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PA: Eveland, his critical report create buzz By Deborah Weisberg Southwest Correspondent 

Outdoor News, Inc  

Pittsburgh - Independent wildlife biologist John Eveland likens what he calls the decimation of 

Pennsylvania's white-tailed deer herd to the elimination of bison from the Great Plains and 

elephants from Africa's Savannah. 

Described by some as given to extremes and self-aggrandizement, Eveland has allied himself 

with the Allegheny County Sportsmen's League in the state's deer wars, laying blame for "the 

disappearance" of the commonwealth's flagship species on politics, "a green certification scam," 

and the Pennsylvania Game Commission's kowtowing to a non-hunting agenda. 

"They're not ‘Bluebirds R Us,' they're the Game Commission ... yet they've devastated the deer 

herd for ovenbirds and snowshoe hares," said Eveland, 64, of Delmont. 

"This is a crime, and they should be held accountable for it." 

Eveland hunts in Columbia County, where he was raised, and said he began to notice a drop in 

deer numbers around 2005, a few years after the Game Commission instituted its plan to 

cultivate trophy bucks and spur forest regeneration through antler restrictions and culling of 

does. 

"I told my wife, ‘Something doesn't feel right. This new plan smells bad,'" said Eveland, who 

tried - unsuccessfully - to win state lawmakers' support to perform an assessment. 

More recently, he approached members of the Game Commission board, including its president 

Jay Delaney, of Wilkes-Barre. 



"Every single sportsman in the state is entitled to their opinion. I spoke to John Eveland, and I 

think every commissioner spoke with him, and I think there will be more discussions with him," 

Delaney said. 

"But that doesn't mean we will adhere to his information or agree with his conclusions. What 

each of the commissioners does with his information is up to them." 

Commissioner Bob Schlemmer, of the southwest region, also was circumspect, but said that of 

the 25 hunter e-mails he averages a day, "a lot of them are not too happy," and he characterized 

Eveland as "no dummy." 

Eveland is calling on the commission to go back to separate buck and doe seasons, dump 

antlerless allocations, and return to a county, rather than the current wildlife management, unit-

based system. 

Eveland also proposes creating forest-management units that would keep habitat in various 

stages of growth 

He feels competent to assess, claiming he did ground-breaking work on black bears and elk 

while employed 40 years ago by Penn State University. 

After earning an undergraduate degree in forestry and a graduate degree in wildlife biology 

there, he said he joined the research faculty and developed a bear-management plan for the Game 

Commission, and later performed elk research for what is now the Pennsylvania Department of 

Conservation and Natural Resources. 

Cal DuBrock, the Game Commission's wildlife management director since 1991, disputes 

Eveland's role in commission programs. Aside from collecting field data as a graduate student in 

1969 and '70 and including bear-management suggestions in his thesis, DuBrock said, "I can find 

no record of any bear-management plan or any species-management plan authored by Eveland." 

As for elk, DuBrock said Eveland was one of several Penn State folks who helped the 

commission with early elk counts but was not part of the habitat-oriented elk initiative developed 

in 1980. 

Eveland's qualifications have been debated on hunting-related websites, and a former Eveland 

colleague who spoke on condition of anonymity described him as smart, "but not always able to 

process information properly." 

He said Eveland "likes to blow his own horn." His motivation for jumping into deer wars, the 

source said, may in part be "sour grapes." 

Eveland lost a bid in 2009 to conduct an audit of the Game Commission's deer program, which 

state legislators instead awarded to the nonprofit Wildlife Management Institute of Virginia. 



Although WMI came in with a much lower bid, Eveland claims WMI got the contract because 

the institute's vice president Scot Williamson had been part of the Game Commission working 

group that in 1998 helped craft the current deer-management plan. 

Eveland also alleges that then-Rep. Dave Levdansky, D-Pittsburgh - the legislator who initially 

called for the audit - "rigged" the proposal in the Game Commission's favor. 

Eveland claims Levdansky wanted to see the Game and Fish & Boat commissions merged under 

DCNR, which was eager for reduced deer herds because it had its own agenda - earning green 

certification for timber harvested on millions of acres of state forests from the California-based 

Scientific Certification Systems. 

"The company's regional representative Bryon Shissler could have recommended acid-rain 

reduction or liming the forests, but instead he recommended deer reduction because he has spent 

his entire career culling deer herds," Eveland said. 

"DCNR has no authority to change deer management, so it went to the Game Commission." 

Audubon Pennsylvania jumped on the bandwagon, Eveland said, "because it recognized an 

opportunity to further a biodiversity agenda." 

The Allegheny County Sportsmen's League paints a similar picture. "At the 1999 Audubon deer 

conference you had Cal DuBrock, Gary Alt, Bryon Shissler, Scot Williamson, and Cindy Dunn 

of Audubon, who's now with DCNR," said former league president Mike Maranche. 

"That conference was the inaugural celebration of the deer- management plan, and here we are 

today with no deer in the big woods." 

Levdansky, who lost his re-election bid last fall, said that while agricultural and timber industries 

have always tried to pressure the Game Commission to minimize impacts from deer, allegations 

of a grand conspiracy, and any deer audit-rigging on his part, are ridiculous. 

And while he noted that the Game Commission has a statutory obligation to manage wildlife in 

the interests of all Pennsylvanians, and not just hunters, as a hunter himself, Levdansky concurs 

that deer counts are too low - "drastically, in some places" - and urged the commission to "fine-

tune its current program." 

He applauded deer-management changes the commission implemented last year as a good start, 

and said he would like to see sportsmen work collaboratively, not contentiously, with the 

commission going forward. 

"Attacking the agency's integrity and motives doesn't earn anyone respect," Levdansky said. 



Eveland's 34-page report "An Independent Scientific Investigation of the Pennsylvania Game 

Commission's Deer Reduction Program" and corresponding video are sponsored by the ACSL at 

www.acsl-pa.org . 

   

   


