of FWS 
Law Enforcement, asking for the files on those 
43 murdered wolves. I received seven. When I 
called the Law Enforcement office to ask whether 

Politics and Policy 

Override Law on Wolf Killings 
By Judy calman, staff Attorney

oN The BooKs

u.s. rep. steve 
Pearce stated on 
the record that 
nothing is more 
attractive to a 
wolf than the 

sound of a crying 
or laughing baby 
and warned that 

wolves would 
snatch babies from 

their cradles.

" hey there little red riding hood 
You sure are looking good 
You're everything a Big Bad Wolf could want…"

—sam the sham and the Pharaohs
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Causes

Causes of Cattle Deaths 2010*Did You Know?
According to livestock producers, approximately 
82% of all cattle losses are due to health problems followed 
by weather (12%) and predators (5.7%).  Coyotes and  
domestic dogs are the leading causes of depredation. Wolves 
account for only .2% of losses (see Cattle Death Losses, 
National Agricultural Statistics Service, United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture, 2011). These statistics, as reported by the 
livestock industry, show that taxpayer dollars would be better 
spent on mitigating health problems than killing predators 
at-large. Meanwhile, critically endangered Mexican wolves of 
the Southwest are being killed, or trapped and held in cap-
tivity, even though methods and tools exist to protect both 
wolves and livestock.
 

*Percent totals do not add up because the NASS rounded cattle numbers.

oN The BooKs

they had forgotten some, I was told two are still 
open cases and therefore, the files were not sent.  
As for the remaining 34, I was told FWS decided 
not to investigate those, even though they had 
been classified on the ground as illegal shootings. 

The wolves’ deaths were often gruesome, and 
among the files I did read it was not unusual for 
the responsible individual to bury the wolf on 
their property to try to hide it from law enforce-
ment, to attempt destruction of the $2,000 radio 
transmitters the wolves wear, and to lie to law en-
forcement about the incident. Of the seven files I 
received, and out of forty three dead wolves, only 
one person was sent to jail, and it was for four 
months. He also had to pay a fee of $45.  After 
that, the steepest punishment was one year of 
probation and a fine of ten dollars. No one else 
was prosecuted for criminal violations.

How could this happen?  How could a law that 
aspired to so lofty a goal, that I put so much faith 
in, have failed so greatly in terms of enforcement?

In several ways, I discovered. First, the wolves’ 
classification as non-essential experimental 
means they are mostly captive-bred and not es-
sential to the continuation of the species. This 
designation seems to cause a lapse in enforce-
ment even though, legally, enforcement is still 
required. That designation is also contrary to sci-
ence. It’s hard to make a case for a “non-essential” 
designation when there are only 58 wolves in the 
wild, a couple hundred in captivity and basically 
none in Mexico. FWS does have the administra-
tive ability to designate an experimental popula-
tion as “essential” but it hasn’t happened in the 
statute’s history. 

Second, I noticed that every time a suspect 
was confronted by FWS law enforcement they 
consistently stated that they thought the animal 
they were shooting was a coyote. While reading 
the files, I thought this shouldn’t matter in terms 
of prosecution, since the ESA doesn’t require 
knowledge of the species in order to be convict-
ed. It turns out my assumption wasn’t quite right, 
although by looking at the statute or at court 

cases I never would have known it.
Criminal laws contain “elements” that must 

be met in order for a defendant to be convicted. 
Often, these include a required mental state. 
For example, to be convicted of first-degree 
murder, it must be proven that the killing was 
premeditated —that the defendant thought about 
it and planned it. If you can’t prove that, a con-
viction of first-degree murder is not possible.

At the beginning of the ESA’s history, to convict 
someone of “taking” an endangered species, the 
U.S. attorney (who prosecutes federal crimes) 
would only have to prove that the person acted 
willfully and that an endangered species had in 
fact been taken. It was not necessary to prove 
that the person knew exactly what species it was 
or that it was listed on the ESA. That this was 
the intent in passing the statute was corroborat-
ed by Congressional records, as well as 20 years 
of case law.

For unknown reasons, in the mid-1990s, the 
Justice Department wrote a brief for a case that 
did not end up going to court. In that brief, the 
department essentially stated that they would no 
longer pursue ESA cases unless they could prove 
the defendant knew what species he or she was 
harming. This position has become known as the 
McKitrick Policy (named after the case in ques-
tion), and the Justice Department has stuck to it 
ever since. Since it would be virtually impossible 
to prove a person knew he or she was shooting a 
wolf and not a coyote, not many prosecutions are 
taking place.

There are two ways this problem can be rem-
edied. First, the Justice Department (part of the 
executive branch) could end that policy. Since it 
is blatantly contrary to both case law and Con-
gressional intent, the fact that they are adhering 
to it is a possibly interesting breach of the separa-
tion of powers doctrine.

Alternatively, FWS could use its authority un-
der Section 4 (e) of the ESA to protect coyotes in 
wolf habitat. The ESA allows protection to be giv-
en to non-endangered species if it could be con-

fused with an en-
dangered species. 
While Mexican 
wolves are signifi-
cantly larger than 
coyotes, they are 
much smaller than 
their wolf broth-
ers in the north 
and are similar in 
shape and appear-
ance to Western 
coyotes. Since this 
is the excuse given by nearly every person who 
admits to shooting a wolf, the evidence is already 
on record. Protecting coyotes in wolf habitat 
would prevent this defense from being legitimate, 
even if the McKitrick Policy stands.

This brings me to the last reason this travesty 
is occurring. Politics, of course. As Rep. Pearce 
has noted countless times, wolves aren’t wanted.  
This is not a new theme. For thousands of years, 
humans have sought to kill predators. Historical-
ly, it would have seemed to allow us greater secu-
rity and access to our own food sources without 
losing any of it to competitors. The effect of this 
(along with habitat destruction through human 
expansion) has been the significant decline of 
large carnivores in North America. Wolves have 
been especially vilified through fairy tales, and 
many an evil deed has been attributed to them, 
even without evidence. 

Wolves are, of course, not evil. They are ani-
mals and, just like every other species, want to 
live undisturbed and unharassed. They suffer 
from the injustice that humanity has moved into 
their neighborhoods, put cows near their dens 
tempting wolves to prey upon them, and spun 
stories of fear about them. We have to decide 
whether it’s worth it to us to heed the ESA’s call 
of preserving functioning ecosystems. If it is, we 
need to get beyond the politics and back up our 
policies with education, progress and, when  
necessary, enforcement. 
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and Arizona, we must create some safe harbors, 
perhaps no-wolf-hunt wilderness areas, or per-
haps non-hunting (for wolves) zones. Wolves will 
need areas that remain off limits to hunting if we 
are to allow their genetic viability and pack con-
sistency to thrive. Like many game animals, those 
that hunt seek out the biggest, the most impres-
sive animal. In the case of wolves, that translates 
into some of the strongest and perhaps most ge-
netically important. 

In the Northern Rockies, wolves are being 
slaughtered, they are suffering in traps and they 
are being laughed at as they die on YouTube vid-
eos. The Northern Rockies recovery has turned 
into a nightmare with no clear end in sight.

Moving forward
This issue for me is deeply personal. I opened 
this article by speaking about the importance 
of wolves to a wilderness experience and to the 
health of ecosystems. Yet, this is also about mov-
ing forward. Like the debate about civil rights, 
women’s rights or even gay marriage, this is about 
moving forward as a society. I feel and believe in 
the soul of an animal—the sense that they have 
feelings, can understand play, feel the rhythms 
of nature and feel loyalty and a sense of commit-

ment to their pack. The Mexican wolf we speak 
of is smaller than my dog and far more fearful of 
people. Our planet was designed to be shared, 
not dominated.

In our state today, far more people support re-
introduction than those who oppose it. Yet, it is 
the voice of those opposed that cries far louder. 
We must unite; we must become that loud voice 
and drown out those who want to return our 
state and nation to moral poverty. Wolves belong, 
wolves belong. They must be allowed to thrive, 
and in return, our land and wildlife and, in fact, 
our people will thrive. With so few on the land 
and so many in pens in New York, Missouri, San 
Diego and Mexico, they long to breathe the air of 
freedom.

Aldo Leopold finally understood it in his fa-
mous essay—as he saw the “green fire dying in 
her eyes.” When will we? If you love wilderness 
and care about the land, you know that wolves 
are integral and so are all predators. I have been 
blessed sleeping many nights in wild and remote 
lands; I have been privileged to hear the sounds 
of wolves howling, to see them interact in close 
range. How vacuous our land would be without 
them. 

Ranchers and conservationists in many ways 

share values—most importantly, a love of the 
land—yet we often speak seemingly different 
languages. Finding that true lingua franca remains 
the test for many issues, the wolf included, which 
define our Western future.

Wolves are true spirit animals that roam far and 
wide. They form packs, or families, much as we 
do. They play and run, they teach their young 
how to survive and are masters at killing prey, yet 
it is hard to escape human predators, especially 
those educated in fear. They once roamed across 
all of our country and were hunted, trapped and 
often tortured in a time when the West was un-
dergoing the transition from Native American to 
Anglo.

Today we work towards a new transition, one 
that includes sharing the land and finding peace 
with wolves. That is our future.

We have put together this special issue to help 
educate, inspire and call on you to join others to 
take action again and again—for this fight will re-
quire true diligence. We dedicate this newsletter 
to the memory of our beloved coworker Trisha 
London who loved wolves like few people can; in 
fact, she loved all animals with a heart and soul 
that inspired us all. She lost her fight to breast 
cancer in June. 

froM The execuTIve DIrecTor

wildlife=wilderness
continued from page 3 
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The Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area is located 
in the Gila ecoregion and consists of two recovery zones. 
The 1998 reintroduction rule allows for initial releases of 
captive-bred wolves only in the primary recovery zone in 
Arizona and for releases of only captured wolves (trans-
location) in the second recovery zone in New Mexico. 
Translocating wolves increases the risk of disrupting 
pack stability and under certain conditions may increase 
livestock depredation. Furthermore, wolves are territo-
rial animals that range over large areas. Packs generally 
avoid other packs. Given the size of the primary recovery 
zone and wolf behavior, the current reintroduction rule 
limits the number of wolves that can be released, there-
by significantly hindering recovery efforts. 
(From US Fish and Wildlife Service.)

Did You Know? Mexican Wolf Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area
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Wolf releAse

Reset It  
to Zero

A 
friend of mine from New Mexico re-
minds me every day via Facebook how 
many days have passed since the U.S. 

Fish and Wildlife Service released a new Mexican 
wolf into the wild. It’s been almost 1,400 days. 
The growing number generates within me a sense 
of gloom, a feeling similar to the one evoked 
by New York City’s National Debt Clock. Both 
counts have become incredibly overwhelming, 
but it’s not so difficult for me to imagine one of 
these meters being reset to zero sometime soon.

Today the captive population of Mexican gray 
wolves is close to 300. Every one of these wolves 
is a part of something bigger than their pack and 
the facilities that house them. These special lobos 
are integral parts of the recovery of their rare spe-
cies. Many of these wolves contribute as ambassa-
dors, living on view at a variety of zoos through-
out the United States to help people learn about 
the importance of their wild counterparts. Some 
of these education wolves can also contribute to 
the revitalization of their species more directly as 
participants of the Mexican Wolf Captive Breed-
ing program. A special faction of captive Mexican 
wolves, however, can have the most direct impact 
on the conservation of their species as well as 
their ancestral habitat in the wilds of the South-

west. These wolves are candidates for release into 
the wild. It’s been almost 1,400 days since that 
last new wolf has received the “call of the wild.” 
She was released in November of 2008, her name 
was “F836,” and she was beautiful. So was her sis-
ter, F838. I guess you can say that I “knew” them.

For several years, both of these wolves called 
the Wolf Conservation Center (WCC) in South 
Salem, N.Y., home. Our center was selected to 
care for the littermates as a participant in the 
Mexican Wolf Species Survival Plan (MWSSP). 
We had the enclosure space available and the 
luxury of allowing them to reside off-exhibit 
in a natural environment with minimal human 
contact. The WCC has been home to dozens of 
Mexican wolves, but only two of our residents 
have ever been chosen to live free in the wild. 
F838 was released into Arizona in July 2006 and 
her sister was released two years later. Tragically, 
both wolves suffered the same unnatural fate. 
Each of the sisters was illegally shot and killed 
just months after her release. Their misfortune 
still keeps me up at night. Two wolves we were 
charged with caring for were murdered at the 
hands of heartless criminals. However, I often 
imagine how thrilling their time in the wild must 
have been. For the first time in their lives they 

had no boundaries and no chain link fences, just 
the vast wilderness (approximately 4.4 million 
acres) for them to explore. Although each wolf 
had only a few months to enjoy her rightful place 
in the wild, our resolve remains strong to restore 
these majestic creatures to the landscape where 
they are needed. 

