
 
              

 

 
April 20, 2024 
 
VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 
 
North Carolina Office of Administrative Hearings 
Rules Review Commission 
1711 New Hope Church Road 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27609 
oah.rules@oah.nc.gov  
 
Re: 15A NCAC 10B .0202 BEAR, Amendment H4 
 
Members of the Commission: 
 
I request that the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission's (NCWRC) recently adopted 
amendment to expand black bear hunting season by nine days in the Mountain Bear Management Unit 
(MBMU), create Saturday openers for each of the two bear hunting segments in the MBMU, and remove 
the prohibition on hunting bears with the aid of unprocessed bait during the second segment in the 
MBMU under 15A NCAC 10B .0202 BEAR, Amendment H4, be independently reviewed during the next 
legislative session as set out in N.C.G.S. 150B-21.3. I further request that the amendment’s effective date 
be delayed as set out in that same provision. 
 
The NCWRC’s recently adopted amendment to expand the black bear hunting season in the MBMU by 
nine days, create Saturday openers for each of the two segments in the MBMU, and remove the 
prohibition on hunting bears with the aid of unprocessed bait during the second segment of the Mountain 
Bear season is in violation of: 
 

1. The NCWRC has the authority delegated to it by the General Assembly to codify wildlife policy 
and, therefore, has the legal authority to make the amendment, but the NCWRC has repeatedly 
failed to produce any scientific evidence to justify its rulings, which makes the rulings 
unlawful. 

 
Attempts by the NCWRC to open three designated bear sanctuaries to hunters and their dogs in 
2022 was profoundly unpopular because even regional bear hunters were against it on scientific 
grounds. As a consultant with Help Asheville Bears, I produced a video of a public meeting 
featuring NCWRC District 9 biologist, Justin McVey, acknowledging he did not “understand the 
math” behind his recommendation to open the sanctuaries to hunters.  

 
This latest attempt by the NCWRC to kill more bears to appease a tiny subset of the human 
population is based on the same intentionally fictive data. At a public hearing held on Thursday, 
January 11, 2024, Cherokee County resident Chris Palmer called out the NCWRC’s bad-faith 
science stating, “Bear populations, I promise, fluctuate from year to year” and “what population 
you say is out there, I don’t think is out there.” 

To quote from The Humane Society of the United States (HSUS) in their letter to the Rules 
Review Commission (RRC) dated January 30, 2024:  

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1u-0mLYkgeYAVlRQcjwjlsg6GiPsBxTae/view
https://smokymountainnews.com/archives/item/37147-shifting-seasons-hunters-weigh-in-on-proposed-bear-deer-rule-changes
https://smokymountainnews.com/archives/item/37147-shifting-seasons-hunters-weigh-in-on-proposed-bear-deer-rule-changes
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  In a study of 667 North American wildlife management plans, Artelle et al. (2018)  

and others found that some or most of the four fundamental “hallmarks of science” 
(measurable objectives, evidence, transparency and independent review) were absent  
from most state or provincial wildlife management plans in the U.S. and Canada.  
Sixty percent of the management plans reviewed contained fewer than half of those  
hallmarks necessary to meet standard scientific criteria. Artelle and others found that 
governmental wildlife agencies failed to state their objectives for management, have 
quantitative information about wildlife population sizes, provide transparency about  
how hunting rates were estimated, or use independent peer review of their plans. They  
write: “Our findings suggest that the assumed scientific basis of wildlife management 
across much of the United States and Canada might warrant reconsideration.” 

Billionaire NCWRC District 9 Commissioner, Brad Stanback, really should reconsider why he 
gives “more credence” to NCWRC biologist’s recommendations than the public he is sworn to 
serve. 

2. The rule is unclear and ambiguous: 
 

A. The NCWRC justifies expanding and starting bear hunting in the MBMU nine days early by 
arguing it will change the composition of the Mountain bear harvest and slow down bear 
population growth. What it does not directly say is that the change in composition will come 
from killing additional pregnant bears since pregnant sows usually den earlier than the rest of 
the bear population and a greater number of pregnant sows would be exposed to hunters before 
entering their dens, if hunting was allowed even earlier in October.  
 
But James Tomberlin, mountain operations supervisor for the NCWRC, told on himself:  
 
  The intention there is to increase the percentage of female bears in the overall  
  harvest. You're not going to be effective at managing your population if you  
  don't have some type of focus on the female segment of the population. 

