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倀爀攀晥爀攀渀挀攀⁐潩渀琀 

䄀氀琀敲渀愀琀椀瘀敳  ⴀ 伀畴牥愀捨 
唀灤愀琀攀 ☀⁎攀砀琀 匀琀攀灳

Katie Lanter  Ⰰ 䍐圀 偯氀楣礀 慮搀⁐氀慮渀楮最⁓甀瀀敲瘀楳漀爀  
Matt Eckert,  䌀倀圀⁔攀牲攀猀琀物愀氠倀牯杲愀洀猀⁓甀瀀攀牶椀猀漀爀  
Danielle Isenhart  Ⰰ⁃倀圠䱩挀攀湳攀Ⰰ⁒攀猀攀爀瘀愀琀椀漀湳 愀湤   

䌀畳琀漀洀攀爀⁏瀀攀爀愀琀椀漀湳⁍愀湡最攀爀

䍐圀 䍯洀洀楳獩漀渀 䴀敥琀楮最
䴀慲挀栀 ㄀㔀Ⰰ′　㈀㌀



倀甀扬楣⁏甀琀牥慣栀 伀瘀敲瘀楥眀
Engage CPW comment form and guestbook tool

➢  䅶慩污戀汥 景爀⁡⁴漀琀慬⁯映㘀⁷敥欀猬 晲漀洠䨀慮甀慲礀 㤀   
琀栀牯甀最栀⁆攀戀牵愀特′〬′〲㌮ 

➢  䌀倀圀⁲散敩癥搀 愠琀漀琀慬 漀映 2,819  捯浰汥琀敤 
捯浭敮琀⁦漀爀浳⁡渀搀  214 猀栀潲琀  ⴀ景爀洠爀敳瀀漀渀獥猠
晲漀洠浥浢敲猠漀映琀栀攠瀀甀戀汩挮 



䌀潭洀敮琀⁆潲洀 刀敳甀氀琀猠 ⴀ 儀甀敳琀楯渀‱

68.7% 漀映爀攀獰漀渀摥渀琀猠楤攀渀琀楦楥搠慳⁃漀氀漀爀慤漀   
牥猀椀搀攀渀琀猀Ⰰ⁷栀椀汥   31.3%  灥爀挀攀渀琀 楤攀渀琀楦楥搠慳   
渀漀渀爀攀猀椀搀攀渀瑳⸀



䌀潭洀敮琀⁆潲洀 刀敳甀氀琀猠 ⴀ 儀甀敳琀楯渀′

➢  錀䠀潷 眀潵氀搀⁹潵⁤攀猀挀爀椀戀攀 祯甀爀   
漀灰漀獩琀楯渀 漀爀⁳甀灰漀爀琀 昀漀爀⁡   
preference point banking system  
眀桥爀攀⁨畮琀攀爀猀 畳攀⁯湬礀⁴桡琀 瀀漀爀琀椀漀渠漀昀   
琀栀敩爀⁰爀敦敲敮捥 瀀漀椀渀琀猀⁮敥搀敤 瀀氀甀猀′  ⴀ
㌀ 慤摩琀楯渀慬 灯楮琀猠琀漀 摲慷⁦漀爀⁤攀攀爀Ⱐ  
攀氀欀Ⱐ灲漀渀最栀漀爀渀Ⱐ慮搠扥慲Ⱐ慮搠爀攀琀慩渀   
琀栀攀楲 爀攀洀慩渀楮最⁡挀挀甀洀甀氀慴攀搠灯楮琀猿鐀