Many of the wolves released from captivity 
have thrived and thus been given the opportu-
nity to contribute to the recovery of their species. 
Mexican wolf M806 was F838’s original mate and 
also was released from captivity six years ago. 
After F838’s tragic death, M806 joined a new 
family called the Bluestem Pack. As alpha male of 
his pack, M806 has proved fruitful and continues 
to prosper in spite of the natural and unnatural 
challenges he’s encountered in the wild. Today 
there are approximately 57 wild Mexican wolves 
living in Arizona and New Mexico, and in order 
to ensure the genetic health of this limited popu-
lation, it is necessary that we grant new wolves 
an opportunity to join their wild kin. None of 
WCC’s wolves have been released since F836—
no captive wolves from any facility have, but the 
wolves are ready and the wild is calling. 
For more information about the WCC, visit the web-
site at www.nywolf.org

By Maggie howell 
Managing Director
Wolf conservation center (Wcc)
south salem, N.Y. 
www.nywolf.org

Number of New Wolves Released AnnuallyDid You Know?
The current population estimate is 57 Mexican 
wolves in the wild. Since the recovery effort began in 1998, 
43 wolves have been illegally killed and about 50 have van-
ished. Undoubtedly, some of those that have vanished died 
because of poaching. Mexican wolves are at risk of suffering 
from inbreeding. Decreased genetic diversity shrinks litter 
sizes and increases pup deaths. Since 2008, no new wolves 
(new genes) have been released in the wild. Meanwhile, 
more than 300 wolves eligible for release in New Mexico  
remain in captivity. 
(Adapted from USFWS) 
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NuMBer of DAYs sINce lAsT  
MexIcAN Wolf releAse Too hIgh



The late October sun filtered through 
the ponderosa pines in eastern Ari-
zona as my husband Peter and I drove 
slowly down the bumpy dirt road to 

the Mexican gray wolf pre-release pen in the val-
ley of the Campbell Blue River. Just five months 
before, on June 3, 1999, the Hawk’s Nest pair 
of lobos had been released from the chain link 
pen with their three small pups. A public land 
closure with a radius of about a mile around the 
den had protected the pack while they remained 
in the immediate vicinity of the pen. Now a wolf 
project biologist was removing the closure signs, 
allowing public access to the release site.

When we parked just south of the pen, we 
found in the road ruts numerous wolf paw prints 
and several intact scats, one of them fairly recent. 
We took photographs and were pretty pleased 
with our adventure, when we experienced an 
even bigger thrill. 

As we walked back to our car, we heard two 
loud howls, about 10 to 20 seconds apart. We 
looked up the hill and caught a fleeting glimpse 
of a wolf face and one ear, which was partially 
hidden by some vegetation. We later learned 
that the wolf we saw was the alpha male of the 
Hawk’s Nest Pack, AM131, or Maska, as he was 
known at the captive breeding facility where he 
was born.

Within a year, AM131 was dead, picked up on 
October 29, 2000, and euthanized for a brain 
tumor by wolf project personnel. His death did 
not cause the demise of the Hawk’s Nest pack, 
however. By December 2000, his mate, AF486, 
was observed traveling with a yearling from the 
Cienega Pack, m619. The two, although not 
prolific breeders, were to remain together until 

late 2006, when AF486 disappeared, presumably 
dead of old age. 

Seeing AM131 whetted our appetites for more 
wolf observations. We began making frequent 
trips to the Blue Range Wolf Recovery Area, 
camping in Mexican wolf home ranges, look-
ing for tracks and sign, and listening for howls. 
Reading each new monthly update from the field 
team was like watching an episode of a soap op-
era, filled with news of births, deaths, new mates 
and new adventures of animals that were rapidly 
becoming like family — or at least good friends. 

In fall 2000 we decided to take a backpacking 
trip in the Bearwallow Wilderness, in the home 
range of the Francisco Pack. The Francisco alpha 
female, AF511, or Brűnnhilde, was one of the first 
11 wolves released in Arizona in 1998. She was 
removed for spending too much time near hu-
man habitations, but not before her image graced 

an award-winning poster by Arizona Game and 
Fish Department photographer George Andre-
jko. In captivity she was paired with her cousin, 
M509, bearing pups in 1999 and 2000. The 
pack, consisting of the adult pair, two yearlings, 
and four pups, was released west of U.S. 191 
near the Mogollon Rim in July 2000. 

An early season snowstorm put an end to our 
backpacking plans, but our apparent misfortune 
turned into a stroke of amazing luck. Instead of 
risking life and limb on the steep, icy trail down 
to Bearwallow Creek, we set up our tent among 
the trees at the edge of snowy Double Cienega, a 
large, wet meadow (cienega, in the local Spanish 
dialect) that consists of two parts separated by 
a small knoll. Nearby sat a trailer that belonged 
to the wolf field team, occupied by two Fish and 
Wildlife Service volunteers whose job it was to 
monitor the Francisco wolves and prevent them 

By Jean ossorio
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from making a nuisance of themselves around 
hunters and other campers using the area. Ap-
parently some previous campers had attracted 
the pack by “howling them in,” with the predict-
able result that the wolves had been spending too 
much time in the vicinity. 

As we looked around for a good place to pitch 
our tent, we noticed a huge pile of large diameter 
canine scat and numerous interlacing trails of wolf 
tracks. We had clearly come to the right place to 
find lobos. Night falls early in late October. By the 
time we pitched our tent and ate a light supper, 
we could barely see without a flashlight. Just as 
we were arranging our sleeping bags and crawling 
in, we heard deep howls very close by. Twice more 
during the night we awakened to a chorus of wolf 
howls from different directions, answered on one 
occasion by an equally enthusiastic chorus of coy-
ote howls from across the meadow. 

In the morning I was just beginning to heat the 
contents of a can of corned beef hash for break-
fast, when I looked up and saw a group of wolves 
about 150 yards away. Three were adult sized and 
wore radio collars. The remaining four were small-
er and uncollared. Apparently the scent of cook-
ing hash wasn’t a strong wolf attractant, because 
the entire group soon melted away into the trees.

Within a few minutes, they reappeared at a 
greater distance at the edge of the meadow. We 
watched the wolf family as they worked their way 
slowly across the snow covered cienega, the pups 
tumbling and rolling in the snow like a litter of 
dog puppies. It was probably the best look we 
will ever have at wolves in the wild, a fact that we 
find fortunate. Remaining visible to humans as 
long as the Francisco Pack did that day is a recipe 
for disaster in the form of death by gunshot. The 
wolves were lucky that we were armed only with 
binoculars and a camera that was safely stowed in 
our Blazer. We didn’t get a single photograph of 
the entire encounter. 

At least 42 named packs have roamed the re-
covery area since 1998. Some have survived for 
only a few weeks. The Cerro Pack, for example, 
formed in February 2003 when dispersers from 
the Bluestem and Francisco packs paired up near 
Green’s Peak in Arizona. By May 25 of that same 
year, both wolves had fallen to illegal gunshots 
and the pack was considered defunct. Others, 
like Hawk’s Nest, Bluestem and Luna, have had 
great staying power. 

One pack that has persisted since its inception 
in 2004 is the Rim Pack, which formed when 
Cienega disperser F858 joined forces with an 
unknown male wolf. The two produced at least 
two pups during their first year together. In 2005 
project personnel collared a male disperser from 
the Bluestem pack, M992, who was traveling 
with AF858, as she was now known. It was un-
clear whether he was the father of her 2004 litter. 

We encountered these two wolves in January 
2006, while camped at Double Cienega. We had 
finished an early supper, packed our food and 
dishes away in the car and were sitting by our 
tent enjoying a cup of hot chocolate when Peter 
spotted a pair of canids (members of the dog fam-
ily) working their way up the cienega. The two 
animals — which were easily distinguished from 
coyotes by their rounded ears, broad faces and 
muzzles and large nose pads — slipped through 
a break in the fence. When we stood up to get a 

better look at the pair, the smaller animal dashed 
for the trees. 

The larger of the two obligingly stopped atop a 
gopher mound and turned to look at us, giving 
us a good view of the dark radio collar around its 
neck. The following morning we were able to lo-
cate its tracks in the soft earth of the mound and 
pace off the distance—approximately 130 yards. 
After a brief period of apparent indecision, the 
larger animal had turned and run after its com-
panion, disappearing into the woods.

By early 2007, M992 had been deposed by his 
brother, M991, who, in an episode worthy of a 
soap opera, was found dead in April. At the end 
of the year, AF858, who bore pups sired by M991 
before his death, found a third mate. That wolf, 
M1107, was a Luna Pack disperser who had been 
captured by the Mexican wolf field team in New 
Mexico and released near AF858 in hopes of pro-
viding her with a mate. In this case, their match-
making worked. Meanwhile, M992 moved on 
to New Mexico, where he mated with Francisco 
F923, forming the Dark Canyon Pack. That pack, 
too, still roams in the Gila National Forest. One 
of these days we hope to renew our acquaintance 
with AM992.

The Saddle Pack, formed in January 2001 with 
the release of AM574 and AF510, was not so for-
tunate. Three of the four yearlings released with 
the pack had dispersed by the time we encoun-
tered the little family on the 2001 winter solstice. 
Camping in the snow at Buffalo Crossing, we 
awoke at three in the morning to the sound of 
wolf howls to the west. A poem written soon after 
the event tells the story: 

Three in the morning,
Buffalo Crossing —
inside the flimsy nylon shell
in icy darkness —
a dart of cold shoots down my spine
as I stretch to lift my head
and strain to hear.
Something has penetrated
my sleep — a dream? a touch?
faint wisps of sound — a ghostly
chorus in the night,
too far and faint to count the
parts.

The Saddle Pack:
three lupine pioneers,
the ancient music of their kind
calls forth from throats
each circled in an electronic
leash.

No radio crackles
with their frequencies
at this magic hour.
Their howls
for now
are wild.

By the end of 2003, three of the original Saddle 
yearlings were dead of illegal gunshots, one was 
recaptured for nuisance behavior and AF510, 
the alpha female, had been shot and lingered for 
two weeks suffering from complications from her 
wound before finally being found dead on Sept. 
15. AM574 was alone in the wild.

Although he soon found a new mate, F797, a 
Francisco pack disperser, AM574’s misfortunes 
were far from over. In March 2004, the two Sad-
dle wolves killed three calves on the San Carlos 
Apache Reservation. Trapping efforts by project 
personnel resulted in the capture of a pregnant 
AF797, but AM574 remained in the wild. 

On April 6, 2004, Colleen Buchanan, assistant 
Mexican wolf recovery coordinator, sent an e-
mail to her superior, Susan MacMullin. In the 
e-mail, she cautioned against lethal removal of 
AM574 in the strongest terms, saying: 

In the case with M574, he has significant value 
to the recovery program as a whole in that he is 
the most genetically valuable wolf in the wild, 
but more significantly, he is ranked #6 genetically 
overall in (sic) the Mexican wolf in the recovery 
program (includes both the wild population plus 
the captive wolves throughout the United States 
and Mexico). In hindsight, it is questionable that 
he was ever released to the wild because he is so 
high ranking (i.e., he is not considered “surplus” 
or “genetically redundant”). Because of all this,  
all attempts should be made to capture him alive. 

Ms. Buchanan went on to point out that trap-
ping efforts had been going on for only 10 days, 
that darting had not been tried, that the tribe 
recognized the wolf’s genetic value and tribal 
elders would not support killing him, and that 
Defenders of Wildlife was expected to fully com-
pensate the tribe for the livestock losses. Her en-
treaties fell on deaf ears in the Fish and Wildlife 
Service regional office. A lethal control order was 
issued, and on July 11, project personnel shot 
AM574 to death from the air, in spite of the fact 
that he had not killed another head of livestock 
since April 15. 

While wolf managers were tracking AM574 
over a wide swath of eastern Arizona, waiting 
for their chance to shoot him, AF797 gave birth 
to five pups in captivity. Former Red Rock Pack 
yearling M732, recaptured in 2003 for straying 
outside the recovery area and killing a calf, was 
placed in the pen with AF797 and her pups as a 
surrogate father to the litter. In August 2004 the 
pack, with all five pups, was released in the Gila 
Wilderness in New Mexico. 

Understanding the Wolf 
Identification Number 
System

Mexican wolves are given an iden-
tification number recorded in an 
official studbook that tracks their 
history. 

Capital letters (M = Male, F = 
Female) preceding the number 
indicate adult animals 24 months or 
older. 

Lower case letters (m = male,  
f = female) indicate wolves younger 
than 24 months or pups. 

The capital letter “A” preceding 
the letter and number indicate alpha 
wolves. 