 
When soliciting public comments, the NCWRC did not disclose that pregnant bears were 
specifically being targeted. Current regulations do not allow hunters to kill mother bears with 
cubs, but now the NCWRC has reversed its own rule to promote and permit hunters to chase 
and kill pregnant bears while attempting to keep that unsavory consequence from the public. 
Yet even with the NCWRC’s attempts to keep critical facts from the public, the bear 
amendment generated by far the most responses and the most negative responses. Six hundred 
forty-six respondents objected to the amendment, with 69% against the proposal to extend the 
bear hunting season. The NCWRC has historically misled the public and then ignored the will 
of the people to push through their politically and financially motivated agendas.  

 
The NCWRC has not clearly defined the details of the rule; it is ambiguous. The NCWRC has 
not disclosed how many additional permits they expect to sell or the number of additional 
bears that will be allowed to be killed which could easily exceed even their admitted target 
goals; their own data shows the “current harvest rate is at or approaching maximum 
sustainable yield.” Given the NCWRC’s endless push to kill more bears, it seems far more 
 

https://www.citizen-times.com/story/news/local/2024/03/05/nc-wildlife-passes-bear-hunting-expansion-despite-public-disapproval/72454104007/
https://wlos.com/news/local/bear-deer-hunting-season-north-carolina-proposed-changes-wildlife-resources-commission-adopted-population
https://wildlife.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jwmg.22104
https://wildlife.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jwmg.22104
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likely that this latest attempt’s sole objective is to provide “additional bear hunting 
opportunities” that panders to a tiny minority of bear hunters against the will of the vast 
majority of North Carolina residents and visitors who oppose expanding the bear hunting 
season.  
 

3. Opening bear hunting season early in the Mountain Bear Management Unit is not reasonably 
necessary to implement or interpret an enactment of the General Assembly, or of Congress, or a 
regulation of a federal agency: 

A. There are other population control methods to reduce the bear population without specifically 
targeting pregnant sows. The most ethical method is allowing female bears to regulate their 
own populations through delayed implantation. This well-studied process prevents bears from 
populating beyond their environmental carrying capacity. 

B. The NCWRC’s justification that “additional hunting opportunity in early October is necessary 
to meet population management objectives for the Mountain Bear Management Unit” is 
unnecessary and unscientific and fails to question whether their management objectives 
codified in 2012 were ever valid and/or are valid in 2024. The Mountain bear population is not 
increasing annually. Contrary to the NCWRC’s claims, the black bear population in the 
Mountain Bear Management Unit has not increased by 7%, or even the 5% that was cited by 
the NCWRC’s black bear and furbearer biologist, Colleen Olfenbuttel, in 2023, or the 3 to 4% 
increase that was also cited by Oflenbuttel in 2023 (which is it?); by the latest NCWRC funded 
data from 2021, the population has decreased. In their 2021 paper, Estimates of Abundance 
and Harvest Rates of Female Black Bears Across a Large Spatial Extent, Dr. Joseph P. Clark, 
Branch Chief of the U.S. Geological Survey Southern Appalachian Field Branch at the 
University of Tennessee, Knoxville, and Jacob Humm, a doctoral student in the Forestry, 
Wildlife and Fisheries Department at the University of Tennessee, Knoxville, concluded that, 
“…increased harvest goals and poor hard mast production over a series of prior years 
reduced bear population abundance…” and the “harvest rate is at or approaching 
maximum sustainable yield.”  

 
Yet even with Clark’s density data the NCWRC funded stating harvest rate was at or 
approaching maximum yield in 2021, and the NCWRC’s continual attempts at guessing the 
percentage, the NCWRC allowed an 11% increase in bear harvest from 2021 to 2022. 
 
The statements in the Smoky Mountain Times by Henderson County resident Sarah Carpenter 
more than likely reveals the true and only motivation for the NCWRC’s unnecessary, 
unscientific ruling/s: 
 
  I’m a fourth-generation bear hunter, and my children are five years old. I have  
 twin girls, and they come up and they ride on the four wheelers with us, but they  
 can’t come on a Monday. Having a Saturday opener is how we are going to  

   perpetuate this tradition and this heritage, by being able to get our kids out there. 
 

