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A. Objectives: To determine the annual game harvest of mourning dove, bobwhite 

. . 

quail, rabbit, deer, turkey, squirrel, duck, woodcock and raccoon 

To determine trends in harvest, hunter-success and hunter effort for each of 

..... the above-mentioned game species . . . .  
* 

.... * .  s . .  

To obtain a reasonably-reliable estimate of relative hunting pressure and game . ,x#.,* + I 
harvest in each of six (6) planning units 

B. Abstract: E . f '  

The third annual mail survey of game harvest fer Mississippi was conducted 

during 1973. Names and addresses of 8,216 licensees were selected at random I I 
from the current file of 263,986 resident hunting and combination hunting and 11 
fishing license stubs. An initial mailing with two follow-up mailings were I I 
used and consisted of a questionnaire, letter of transmittal, and business 

reply envelope. Data were programmed, compiled, key punched, and verified by 

personnel of the Data Processing Department, Mississippi Game and Fish Commis- 

sion. Detail cards were mailed to the Institute of Statistics, North Carolina 

State University, where a statistical analysis was conducted. ir.!.? . I 
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An expanded statewide 

and t o t a l  harves t ,  res 
: n a  i : !(,: 

Mourning dove - 90,164; 443,479; 2,576,350; .bobwhite $&i& - 59,304; + .  ,., . I $~,; 
'.i. 

! : 15!+ioz-! , ., , 6': 
475,565; 1,640,430; rabb i t  - 89,975; 738,969; 1,192,690: g q u i r r e l  - 164,0341 , - ... 

+tm i "~ 

1,322,390; 2,991,430; raccoon - '19,.?9f.; 146,977; 136,965; wobdcgck - 3,9024 
; 1 s .  
r . . 

j L .  . . 
!$iur* , . ,. 

24,688; 26,392; turkey - 23,060; 95,772; 6,431; deer - 115,760; 889,421; : !  !: 
. , ... . .. ~, . , - . ,. .a 3 c .  :i' 

38,064; duck - 29,612; 178,120; 33i , i35 . ~ 
..., . , I  ~' 

. ' , 8 "  .C . . 
~ . ~ -~ ~, . . .- bg l r  (i 

, I 
C. Procedure : 1 

,_ j :: 
Mississippi  Came &d iish,C6mmission ~ e r s o n n e l  cohuc ted  the  t h i r d  annual'$$l ' 

I P 
I survey of game harvest  i n  the  s t a t e  '*t t h e  c lose  of t h e  1972 - 73 hunting 

1 , I season. The I n s t i t u t e  ot S t a t i s t i c s , - N ~ r t h  C a r ~ l i n a  S t a t e  Universi ty,  w a s  con- I 2 -  
t- I tacted t o  complete a s t a t i s t i c a l  analys is  of t h e  d e t a i l  data .  The technical! 

I I ass i s tance  of M r .  David Turner of the  I n s t i t u t e  of S t a t i s t i c s  was very much 

" I appreciated. Licensee names and addresses were se lected at  random from the  
I .  

current  f i l e s  of Type I (combination hunt<& arid f i shing)  and Type I1 (hunting 
.: 

U only) l i cense  s tubs .  A predetermined s e t  of terminal  d i g i t s  wae u t i l i z e d t n  ., ;; , .: 

I 
the  s e l ec t i on  of survey part icipants.  Of 253,986 Type I gnd Type I1 l i c ense s  

purchased d ~ i n g  the  19.72- 73 . . season, .8,216 (3.11percent)  were se lec ted  ta 
. . . 

I par t i c ipa te .  Data supplied,by 5,360 pespondentcs ((2.03 percen t )  were incluckd 
I 

i n  the  analysis .  : ii 

. . .: * I i' 
The i n i t i a l  A i l i n g  of "as made May 22. 1973. Two regular  I zl: 

C - ~ - - n p n r - n ~ o m n r e s p o ~ n t ~ w e ~ m ~  ~ u i a g ; T 9 7 3 ( 5 , 1 1 1 G n d  7 , , 

.:; "f 
June 21, 1973 (3394). The s u r v e i  was terminated July 27, 1973. 