IN The fIelD
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Unfortunately, the pack didn’t stay in the wil-
derness, eventually moving to the area near the 
Beaverhead U.S. Forest Service work station, 
an area where two previous packs of lobos had 
been removed from the wild due to conflicts 
with livestock. By 2006 the pack had begun to 
run into trouble with cattle like their predeces-
sors in the Campbell Blue and Pipestem packs. 
In June 2006 we spent a couple of days camped 
in the home range of the pack. After finding 
their tracks in the dust in the road near our 
camp, we hiked across country to University 
Tank, where, from the hillside above, we caught 
a brief glimpse of an uncollared wolf whose fur 
was splashed with a deep red color, like his bob-
tailed father, drinking from the tank. This wolf, 
however, had a long tail. 

By the spring of 2007, the Saddles had been 
tagged with sufficient livestock losses to run 
afoul of the infamous Standard Operating Proce-
dure 13.0, which mandated that any wolf with 
three or more confirmed livestock killings in 365 
days would automatically be removed from the 
wild, regardless of its genetic value or reproduc-
tive status. The first to fall was actually not a 
Saddle at all, but a dispersing Luna yearling that 
had begun traveling with members of the Saddle 
Pack. We watched for three days as the yellow 
Wildlife Services airplane and the white and red 
plane the field team used for telemetry surveys 
went out each morning, with two crew members 
in each plane. Also out each day were at least 
two Wildlife Services trucks, each with an agent 
looking for an opportunity to shoot M1007 
when he was outside the Gila Wilderness bound-
ary. Finally, after we returned home, the gunner 
in the Wildlife Services plane accomplished his 
mission. M1007 lay dead on the ground, at the 
cost of four days of effort and uncounted tax-
payer dollars — all because of three dead cattle 
whose loss was compensated by the non-profit 
organization Defenders of Wildlife. 

On April 2, 2007, the Adaptive Management 
Oversight Committee issued a permanent re-
moval order for the Saddle alpha pair, following 
a third depredation. The alpha male was finally 
trapped on May 26. Early on the morning of 
May 31, Saddle alpha female AF797 stepped 
into a leghold trap near East Elk Mountain in 
the Gila National Forest. When project person-
nel checked her den, they found it empty. After 
a lengthy search, they discovered seven, three-
week-old pups in a den a mile away from the 
original. All seven were retrieved and taken into 
captivity. The wild Saddle Pack is no more, re-
moved in 2007 like two other packs due to con-
flicts with livestock grazing on public lands in a 
small area of New Mexico near Beaverhead. 

One of the brighter spots in the sad history of 
the Saddle Pack was the dispersal and survival 
in the wild of one of those five 2004 pups sired 
by the genetically irreplaceable AM574. F861 
found M871, a male survivor of another pack 
removed in 2007 — the Aspen Pack — deep in 
the Gila Wilderness in the canyon of the Middle 
Fork of the Gila River. Although this pair, too, 
eventually moved north to the area that claimed 
so many previous packs, the Middle Fork Pack 
was saved from removal through the good of-
fices of former New Mexico Gov. Bill Richardson 

and his game commission. 
We have heard the Middle Fork Pack give 

voice to musical howls several times and have 
found their tracks and scat in the Canyon Creek 
Mountains and on the margins of Cooney Prairie, 
but never have we seen any of the wolves them-
selves. Perhaps their elusiveness has been a fac-
tor in their longevity in the wild. 

Both AM871 and AF861 maintain their ter-
ritory and kill elk while running on only three 
legs. AM871 lost his leg to a leghold trap, while 
AF861 had hers amputated due to an old gun-
shot injury. Their disabilities have not prevented 
the Middle Fork pair from successfully rais-
ing pups, including Luna AF1115 and Willow 
Springs AM1185.

Discouragement over the fate of the Saddle 
Pack hasn’t dampened our enthusiasm for ob-
serving Mexican wolves in the wild. Later in 
2007 we had an incredible stroke of luck when 

on Labor Day weekend we watched four mem-
bers of the Paradise Pack cross a well-traveled 
forest road in Arizona at midday, one after the 
other. On New Year’s Eve of the same year, we 
watched an uncollared member of the Luna 
Pack cross and re-cross a snowy road in a nearly 
deserted Gila National Forest, and later listened 
from our snug sleeping bags as the entire pack 
howled from right across the road. Each time we 
encounter the rarest of all wolves in the wild, we 
feel fortunate beyond measure.

Our greatest joy, however, has come from our 
ongoing relationship with the longest-lived pack 
of them all — Hawk’s Nest. In late May 2009, 
a friend and I observed four members of the 
pack, the two adults and two yearlings, crossing 
a forest road at a distance of about a hundred 
yards and continuing under a fence, over a rise 
and out of sight into the East Fork of the Black 
River. Six weeks later, Peter and I observed the 
same four animals moving up a slope about four 
hundred meters distant, breaking into a run 
as they reached the top of the ridge. The alpha 
male at the time, AM1044, was a yearling mem-

ber of the Paradise Pack when we observed that 
pack in 2007. 

In May 2010 I finally successfully photo-
graphed members of the pack. My friend Billie 
Hughes and I were eating lunch under some 
trees while waiting for a track cast to set up in 
a forest road near Crosby Crossing in eastern 
Arizona. Suddenly we noticed three wolves, in-
cluding at least one with a collar, ambling slowly 
up the moist valley in front of us. I was able to 
snap seven photos, including several of the alpha 
female, AF1110, identifiable because she was 
feeding pups at the time. During the summer 
we heard the pack howling several times while 
camped in the vicinity.

Unfortunately, AF1110 lost her mate and a 
two-year-old offspring to illegal gunshots later 
that summer. Then she herself succumbed to a 
lightning strike in a freak accident in 2011. We 
didn’t know what to expect when we returned 
to Hawk’s Nest home range this summer, but on 
June 15 we had a pleasant surprise. While sit-
ting under some trees eating lunch, Peter and I 
watched a wolf emerge from a wet meadow ap-
parently soaking wet from a dip in some stand-
ing water. It was AF1208, daughter of AF1110 
and the new alpha female of the pack. 

Then, just a few days ago as I write, I examined 
again some additional photos I took that day. 
There, in the corner of one, was an image of a 
wolf that I had missed before. Enlarging it on my 
laptop, I was thrilled to discover that I had cap-
tured an image of the new alpha male, AM1038, 
formerly the alpha male of the Fox Mountain 
Pack in New Mexico. He was easy to identify by 
the odd angle at which he carries his right rear 
leg, which was injured in June 2008 when his 
mate fell to a poacher’s bullet, leaving him to 
rear three small pups by himself. Hawk’s Nest 
AF1208 has chosen a mate with staying power, 
as suits a leader of the longest surviving pack in 
the entire Mexican gray wolf reintroduction.  

Tent camping, especially when the temperature 
is below zero and the wind blows snow under 
the flaps, isn’t always comfortable, but it’s the 
best way for citizens like us, without benefit of 
telemetry receivers, to have a chance of hearing 
wolves, finding their tracks and, when we are 
extremely lucky, seeing them. As long as there 
are lobos in the wild, we’ll be out in their home 
ranges looking for them. 
Although Jean Ossorio wasn’t actually raised by 
wolves, she was taken to the woods for the first time 
at six weeks old. Her outdoors-loving parents met at 
a nature study society outing in Missouri.

Jean became imprinted on wild canids in 1973 
when she met several gray wolves and a coyote  
belonging to Richard Grossenheider, a wildlife artist 
and one of the founders of the Wild Canid Survival 
and Research Center. The center is the birthplace  
of more captive Mexican wolves than any other  
facility.

 She has spent at least 300 nights camping out 
in the lobo recovery area since 1998 and has seen 
43 Mexican wolves in the wild. She served on Gov. 
Bill Richardson’s Catron County Wolf Task Force 
in 2005 and on the stakeholder panel of the 2003 
Mexican Wolf Recovery Team. She writes an oc-
casional feature, “Follow the Pack,” for the website 
mexicanwolves.org.
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We have heard the Middle 
fork Pack give voice to  

musical howls several times 
and have found their tracks 

and scat in the canyon creek 
Mountains and on the  
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but never have we seen any 
of the wolves themselves. 

Perhaps their elusiveness has 
been a factor in their  
longevity in the wild.
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By stephen capra

continued on page 16

It is important to acknowledge the very  
important historical perspective that was  
written by John Crenshaw (former public affairs 
chief, New Mexico Wildlife editor, and game 

warden, who retired in 1997). Much of this history 
was published in earlier editions of New Mexico 
Wildlife. Crenshaw’s historical work, which I used in 
large quantities with modification, speaks for itself, 
but in no way was he part of this story, nor should he 
be viewed as endorsing it.

HoW We got HeRe
The New Mexico Department of Game and Fish 
(NMDGF), and especially its game commission-
ers, have a long and at times groundbreaking 
experience in managing lands across our state. 
Perhaps it’s important to make clear from the 
start my personal distaste for management of 
land and especially wildlife. My distaste could be 
viewed as classic ignorance; if so, I am guilty as 
charged. I simply believe that wildlife species can 
— when allowed to self-manage and when the 
natural predator-prey system is solidly in place 
— flourish on their own. In return, lands will be 
in far better shape.

Looking at the long history of the NMDGF is 
important, because it helps to give one a sense of 
how we have come to this place and the situation 
we are in today; wolves are being forced to the 
brink of extinction and elk populations are thriv-
ing. Perhaps equally important is understanding 
the differences between those working in the field 
— people who have devoted their lives to im-
proving our state’s environment — and the politi-
cal appointees that have made the decisions that 
guide this agency. This is important to understand 
in the context of what it means for wolves and for 
all predators, and how it affects our chances at a 
truly balanced ecosystem in our state.

While this snippet of history shows the early 
battles, it only gives a foundation. What you will 
see in the more modern Game Commission is 
a story of power and secrecy, and a mission to 
make this state a large game farm, not a func-
tioning ecosystem.

eaRly Days
While some may feel that history shows that 
wildlife needs management, some could argue 
that it’s not management wildlife needs —  

NM wild's wolf caMpaigN
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it’s people who need a better understanding of 
biology. But in earlier times the call for manage-
ment was there, and gave birth to NMDGF. One 
needs to look back to the 1860s and the sense 
of Manifest Destiny that caused people to head 
West. In those times people were beholders to a 
slaughter of wildlife on a universal scale.

By 1860 the enormous southern plains bison 
herd was being plundered, with an estimated 
two million bison killed that year. Germany had 
developed a process to tan bison hides into fine 
leather. Homesteaders collected bones from car-

casses left by hunters. Bison bones were used in 
refining sugar, and in making fertilizer and fine 
bone china. These bones brought from $2.50 to 
$15 a ton. Based on an average price of $8 per 
ton they brought $2.5 million into Kansas alone 
between 1868 and 1881. Assuming that about 
100 skeletons were required to make one ton of 
bones, this represented the remains of more than 
31 million bison.

By 1880, New Mexico, then a territory, passed 
its first protection law for wildlife, but the bison 
were gone. (Ironically, today a herd of some 25 
still roam wild at the base of the bootheel, mi-
grating between Mexico and the New Mexico 
border.) Many species were on the brink. The 
law set no big game limits and left many species 
unprotected. One of the natural exemptions of 
the time was that people traveling across the state 
could kill to feed their family.

By 1895, there was a three-month fall hunt-
ing season in place for deer, elk and antelope, as 
well as a six month season for quail and turkey. 
By 1897 laws were getting tougher. But it would 
be 1903 before the Territorial legislature would 
create what would become the game depart-
ment. They placed a man by the name of Page 
Otero in charge, but the legislature importantly 
reserved authority to designate what species 
would be protected and which predators to 
target with bounties — a decision that was not 

based on science.
By 1909, big game license fees cost $1. With 

the birth of statehood in 1912, the legislature 
created the Department of Game and Fish and 
decided that the governor would pick the “war-
den” to run the agency. Our first state game war-
den was Trinidad C de Baca. In those days, the 
funds for running the agency came from licenses 
and allowed the agency to be self-sustaining. 
That is until the legislature would raid the till, as 
it did in 1914, leading the agency and sportsmen 
to revolt.

above: The Wolf Road by Julie T. Chapman

Julie lives in Montana and paints today’s  
Wild West with a contemporary flair. She 
spends much time each year out in the field—
whether at rodeos, in Yellowstone, or other wild  
places—gathering reference material for her art. 
Her work has been featured in numerous na-
tional and international juried and invitational 
shows, and is part of museum and private col-
lections in the U.S., Canada, and Europe. Learn 
more about her work at her website, www.
JulieTChapman.com, and connect with her on 
Facebook. Prints of The Wolf Road are available 
at World Art Group (http://www.theworldart-
group.com/p-19625-the-wolf-road.aspx).

continued from page 15 
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 the pioneer’s attitude towards  
wilderness was hostile and utilitarian.  
roderick Nash writes: “in the morality 
play of westward expansion, wilder-
ness was the villain, and the pioneer 
the hero, relished its destruction.  
the transformation of wilderness into  
civilization was the reward for his 
sacrifices, the definition of his achieve-
ment and the source of his pride.”

excerpt from Of Wolves and Men
by Barry Lopez



www.nmwild.org   17

alDo leopolD Joins tHe fRay
In 1915, severe illness forced a young U.S. For-
est Service employee out of the field and into the 
office. His name was Aldo Leopold and he found 
himself in the Albuquerque headquarters as head 
of recreation, game, fish, information and educa-
tion. The timing was fortuitous; Leopold wanted 
to see sportsmen empowered and he understood 
well the challenges that lay before them. Many 
legislators and governors across the West carefully 
guarded their powers and remained stubbornly 
resistant to change. Political payoffs and  
partisanship were the norm. Just prior to being 
moved into his new position, Leopold was witness 
to the raiding of the Game Protection Fund by the 
state treasurer, which while legal, was a painful 
blow to sportsmen who had carefully watched the 
fund grow and hoped its first order of business 
would be the construction of a trout hatchery.

