In response to EBR#’s PB06E6018 and PB06E6017, I am writing one letter as both EBR’s are very similar. 
As stated in the September 29th letter on the MNR’s website, David Ramsay announced these two EBR’s were released to “look at the reasons for increasing human-wildlife interaction and investigate ways to prevent and reduce them”. Also quoting this letter, “The first strategy looks at ways to reduce human-wildlife conflict. It recommends building community-based solutions and increasing public awareness and understanding about wildlife conflicts.
The draft human-deer conflict prevention strategy recommends collective action with the support of government agencies and stakeholders. This strategy recommends focusing on prevention, increasing Ontario residents’ awareness of the value of deer and the role people can play in preventing conflicts.”

Wildlife rehabilitators, a free and peaceful solution to public/homeowner concerns with regards to wildlife, have near been eliminated in a previous EBR which does not allow the humane care of wildlife.  
Also, groups such as the VWC, Animal Alliance, Peaceful Parks and OWC, who have successfully contributed to reducing human-wildlife conflicts by their education and experienced care, should be consulted in these matters, but so far have not.  It appears that the so-called interested stakeholders have been picked to suit hunters and farmers and omits anyone who does not support the Ministry’s TRUE objective.  
Our Government needs to examine the possibility of a link with the increase in dear- vehicle collisions during the hunting season.  Plus, chances are the deer-automobile collisions are related to speed.  Why not reduce and enforce the speed limit at known deer crossings?
With regards to tree and crop damage, there are more peaceful solutions such as fencing, deterrents, tree-protectors, etc.   
Also, we need to look at the rights of everyone.  Encouraging landowners to allow hunting on their property is ludicrous.  This will certainly bring about human-human conflicts.  What about the rights of their neighbors?  Often property lines are not clearly marked, plus what about the many deer who wonder injured onto neighboring properties?  
With regards to allowing hunting on Sunday, our government is once again choosing the barrel of a gun to reduce human-deer conflict.  Is this not a contradiction to a “peaceful resolution”?  In articles supporting hunting, they have emphasized tradition as an excuse for this blood sport.  What about the century-old Lord’s Day Act.  It is one thing to allow us to shop, but to allow us to kill? 
With respect of EBR# PB06E6018, please explain how promoting the killing of deer, eliminating Wildlife Custodians, and ignoring the research, education, and pleas of truly interested Wildlife Organizations (mentioned earlier) is increasing public awareness and understanding.  Also, with respect to EBR# PB06E6017, how does this increase the awareness of the value of deer and the role people can play in preventing conflict.  The Ministries’ proposed solution seems opposite of the stated plan.  The real plan appears to be pleasing farmers and hunters so not to risk losing the income they generate for the Ministry.  
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