I , . , . . . . . t,q v, 

! <, 
I I . Selected hunters recpivsd a letter of .transmit$@L (F-iguap 1 ,- 3). .questionnaire 

(Ngure 4), and a self-addressed, postage-paid business reply  envelope i n  a I I L 

.<- *i 
2' 

r i n t ed  bulk m a i l  pennit  window envelope. Erst-class mail w a s  used i n  
a11.i. . . , : .(;- :j,[i[ 

mailings. The s ix  (6) planning un i t s  a s a p p l i e d  i n  t h e  survey are pictured 
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. , . , . . . . . . ,  . : . - 8 . .  , /  j .  ;: .; ..') . . .  !F J :~:r# 
The continuous printed questionnaires were designed as three-part color-coded 

. . forms (first mailing, white; second mailing, green; third mailing, pink), and 

all were machine printed at one time. Responses were edited by the study 

leader to determine credibility and were coded to facilitate key punching and 

verification. After all valid information had been punched on data cards by 

Commission IBM personnel, the data were mailed to North Carolina State University 

for analysis. I 1 .  1.. 

I Y. Results Discussion: 
I* .! :,x 

This analysis is based on the total response from three mailings at tw&&& '.'-f '' 
, ,. . .  : 

intervals each from which 7,704 questionnaires (93.8 percent) were presumed . . ' 

delivered by the post office (512, or 6.2 percent, were returned as undeliver- 

able). A total of 2,735 (34.8 percent) of the selected licensees responded to 

the first mailing; 1,626 (32.8 percent), the second mailing; 999 (29.8 percent), 

the third mailing. A total of 2,345 (30.2 percent) had not been returned when 

the survey was terminated. Using delivered questionnaires as a base, the ;-, 

5,360 returns represented a response of 69.5 percent and the usable returns 

(5,317). a response of 69.0 percent. The usable returns constituted a 2.0 per- 

cent sample of Type I and Type I1 licenses purchased during the 1972 - 73 season. 
Table 1 is a summary of the survey mailing and response data. ! 

Of the 5,360 licensees who returned questionnaires, 4,450 (83.69 percent) sought 

game during the season; 867 (16.31 percent) did not hunt after purchasing a 

license. Statewide, an estimated 218,780 (82.87 percent) of 263,986 resident . 

licensed hunters in Mississippi participated in some form of game hunting recrea- 

tion; 45,206 (17.13 percent), did not. 

A summary of the 1972 - 73 Mississippi mail survey of game harvest based on 5,317 I I 
usable replies is presented in Table 2. Data reveal squirrel to be the most 

. . .;:*.i , :, 

. 



dove (43 percent), rabbit  (39 percent), quai l  (28 percent), duck (15 ~ e r c e n t ) ,  
. , , . . 

turkey (11 percent), raccoon (9 percent), deer-archery season ( 7  ~ e r c e n t )  , deer-, , : .  , 
. f i r ;  ; ! ! 

8.. 
8 

orimitive weapons (4 percent), and woodcock (2 percent). , .  1 . .  9 

I 
. . A 3 .  : : , ib i . :  > ,  

! I , , 

An expanded estimate based on 263,986.cmbiilation.htlnting and f ishing and hirnt- 
. . 

' i n g  only l icenses sold includingfnumber of.hunEers, percentage of licensees, '  : /  i . , 

I t o t a l  days a f ie ld ,  t o t a l  harvest, average daily bag, average seasen bag and 1 
- 1  

I average days a f i e ld  is presented i n  Table 3. Statewide, Mississippi hunters 
. .. . . 

spent an estimated 4,315,381 days a f i e ld  with an estimated harvest of 8,939,887 
. - ' . ~ . ,  . '! 1 :, 

individual items of game. Standard e r ror  as  applied to  estimated number of 
, , 

. . . . ' a ?  . r .  , .. 

hunters is tabulated i n  Table 4 days a f i e ld ,  Table 5; harvest, Table 6. 
. . . . .kt$. 

