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MARI E CROSLEY, Natural Resource Speciali st
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Anchor age, Al aska

POSI TI ON  STATEMENT: During discussion of HB 531, answered
questi ons.
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ACTI ON NARRATI VE

TAPE 04-22, SIDE A
Number 0001

CO- CHAIR BEVERLY MASEK called the House Resources Standing
Commttee neeting to order at 1:57 p.m Represent ati ves Masek
Dahl strom Gatto, Heinze, Stepovich, WlIlf, CGuttenberg, and
Kerttula were present at the call to order

HB 531- CONVENTI ONAL & NONCONVENTI ONAL GAS LEASES

CO CHAI R MASEK announced that the first order of business would
be HOUSE BILL NO 531, "An Act relating to natural gas
exploration and developnent and to nonconventional gas, and
anendi ng the section under which shallow natural gas |eases nay
be issued; and providing for an effective date."

Nunmber 0085
CO-CHAIR DAHLSTROM npved that the conmmittee rescind its action
in reporting CSHB 531, Version 23-LS1818\V, Chenoweth, 4/15/04,

from comrittee on April 16, 2004. There being no objection
Version V was before the committee.
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[Although the notion originally referred to Version U the
commttee, before taking any action on Anendnent 1, corrected
the notion to refer to Version V.]

CO-CHAIR MASEK noted that Representative Kerttula wanted to
of fer amendnents.

REPRESENTATI VE KERTTULA offered [Anmendnent 1], which read
[original punctuation provided]:

Page 39, Line 31 - Page 40, Line 11
Delete all material and insert:

"(3) for a nonconventional gas |ease, rights
under the reservation as set out in AS 38.05.125 may
not be exercised under the |ease unless

(A) the owner and the state and its
| essees, successors, or assigns reach a prior
witten agreenent under which the state and its
| essees, successors, or assigns nmay enter upon
the land in the exercise of the reserved right;
only one witten agreenent authorizing entry onto
the land may be required under this subparagraph
to authorize activity by the state and its
| essees, successors, or assigns, or by their
agents, attorneys, and servants as allowed under
this subsection; an agreenent entered into under
t hi s subparagraph is

(i) for the duration of the
peri od of production or recovery
operations unless the parties agree to

a different duration; and

(ii) a covenant running with

t he | and;

(B) the director, after notice and an
opportunity to be heard, determnes that, to
exercise rights wunder the reservation and the
| ease, the |essee has no other reasonable neans
of entry than access and entry upon the |and of

the owner; the Iessee has the burden of
denonstrating conpliance with this subparagraph
and

(C the state, its |essees, successors,
or assigns nmake provisions to pay the owner of
the land full paynment for all danages sustained
by the owner by reason of entering upon the |and
for the purpose of exercising rights under the
| ease, by posting a surety bond determ ned by the
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owner and by the state, its |essees, successors,
or assigns to be sufficient as to form anount
and security to secure to the owner paynent for
all damages, subject to the foll ow ng:
(i) if a provision of this
subpar agraph conflicts with a
requi renent of AS 38.05.130, the
provi sion of this subparagraph
prevails; and
(1i) in addition to the coverage
for actual damages required by AS
38.05. 130 or this subparagraph, as
appropriate, the parties shall make
provi sion for paynent of reasonable
conpensation to the owner for any | oss
by the owner of the owner's use and
enj oynent of the property.”

REPRESENTATI VE KERTTULA expl ained that since the |egislation has
been changed to refer to nonconventional gas rather than shall ow
natural gas, the owner and the state need to reach a prior
witten agreenent so that people can enter upon the I|and. She
acknowl edged that it's wundecided with regard to whether such
prior witten agreenment can be required. She further
acknow edged concern regarding how stringently to require it in
order that it remains constitutional. "But ny reading on this
is that | would rather that the |andowners have this power and
that if there is going to be a lawsuit, that they're the ones
that start out holding the right," she opined. Therefore, this
anendnent is to place the authority in the hands of the
| andowners.