䌀潭洀敮琀⁆潲洀 刀敳甀氀琀猠 ⴀ 儀甀敳琀楯渀″

➢  錀呯⁷栀愀琀⁥砀琀攀渀琀 眀潵氀搀 祯甀⁯瀀瀀潳攀   
漀爀⁳甀灰漀爀琀   averaging group 
applicant preference points 眀桥渠  
慰灬礀楮最 楮⁴栀攀⁰爀業慲礀 摲慷 昀漀爀   
摥攀爀Ⱐ攀氀欀Ⱐ灲漀渀最栀漀爀渀Ⱐ慮搠扥慲㼠  
⠀吀桥 挀畲爀攀湴 攀氀欀Ⰰ⁤攀攀爀Ⰰ 瀀爀漀湧桯爀測   
慮搠扥慲 摲慷猠慳獩最渀⁴栀攀⁧爀漀甀瀠琀栀攀   
渀甀洀扥爀 漀昀 灯楮琀猠琀栀攀⁡灰氀楣慮琀⁷楴栀   
琀栀攀 昀攀眀攀獴 灯楮琀猠慰灬楥搠眀楴栀⸩鐀



䌀潭浥湴⁆潲洠刀攀猀畬琀猀  ⴀ 儀甀攀猀瑩漀渀‴
Percentage of respondents ranking an alternative as 
first or second choice

All Residents Nonresidents

75/25 (R/NR) 
Across-the-Board 
Allocation

㠲─ 㠶─ 㜴─

90/10 (R/NR) 
High Demand 
Allocation

㘸─ 㠳─ ㌴─

Status Quo 㔰─ ㌱─ 㤲─



却慦昀⁒散潭洀敮摡琀楯渀  ⴀ 倀牥昀敲敮挀攠倀潩渀琀猠
⠀䈀慮欀楮最⁡渀搠䜀牯甀瀠䄀瘀敲慧楮最⤀

Recommendation 

Maintain status quo 
(i.e., do not 

implement preference 
point banking or group 

averaging)



刀慴楯渀慬敳⁦潲 刀散潭洀敮摡琀楯渀 ⴀ 䈀慮欀楮最

ㄮ  倀甀戀氀楣⁣漀浭攀渀琀 昀漀爀洠爀攀獵氀琀猠
㈮  ㈀　㈀㈀ 䈀楧⁇愀浥⁁琀琀楴甀搀攀猠匀甀爀瘀攀礀 爀攀獵氀琀猀
㌮  䤀渀挀爀攀愀獩渀最⁣漀浰氀攀砀楴礀⁯昀 栀甀渀琀楮最 爀攀最甀氀愀琀楯渀猀
㐮  偯琀敮琀椀愀氀 昀漀爀⁰漀椀渀琀 挀爀敥瀀
㔮  伀渀氀楮攀⁳礀獴攀洠氀漀最楳琀楣猀



剡瑩漀渀愀氀攀猀⁦漀爀⁒攀捯洀浥渀摡瑩漀渀 ⴀ 䜀爀潵瀀⁁瘀敲慧楮最

ㄮ  倀甀戀氀楣⁣漀浭攀渀琀 昀漀爀洠爀攀獵氀琀猠
㈮  䐀漀敳 渀漀琀 愀搀搀爀敳猀⁰漀椀渀琀⁣爀敥瀀
㌮  啮爀敧甀氀愀琀敤 挀漀洀洀敲挀椀愀氀椀稀愀琀椀漀渀 漀昀⁰爀敦敲敮挀攠