The NCWRC has failed to submit any data supporting its assertion that “removing the  
prohibition on the use of unprocessed bait during the second segment will reduce regulation  

https://academic.oup.com/jmammal/article/93/2/540/924692
https://www.ncwildlife.org/Portals/0/2024-2025_OSBMApproved_WMD_WRC_2023-10-18.pdf?ver=JNEgJm0vA4C5m-4lDZequg%3D%3D#:~:text=An%20additional%20hunting%20opportunity%20in,is%20to%20stabilize%20the%20population.
https://www.ncwildlife.org/Portals/0/2024-2025_OSBMApproved_WMD_WRC_2023-10-18.pdf?ver=JNEgJm0vA4C5m-4lDZequg%3D%3D#:~:text=An%20additional%20hunting%20opportunity%20in,is%20to%20stabilize%20the%20population.
https://wlos.com/news/local/asheville-black-bear-population-how-many-growth-north-carolina-wildlife-wildlife-resources-commission-study-cubs-wnc-nature-center
https://wlos.com/news/local/asheville-black-bear-population-how-many-growth-north-carolina-wildlife-wildlife-resources-commission-study-cubs-wnc-nature-center
https://smokymountainnews.com/news/item/37367-wildlife-commission-approves-bear-season-expansion-deer-season-shift
https://smokymountainnews.com/news/item/37367-wildlife-commission-approves-bear-season-expansion-deer-season-shift
https://wildlife.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jwmg.22104
https://wildlife.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jwmg.22104
https://smokymountainnews.com/archives/item/37147-shifting-seasons-hunters-weigh-in-on-proposed-bear-deer-rule-changes
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complexity without any biological impacts.” If unprocessed bait has no biological impacts, 
why has it been prohibited for decades?  

 
4. Opening the bear hunting season early will have a negative impact on the state's economy: 

A. The tourism and outdoor recreation industries are significant contributors to North Carolina's 
economy. Fifteen percent of visitors in 2022 came to the mountains of North Carolina to view 
wildlife, a far greater percentage than the visitors who come to hunt. 

B. Western North Carolina’s mountains are a revered destination for tourists from all over the 
world who come to enjoy the serene, peaceful environment and the prospect of seeing bears.  

C. Opening bear hunting in the Mountain Bear Management Unit early will infringe upon the 
popular tourist leaf season for an additional nine days, putting outdoor enthusiasts at increased 
risk of an accidental shooting or an attack by packs of hunting dogs. Bear hunting with dogs is 
a significant danger. In 2014, Dr. Kadie Anderson and her two dogs were viciously attacked 
by bear hunting dogs while camping in the Nantahala National Forest. 

 
D. Under North Carolina law, dogs "being used in a lawful hunt" are exempt from dangerous dog 

laws that require owners to prevent their animal from harming a person or another animal. The 
NCWRC’s amendment to expand bear hunting season endangers the public, companion and 
farm animals, and private property owners. Tourists and residents will hesitate before bringing 
their families to a place where they can be potentially shot and/or attacked by hunting dogs. 
Learning that hunting dog owners are exempt from laws that protect people and their 
companion animals will only further deter people from visiting for an additional nine days of 
the expanded bear hunting season. 

 
At the NCWRC’s public hearing in Clyde on January 11, 2024, Caldwell County resident 
David Woods stated:  

   
   I would never shoot a man over a dog, but I know people that will. I’m telling  
   you, you can mark it down tonight. I’m just telling you there will be trouble.  
   If we have meetings next year, we’ll be talking about it, because somebody is  
   stupid enough to do it. 

 
E. Despite bear hunters who defend their minority killing “tradition” and falsely claim the 

NCWRC’s proposal to expand bear hunting season is “science based,” hunting continues to 
decline in popularity. Progressive wildlife managers and legislators have recognized the 
challenges the decline in hunting poses for the long-term sustainability of the current funding 
model. But instead of recognizing those challenges and the public’s increasing distaste for 
hunting, and bear hunting with dogs in particular, the NCWRC has doubled down with their 
unscientific proposal.  