REPRESENTATI VE STEPOVI CH asked if the agreenment would be in lieu
of paynent as well.

REPRESENTATI VE KERTTULA answered that such would have to be a
separate agreenent. [ Avendnment 1] nerely requires witten
agreenent before anyone can enter the |and.

REPRESENTATI VE STEPOVICH inquired as to whether Amendnent 1 is
constitutional.

Nunber 0365
MARI E CROSLEY, Natural Resource Specialist, Dvision of Gl &

Gas, Departnment of Natural Resources (DNR), deferred to the
Depart ment of Law.
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CO CHAIR MASEK noted that there was not a representative from
t he Departnent of Law.

REPRESENTATI VE KERTTULA acknowl edged that there wll be a
constitutional issue because of the reserved rights, but she
felt that it's nore appropriate to place the property owners in
the top position.

REPRESENTATI VE KERTTULA related that Amendnent 1 was offered in
the subcommittee, but it was the desire of the chair [of the
subconmmittee] to hold it and place it before the full conmttee.

REPRESENTATI VE HEI NZE asked if there is any way to determ ne
whet her Anendnent 1 would be constitutional or not.

COCHAIR MASEK recalled the testinony of Jack Chenoweth,
Attorney, Legislative Legal and Research Services, and Mark
Myers, Director, Division of Ol & Gas, at a prior hearing when
they said it would be unconstitutional.

REPRESENTATI VE KERTTULA interjected that M. Chenoweth was
concerned, but didn't know how the courts wll rule on
[ Anendnent 1] because there is no case |law on the matter.

REPRESENTATI VE KERTTULA opined that adoption of Amendnent 1
would be a strong statenent that the comrittee believes the
property owners should be in the driver's seat. She noted that
she has a possible conflict of interest on any coal bed nethane
matter because her famly owns property that may be in the
| easi ng area.

Nunmber 0916

REPRESENTATI VE STEPOVICH comrented that he |liked the idea
enconpassed in Amendnent 1, but was concerned with regard to
wasting tinme and noney if it's wunconstitutional. He said he
would like to here from other conmttee nenbers on the matter of
passing |l egislation that may be frivol ous.

REPRESENTATI VE GATTO inquired as to what would happen if the
anendnent was determ ned to be unconstitutional

REPRESENTATI VE KERTTULA said that the state could choose not to

enforce it or it <could be severed from the rest of the
| egi sl ati on. Representative Kerttula said she understands the
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concern, but wthout any case law directly on the matter it
woul d be nore appropriate to adopt Anmendnment 1.

REPRESENTATI VE WOLF opined that there are probably people in the
Legislative Legal and Research Division and the Attorney
Ceneral's Ofice who could answer whether Anendnent 1 is
constitutional. Therefore, he requested that Anmendnent 1 be
wi t hdrawn until the answer can be obtai ned.

REPRESENTATI VE KERTTULA declined to withdraw t he amendnent.
Number 1133

REPRESENTATI VE HEI NZE remarked that the entire coal bed nethane
i ssue seens to boil down to the people [property owners], their

| and, and their rights. "I know we're in murky waters right
now, but if there's a clarity out there sonmewhere and it

puts the people in the driver's seat, ... that's what this is
all about ...," she opined.

CO- CHAIR DAHLSTROM commented that those committee nenbers not
present last Friday are at a disadvantage because they didn't
here M. Chenoweth's statenents. Al t hough M. Chenoweth didn't
specifically say that Anendnent 1 would be unconstitutional, he
gave the strong inpression that there would be many problens.
Co- Chair Dahlstrom related her understanding that M. Chenoweth
was suggesting that the conmttee "not act in that manner."

REPRESENTATI VE GUTTENBERG remi nded the conmttee that voters,
citizens, and |andowers of the state have voiced strong
objection to [their] Jlack of involvenent 1in the process.
Barring any clear |egal opinion, property owners deserve to have
a say in who enters their property and barring that, to also
have their day in court. Therefore, he felt that this mght be
a good place to nake the bright |ine decision.