. . . , : i 1 :: 
Tables 7 - 20 summarize inform8ti.on pertaining. t o  each species by plamingrfdfi I 

1 . '  
' itnit and consists of number hunters, t c t t a & d ~ y s  a f i e ld ,  t o t a l  hatvest ,  average i 
dai lybag ,  average season bag, snd:average days af ie ld .  A summary of moulining 

dove data is sound i n  Tabla 7; bobwhite quai,l, Table 8; rabbi t ,  Table 9; M T  

squirrel ,  Table 10; raccoon, Table 11.1 weodco~k, ,Table 12; turkey, Table 13; 

deer (gun season), Table 14; deer (archery season), Table 15; deer (primitive 

weapon season), a b l e  .16; duck (a t1  species idclusive),  Table 17; mallard, :!*" 

Table 18; wood duck, Table 19; other duck, Table 20. Hunting pressure by L@J:'' 

planning uni t ,  a l l  species inclusive,  indicates t ha t  planning uni ts  four (4) 

and s i x  (6) received the heaviest hunting pressure (Table 21). 
, . 

1 ;; 
~. ~ - "  , .  ~ - .. *? - I  ? .  

I 
I 

E. Recommendatioqs: . . . . . , , : ' . !S r ,  .; >a4,,i ! ' . 

,.,*.. l i  . - ' 9  . ..'.* 4 '. 

Data supplied by the annual mail survey of game harvest a r e  of significance 

from both biological and administrative standpoints. The survey, a t  present, 
. ~. 

. . ; 5r.*j ,.., .' , , " :a* 1. 
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is  the only means the Comission has s f  obtaining reasonably reliable harvest 

data for several game species. I t  i s  recornended that the survey be continued 

on an annual basis. ..r. : .. .+ - 
, 

. . . , 

. . -,*- . . 
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[ ' 

. . 

Prepared by: . f i . i  

Study Leader . .  .,?+.: . .  
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First mailing 

Number mailed 

Undelivered 

Delivered 

Returned 

Usable 

Not usable 

Not returned 

Second mailing 

Number mailed 

Undelivered 

Delivered 

Returned 

Usable 

Not usable 

Not returned 

rxird mailing 

Number mailed 

Undelivered 

Delivered 

Returned 

Usable 

Not usable 
" . 

Not returned 2,344 70.2 

. , 
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Table 1. (Continued) 

Number mailed 

Undelivered 

Delivered 
. . i. . . .; 5,360 69.. 5 Returned . , 

I 
. .-, . 1 

1. 
'I. ' :, ( 3  

+ 

99.1 Usable 5,317 ,- 1 
!? 

Not usable 43 . 9  , . ::; 
? c ,.A. 

" '  2 ,344  30.2  ;* 
Not returned $ , .. . . 
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Tab e 2. Summary 1972 - 73 Miss i s s ipp i  Mail Survey c f  Game Harvest t 
1 Tota l  Number of Usable Replies:  5317 

Percent  Average Average Average Percentage 
Tot a1 Successful  Days To ta l  Daily Season Days of Licensees 

Species  Hunter Hunters Af i e ld  Harvest Bag Bag Af i e ld  Who Hunted 

Deve 1,925 1 96 9.421 56,370 5.98 29.28 4.89 43 

Quail 

S q u i r r e l  

ltaccoon 

I.~o.dc 

I%Mr - Gun 

h e r  - Archery 293 ! 
Deer - Pr imi t ive  

Weapon 168 1 26 

/ Duck 
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Table 3. Expanded Summary 1972 - 73 Mississippi  M a i l  Survey of  Game Harvest Based on 
263,986 CombinationHunting and Fishing and Hunting Only Licenses Sold 

~. 