瀀漀楮琀猀
㐮  啮昀漀爀敳敥渀⁬漀漀瀀栀漀氀敳
㔮  伀渀氀楮攀⁳礀獴攀洠氀漀最楳琀楣猀



却慦昀⁒散潭洀敮摡琀楯渀  ⴀ 䰀楣敮獥⁁氀氀潣慴楯渀

Recommendation 

Transition from the 
current license allocation 

system to a simpler 
75/25 (R/NR) across-the-

board allocation for 
deer, elk, pronghorn and 

bear 



刀愀琀椀潮愀氀攀猀 昀潲⁒攀挀潭浥湤愀琀椀潮 ⴀ 㜵㨀㈵⁳椀渀杬攀 愀氀氀漀挀愀瑩漀渀

ㄮ  吀漀瀀⁩猀猀甀攠昀漀爠牥猀椀搀敮琀⁨甀渀琀敲猀 
愮  倀甀戀汩挀⁯甀琀牥愀挀栀 牥猀甀汴猀 猀瀀汩琀⁢礠牥猀椀搀敮挀礀

㈮  刀敳椀搀敮琀⁰牥昀敲敮挀攠昀漀爠洀漀牥⁳甀戀猀琀愀渀琀椀愀氠椀渀挀牥愀猀攠椀渀 
湥琀 氀楣攀湳攀⁡氀氀漀挀慴楯渠琀桡渠琀桥 獴慴畳 焀畯

㌮  䡩最栀敲 汥瘀敬⁯昀 瀀牥搀椀挀琀愀戀椀汩琀礠
㐮  匀業瀀氀楦楥猠䍐圀 漀瀀攀爀慴楯湳⁡湤⁲攀最畬慴楯湳
㔮  䤀渀挀牥愀猀敳⁣甀猀琀漀洀敲⁵渀搀敲猀琀愀渀搀椀渀最



䌀潭洀楳獩潮⁄楳挀甀獳楯渀†

Request for Guidance: 吀漀 椀洀灬攀洀攀湴 慮礀 漀昀 琀桥猀攀⁣桡湧攀猀   
昀漀爀⁴桥 ㈀　㈀㐀 猀攀慳漀測 琀桥 䐀椀瘀椀猀椀漀渠爀攀煵攀猀琀猀 琀桡琀 琀桥   
䌀潭洀楳獩漀渀 最楶攀 獴牯渀最 最甀楤愀渀挀攀 漀渀⁴栀攀 搀楲攀挀琀楯渀 琀栀攀礠愀牥   
栀攀愀搀楮最 琀漀搀愀礠愀渀搀 琀愀步 昀楮愀氀⁲攀最甀氀愀琀漀特 愀挀琀楯渀⁩渀⁍愀礠㈀　㈀㌀ ⸀



䔀渀搠潦 灲敳敮琀慴楯渀



Preference Point Banking: 却慦昀⁁氀琀敲渀慴楶攀

➢  䥭瀀氀攀浥渀琀 愀   猀椀洀瀀汥  瀀漀楮琀⁢慮歩湧⁳礀獴攀洀⸀

➢  匀琀楰畬慴楮最⁡   洀楮業畭⁮畭戀攀爀⁯昀 瀀漀楮琀猠琀漀⁢攀⁵獥搀 
瀀敲 汩挀敮猀攠搀牡眀渀 挀漀畬搀⁲攀搀畣攀 琀桥⁩洀瀀慣琀⁢慮歩湧 
睯畬搀⁨慶攀 漀渠琀桥⁬漀睥爀 ⴀ灯椀渀琠栀甀渀琠捯摥猀⸀†

➢  ㈀ 琀漀 ㌀ 瀀漀楮琀⁰攀湡氀琀礀 昀漀爀 畳楮最 戀慮步搀⁰漀楮琀猠琀漀⁤爀慷   
愠氀楣攀湳攀



Group Applications:  倀潳獩扬攠䄀氀琀敲渀慴楶敳

➢  䥭灲潶攀⁡⁧爀潵瀠愀灰氀椀挀愀渀琀猀 挀栀愀渀挀攀⁯昀 摲愀睩渀最   
楮獴攀慤 戀礀㨀  
销  䠀愀瘀椀渀朠敡挀栀 愀瀀瀀汩挀愀渀琠杯 瑨爀漀甀杨 瑨攠  

搀爀愀眀椀渀朠椀渀搀数敮搀敮瑬礀Ⱐ甀猀椀渀朠瑨敩爀 漀眀渀   
瀀爀敦敲敮挀攠瀀漀椀渀瑳Ⱐ愀瀀瀀汩挀愀戀汥 愀汬漀挀愀瑩漀渀Ⱐ愀渀搀   
瀀爀敦敲敮挀攮  

销  䤀昀 渀漀琠愀汬 搀爀愀眀Ⱐ猀瑩汬 渀漀渀攠搀爀愀眀⸀
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