In his new role, Leopold was able to travel the 
state to share his quixotic vision for wildlife in 
the state. He would establish the Albuquerque 
Game Protective Association (AGPA) and was its 
first secretary. As he traveled the state, Leopold 
worked to create more groups in Santa Fe, Taos, 
Socorro, Hot Springs, Deming and Las Cruces; 
the list was growing and Leopold was showing a 
gift for organizing. 

By 1916, after refusing a transfer to Washing-
ton, Leopold was about to launch a sportsmen’s 
statewide organization. It would be the creation 
of the New Mexico Protective Game Association 
(NMPGA), which was the forerunner to today’s 
New Mexico Wildlife Federation. Ironically, 
many of the concerns of that time could easily be 
echoed today because the needs remain. The orga-
nization supported better law enforcement, game 
refuges and most importantly, a well qualified, po-
litically ambiguous game warden. The most strik-
ing difference was their call for predator control. 

The main fight for Leopold was to get real 
game control in the hands of the Game Commis-
sion and out of the hands of the governor and 
chief game warden. In an editorial in the sports-
man publication The Pine Cone, Leopold stated, 
“The stockmen are never saddled with a sanitary 
board unsatisfactory to them. Likewise, the or-
ganized sportsmen should not be settled with a 
Game Warden whom they do not approve.”

Leopold’s editorial came on the heels of some 
unexpected developments. The Democratic Gov. 
Ezequiel C de Baca died in 1917, soon after tak-
ing office or naming a new game warden. The 
result was that Republican Lt. Gov. Washington 
E. Lindsey, who made no promises to sportsmen, 
picked Theodore Rouault Jr. of Las Cruces. With 
a new election came Gov. Octavio Larrazolo, and 
despite Leopold’s initial feelings about Rouault 
Jr., he was quick to support him in the position. 

Larrazolo seemed puzzled by the strong level of 
outcry from sportsmen. Organized as they were, 
more than 40 men arrived to meet the governor, 
and with Leopold as their leader, they spent an 
hour making the case for New Mexico sportsmen; 
all the while the governor acted bored. Then in a 
magisterial voice the governor said, “Gentleman, 
when I was elected governor, I asked for no ad-
ditional prerogatives. By the same token, I shall 
surrender none! Good day.” Leopold’s response 
was to let the governor know that he would never 
enjoy a second term! Larrazolo used his power as 

governor to appoint Thomas Gable, who was po-
litically connected and very close with big ranch-
ing interests, not sportsmen. Leopold asked leg-
islators to sign a pledge not to vote for Larrazolo’s 
re-nomination and urged sportsmen to make the 
same pledge, but to no avail.

The first commission was created in 1921, and 
was known as the Game Protective Association. 
It wanted a citizen’s body — a state game com-
mission — to set hunting and fishing regulations, 
hire the state game warden, and set priorities. 
The legislature created a three-person commis-
sion, but still maintained the right to set seasons 
and bag limits, and the governor (now Merritt 
Mechem) still appointed the agency’s chief. The 
language creating the commission stated, “they 
were authorized to make rules and regulations 
and establish such services that they deemed nec-
essary.” However, a late amendment prohibited 
the commission from changing any season or bag 
limit set by the legislature, except in case of fire 
or emergencies. The good news was that money 
in the Game Protection fund could no longer be 
looted by the legislature.

While sportsmen and governors continued 
to fight, Gov. James Hinkles’ appointment of a 

woman — Grace Melaven — as head warden 
would allow this divide to reach its zenith in 
1923. Once again this reflected politics and re-
ward, a theme that remains today, as Melaven 
was the wife of a Santa Rosa banker. She had, at 
the time, no experience in wildlife conservation.

The fights would go on, and New Mexico like 
all Western states would jump at the chance to 
dam its rivers, in the process destroying wild fish 
stocks, cross-breeding species, and adapting to 
a new concept — fishing at the reservoir. The 
damage remains today, and like many artificial 
creations, people, not wildlife, seemingly adapt 
and forget about a past that included wild rivers, 
beaver, and riparian areas designed to flourish, 
with flooding that replenished.

MoDeRn tiMes
Today the modern NMDGF has evolved on some 
levels from its earlier days, yet the politics that 
were part of its youth still seem to seep into its 
pores. In preparing this article I asked a Martinez-
appointed member, Paul M. Kienzle III to give 
a perspective on what the commission goals are 
and how he feels they are working on issues of 
importance today. After several minutes of texting 
and a promise to meet me for lunch to discuss 
the issue further, I did not hear from him again.

So I chose to speak with some former game 
commissioners (who wished to remain anony-

mous) and with many in the sportsmen commu-
nity to gain a perspective on the vexing issue of 
the NMDGF and in particular, their commission.

The first thing I was told, and told repeatedly, 
is that what the public does not understand 
about the commission is the power and control 
the livestock industry still commands in their de-
cision-making process. Equally important is the 
power of oil and gas in decision making. One ex-
ample is the payment of funds that come through 
big game tags to ranchers. 

Ranchers have worked out a process with 
the commission where they are given a certain 
amount of tags if they have elk or antelope on 
their ranches — not just their private lands, but 
on public lands they hold leases on as well. So 
on top of getting lands at subsidized prices for 
grazing, they also enjoy, courtesy of the game 
commission, the right to sell a certain number of 
tags for personal profit. These usually go to out-
fitters or out-of-state hunters, who are willing to 
pay higher prices for trophy hunts than in-state 
residents. This process was born from the idea 
that ranchers should be compensated for wildlife 
feeding on their grass. 

If you ask the more than 70,000 resident hunt-

ers in the state, they will also tell you that poli-
cies and decisions made by the commission over 
the past 30 years have dramatically eroded the 
percentage of big game hunting licenses available 
to New Mexico residents. New Mexico, by law, 
gives 70 percent of all antelope tags and more 
than 40 percent of all elk tags to land owners for 
resale. For deer the number is unlimited. This 
process, according to the New Mexico Wildlife 
Federation, is known as “transferable authori-
zations.” In addition, just over 8 percent goes 
directly to outfitters for resale to the public, at a 
profit. Over time these “authorizations” are rais-
ing questions about the cozy relations between 
certain commissioners and those receiving such 
financial rewards.

A rancher may get five to seven game tags for 
their allotments, which he or she can sell for 
$3,000-$10,000 or even more for an out-of-state 
hunter. In addition, ranchers are also given spe-
cial compensation if they feel wildlife has con-
sumed too much of their grass in a given year, so 
the commission seems particularly sensitive to 
the needs of ranchers across the state — some-
thing that was reflected in the early days of our 
state and continues today. These continued subsi-
dies when added to federal subsidies, creates the 
sustainability of some grazing practices that may 
not benefit the land or wildlife in the long term.
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looking at the long history of the NMDgf is important… 
Perhaps equally important is understanding the differences 

between those working in the field — people who have  
devoted their lives to improving our state’s environment — 
and the political appointees that have made the decisions 

that guide this agency. 
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The other curious thing about NMDGF is the 
quotas they set up. The commissioners always 
speak about the science behind these studies. 
However, none of these studies are actually peer 
reviewed. There appears to be little or no data 
on trapping, yet it remains sacrosanct. Former 
Gov. Bill Richardson banned the practice in 
wolf country. Once he left office, the commis-
sion quickly overturned his decision. Recent 
years have shown a stunning increase in black 
bear quotas that defy common sense, yet the 
commissioners defend the slaughter as neces-
sary for the overall environment. Sandia Bear 
Watch has done exhaustive research to show 
these quotas are simply not sustainable, to no 
avail. The bear study made by NMDGF,  which 
is more than four years old, produced one num-
ber when it was released, yet the commission 
more than doubled it this past year, while also 
increasing the kill of cougars, basing it, they 
said, “on science”.

It is clear this was not based on science, but 
rather on politics. Most people in the biologi-
cal community found the bear study used by 
the commission flawed, and the killings part 
and parcel of the commission’s need to keep the 
livestock industry happy by continuing to dra-
matically reduce all predators. Similar issues sur-
rounded the doubling of an elk quota in the Gila 
Wilderness several years back; ranchers wanted 
more grass for cows, the elk were killed, and 
many sportsmen claim that elk numbers have 
yet to recover in Gila country. Once again, it ap-
pears sound science was not an integral part of 
the decision making process. Some on the com-
mission vow that they take their orders directly 
from the dedicated staff of NMDGF, yet the so-
called “bubbling up” of ideas conflicts with polit-
ical reality. Commission meetings are open to the 
public but appear more for show, as the decision 

of the commissioners seems like a foregone con-
clusion, decided beforehand, which would be in 
direct conflict of their roles and responsibility of 
representing the public.

That’s what makes wolf recovery in part so 
complex; the commissioners had a meeting in 
Las Cruces several months after Gov. Susana Mar-
tinez was elected. They announced there would 
be a “wolf update” and they welcomed comments 
from the community. For an hour people spoke 
both for and against the wolf program. When 
they finished, the commission, with no warning, 
decided to vote on the spot to withdraw the state 
from the wolf recovery program. Remember, the 
meeting was termed an update with comments 
welcome. In minutes, New Mexico was out of 
wolf recovery again, but the public was given vir-
tually no voice in the decision. Some would call 
that fraud or arrogance, but it seems like business 
as usual with this commission.

NMDGF is funded approximately 95 percent 
by hunting and fishing license revenue, but 
there is also voluntary giving. Some people ar-
gue that a more appropriate way to sustain the 
department would be to fund it like other New 
Mexico agencies – through the state’s general 
fund. If it were funded in this way, the argument 
goes, the department might be less inclined to 
enjoy a “game farm” mentality. Another solution 
would be to create a voluntary fee paid by the 
conservation community and people who enjoy 
our lands. By contributing to the agency, citi-
zens would thus gain more power and say about 
predators, wildlife and sound management of 
our lands.

WHo is tHe CoMMission?
So who is this commission and what are their 
connections to wildlife and the land? Some refer 
to this commission as the “pay to play” com-
mission, a reference to the donations made by 
commission members to political campaigns of 
both parties and the reward of being selected to 
the commission or remaining on despite change 
in the party of power. According to an important 
report by the New Mexico Wildlife Federation, 
campaign contributions before the 1990s remain 
vague. But since Gary Johnson’s administra-
tion we can clearly see a pattern of pay to play. 
Johnson received more than $11,000 from Jal 
rancher Bill Brininstool. When Bill Richardson 
took the helm he promised to “restore the game 
commission to its original mission — New Mex-
ico’s bountiful natural resources.” Despite his 
amazing conservation record, the money and the 
appointments seemed to go hand and hand. All 
of the following information comes directly from 
the New Mexico Wildlife Federation’s report:
	 •	Leo V. Simms II, who was involved in 
ranching and oil and gas in southeastern New 
Mexico, gave with family members more than 
$79,000 from 2002-2006. He was appointed 
chair of the commission in 2005.
	 •	Guy Riordan, who would later be removed 
from the commission because of allegations in a 
federal corruption case, gave more than $44,560 
to the Richardson campaign.
	 • Jim McClintic, now the game chairman, 
gave $12,700 through his contracting company 
from 2006 to 2007.
	 •	Tom Arvas, who has been on the commis-
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Bill Montoya Dick Salopek

Jim McClintic Paul kienzle

robert espinoza Scott Bidegain

tom Arvas

NM game & fish 
commission

There are seven  
New Mexico 
Department of 
Game and Fish 
commissioners 
currently serv-
ing the citizens 
of our state.