Permittees 

2$991 ,430 .  2.26 

Woodcock 

.. . . . . . -. . . 



Table 4. Mississippi Mail Survey of Game Harvest 

1972 - 73 
Expanded Estimate of Total Hunters 

Species Total Number of Eunters Standard Error 

Dove 90,164 2,111 2.3 % 

Quail 

Rabbit 

Squirrel 

Raccoon 

Woodcock 

Turkey 

Deer - Gun 
Deer - Archery 
Deer - Primitive Weapon 

Duck 



Table 5. Mississippi Mail Survey of Game Harvest 

1972 - 73 
Expanded Estimate of Total Days Afield 

Species Total Days Afield Standard Error 

Dove 443,479 12,150 2.7 % - 

Quail 475,565 16,337 3.4 % 

Rabbit 

Squirrel 

Raccoon 

Woodcock 

Turkey 

Deer - Gun 
-. 

Deer - Archery 
Deer - Primitive Weapon 
Duck 
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Table 6. Mississippi Mail Survey of Game Harvest 

1972 - 73 
Expanded Estimte of Total Harvest 

l4ew4+ 
Total Standard Error 

2,576,350 70,259 2.7 % 
I :  

1,640,430 95,513 5.8 % I 

1,192,690 37.066 3.; % ! 

77,848 2.6% 2,991,430 

136.965 12,260 8.9 % i I 
26,392 4,319 16.3 % ! 

i 
I 

6,431 537 8.3 % 

Deer - Gun 2,555 1,270 3.7 % 

Deer - Archery 2,080 276 13.2 4: 

Deer - Primitive Weapon 2,429 384 15.8 X 
e 

Mallard Duck 156,359 16,200 10.3 % 

Wood Duck 115,699 16,945 14.6 % 

Other Duck 59,107 8,678 14.6 % 

I 
i 
I 
I 
1 

-- 

j 
! 

r 
i 

. , 

. . !. , 
:>' h, -r 

. . . . . .  
. . . .  ., 

I 
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. .:*.- . . . . Table 7. Expanded Summary Dove Harvest By Planning Unit (1972 - 73) 

Percent  T o t a l  Average Average Average 
To ta l  Hunters Days To ta l  Daily Season Days 

Unit Hunters Pe r  Unit Af i e ld  Harvest Bag Bag Af ie ld  . 

Statewide 
To ta l  90,164 34.15. , 443.479 2,576,350 5.80 28.57 4.91 

$"I 

Table 8. Expanded Slmunary Quai l  Harvest By Planning Unit  (1972 - 73) 

Percent  To ta l  Average Average Average 
Tota l  Hunters Days To ta l  ' Daily Season Days. 

Unit  Hunters Pe r  Unit Af ie ld  Harvest Bag Bag Afie ld  

Statewide 
Tota l  53.304 22.46 475,565 1,640,430 3.45 27.66 8.02 
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Table 9.  Expanded Summary Rabbit Harvest By Planning Unit (1972 - 73) 

Parcent Total Average Average Average 
Tetal Hunters Days Total Daily Season Days 

Unit Hunters Per Unit Afield Harvest Bag Bag Afield 

Statewide 
Tot a1 89,975 



Table 10. Expanded Summary S q u i r r e l  Harvest By Planning Unit (1972 - 73) 
.. . ~ 

. , /.) ,. ,..: , .. .s 

Percent  To ta l  Average Average 
To ta l  Hunters Days T o t a l  Dai ly Season 

Pe r  Unit Af i e ld  Harvest Bag Unit Hunters Bag 

19,499 11.88 146,595 314,826 2.. 1 5  16.15 

18,268 11.13 139,277 327,984 2.35 17.95 

13,748 8.38 107,998 232,996 2.16 16.95 

387,403 911,794 19.00 47,993 29.25 2.35 

24,610 15.00 176,699 437,039 2.47 17.76 

6 39,923 24.33 326,880 747,231 2.29 18.72 
~ ~ 

~ ~ 

Statewide 
Tota l  164.034 62.13 1,322,390 2,991,430 2.26 18.24 

. .  . 