 
 As more and more people learn about the horrific manner bears die when hunted with dogs, it 
is guaranteed there will be more of a public outcry. Extending bear hunting season only 
extends the intense and extreme suffering bears endure when hunted with dogs, and with 

https://www.citizen-times.com/story/news/local/2015/01/30/camper-injured-hunting-dogs-works-change-law/22584755/
https://www.citizen-times.com/story/news/local/2014/10/22/hunting-dogs-exempt-nc-dangerous-dog-law/17723129/
https://smokymountainnews.com/news/item/37367-wildlife-commission-approves-bear-season-expansion-deer-season-shift
https://smokymountainnews.com/news/item/37367-wildlife-commission-approves-bear-season-expansion-deer-season-shift
https://www.citizen-times.com/story/opinion/2024/02/11/opinion-nc-wildlife-resources-commission-are-good-stewards-of-bears/72507204007/
https://cnr.ncsu.edu/news/2021/01/decline-hunting-conservation-funding/
https://cnr.ncsu.edu/news/2021/01/decline-hunting-conservation-funding/
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2022 was profoundly unpopular because even regional bear hunters were against it on scientific 
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featuring NCWRC District 9 biologist, Justin McVey, acknowledging he did not “understand the 
math” behind his recommendation to open the sanctuaries to hunters.  
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population is based on the same intentionally fictive data. At a public hearing held on Thursday, 
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science stating, “Bear populations, I promise, fluctuate from year to year” and “what population 
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  In a study of 667 North American wildlife management plans, Artelle et al. (2018)  

and others found that some or most of the four fundamental “hallmarks of science” 
(measurable objectives, evidence, transparency and independent review) were absent  
from most state or provincial wildlife management plans in the U.S. and Canada.  
Sixty percent of the management plans reviewed contained fewer than half of those  
hallmarks necessary to meet standard scientific criteria. Artelle and others found that 
governmental wildlife agencies failed to state their objectives for management, have 
quantitative information about wildlife population sizes, provide transparency about  
how hunting rates were estimated, or use independent peer review of their plans. They  
write: “Our findings suggest that the assumed scientific basis of wildlife management 
across much of the United States and Canada might warrant reconsideration.” 

Billionaire NCWRC District 9 Commissioner, Brad Stanback, really should reconsider why he 
gives “more credence” to NCWRC biologist’s recommendations than the public he is sworn to 
serve. 

2. The rule is unclear and ambiguous: 
 

A. The NCWRC justifies expanding and starting bear hunting in the MBMU nine days early by 
arguing it will change the composition of the Mountain bear harvest and slow down bear 
population growth. What it does not directly say is that the change in composition will come 
from killing additional pregnant bears since pregnant sows usually den earlier than the rest of 
the bear population and a greater number of pregnant sows would be exposed to hunters before 
entering their dens, if hunting was allowed even earlier in October.  
 
But James Tomberlin, mountain operations supervisor for the NCWRC, told on himself:  
 
  The intention there is to increase the percentage of female bears in the overall  
  harvest. You're not going to be effective at managing your population if you  
  don't have some type of focus on the female segment of the population. 

 
When soliciting public comments, the NCWRC did not disclose that pregnant bears were 
specifically being targeted. Current regulations do not allow hunters to kill mother bears with 
cubs, but now the NCWRC has reversed its own rule to promote and permit hunters to chase 
and kill pregnant bears while attempting to keep that unsavory consequence from the public. 
Yet even with the NCWRC’s attempts to keep critical facts from the public, the bear 
amendment generated by far the most responses and the most negative responses. Six hundred 
forty-six respondents objected to the amendment, with 69% against the proposal to extend the 
bear hunting season. The NCWRC has historically misled the public and then ignored the will 
of the people to push through their politically and financially motivated agendas.  

 
The NCWRC has not clearly defined the details of the rule; it is ambiguous. The NCWRC has 
not disclosed how many additional permits they expect to sell or the number of additional 
bears that will be allowed to be killed which could easily exceed even their admitted target 
goals; their own data shows the “current harvest rate is at or approaching maximum 
sustainable yield.” Given the NCWRC’s endless push to kill more bears, it seems far more 
 

https://www.citizen-times.com/story/news/local/2024/03/05/nc-wildlife-passes-bear-hunting-expansion-despite-public-disapproval/72454104007/
https://wlos.com/news/local/bear-deer-hunting-season-north-carolina-proposed-changes-wildlife-resources-commission-adopted-population
https://wildlife.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jwmg.22104
https://wildlife.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jwmg.22104
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likely that this latest attempt’s sole objective is to provide “additional bear hunting 
opportunities” that panders to a tiny minority of bear hunters against the will of the vast 
majority of North Carolina residents and visitors who oppose expanding the bear hunting 
season.  
 

3. Opening bear hunting season early in the Mountain Bear Management Unit is not reasonably 
necessary to implement or interpret an enactment of the General Assembly, or of Congress, or a 
regulation of a federal agency: 

A. There are other population control methods to reduce the bear population without specifically 
targeting pregnant sows. The most ethical method is allowing female bears to regulate their 
own populations through delayed implantation. This well-studied process prevents bears from 
populating beyond their environmental carrying capacity. 