Descartes articulated the belief that 
not only were animals put on earth 
for man’s use but they were distinctly 
lowborn; they were without souls and 
therefore man incurred no moral guilt in 
killing them. this was the formal denial 
of a “pagan” idea abhorrent to the  
roman Catholic Church at the time: that 
animals had spirits, that they should 
not want to be wantonly killed, and that 
they did not belong to men. the belief 
that man could kill without moral re-
straint, without responsibility, because 
the wolf was only an animal, would 
take on terrifying proportions during 
the strychnine campaigns in nineteenth 
America. the european hunter of 1650 
might kill twenty to thirty wolves in a 
lifetime; a single American wolfer of the 
late 1800’s could kill four or five thou-
sand in ten years.

excerpt from Of Wolves and Men
by Barry Lopez
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Did You Know?
Historically, Mexican wolves were widely distributed in New 
Mexico, occupying woodlands and montane forests. Dispersing wolves traversed 
the low deserts in search of suitable unoccupied habitat (e.g., Sky Islands) to find 
mates and establish new territories. Today, in accordance with the provisions of 
the current management plan, wolves that leave the recovery area are captured, 
leaving their future prospects for release uncertain. These management practices 
threaten Mexican wolf recovery and the rewilding of wilderness. Where biologically 
feasible (e.g., there is enough prey), populations need to be established across 
formerly occupied habitats to restore the balance of nature. To accomplish this, 
wolves must be allowed to range beyond the boundaries of the recovery area, new 
initial release sites outside the primary recovery zone must be determined, and 
wildlife corridors must be created. 

right: Historic records and distribution of wolves in the Southwest. From Brown, 
2002, The Wolf in the Southwest: The Making of an Endangered Species. High-
Lonesome Books, Silver City, NM. Note: Wolves of the Southwest are now classi-
fied as one subspecies, Canis lupus baileyi.

sion longer than any current members, gave the 
governor $8,200 from 2002-2007. His political 
action committee, New Mexico Optometric As-
sociation (for which Arvas was the former presi-
dent), gave the governor $25,000 in 2006.
	 •	The	other	important	point	about	Arvas	seems	
to be his personal lack of conviction. Depending 
on who is governor, his vote will change over-
night, supporting wolves one day, fighting against 
them the next. His vote, based on many years of 
review, is clearly affected by politics, not science.

The purpose of the commission is in theory to 
create a shield between biologists and the govern-
ment. There are seven seats on the commission; 
five are divided on a regional basis for hunting 
and fishing. One is considered an agriculture seat 
and the other a so-called conservation seat. Gen-
erally, when it comes to predators or endangered 
species the funding comes directly from the fed-
eral government rather than the commission or 
the state agency. That alone is a situation in need 
of change.

During the Richardson years we saw great 
advances in conservation, especially with the 
governor’s work on Otero Mesa, but with the 
commission there was little improvement. Rich-
ardson even went on a hunt on the controversial 
Adobe-Slash ranch (a combination of private land 
and public land leases), known for excessive il-
legal killing and aggressive government removal 
of Mexican wolves on and near the ranch. When 
asked by reporters to show that he paid for the 
tag, the governor could never produce records and 
was never tough on the ranch despite the public 
outrage over the wolf killings and removals.

The current “conservation seat” is being uti-
lized by Albuquerque resident Jim McClintic, 
whose environmental credentials include being 
an Albuquerque contractor. McClintic is also the 
current chairman of the commission. He was 
originally appointed by Bill Richardson and con-

firmed by the Senate. His term ended on the last 
day of the Richardson administration, but to date 
he has not been reconfirmed by the New Mexico 
Senate or even nominated by the Martinez ad-
ministration even though he is running Game 
Commission meetings as its chair. He claims to 
support New Mexico Trout, but is known for his 
generosity to both Republican and Democratic 
campaigns. He gave $2,000 to Susana Martinez, 
but also gave County Assessor Karen Montoya, a 
Democrat, $1,700.

Perhaps the most interesting addition to the 
Game Commission is the friendly and unassum-
ing Paul Kienzle III. Kienzle and I, for transpar-
ency, are both on the board for the Albuquerque 
BioPark Zoo. Kienzle is friendly, easygoing and 
engaging. I spoke with Kienzle about this article 
and told him I would like to get something from 
an active commissioner to defend their position. 
He told me he would have to run the trap lines 
and see if he could talk, but he did not respond 
to my follow-up lunch invitation.

Kienzle is clearly an active contributor and 
player in New Mexico Republican politics. He 
has given generously to Heather Wilson’s Senate 
campaign, to Janice Arnold-Jones, and to other 
Republicans. However, what sets Kienzle apart is 

the fact that he has represented — what many in 
the sportsmen and conservation fields view as — 
radical groups and people. In 2004, Kienzle rep-
resented Kit Laney, who famously defied the U.S. 
Forest Service by overrunning his Gila allotment 
and refusing to acknowledge that grazing was a 
privilege, not a right. Laney lost everything in his 
court fights including his cattle and allotment, 
but remains a folk hero to the radical right and 
many in the livestock industry.

Kienzle also has represented the Paragon Foun-
dation, an extreme private lands rights and sec-
ond amendment group, which tries to pass itself 
off as a Western heritage organization. He also 
has experience working with Mountain States 
Legal Foundation, the Denver-based group once 
home to former interior secretaries Jim Watt and 
Gail Norton. (Norton was a follower of Ayn Rand 
and the wise-use movement, and was senior at-
torney for Mountain States Legal Foundation, a 
group constantly fighting wilderness and conser-
vation measures.) 

It also appears that Kienzle is clearly enjoying 
favored status within the Republican Party as he 
was an attorney in their fight to remove limits 
on campaign financing in early 2011. One of the 
plaintiffs in his suit was Harvey Yates of HEYCO 
Petroleum (the company famous for trying to drill 
Otero Mesa) who wanted to give more to state Re-
publican activities. Kienzle’s efforts were designed 
to go even further than the Supreme Court case of 
Citizens United and remove laws that curtailed in-
dividual giving or soft money, allowing the party 
the ability to raise more funds from friends in oil 
and gas and other lucrative sources. He also was 
part of the Martinez transition team and helped to 
select her general counsel.

Over the years, the Paragon Foundation, com-
prised of many Otero Mesa ranchers, has also 
fought to return public lands into private hands, 
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opposed wilderness, fought wolf reintroduction 
and has had a strong connection to professors 
in New Mexico State University’s Rangeland 
Improvement Task Force. Such is the training 
ground of a member of this Game Commission.

Scott Bidegain is the son of one of America’s 
largest land owners. Their immense family-run 
ranch, the T4 Cattle Company, is located in 
Tucumcari, and Bidegain is on the board of the 
New Mexico Cattle Growers Association. Accord-
ing to several sources, as a commissioner he regu-
lates tags and sportsmen and his ranch financially 
profits from tags given by NMDGF to the T4. 
This was confirmed by a spokesman for NMDGF.

Then there is Robert Espinoza Sr. Espinoza 
has been identified by many interviewed as a 
pawn for oil and gas interests. He also was the 
former president of United Sportsmen for Fish 
and Wildlife New Mexico. He used that position 
to fight the New Mexico Wildlife Federation’s ef-
forts supporting predators like the Mexican wolf. 
Espinoza’s group is clearly opposed to predators 
of all types, the wolf being a key species in their 
verbal assault. He also remains in line with the oil 
and gas industry by not supporting protections 
for the dune lizard.

His group strongly believes that fewer predators 
mean more elk: to highlight that point they en-
gage in a practice known as “coyote calling.” This 
barbaric practice frowned on by many sportsmen 
is the act of calling or imitating the sounds of 
a coyote or wounded animal, and when a curi-
ous coyote comes to see what is happening, they 
shoot it. They even offer prizes for the largest 
killed. So it is clear what position someone like 
Espinoza will take when it comes to getting more 
wolves on the ground.

The other commissioners are former Direc-
tor Bill Montoya and new commissioner Dick 
Salopek, who seem to have the respect of both 
sportsmen and conservationists as they try to 
work with science and take a more reasonable 
approach to working with the very sportsmen 

they are chosen to represent.
Several years ago, following the removal of for-

mer Director of Game and Fish Bruce Thompson 
for illegally hunting on private lands, the com-
mission made a search for a new director. The 
search, according to several sources was “a joke,” 
including one candidate that hand wrote his re-
sume on yellow legal paper. He was one of five 
finalists! The director was chosen after receiving 
a letter of endorsement from the Cattle Growers 
Association, and perhaps for the fact that he has 
a personal passion for trapping. His name is Jim 
Lane and he last worked in Kentucky, a far cry 
from the arid West.

Clearly a story like this fails to point out the 
good the commission is doing, but from the 
many people I have spoken with, that good re-
mains questionable. The commission is not an in-
dependent group, like Leopold envisioned. They 
are in theory supposed to follow the same rules 
as elected officials, including Ex Parte Communi-
cation, a Latin term for the idea that lobbying and 
other issues are not discussed in compromised 
setting. Lunches and dinners are consistently 
paid for by ranchers, oil and gas people, sports-
men and others with a vested interest in their 
votes. I was told by several former commissioners 
that they never were aware of such rules. 

Another issue raised by former commissioners 
was about policy decisions; the chairman often 
making decisions without the full Game Com-
mission being given the information or without 
public input, thus usurping the role of the com-
mission and the important role of public input on 
policy issues.  

I have been repeatedly told by former commis-
sioners that when a commission meeting is held 
commissioners often go to the area a few days in 
advance. They stay at ranches that have a vested 
interest in tags or other potential conflicts of in-
terest. They may be wined and dined and enjoy 
hunting of game if it is in season. Questions re-
main about how tags are acquired, though a re-
view of audit seems to indicate they do this legally.

Finally, the new commission must be confirmed 
by the New Mexico Senate, but to-date none have. 
In fact, Chairman Jim McClintic has run meetings 
for a year and a half without Senate approval.

WHat about Wolf ReCoveRy?
The purpose of this story is to give New Mexi-
cans a snapshot of an agency that could play an 
important role in wolf recovery, or could if they 
so desired or through public pressure. During 
the years of Governor Caruthers the commission 
decided that no wolves could be directly released 
into New Mexico. Now, so many years later, that 
decision still haunts wolf recovery, as New Mexi-
co only receives wolves that have previously lived 
in the wild in Arizona. This severely limits recov-
ery options in the larger New Mexico portion of 
the wolf recovery area. 

The “pay to play” nature of being part of this 
commission and the lack of a true ethical code 
does not bode well for wildlife in general. The 
control of ranching and oil and gas interests 
does even more to diminish sound science and 
the effort to get predators into the wild. During 
the Martinez administration, the commission 
has spoken out against wolf recovery and pulled 
out of the program. Truthfully, that is probably a 
good thing — now the governor has even asked 
for whole packs to be removed from the wild. 
Our commissioners have a long history of show-
ing little in the way of innovation or a willingness 
to commit to a long-term strategy of protecting 
wolves, bears, mountain lions or anything that 
gets in the way of an elk farm mentality.

It is well past time for this commission to be 
reformed, or to take personal responsibility. 
Reforms must come and should begin with the 
upcoming legislative session. Let’s start by end-
ing political appointments, and by using sound 
science and demanding strict enforced ethical 
standards for commissioners. It should be un-
derstood that when you a represent something 
as important as NMDGF your responsibility lies 
with wildlife, with creating balance, and ensur-
ing that New Mexico’s lands remain beautiful and 
healthy for generations to come. 

Commission meetings shouldn’t be about busi-
ness deals, enjoying special perks, or voting with-
out the potential of a democratic outcome. The 
conservation community has largely boycotted 
these meetings as our voice has been essentially 
ignored. It’s time to show up and be counted. The 
governor must be held accountable in the short-
term for appointments until the rules used for 
making appointments can be changed. The com-
mission must be forced to change; it is unlikely 
to happen voluntarily. Until then, they will hap-
pily continue their business and corruption will 
continue to permeate this commission. That will 
not help wolves and will not protect our precious 
land, water, and wild heritage. 

continued from page 19 
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get involved!
Please contact governor susana 
Martinez and ask her to rejoin 
New Mexico into the federal wolf 
recovery program. Please also ask 
her to appoint more conservation-
minded people onto the Game 
Commission, which would benefit 
efforts for wilderness and wolf 
recovery in the state. 
call 505-476-2200
online contact form: governor.
state.nm.us/Contact_the_ 
Governor.aspx

For more information about 
wolves with other extras and  
interactive content, visit 
www.nmwild.org/wolf-newsletter 

reforms must come and 
should begin with the  

upcoming legislative session. 
let’s start by ending political 
appointments, and by using 

sound science and demanding 
strict enforced ethical  

standards for commissioners. 
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eople are talking in the green moun-
tains of New England about gray wolf 
sightings: the animal of classical tales 
and my deepest imagination. Hav-

ing just moved to Albuquerque from Vermont in 
2009, one of the first things that grabbed my at-
tention was an NM Wild newsletter with the pic-
ture of a lobo on its cover and I thought, “What 
on earth is a Mexican wolf?” In no time at all I 
found myself walking through Gila Mountain 
lightning storms with Phil Carter and Sarah Rose, 
two local Mexican wolf advocates. We were look-
ing for any signs of lobos to see what we could 
learn about the critically endangered Mexican 
gray wolves, of which there are only 58 left alive 
outside of confinement. 