Table 11. Eqanded Summary RaccocnHarvest By Planning Unit (1972 - 73) 



Table 12. Expanded Summary Woodcock Harvest By Planning Unit (1972 - 73) 
_::. . . . , .., 

,:;:is? 
' i . ~ ~ .  

. . 
Percent  T o t a l  Average Average 

Tot a 1  Hunters Days T o t a l  Daily Season 
Unit Hunters Pe r  Unit  Af i e ld  Harvest Bag Bag 

,.: .* 
163 1 4.17 1,230 9 70 0.79 5.95 

2 369 9.45 - 525 929 1.77 2.52 

3 506 12.96 3,475 3,303 0.95 6.53 

1,063 27.24 7,314 5,324 0.73 5.01 

- 754 19.32 6,638 5,904 0.89 7.83 

6 1,396 ~ 35.77 
-. -- - 8,430 12,174- 1.44 ~~ 8.72 ~ - .. ~ 

>-. .~, . . 

Statewide ;;E <J 
m i . ,  : ><k.,? 
.: Tota l  3.902 1.47 24,688 26,392 1.07 6.76 6.33 ;;(.y.F 

! ..... : . : ~  ",< 
5: . . '>,%'%'. , . %.&,d~' 

. . - . .  
*, . .. .. 
I -  . . 



Table 13. Erpanded Summarg Turkey Harvest By .Planning Unit (1972 - 73) 

Total Hunters Days Tot a1 Season Days 
. unit ,Huntore Per hit ' Afie ld  Harvest Bag Bag A£ t e l d  

:o .....&*? .p No , , 
. .  . . .  - .  . , 

- . . . .  .i . . .  471 2-04 - 1 ,.=- .. -. 1,441 .,_ ,,:= Estimate .. - . .  . . . . .  . . .  -3 :;z;-r.-. . . . . .  . . .  ~:.; - 5= ..;: .3.:66.A.j.? 
pi. !A .,.d ., . 2 , b '  'i. 1,812 7.85 4,736 650 0.14 0.36 2.61 '.& 

F. :.is 
;..a 

. . 3 1,514 6.56 5,026 226 0.04 0.15 3.32 - ::,[+ 

.... . . . . . . .  . . . - ~.. - . ~ .  . .,,. 

Total' 23,060 g;73 - 95,772'  -' - 6 , 4 3 1  . '  0.07 , 0.'28 ... 
. . 

4 2 5  x 
.;r .' - 

. . 
. . . . .  -@. 
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W l e  14. Expanded Sumnary Deer (Gun) Harvest By Planning Unit (1972 - 73 

Percent  T o t a l  Average 
To ta l  Hunters Days T o t a l  Dai ly  

hit Hunters Pe r  Unit  Af ie ld  Uarvest Bag 

1 12,450 11.09 87,155 1.741 0.02 

18,800 16.75 128,360 10,079 0.08 

13,228 11.79 80,456 3,823 0.05 

20,663 18.42 138,916 7,612 0.05 

5 15,652 13.95 106,048 4,100 0.04 
----- -. a + -- -- - 

6 .  31,383 27.97 , . . , - ,250,194 6 ~ 6 7 ~ .  .. - . . 0.03 , 

Statewide 
112,176 Tot a 1  42.49 797,558 33,555 0.04 

L..,. 
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Table 15. Expanded Summary Deer (Archery) Wrvest By Planning Unit (1972 - 73) 

., 

4 

.-.- !!>+. : 
> , . .<~ *:.y.+ 
i' , . n ,  . ._:- ...~ ... s. I 

Statewide 
Total 
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Table 16. Expanded Summary Deer (Pr imi t ive  Weapon) Harvest By Planning Unit (1972 - 7d, ; ** :+$x.L :.. 