B. The NCWRC’s justification that “additional hunting opportunity in early October is necessary 
to meet population management objectives for the Mountain Bear Management Unit” is 
unnecessary and unscientific and fails to question whether their management objectives 
codified in 2012 were ever valid and/or are valid in 2024. The Mountain bear population is not 
increasing annually. Contrary to the NCWRC’s claims, the black bear population in the 
Mountain Bear Management Unit has not increased by 7%, or even the 5% that was cited by 
the NCWRC’s black bear and furbearer biologist, Colleen Olfenbuttel, in 2023, or the 3 to 4% 
increase that was also cited by Oflenbuttel in 2023 (which is it?); by the latest NCWRC funded 
data from 2021, the population has decreased. In their 2021 paper, Estimates of Abundance 
and Harvest Rates of Female Black Bears Across a Large Spatial Extent, Dr. Joseph P. Clark, 
Branch Chief of the U.S. Geological Survey Southern Appalachian Field Branch at the 
University of Tennessee, Knoxville, and Jacob Humm, a doctoral student in the Forestry, 
Wildlife and Fisheries Department at the University of Tennessee, Knoxville, concluded that, 
“…increased harvest goals and poor hard mast production over a series of prior years 
reduced bear population abundance…” and the “harvest rate is at or approaching 
maximum sustainable yield.”  

 
Yet even with Clark’s density data the NCWRC funded stating harvest rate was at or 
approaching maximum yield in 2021, and the NCWRC’s continual attempts at guessing the 
percentage, the NCWRC allowed an 11% increase in bear harvest from 2021 to 2022. 
 
The statements in the Smoky Mountain Times by Henderson County resident Sarah Carpenter 
more than likely reveals the true and only motivation for the NCWRC’s unnecessary, 
unscientific ruling/s: 
 
  I’m a fourth-generation bear hunter, and my children are five years old. I have  
 twin girls, and they come up and they ride on the four wheelers with us, but they  
 can’t come on a Monday. Having a Saturday opener is how we are going to  

   perpetuate this tradition and this heritage, by being able to get our kids out there. 
 

The NCWRC has failed to submit any data supporting its assertion that “removing the  
prohibition on the use of unprocessed bait during the second segment will reduce regulation  

https://academic.oup.com/jmammal/article/93/2/540/924692
https://www.ncwildlife.org/Portals/0/2024-2025_OSBMApproved_WMD_WRC_2023-10-18.pdf?ver=JNEgJm0vA4C5m-4lDZequg%3D%3D#:~:text=An%20additional%20hunting%20opportunity%20in,is%20to%20stabilize%20the%20population.
https://www.ncwildlife.org/Portals/0/2024-2025_OSBMApproved_WMD_WRC_2023-10-18.pdf?ver=JNEgJm0vA4C5m-4lDZequg%3D%3D#:~:text=An%20additional%20hunting%20opportunity%20in,is%20to%20stabilize%20the%20population.
https://wlos.com/news/local/asheville-black-bear-population-how-many-growth-north-carolina-wildlife-wildlife-resources-commission-study-cubs-wnc-nature-center
https://wlos.com/news/local/asheville-black-bear-population-how-many-growth-north-carolina-wildlife-wildlife-resources-commission-study-cubs-wnc-nature-center
https://smokymountainnews.com/news/item/37367-wildlife-commission-approves-bear-season-expansion-deer-season-shift
https://smokymountainnews.com/news/item/37367-wildlife-commission-approves-bear-season-expansion-deer-season-shift
https://wildlife.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jwmg.22104
https://wildlife.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jwmg.22104
https://smokymountainnews.com/archives/item/37147-shifting-seasons-hunters-weigh-in-on-proposed-bear-deer-rule-changes
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complexity without any biological impacts.” If unprocessed bait has no biological impacts, 
why has it been prohibited for decades?  

 
4. Opening the bear hunting season early will have a negative impact on the state's economy: 

A. The tourism and outdoor recreation industries are significant contributors to North Carolina's 
economy. Fifteen percent of visitors in 2022 came to the mountains of North Carolina to view 
wildlife, a far greater percentage than the visitors who come to hunt. 