REPRESENTATI VE STEPOVICH related that the surface owners, the
property owners, and the subsurface owners, the state, wll be
conpeting to sell the resources.

COCHAIR MASEK interjected that Amendnent 1 would also be
probl ematic with the Statehood Act.

CO- CHAI R DAHLSTROM turned to a nenorandum M. Chenoweth sent to

the Senate Resources Standing Conmmttee, from which she read the
fol | ow ng:
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Taken together, the state nust abide by provisions of
federal law, the Al aska Statehood Act, and State
Constitutional provisions under which the state has
consented to the ternms and conditions applicable to
Statehood Act land grants and has a constitutiona
obligation to provide what | believe would be
determned by the court to amount to a guaranteed
access to the resources that wunderlay those |and
grants. To the extent that the property owner's bill
of rights would propose to nmake access to those
resources fully dependent on the surface owner's prior

witten consent, it woul d raise questions of
conpliance with ternms and conditions of the Statehood
Act .

CO CHAI R DAHLSTROM remar ked that there has been no di scussion of
the subsurface rights on the North Slope, although subsurface
rights across the state will be inpacted by this.

REPRESENTATI VE KERTTULA reiterated that there isn't a clear
answer regarding whether Amendnent 1 is unconstitutional. M.
Chenoweth woul d've said it was if that was the case, she noted.
Therefore, she said she didn't believe Anendnent 1 is frivol ous.
She reiterated her belief that the property owners should "have
the leg up” in this situation.

CO CHAI R DAHLSTROM obj ected to Anendnent 1.

A roll <call vote was taken. Representati ves Quttenberg,
Kerttula, and Gatto voted in favor of the adoption Amendnment 1.
Representatives WIlf, Lynn, Dahlstrom Masek, Heinze, and
St epovi ch voted against it. Therefore, Anmendnent 1 failed by a
vote of 3-6.

REPRESENTATI VE STEPOVICH reiterated that he likes the idea of
Amendnment 1, and added that perhaps in the future surface and
subsurface rights could be addressed.

Nunber 1812

REPRESENTATI VE KERTTULA noved that the conmittee adopt Anendnent
2, which read [original punctuation provided]:

Page 47, Line 31; after "AS 46.04.900(25)", insert,
"AS 46. 40. 205"

Page 48, Line 11 - Line 12; delete all |anguage

HOUSE RES COW TTEE - 8- April 19, 2004



CO- CHAI R MASEK obj ect ed.

REPRESENTATI VE KERTTULA rem nded the commttee that part of what
the legislature did last year with SB 69 was to renove |ocal
control from these decisions through the coastal nanagenent
program However, the entire leasing program no |longer falls
under the anbit of coastal zone review and the coastal zone
managenent program has been changed significantly. Therefore

the first part of Amendnent 2 would bring coastal |easing back
under sone sort of coastal zone managenent review. She then
turned to the second part of Amendnent 2 and page 48, |ines 11-
12, of Version V. The |anguage on page 48, lines 11-12,
basically says that |ease applications under the old shallow
natural gas program that were received by DNR before January 1,
2004, would proceed as under the old program  Therefore, about
80,000 acres would be left under the old program She clarified
that these applications haven't been processed or approved, and
therefore she opined that any applications should have to cone
under any new program that the legislature institutes.
Amendnent 2 woul d provide the state nore control, she noted.

Nunber 1952

V. CROSLEY acknow edged that DNR has received certain
applications prior to the Decenber 31st deadline. From the
departnment's perspective, it's an issue of fairness, she opined.
She informed the committee that there are five applicants,
including Usibelli Coal Mne, Inc., and Holitna Energy who have
filed shallow gas applications prior to the deadline. The
| eases would've normally already have been issued under the
exi sting program but DNR put in place a noratorium and began a
public process to address concerns held by the public.
Therefore, DNR felt it was fair to grandfather in |ease
applications filed by a certain date. The specified date is
necessary in order to avoid any party from taking advantage of
what ever the | egislature decides.

CO- CHAI R DAHLSTROM asked if the cutoff dates coincide with the
dates specified in the legislation, which Arendnent 2 would
del et e.