Percent  Total  Paterage Average 
T a t a l  Hunters Days Tota l  Daily Season 

Unit  Hunters Per Unit A£ i e l d  Harvest Bag Bag 

1 1,181 15.41 6,305 194 0.03 0.16 

. 
1,681 21.93 7,123 856 0.12 1 d ~ l  

, . 
3 - 714 9'i 31 4;813 2 60 0.05 1 0.36 

., . 
4 . - 906 5 11.82 : 3,419 2 71 0.08 0.30 

: 5 , .357 11.18 3;683 16s 0.04 0.19 
. .-  - - . -- -- 

- 6 ---40 - 31 r84 10,929 818 0.~07 0.34 
.. . . 

.*.s'i;.x. 
Statewide ,. . , ,.3&7 

. . . , , ., , .. , 
T s t a l  7.663 2..90 35,321 . 2,429 0.B7 . . b.32 4.61 .... \kc, s.:&i. :..: 

... . .  ,g& 
.. . . ."v.>..-".~ 

J.?>-~ 
.? _.. 
.: . . 
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Table 1 7 .  Expanded Summary Duck Harvest By Planning U n i t  (1972 - 73) 

~ Percent Total Average Average Average 
Tot a1 Hunters Days Total Daily Season DaY9 

Unit Hunters Per Uni t  Afield Barvest Bag Bag Afield 

1 . . . .  . .  . .  3,175 10r722._. . .  18,333 25,225 1.38 1 7.94 5.77 . 

6 .  I. s 997 L L , ~ L D  39,141 1.85 7.95"' -.. ... , .  

.,; 
. . 

Statewide 
Total 29,612 l i . 2 1  178,120 331,135 1.86 

. . 

I 
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Table 18.  Expanded Summary Mallard Duck Harvest By Plannj.ng Unit (1972 - 73) :if&:,,, <*.<'~ 

Total 
Total Days Total 

Unit Hunters Afield Harvest 

Statewide 
Total 29,612 178,120 156,359 .0.88 

~ .,. ... , - isw4?. 
;.$;?:P 
.,ICT... ,., ,< . . 

:f.. ,  , 
::<?:. , 
- .  



Table 19. Expanded Suunnary Woad Duck Harvest By Planning Unic (1972 - 73) 

Total Average Average 
Total Days Tota .1 Daily Season 

, . Unit Hunters  field Harvest Bag Bag 
4 :  .' . . .  ,175 

18,333 10,273 0.56 3.24 *' 
.& 
ba. 2 9,840 79.369 39,324 0.50 4.00 
L:: 
.- 
'I:; 

. ~ 

-.. . .  , ,rj 
S tarewide ..... ,- 
Total 29,612 178,120 115,699 0.65 3.5% 

. . : . .  i . . .  , ,- . . . .  ...... . ~ 
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Table 20. Expanded Summary Other Duck Harvest By Planning Unit (1972 - 73) 

,;t. : 
i ,.. .. Total Average Average 
i . - & : ' .  . Total Days Total Daily Seascpn 

, . : .3- 
Unit Hunters Afield Harvest Bag Bag 

:+ , . 

1 3,175 18,333 3,889 0.21 1.22 
?S 

. : . , , . .:I 

*:T~ 
5 .... r . :  .". 1,615 ...-: ,,:$ 1" 2,452 :: e ,  11,449 0 . 1 4 .  0.66 ~. . '!>pa 

, I 
, ,.. ..:,.- 

. . . . . . . . .  6 4,997 c i.;':.. 21,516 17,610 ;>'.%Jv': ' 0.82 3.52“. ,..-y..: 
S - - - . -. - 

~ . . .  .. ~ ~ ~ ..... ... ?. 
a *".? 
. , .  