B. Western North Carolina’s mountains are a revered destination for tourists from all over the 
world who come to enjoy the serene, peaceful environment and the prospect of seeing bears.  

C. Opening bear hunting in the Mountain Bear Management Unit early will infringe upon the 
popular tourist leaf season for an additional nine days, putting outdoor enthusiasts at increased 
risk of an accidental shooting or an attack by packs of hunting dogs. Bear hunting with dogs is 
a significant danger. In 2014, Dr. Kadie Anderson and her two dogs were viciously attacked 
by bear hunting dogs while camping in the Nantahala National Forest. 

 
D. Under North Carolina law, dogs "being used in a lawful hunt" are exempt from dangerous dog 

laws that require owners to prevent their animal from harming a person or another animal. The 
NCWRC’s amendment to expand bear hunting season endangers the public, companion and 
farm animals, and private property owners. Tourists and residents will hesitate before bringing 
their families to a place where they can be potentially shot and/or attacked by hunting dogs. 
Learning that hunting dog owners are exempt from laws that protect people and their 
companion animals will only further deter people from visiting for an additional nine days of 
the expanded bear hunting season. 

 
At the NCWRC’s public hearing in Clyde on January 11, 2024, Caldwell County resident 
David Woods stated:  

   
   I would never shoot a man over a dog, but I know people that will. I’m telling  
   you, you can mark it down tonight. I’m just telling you there will be trouble.  
   If we have meetings next year, we’ll be talking about it, because somebody is  
   stupid enough to do it. 

 
E. Despite bear hunters who defend their minority killing “tradition” and falsely claim the 

NCWRC’s proposal to expand bear hunting season is “science based,” hunting continues to 
decline in popularity. Progressive wildlife managers and legislators have recognized the 
challenges the decline in hunting poses for the long-term sustainability of the current funding 
model. But instead of recognizing those challenges and the public’s increasing distaste for 
hunting, and bear hunting with dogs in particular, the NCWRC has doubled down with their 
unscientific proposal.  

 
 As more and more people learn about the horrific manner bears die when hunted with dogs, it 
is guaranteed there will be more of a public outcry. Extending bear hunting season only 
extends the intense and extreme suffering bears endure when hunted with dogs, and with 

https://www.citizen-times.com/story/news/local/2015/01/30/camper-injured-hunting-dogs-works-change-law/22584755/
https://www.citizen-times.com/story/news/local/2014/10/22/hunting-dogs-exempt-nc-dangerous-dog-law/17723129/
https://smokymountainnews.com/news/item/37367-wildlife-commission-approves-bear-season-expansion-deer-season-shift
https://smokymountainnews.com/news/item/37367-wildlife-commission-approves-bear-season-expansion-deer-season-shift
https://www.citizen-times.com/story/opinion/2024/02/11/opinion-nc-wildlife-resources-commission-are-good-stewards-of-bears/72507204007/
https://cnr.ncsu.edu/news/2021/01/decline-hunting-conservation-funding/
https://cnr.ncsu.edu/news/2021/01/decline-hunting-conservation-funding/
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pregnant bears now being specifically targeted, the state has opened itself up to an organized 
boycott to discourage people from visiting North Carolina. 

To summarize the Humane Society of the United States from their January 30th letter: Hounding causes 
stress and distress to all wildlife, including non-target species, and to the hounds themselves. Hounds can 
kill bears with cubs and kill cubs, and hounds can be killed by bears. Hounding disrupts bears when they 
should be foraging to prepare and survive wintertime hibernation, not hiding and running from hunters 
and packs of dogs. Neither hounds nor bears sweat; to dissipate heat to prevent damage to their brains, 
they must either inefficiently pant or find a body of water to cool off, which is impossible if they are 
running from and fighting off hungry dogs for many hours or even days. 

According to the NCWRC’s own materials, “The black bear is a very shy, non-aggressive animal that 
avoids human beings in most cases,” and, therefore, hounding is an incredibly cruel and barbaric practice 
that should not continue or be expanded because less than 2% of North Carolina residents hunt bears and 
hunting is an easier solution than compelling the NCWRC to understand the science or ethics behind their 
unscientific rulings. 

For all the reasons outlined above, I request that NCWRC’s amendment to expand the black bear hunting 
season in the Mountain Bear Management Unit not be approved by the Rules Review Commission and 
that an independent, scientific review be conducted. 
 
Thank you for your urgent consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

Diana Starr 
diana@wildthingsdwell.org 
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