M5. CROSLEY said that Version V mrrors the cutoff dates DNR

t hought would be fair. In further response to Co-Chair
Dahl strom M. Crosley confirned that the |anguage on page 48,
lines 11-12, should remain in the |egislation. In response to
Representati ve Gut t enber g, MVs. Crosl ey specified t hat
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approximately 157,000 acres wuld be inpacted by this
nor at ori um The acreage is in the Matanuska-Susitna Valley,
Heal y, and Hol it na.

Nunber 2154
CO CHAI R DAHLSTROM obj ected to Amendnent 2.
REPRESENTATI VE KERTTULA said she respected what Ms. Crosley is

saying. However, she rem nded the commttee that the noratorium
is arbitrary to begin wth. She reiterated that 80,000 acres

are in the Matanuska-Susitna Vall ey. If there's a concern with
regard to a certain geographic area, perhaps a geographic area
needs to be exenpt. “I think that, again, it's a really
inportant statenent that we expect this program to change
because it <certainly hasn't worked for our citizens," she
remar ked.

REPRESENTATI VE GUTTENBERG asked if M. Crosley has been in any
di scussion wth the |ease applicants regarding the status of
their | ease. He asked if the |lease applicants are looking to
wi thdraw their |ease or change the conditions of it if the
situation were to change.

MS. CROSLEY said she didn't believe so, and therefore she didn't
know what woul d happen if the situation changed.

Nunmber 2276

REPRESENTATI VE GATTO declared a conflict of interest because he
is a resident of the WMatanuska-Susitna Valley and has |eases
under his property.

COCHAIR MASEK remnded the commttee that there was an
objection to Anendnment 2, and therefore requested a roll call.

A roll call vote was taken. Representatives Kerttula, Gatto

Hei nze, and Quttenberg voted in favor of the adoption of
Amendnment 2. Representatives Lynn, Stepovich, Masek, Dahl strom
and WIf voted against it. Therefore, Anendnent 2 failed by a
vote of 4-5.

Nunber 2349
COCHAIR DAHLSTROM noved to report CSHB 531, Version 23-

LS1818\V, Chenoweth, 4/15/04, out of <conmttee again wth
i ndi vi dual recommendati ons and t he acconpanyi ng fiscal notes.
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REPRESENTATI VE LYNN obj ect ed.

A roll call vote was taken. Representatives Gatto, Heinze,
Stepovich, WlIlf, CQuttenberg, Kerttula, WMsek, and Dahlstrom
voted in favor of reporting Version V from conmmttee again.
Representative Lynn voted against it. Therefore, CSHB 531(RES),
Version V, was again reported out of the House Resources
Standing Conm ttee by a vote of 8-1.

The conmittee took an at-ease from2:32 p.m to 2:37 p.m

SB 329- NUI SANCE MOOSE

CO- CHAI R MASEK announced that the next order of business would
be CS FOR SENATE BILL NO 329(RES), "An Act relating to contro
of nui sance noose."

Nunmber 2449

SENATOR CON BUNDE, Al aska State Legislature, sponsor by request
of the Al aska Moose Federation, informed the commttee that sone
years ago 190 noose were killed in the Anchorage area. The
aforenentioned led him to hold public hearings regarding the
notion of having a special hunt in order to reduce the nunber of
noose. A substantial nunber of people canme out and testified
that they didn't want the npose hunted. Al t hough the public
seened to have a high level of tolerance for the public being
injured by noose, the public didn't address the npose being
i njured.