Statewide 
Total 29,612 178.120 59.107 . . 0.33 2.08 
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, Game and Fish C 

P. 0. BOX 451 . PHONE N. MISSISSIPPI 39205 

7 PRANCIS S. BOWLlNQ 
i S"lil"Y** WILLIAM LOWE WALLER WILLIAM WlNTER 

J*S*.SO* BOYERNOR L IBUTLNANI  GOVERNOR 

JOHN H .  VAUQHT 
V1SI CHAIRMAN i OXIDRD AVERY WOOD 

i W. H. ALLEN D111STOI OP COMS=llVITIO 

I JASKaOW 

NOLAN CLARK 
; WA"NI.ao.0 

TOM W. CLEVELAND 
i J A C X M N  

COMMISSIONERS 

KIRBY P. F A U C m E  
TUPELO 

HERSHEL W.  HOWELL 
WATEI) "ALL*" 

L .  D. McDADE 
DeKALS 

SAM V. MORSE 
GULFPORT 

*ILLY NASH 
HATCHET 

J. E. WOLFE 
CLSVLLIND 

Dear Sportsman: 

The Miss i s s ipp i  Game and Fish  Commission n ads your help. You have 
been se lec ted  a s  a r ep resen ta t ive  hunter t fu rn i sh  us information 
concerning the  1972 - 73 hunting season. 

The purpose of t h i s  survey is t o  obta in  a easonable es t imate  of 
hunter e f f o r t  and game harves t  f o r  the s e a  on j u s t  concluded. In-  
formation supplied by you and other  s e l e c t  d hunters  w i l l  a s s i s t  us 
i n  managing our game resources f o r  the  gre t e s t  publ ic  benef i t .  i 
For accura te  r e s u l t s ,  the information is n eded from everyone 
rece iv ing  a ques t ionnai re  a s  only a l i m i t e  number of hunters can 
be contacted. You can be of a s s i s t ance  t o  us even i f  you d id  not 
hunt, o r  were unsuccessful  i n  your e f f o r t s  i 
Please f i l l  i n  the  enclosed ques t ionnai re  s accura te ly  a s  poss ib le  
and r e t u r n  i t  i n  the self- addressed envelo e. N o p o s t s a e  
reauired.  i 
Our records a r e  o f t e n  d i f f i c u l t  t o  read an we apologize i f  your 
name o r  address has been misspelled. t 
A prompt r e p l y  w i l l  be s i n c e r e l y  apprec1atc)d. 

Yours f o r  b e t t e r  conservation,  

Averv k!ik@Q 
~ i r e c t o r  \of Conservation 

Enc . 

i 
I 
I 
i I 
i 

Figure 1 1 



,OMMISSIONERS 

FRANCIS  5.  BOWLING 
C N A I I H A N  

JACI.ON 

J O H N  H .  VAUOHT 
VICS C H A I R M A N  

OIPOtlO 

W .  H.  ALLEN 
J*Ct'.iO*l 

NOLAN CLARK * 
W I I H E S B D R O  

TOM W. CLEVELAND 
I A C I S O N  

G a m e  and Fish Cornrnission 
S T A T E  O F  M I S S I S S I P P I  

P 0. BOX 451 . PHONE 354-7333 . JACKSON. MISSISSIPPI 30205 tOMM15510NERS I 
K I R B Y  P FAUCETTE 

WILL IAM WlNTER TUPELO 
WILL IAM L O W E  WALLER 

eovERNQm HERSHEL B. HOWELL 
W*TER".LLE" 

L. D .  MsDADE 
A V E R I  WOOD 

DIRECTOR OF CONSLI1"ITION 

DEKALB 

SAM Y .  MORSE 
e"LFP0RT 

BILLY N A S H  
HATCHEL 

J .  E WOLFE 

Fellow Sportsman: 

Recently we mailed you a Hunder Questionnaire and requested that 
you fill out and return the dompleted form. In case you have 
misplaced the original form, or haven't had an opportunity to 
complete it as yet, we are enclosing a duplicate and request that 
you take a few minutes to coqplete and return it in the enclosed 
addressed, postage-paid enve2ope. 