The strength of the visual arts lies in its poten-
tial to communicate across cultures and in the 
ability of objects to physically illustrate as well 
as theoretically illuminate often hidden process-
es, connections and associated costs. At the Uni-
versity of New Mexico where students, faculty 
and alumni are collectively known as ‘lobos’, 
many shout, “everyone’s a lobo…woof, woof, 
woof” at events and make little wolves with 
their fingers (try this, it is fun!). I have always 
made objects that attempted to examine the nat-
ural world in relation to human activity and cul-
ture, so last year my friend Sienna Wright and I 
began using chalk to draw images of lobo prints 
and wolves on the University of New Mexico 
(UNM) campus walkways. We would go back to 
the same public places once or twice a week for 
months in a row, inviting others to join us, to 
re-draw the fading tracks along with messages 
like “Going Fast” and “UNM lobo=Mexican 
wolf.” This was an attempt to remind our com-
munity that iconic lobo-prints and cartoon mas-
cots are not solely the corporate/cultural sym-
bols of a university but intrinsically related to a 
critically endangered animal in the wild. I was 
visiting with Jon Dunnum at the Ceria Museum 
of Southwestern Biology when he unlocked a 
large wall storage locker and swung it open. 
There sat an entire taxidermied Mexican gray 
wolf of great age and visual impact. This wolf 
was definitely not looking good. However, in 
viewing its physical body, something powerful 
and real was communicated. 

We felt other people should see this rare ani-
mal so we put the lobo on display for a month in 

the Student Union Building at UNM in an exhi-
bition called Introducing “The Original” Lobo Louie. 
It was accompanied by artifacts, information and 
images, much of it gleaned from the archives of 
the Center for Southwest Research, detailing the 
history of the lobo at UNM. The first lobo was 
a real wolf captured in 1920 on Mt. Taylor and 
brought to UNM football games on a chain. Visi-
tors saw images presented with school histories; 
transcripts from wolf trappers in the Gila Moun-
tains hung alongside an actual steel leg-hold trap 
and a red and white uniform worn by the live 
wolf mascot. There were photos of UNM’s icon 
as it changed over the years from realistic wolf to 
the abstracted cartoon of today. 

We moved the wolf around the student union 
on a cart to UNM marching band music and 

held public events that in-
cluded experimental music 
and readings in the com-
pany of the wolf. People 
went to see the wolf, wrote 
it notes and they even 
talked to it! Many people 
over the course of the ex-
hibition connected with 
the natural lobo as part 
of their world for a time. 
The complex and diverse 
world that sustains us must 
continue to include living 
Mexican gray wolves. They 
are powerful symbols of 
cohesiveness and commu-
nity that can’t continue to 
be abstracted or their  
value will be lost—at a 
great cost. 

INTroDucINg 

“ The original” 
Lobo Louie

By Daniel richmond
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The debate over 
the fate of wolves 

across our nation 
continues to be played 

out on what many feel 
is a very unfair battle-

ground. One ally that wildlife 
and conservation groups generally 

can rely on — the sportsmen com-
munity — is being co-opted by a radi-

cal fringe. It’s a faction of the community 
across the country that sees nature as only 

elk and deer, and that sees any animal that 
threatens them as the enemy.

Nowhere has this played out more publically 
than with the new CEO of the Rocky Mountain 
Elk Foundation (RMEF). David Allen, the for-
mer NASCAR, Wrangler jeans and Professional 
Rodeo Cowboys Association executive, has be-
come a vocal critic of wolves. He has even begun 
to put money directly into their extermination. 
Since inheriting his new post, this self-described 
“wolf hater” has been on a media rampage and 
has been working aggressively to change the 
direction of this once science-driven, moderate 
and well-respected sportsman’s group.

This is part of a strategy that Republicans dur-
ing the Bush years saw as an opening. As sports-
men became the front men for the conservation 
community during Bush’s brutal environmental 
tenure, Republicans decided to co-opt some in 
these very groups with a more radical agenda. 
In a carefully calculated manner, they were able 
to steer some mainstream national sportsman 
groups into becoming friendlier to oil and gas 
interests, less sympathetic to wilderness and de-
cidedly anti-predator. They also helped to create 
some front groups that could be used to push 
legislation.

What makes this case so interesting and dis-
turbing is what it means for wolves’ long-term 
recovery in America and the role that sportsmen 
play in it. Looking at sportsmen’s groups in New 
Mexico, the official support for wolf recovery is 
stronger. The New Mexico Wildlife Federation 
and the Southwest Consolidated Sportsmen have 
spoken out in support. By contrast, the New 
Mexico chapters of the Safari Club and Sports-
men for Fish and Wildlife — run by Robert Es-
pinoza, who is viewed by many as close to New 
Mexico cattle growers and oil and gas (seemingly 
a precondition) and is currently on the New 
Mexico Game and Fish Commission — have 
been vocal opponents. Nationally, groups such 
as the Congressional Sportsmen’s Foundation, 
the Boone and Crockett Club and the National 
Rifle Association remain staunch supporters of 
strict wolf management.

This brings us back to Mr. Allen, who gained 
a lot of notoriety in Oregon this summer when 
members of the Oregon Department of Fish and 
Wildlife — in fact, two of their highest-paid 
employees — were sent to an anti-wolf rally at 
taxpayer expense. At this rally, Mr. Allen shared 
the stage with promoters of wolf poaching and 
was a speaker. Mr. Allen then went a step fur-
ther. In an interview with the Bend Bulletin, he 
called for shooting wolves from the air and the 
gassing wolves in their dens (“Predator, protec-
tor – As costs mount, some researchers point out 
benefits,” Bend Bulletin, Jan. 7, 2012). 

Mr. Allen’s obsession revolves around elk 
herds. In his mind, there never seem to be 
enough elk. Despite the fact that states like Wyo-
ming have in recent years needed to add addi-
tional seasons to reduce elk numbers, Allen sees 
a constant threat. 

With an annual budget of more than $40 mil-
lion, RMEF is a group to be taken seriously. (By 
comparison, the New Mexico Wilderness Alli-
ance has an annual budget of $1.05 million.) 
With Allen acting as a megaphone, RMEF has 
offered $50,000 to Montana Fish, Wildlife and 
Parks to contract with the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture’s Wildlife Services to trap or shoot 
wolves suspected of attacking livestock. As Mr. 
Allen stated, “The go-slow, take-it-easy approach 
is not working.”

Not only that, but this self-appointed crusader 
is now asking that coyotes, black bears, moun-
tain lions and, most astonishingly, grizzly bears 
also be killed, trapped or poisoned to make sure 
that elk numbers increase. When interviewed 
by the Missoulian in March, Allen said RMEF 

By stephen capra

huNTINg PolIcY

How
fools progress

As sportsmen became the front men for the conservation 
community during Bush’s brutal environmental tenure,  

republicans decided to co-opt some in these very groups  
with a more radical agenda. … They were able to steer some  

mainstream national sportsman groups into becoming  
friendlier to oil and gas interests, less sympathetic to  

wilderness and decidedly anti-predator.
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wants to see reductions in black bears, mountain 
lions and coyotes, as well as wolves to help the 
state’s struggling ungulate populations. “This is 
where this all starts to domino if you don’t keep 
predators managed, ” Allen said. “And the next 
step is the grizzly bear. We’ve got bear issues 
with elk calves in the spring — both grizzly and 
black bear. We can’t have all these predators with 
little aggressive management and expect to have 
ample game herds and sell hunting tags and gen-
erate revenue that supports FWP (Montana Fish, 
Wildlife and Parks) nearly 100 percent.”

Wolves, lions and bears have been blamed for 
falling elk populations in parts of Montana, while 
coyotes are perceived as a threat to eastern Mon-
tana deer and antelope populations, which also 
have suffered from severe disease outbreaks. Yet 
once again, Mr. Allen is not using sound science 
for his hyperbole, but he is using a more broad-
brush, psychological warfare that plays well with 
some of the less informed in the sportsmen com-
munity and with many in the ranching world. 
Elk, like all wildlife, have cycles of population 
increases and decreases. Weather, rains, food and 
disease all play a role, as do predators.

On July 12, 2012, the commission of Montana 
Fish, Wildlife and Parks — the very group that 
Mr. Allen helped fund — voted 4-0 to increase 
wolf hunting in the state, expanding the hunt-
ing season and viciously allowing the trapping 
of wolves for the first time. Their stated goal was 
to reduce numbers in hopes that it would, as 
writer and photographer George Wuerthner puts 
it, “calm the hysteria that presently surrounds 
wolf management.” As Wuerthner correctly 
points out, such hunts skew populations toward 
younger animals. Younger animals will be more 
inexperienced and as a result, less skilled and 
more likely to go for cattle. This cycle of blatant 
stupidity creates more predator mortality and 
more conflicts with cattle, increasing cries for 
more management. Science becomes baseless as 
emotions run rampant.

The claims about wolves are not based in sci-
ence, but in right-wing hysteria. The livestock 
industry screams and demands action. Their 
stories are filled with gore, fear and the constant 
whine about going out of business. Yet in Mon-
tana last year, only 100 animals were killed by 
predators out of more than 2.5 million cattle and 
sheep on the land. Representatives from Oregon’s 
Sierra Club and Oregon Wild pointed out in 
an editorial that in the 10 years since the spe-
cies had returned to Oregon, 30 cows had been 
killed by wolves compared to more than 55,000 
that die every year from disease, falls, cars and 
other reasons unrelated to wolf predation before 
reaching the slaughter house.

Ironically, conservation groups like Defend-
ers of Wildlife have given more than $100,000 
to ranchers as compensation for cattle killed by 
wolves. A study in 2006 by the University of 
Montana showed that the Yellowstone area was 
the benefactor of more than $35 million of eco-
nomic activity directly tied to wolves.

Yet in Montana, it’s not just right-wing extrem-
ists who are literally killing wolf recovery. Demo-
crats are too.

In 2006, John Tester won a close victory to 
become Montana’s newest senator. Tester, who 
many would call, if not for geography, a blue dog 

Democrat, has the ear of Senate Majority Leader 
Harry Reid, D-Nev. In his short time in office, 
Tester has offered some very bad conservation 
bills, and with reelection approaching, he now 
fears wolves could be his undoing. Tester’s fear is 
that anything short of increased killing of wolves 
could doom his reelection. It is also part of why 
Secretary of Interior Ken Salazar, with the full 
encouragement of Reid, went to great lengths to 
delist the wolf in the Northern Rockies — it was 
not about science, but one man’s reelection and 
potential control of the Senate.

David Allen may well be the loudest voice 
with deep pockets, but his rhetoric is sadly all 
too familiar in the ongoing debate about wolves 
in the wild. In response to Allen’s belligerent 
approach, the family of famed conservationist 
and sportsman Olaus Murie demanded that the 
RMEF cancel the organization’s Olaus Murie 
Award, because of the “Rocky Mountain Elk 
Foundation’s all-out war against wolves,” which 
they described as an “anathema to the entire 
Murie family.” David Stallings, who worked for 
RMEF for a number of years and was the con-
servation editor for their magazine, was also 
a two-term president of the Montana Wildlife 
Federation. Stallings called the recent decision 
by the Murie family “sad, but a justified move.” 
He went on to say, “during my 10 years as the 
conservation editor for the RMEF’s Bugle maga-
zine, I wrote many award-winning science based 
articles regarding wildlife, ecology, natural his-
tory and wildlife management. Several of these 
stories focused on science that the RMEF itself 
helped fund showing clear, solid evidence of 
improvements in the health and habitat of elk 
herds living among wolves; how wolf predation 
was mostly compensatory and not additive; how 
elk behavior, habits and habitat changed in the 
presence of wolves…Supporting the solid sci-
ence that Olaus Murie himself began and would 
have been proud of.”