The information supplied by yiou is for the purpose of managing 
our game resources for the gneatest public benefit. Please fill 
in the appropriate blanks and' return it even if you did not hunt, 

--. or were not very successful in your efforts. We need your response 
to assure a high percentage of returns which are necessary because 
the number of hunters we are contacting is relatively small. 

If you have already returned the original questionnaire please 
disregard this letter. 

Your prompt reply will be sincerely appreciated. 

Averv w o k  I 
~irector o\f Conservation I 
Enclosure 



3MMISSIONER8 

FRANCIS S .  B O W L I N G  
6**11*1* 

J16%.0N 

JOHN H. VAUONT 
YIC. S**,"Y** 

OX.0"D 

W.  H .  ALLEN 
1ASK.OM 

BRUCT:BRADY 
."00"W*Y** 

NOLAN CLARK 
WI"YI . .OI ID 

Game and Fish Commission 
S T A T E  OF M I S S I S S I P P I  

P. 0. BOX 451 . PHONE SS4-7335 . JACKSON. MISSISSIPPI 38205 

W I L L I A M  L O W E  WALLER W I L L I A M  WINTER 
C.OY=IMON LLEUTLNANT GOVIIIMOR 

AVCRY WOOD 
0 I " I C I O R  OF SOII.IRVI.IlON 

Dear Sportsman: 

The State Game and Fish Codasion is striving to provide quality 
hunting for Mississippi epoztsmen. While not wanting to impose, 
we are depending on you to help us evaluate hunting activity and 
success for the 1972 - 73 hunting season. 
Another copy of the questionnaire is enclosed which we hope you 
will complete and return as soon as possible in the enclosed 
addressed, postage-paid envelope. If you have already returned 
a guestionnaire, please disregard t E s  notice. - 

COM1118.)1014lIrS 

TOM W C L E V L L A N l  

I A C * ~ " "  

KIRBY P F A V C F T T I  

TUPELO 

L D UCDADF. 

DEKALB 

S A M  V MORSE 
TULFPOII 

J O E L  TENNVJON 
EMAOLESTOW 

J E WOLFE 
SLEYTL AND 

Remember, you can be of assistance even if you did not hunt or 
were not successful in your efforts. We need and will appreciate . 
your cooperation. 

.e 
I 

Director &f:onsc,rv:1L: Ion 

Enclosures 



STATE OF MISSISSIPP~I 1972 - 73 HUNTER OUESTIONNAIRE 

IDENTIFICATION 

INSTRUCTIONS: Please f i l l  m n  this fonn completely. fb?port 

only gane taken by you. DO NOT report the k i l l  of anyone 
wI10 might have beet, with yoto. If you hutlted more than one 

kind of ymne on a particular day couht i t  as a day for each type 

of game you hunted. Even i f  you did not hunt this season 

please answer westion one and return the form. 

I. Did you hunt during tha 1972 - 73 hunting se on in Mississippi? Yes I 1 No I I 1 I 
If you did hunt. please f i l l  in the blanks for each animal you hunted i n  Mississippi during the mason. 3!. :::? 

.'1 

. L ,: ... $2 
2. Did you hunt dwr7 Yes ( 1 -t. . - ~. 

L - 
3. Did you hunt ducks? Yes ( 1 No I 11 

~, 

I 
.f 

TOTAL DAYS ~ U N T E D  I COUNTY WHICH YOU HUNTED MOST I TOTAL KILL . ..> 

I I I ~ ' S  . :  I . . 

WATERFOWL 
ON HOW MANY DAYS DID YOU HUNT DUCKS?- 

I O Y I 3 I A U L  

PLANNING UNITS 

F i g u r e  5 