Change is coming to Western lands as wolves 
continue to expand their range, which seems 
only to harden the intransient position many 
take on this issue. Like health care, many feel the 
key is to continue to fight, no matter the facts. 
Allen will not stop with just wolves and he has 
opened the door to the most sacred of animals 
— the grizzly — to be shot. Such cruelty and 
thoughtlessness is not reflective of most sports-
men. Rather it is the anomaly of a special breed 
of self-interest. Allen also was opposed to the 
roadless rule, (he must always be able to drive), 
which also reflects a sort of slob-hunting mental-
ity. However, on this issue the outcry from his 
membership was simply too loud and he retract-
ed his position.

The reality is simple — we are not returning to 
the 1920s when thousands of wolves were killed 
— but sadly, many wolves may perish before this 
loud and vocal minority of sportsmen and state 
game departments finally are made irrelevant. 

Our voices — those who love and understand 
the importance of wolves, who understand the 
value and importance of science, who feel pas-
sion for an animal that makes our wilderness ex-
perience so special and was so perfectly designed 
to keep our landscape in balance — it is our 
voices and reason that will be needed to silence 
these fools’ progression. 

huNTINg PolIcY

fools progress

take action!
If you are a member of the Rocky Mountain 

Elk Foundation, we urge you to cancel your 

membership because of this organization’s 

stand against wolves. We urge everyone to 

write or call David Allen, asking him to stop 

his anti-wolf rhetoric:  

David Allen, President and CEO

Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation

5705 Grant Creek Rd.

Missoula, MT 59808

406--225-5355



n partnership with 516 ARTS, 
the New Mexico Wilderness Al-
liance (NM Wild) cosponsored a 
Mexican wolf artist-in-residency 
program and exhibition for 
the International Symposium 

on Electronic Art (ISEA2012), the 
world’s premier forum for pro-
moting exchange and innova-
tion among artists, scientists and 
technologists. The residency was 
awarded to international artist, 
Guggenheim fellow and New York 
University (NYU) Tisch School of 
the Arts faculty member Marina 
Zurkow.  

Maybe it was growing up with 

lots of animals of the other kind in 
New York City, rescuing that injured 
squirrel or pigeon or endlessly ex-
ploring the American Museum of 
Natural History; for whatever rea-
sons, Zurkow became hooked on 
wildlife early on. And, with a keen 
eye and talent for blending art and 
science, Zurkow immersed her-
self in wolves, the Gila and those 
of us who live with them. After a 
stay in the two-week stay in the 
Gila in June 2012, she was joined 
by project collaborator Christie 
Leece, an underwater and on-land 
archeologist for the Arctic Study 
Center at the Smithsonian Institute, 

a master’s candidate at NYU and 
former exhibitions developer at the 
Peggy Notebaert Nature Museum 
in Chicago. 

Their culminating suite of art-
work, entitled Gila 2.0 Warding 
Off the Wolf, exudes irony and 
humor. Laughter and reflection are 
equalizers. As Suzanne Sbarge, 
ISEA2012 executive producer and 
516 ARTS executive directors says, 
“Collaborative relationships like 
this between arts and environmen-
tal organizations create a whole 
new level of dialogue about envi-
ronmental issues and our mutual 
concerns.” 

WIlDerNess AND ArT 
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I
 ISEA   international symposium on Electronic art  

Featuring NM Wild Gila artist-in-residence, Marina Zurkow
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Many remember the event as one of 
the real turning points in conser-
vation: the return of the wolf to 
Yellowstone National Park! It was 

for many the culmination of many years of efforts 
as wolves captured in Canada were released into 
the wild in Lamar Valley in northern Yellowstone.

That effort began in 1966, when biologists 
raised serious concerns about the number of elk 
in the park and the devastating impact they were 
having. Wolves had naturally been part of the 
fabric of the park until the National Park Service 
itself killed the last of them in 1926. With the 
keystone predator removed, elk and other un-
gulate populations soared. As the wolves were 
prepared for release in the park, the release was 
delayed while the Wyoming Farm Bureau contin-
ued a furious last-minute battle to stop the rein-
troduction. They failed however, and in January 
of 1995, wolves were back home in Yellowstone.

Custom and Culture
Since that time we have witnessed the renais-
sance of the park, while culturally, the areas 
around the park and parts of Idaho have turned 
to a deep cabbalistic viewpoint relating to 
wolves. From the start there was an immense 
amount of effort placed in reaching out to com-
munities, ranchers, outfitters and others about 
the role wolves play in a healthy ecosystem. 
Defenders of Wildlife began a program of com-
pensating ranchers for livestock killed by wolves. 
The head of Yellowstone wolf recovery Doug 
Smith began giving talks across a three-state area. 
In the mean time, the tourists started to flock in 
from around the world besotted by the spectacle 
of wolves in the wild.

The idea floating around conservation groups 
was that by really working with people we could 
find common ground on the wolf issue. Conser-
vation groups embraced the concept and so did 
the park, with Smith giving more than 200 talks 
a year to any group that would listen. He has 
since been forced to move his family from the 
park boundary to Bozeman because of constant 
threats. While the original theory was that people 
could find common ground, what many people 
are coming to see so many years later is that 
vested interests and a farm and ranch culture are 
creating a vice-lock grip on wolf recovery. Wolf 
killings are being immortalized on YouTube and 

if the rhetoric of recent Montana Senate cam-
paigns is any indication, the politician with the 
most disdain for wolves is likely going to win  
the election.

What the conservation community and so 
many well-intentioned people (from the park 
service to government officials, and some in the 
ranching community) failed to understand was 
the strength of culture — in this case the senti-
ment that the reintroduction of wolves is an 
apostasy to their custom and culture. Like many 
conservation issues such as climate change there 
really seems to be little in the way of middle 
ground. For many (not all) in the ranching and 
farming community, there has been a long and 
aggressive campaign waged to eliminate wolves 
from the wild. Conservationists wanted wolves 
back and were willing to cooperate (even yield-
ing on solid science) but that did not mean the 
olive branch was reciprocated. 

Campaign to Kill Wolves
Wolves had been eliminated from most of the 
United States by 1935, and it would take until 
the height of 1970s environmentalism to begin a 
movement for returning them to the wild. Once 
released in 1995, wolves on the ground were 
protected by the Endangered Species Act. What 
started out as 66 wolves evolved into 1,600 
within fifteen years. The federal government had 
spent $40 million studying, capturing, and col-
laring them. Now, it was time for some to ramp 
up a campaign to kill them. In April 2011, fol-
lowing a series of lawsuits and what was an un-
precedented intervention by Congress, the north-
ern Rockies wolf (canis lupus) was removed from 
the endangered species list.

From the moment of their reintroduction, 
ranchers in the three states bordering Yellow-
stone (Idaho, Montana and Wyoming) called for 
their killing. But in 2008, they found the perfect 
fit — the Bush Administration’s Department of 
the Interior. This administration gave the first 
of many orders to remove the wolf from endan-
gered status. Once again, as pointed out in an 
article by Christopher Ketchem, science tried 
to make its case by pointing out that biologists 
had determined that only a genetic commingling 
of the three distinct population segments of the 
wolves (central Idaho, Yellowstone and north-

By stephen capra

Wolves IN The NorTherN rocKIes

A history of wolf 
reintroduction and  
slaughter in the 
northern Rockies

continued on page 26
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western Montana) would allow the northern 
Rocky Mountain wolf to have a chance at long-
term survival. For a time the courts refused to 
uphold the delisting. 

That changed with Barack Obama’s newly ap-
pointed interior secretary, Ken Salazar, who him-
self comes from a ranching background. Salazar 
resurrected the Bush-era delisting in April of 
2009. While conservationists sued again, Idaho 
and Montana opened hunting seasons, and Ida-
ho’s Gov. Butch Otter boasted in an interview that 
he was going to get the first license! More than 
500 wolves were killed — 32 percent of the en-
tire population — and many people posted video 
of the killings on YouTube just to make their 
point. At that point, a judge ruled that the hunt-
ing had to stop, causing many national Republi-
cans to explode over the ongoing litigation, cost 
of reintroduction, etcetera. It was also becoming 
a serious talking point for Republicans in close 
Senate races like Montana’s.

Dying to get (politicians) Reelected
During the last legislative session in Montana, one 
of the bills that drew the most attention, and that 
was bitterly contested, was the right for people to 
use spears to hunt. Spear hunting was defeated, 
but barely, and may pass in the coming year be-
cause in Montana there apparently can be no lim-
its to what can be viewed as custom and culture! 
In that vein, it was Montana Democratic Senator 
Jon Tester who pushed the White House to del-
ist the wolf, saying his reelection depended on it. 
This made the issue, in some parts of the country, 
a bi-partisan situation. Salazar felt he could not 
do it because of the pending litigation. He made 
it clear Congress would have to take action. Tester 
quickly joined forces with Idaho Rep. Mike Simp-
son, and the two decided what was needed was 
a legislative rider placed into the 2011 budget 
bill. It enacted Salazar’s delisting rule, which had 

previously been deemed illegal by a federal judge. 
It also barred any judicial review of delisting, put-
ting an end to any formal lawsuits.

The reality was clear — this was not about 
wolves or the science of keeping them healthy. 
It was about one senator who has a history of 
bad conservation using the killing of wolves and 
the ceding of litigation as a means of reelection. 
Obama and Salazar made it clear that wolves 
and the Endangered Species Act could be sac-
rificed to keep one man in office. No species in 
history had ever been delisted by a congressional 
act, and now the door is open for future attacks. 
More than 1,200 concerned biologists signed a 
letter to Congress urging them to vote against 
the rider.

appeasing the livestock industry
Several stories pointed out which coalitions sup-
ported this anti-wolf rider. Publically, it was the 
Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation and the National 
Rifle Association taking the lead. But a review of 
the list of the 47 supporting groups showed that 
37 were associated with the livestock industry.

It’s a sign of the livestock industry’s power, both 
at a state and federal level that Wildlife Services 
(a federal agency used to kill animals, mostly 
at the behest of the livestock industry) contin-
ues its antiquated predator and rodent controls. 
Through trapping, snaring, hunting and aerial 
killing they continue to appease ranchers through 
the destruction of wolves, coyotes and others. 
Last year, more than $1.1 million went to wolf 
killing alone.

Far more cows die from natural causes such as 
elevation sickness, disease, snowstorms and be-
ing hit by cars. An Idaho report from 2010-2011 
reported 2,561 cattle lost to wolves. However, 
when the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service inves-
tigated, they found that only 75 deaths could 
be verified. By comparison, in a year, upwards 
of 50,000 or more cattle can die from the above 
mentioned conditions or naturally, sometimes 
more (This is according to the United State’s De-
partment of Agriculture’s National Agricultural 
Statics Service, which uses unverified reports 
from ranchers and the investigations of the 
Wildlife Services agents, the ones who are paid 
to kill wolves.)

Many in the outfitting community complained 

when wolves first returned, claiming that elk 
would be eliminated. Initially, wolves did impact 
the elk herds, but like most things in nature, a 
balance is occurring. Elk populations are doing 
fine in most of Montana, and in Wyoming an ex-
tra season was added last year. In Idaho alone, the 
state wants to kill more than 500 more wolves. 
This desire to kill is not based in science, and has 
brought the wolf population down to 150.

lessons to learn
All of this is a snapshot of what could occur in 
New Mexico if we do not take strong action now. 
In conversations with members of the Mexican 
wolf recovery team, I have discovered that the 
prevailing belief is that we will reach a recovery 
number in New Mexico and then start a hunting 
season. With powerful interests from the livestock 
industry, congressmen like Steve Pearce, and a 
weak and corrupt game commission, the outcome 
for wolves in our state would be dramatic. 

There are important lessons to be learned from 
the slaughter in the northern Rockies. First, let’s 
look at history and understand change does not 
come quickly and that we must be very vigilant 
as it comes to Mexican wolves. We cannot re-
peat the carnage. We must find means of getting 
wolves on the ground and assuring that people 
learn to co-exist. 

As a child I spent many years in the south. I 
saw discrimination up close. Even now, the sting 
of it resonates. Yet, people made a decision. They 
would not tolerate ignorance. People that hold 
these views of racism, views once considered sa-
cred, are now viewed by the most with disdain. 
So it will be with wolves. I cannot believe in the 
future, people will not ask, as we have, about the 
great buffalo slaughter, “Why such ignorance, 
why such greed? Why could people simply not 
share the land?” That is our challenge here in 
New Mexico and in the northern Rockies; they 
are trying to pick up the pieces. Some will say 
wolves are only animals and it’s not the same as 
the discrimination I described against humans. 
We must respond in one voice, “really?”

Our mission is to lay a strong framework for 
moving forward. It begins with not setting an 
artificially low recovery number. We must have 
direct releases in the state. We must not limit 
recovery areas or bend over backwards to ap-
pease those who refuse change or tolerate a shift 
in their cultural norms. We should not allow a 
hunting season on wolves. We should close wolf 
recovery areas to coyote hunting during hunt-
ing season as a means of protecting wolves. We 
must stiffen penalties dramatically for those who 
take the law into their own hands, and demand 
far more of our agencies and our elected officials 
when it comes to wolf reintroduction. This is a 
fight — one that will not end anytime soon. I 
work with and respect ranchers across our state, 
but these are our public lands, not private, and 
they must be shared. Let me be clear. Our orga-
nization depends completely on the trust and 
relationships we have with sportsmen and would 
never restrict their rights. 

For me, the answer is quite simple. Our land 
must be shared with all predators alike, not only 
for the health of the land, but for the moral right 
wolves have to co-exist and the gift they bring to 
our lives and the spirit of the wild. 

Wolves IN The NorTherN rocKIes

customs and culture
continued from page 25 

uS Secretary of the interior, ken Salazar

Senator Jon tester (D) Montana

“We can try to kill all that is 
native, string it up by its hind 
legs for all to see, but spirit 
howls and wildness endures.”

—terry tempest Williams
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Thank You to our  
Gila Country Wilderness supporters!
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are you passionate about the 
wild landscapes and wildlife of 
new Mexico? Do you want to be 
sure that nature, as it was meant 
to be, is preserved for generations 
to come? Your legacy gift to the 
New Mexico Wilderness Alliance 
will ensure that the wilderness, 
wildlife and water of the Land of 
Enchantment are protected for-
ever.

BecoMe a neW Mexico  
Wilderness alliance  
steWard todaY.
If you are planning to create a 
new will or update an existing 
one, we hope you will consider 
a future gift to protect and safe-
guard New Mexico’s wilderness, 
water and wildlife. New Mexico 
Wilderness Alliance Stewards are 
individuals who have included a 

future gift to New Mexico Wilder-
ness Alliance through their will 
or estate plans. Becoming a New 
Mexico Wilderness Alliance  
Steward can be as simple as in-
cluding a bequest to our organiza-
tion in your will or designating 
our organization as one of the 
beneficiaries of a retirement plan 
or life insurance policy.

Please contact me if you would 
like to include New Mexico Wil-
derness Alliance in your will or 
retirement plan.

tisha Broska 
505-843-8696 ext.106 
tisha@nmwild.org

for more information you can 
also visit www.nmwild.org/ 
support-us/legacy

What Would You LikeYour Legacy to Be?

Yes! i would like to support new Mexico wilderness!

YES! I support the efforts of New Mexico  
Wilderness Alliance. 
ENCLOSED IS MY GIFT OF:
❑	 $25 ❑	 Other $____________
❑	 $30 Family ❑	 $500 – Lifetime (Single)
❑	 $50 ❑	 $750 – Lifetime (Couple)
❑	 $100 ❑	 $1,000 – Lifetime (Family)
❑	 Sign me up for Monthly Giving. I pledge  
  $___________ per month, charged to my 
 credit card.
❑	 Please send me information on making a 
 bequest to New Mexico Wilderness Alliance.

Name_______________________________________

Address_____________________________________

City, State, Zip_______________________________

E-mail: ______________________________________

Phone:______________________________________

PAYMENT OPTIONS  
❑	 	Enclosed is my check payable to New Mexico 
 Wilderness Alliance
❑	 Please charge my Visa, Mastercard, AmEx, 
 Discover (circle one)

 Card #: _________________________________________ 

 Exp. Date: ______________________________________

 Signature: _____________________________________

GIVE a gift membership to the NEW MEXICO 
WILDERNESS ALLIANCE! 
Please send a Gift Membership to:

Name___________________________________________

Address_________________________________________

City, State, Zip___________________________________

Contributions to NM Wild 
are tax deductible to the full  

extent of the law.
 

Go to www.nmwild.org to 
make your donation 

online today! 

Mail to: 
New Mexico Wilderness 

Alliance
PO Box 25464, 

Albuquerque, NM 87125

iNterNAtiONALLy reNOWNeD PiANiSt  
AND WOLF ADvOCAte

HélèNe gRIMAUDWild Harmonies
Proceeds from Ms. Grimaud’s performance, Wild Harmonies  
benefits the new Mexico Wilderness Alliance (NM Wild) and the 
Wolf Conservation Center (WCC)— the New york-based organiza-
tion founded by Grimaud). With only 57 Mexican gray wolves known 
to exist in the wild, NM Wild and WCC are working together toward 
the mutual goal of restoring harmony to the ecosystems that the 
Mexican gray wolf traditionally called home. the funds raised from 
ticket sales will go towards restoring and protecting the Mexican 
gray wolf and education programs geared toward wolf  
conservation.

“A truly multi-faceted and charismatic artist – for pianist Hélène 
Grimaud music is a limitless passion. Hélène regularly appears 
with the most important orchestras in the world, playing with the 
Berliner Philharmoniker, Symphonieorchester des Bayerischen 
Rundfunks, Philharmonia Orchestra and Münchner Philharmoni-
ker, as well as all the great orchestras in North America. She has 
performed with three generations of conductors, including Kurt 
Masur, Bernard Haitink, Esa-Pekka Salonen, Neeme Järvi, Pierre 
Boulez, Ricardo Chailly, Valery Gergiev, Vladimir Jurowski, Fabio 
Luisi and Andris Nelsons. She was soloist at the Last Night of the 
BBC Proms 2008.”
—www.helenegrimaud.com
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Wild Harmonies is dedicated to keeping Mexican gray wolves 

in the wild and furthering wolf education and conservation. With 

that as our goal, we would like to extend our sincerest gratitude 

to Tracey Weisberg for her personal vision that brought together 

Hélène Grimaud, the Wolf Conservation Center and the new 

mexico Wilderness alliance. 

We dedicate the performance not only to wolves, but to wolf 

advocates like Tracey, who is working alongside all of us with a 

tenacious spirit and determination to restore wolves to their native 

habitat including the wild Gila—America's first wilderness.  

A special thanks to Charmay allred for helping to bring stu-

dents from schools throughout Santa Fe to the performance. Your 

mentorship and tireless contributions to Wild Harmonies events 

are deeply appreciated.

66 diner
artichoke cafe
bear mountain lodge
betty’s bath and day spa
blackstone hotsprings
raymond Van buskirk
kris sully cadagan
cashmere rouge spa
canine country club
doug chinn
coati natives nursery
ken and jane cole
cookies by design
niki feldman, lmt
dave foreman
general palmer hotel 
gila hike and bike
grassroots yoga

house of bread
barbara hussey
judy liddell  
la fonda hotel
marcello’s chophouse
ojo caliente resort and spa
quiet waters paddling  
 adventures
second street brewery
skarsgard farms
silver city koa
david soules
sport systems
the strater hotel
wild earth llama adventures
dawn wilson
zinc wine bar and bistro

NM Wild would like to thank our  
2012 online Auction sponsors!

lobo anD JaguaR level sponsoRs 
($500 AND ABove)

pRongHoRn anD RoaDRunneR level sponsoRs 
($100-$499)

Michelle chrisman 
contemporary painter
michellechrisman.com

Doctors Judy lui 
and Julian rowe

http://thedocspa.com

NM Wild extends our sincerest gratitude to internationally-renowned 
pianist Hélène Grimaud  for her gift of music and passionate advocacy on 
behalf of wolves.

THANk yoU, HélèNe gRIMAUD for

WIlD HARMoNIeS, A Benefit Performance

This EvENT was MadE possiblE Through a lENsic coMMuNiTy spoNsorship

PresenTinG sPonsor ( $5,000)
New Mexico Educators Federal Credit Union

PaTron sPonsor ($2,000) 
Michael Hartey 

Wild Harmonies Friends ($500)
Santa Fe Concert Association 
Keshi 
Sukhmani 
Joe Alcock 

in-Kind donors
Albuquerque Museum Foundation 
Digital Fin Communications 
Executive Printing & Direct Mail, Inc.



While exploring the wild Gila, be 
sure to stop by the Glenwood 
Trading Post for camping supplies 
and fuel. You’ll find everything 

from ice cream, cold drinks and local cookbooks 
to seasonal produce and packaged goods. If you 
need a room for a night or two, or just a shower, 
check out the Lariat Motel. Horses, dogs and cats 
are welcome. Stalls are available. Manager and 
Glenwood native Wendy Peralta and staff mem-
ber Jason Bjork, will always extend a neighborly 
hand along with friendly conversation.

Built in the 1930s by Wendy’s grandparents, 
the Glenwood Trading Post is the community 
hub where folks can get what they need, hear the 
latest local news and talk freely about whatever 
is on their minds. With a smattering of comfort-
able chairs grouped near the cash register, it’s not 
uncommon to find locals and visitors, some from 
overseas, striking up conversations, and that’s the 
way Wendy likes it, no matter your point of view. 
You might even have the opportunity to talk to 
one or two biologists studying the local ecology.

As you pump gas, take a moment to look at 

the nearby rose bushes. One bush is half a cen-
tury old. You might even see the white doe that 
frequents the town or a rare black hawk flying 
overhead. Two lone Mexican wolves passed by a 
number of years ago. Wendy couldn’t think of a 
better place to live.

And before you leave, you might just want to 
say hello to Sadie, the town dog, resting comfort-
ably on the store’s rough-hewn wood floor. She 

showed up one day at the Glenwood Trading 
Post, and Wendy, along with other folks in town, 
has been caring for her ever since. One last thing: 
When you stop by, please tell them the New 
Mexico Wilderness Alliance (NM Wild) sent you.

Glenwood Trading Post and Lariat Motel, Hwy 180 
Main, Glenwood, NM, 88039, 575-539-2321,wper-
alta@gilanet.com.  Hours: 8 a.m. to 7 p.m. seven 
days a week. 
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check out newsletter extras  
and action alerts:  
www.nmwild.org/wolf- 
newsletter 

to learn more about our  
campaigns and how to get  
involved, sign up for our enews:  
www.nmwild.org

like us on facebook: www.facebook.com/nmwilderness
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I n a world far too often filled with self-
ishness and greed, we sometimes 
have the privilege to meet someone 

whose purpose in life is giving. 
For Trisha, it was not enough to care for wilder-

ness. Her sense of love extended to earth’s crea-
tures. From wolves to bears, and from snakes 
to prairie dogs, her heart was directed at their 
safety. She often struggled with why man could 
be so cruel to such innocence. Nowhere was her 
heart bigger than with the cats, often feral, that 
she committed herself and many of her paychecks 
to feeding, spaying and neutering. This often 
involved feedings late at night in questionable 
neighborhoods, live trapping for spaying and 
neutering, and many trips to veterinarian offices. 
She often spoke of a new litter and the love the 
cats slowly exhibited, and she was captured by 
their struggles and their caring. They were part of 
an extended and non-traditional family—part of 
her inherent gift of caring. 

Trisha was one of those gentle spirits. She made 
our Albuquerque office a special place to work by 
caring for all of us, keeping things running, and 
taking care of the office cats and prairie dogs. 
Rarely was there a weekend that you would not 
find her working, cleaning and spending time with 
the office animals that made her lap the center of 
their universe. 

She managed the office and membership rela-
tions with dedication and passion. She was the  
direct conduit to our members on the phone and 
in person, and in that role she always shined!  
She was so proud to work for wilderness and 
wildlife and to be part of the New Mexico  

Wilderness Alliance family. For more than eight 
years she was a special part of our team.

Sometimes Trisha would speak at our events 
and it always came from the heart. She represent-
ed NM Wild at public hearings for reintroduction 
of the river otter and to oppose trapping on public 
lands. She supported the Dine (Navajo) people 
fighting for a clean energy future on their ances-
tral lands and acted as NM Wild’s media spokes-
person in opposition to “Desert Rock,” a proposed 
coal power plant on Navajo lands. One year she 
gave her entire Christmas bonus to their cause, 
despite her many pressing needs.

Trisha was a park guide and interpretive spe-
cialist with the National Park Service at the Gila 
Cliff Dwellings National Monument for several 
years. Trisha was also an active volunteer prior to 
joining the NM Wild staff eight years ago. 

Trisha was born in Monroe, Louisiana, to Elmer 
Nelson London and Shirley London. She was the 
oldest of three children. She was preceded by her 
father and survived by her mother Shirley, her 
sister Charla Lynne London, and her brother Mark 
London and his wife Judy.  She is also survived 
by her nieces Amber and Kate, her nephews Aus-
tin and Corey, and her aunts Carolyn Flower and 
Martila Cockerham. 

Her mother said that she was different from the 
time she was born. She had the instinct to take 
care of nature and all living creatures. We will  
always remember Trisha as a real friend and a  
person who truly lived the ideal we all strive for— 
caring for nature and fighting for wilderness. 

We love you Trisha and most of all miss you. 

Patricia London
1954 – 2012

IN MeMorIAM
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