SENATOR BUNDE explained that the Alaska Mose Federation
proposes that if there is a problem nui sance nbose in one area,
the npose could be transported to another area rather than be
killed. The commttee substitute (CS) before the conmttee is a
conprom se between the Al aska Mose Federation and the Al aska
Departnent of Fish & Gane (ADF&S . This legislation would allow
ADF&G to authorize a private group or individuals to relocate
nui sance noose from urban to rural areas. He specified that a
nui sance noose is defined as a nobose located in area of human
concentration that poses a significant risk to the health,
safety, or economc well being of the people in the area. The
group relocating the nbose wll cover the relocation costs and
the state is protected against any Iliability arising from
actions taken by the group. Senat or Bunde pointed out that the
commttee packet includes information from the Alaska Moose
Federation, which details the high nunber of noose-related
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trooper calls as well as w de support for the legislation. The
packet also contains the opinions of three biologists regarding
the relocation of npose. While all three biologists have vast
experience with wldlife mnagenent, one nust renenber the
followi ng: adult noose relocation progranms in the US and Al aska
have been successful; ADF&G nust approve any private group's
pl an; ADF&G has experience darting large aninmals; there is
appropriate liability protection [for the state]; the programis
conducted at no cost to the state; people are killed and injured
by noose and the financial costs are great; and the legislature
is responsible for protecting Alaskans and its wldlife.
Senat or Bunde reiterated that there is a wide variety of support
[included in the comm ttee packet].

Nunber 2760

REPRESENTATI VE WOLF surmised that under this program urban
dwel ling nobose would be transferred to rural wlderness areas.
Therefore, he inquired as to whether disease would be spread
with these relocation efforts.

SENATOR BUNDE deferred to ADF&G but noted that to his know edge
there aren't any conmuni cabl e di seases invol vi ng noose.

REPRESENTATI VE WOLF mai ntai ned his concern with the possibility
of transm ssion of disease through these relocation efforts.

Number 2870

REPRESENTATI VE LYNN posed a situation in which a darted noose
dies in transport to its new |ocation. He asked if the neat
would be edible and would be given to charity in such a
ci rcunst ance.

SENATOR BUNDE specified that neat from a noose that has been
darted shouldn't be consumed by humans for 45 days. He
acknow edged that sone relocated noose wll die during
rel ocation, although he pointed out that currently all nuisance
noose die and in this case the relocated nobose could provide
"brood stock."

REPRESENTATIVE LYNN inquired as to how a hunter would know
whet her 45 days had passed since a nobose he or she killed was
dart ed.

SENATOR BUNDE answered that darted aninmals are collared and
tagged so that a hunter would know not to eat the neat.
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TAPE 04-22, SIDE B

REPRESENTATI VE GATTO requested that Senator Bunde walk the
commttee through a scenario in which a nuisance npose is
ultimately rel ocated.

SENATOR BUNDE posed a scenario in which a noose is frequenting a
schoolyard, or other location in which the noose could be a
danger to human |life and health. The ADF&G is called and the
noose is |abeled as a nuisance nbose. Assunming that the Al aska
Mbose Federation is the entity that transports the nvoose, the
noose is darted, tagged, and placed in wheeled transportation
and transported to the release site if on the road system | f
the release site isn't on the road system helicopter transport
woul d occur.

REPRESENTATI VE GATTO related his understanding that there would
be a holding facility so that the npose would have tine to
nmet abol i ze the darting chemcal, and therefore would be able to
recover prior to being rel ocated.

SENATOR BUNDE said that the Alaska Zoo has offered its
facilities to do what Representative Gatto descri bed. However,
he specified that he didn't view that as an extended hol ding
area but rather an area for a two- or three-day stay.

Number 2829

REPRESENTATI VE HEINZE said she finds it interesting that the
Al aska State Constitution nandates npbose nmanagenent by sustai ned
yield principles and npbose are considered a natural resource
owned by all Al askans. She inquired as to why it took the
pi peline being shot at for Alaska Muose Federation to be
f ounded.

SENATOR BUNDE answered that he didn't know.

REPRESENTATI VE GUTTENBERG rel ated his understanding from ADF&G
that when noose are relocated habitat sustainability is critica
for the relocation area. Therefore, he inquired as to where the
noose woul d be relocated. He also inquired as to whether it's a
situation in which the [priority] is to renove the noose from
the area in which it's causing a problem

SENATOR BUNDE responded that ADF&G will determne the area to
whi ch the noose will be rel ocated. He explained that there is
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the desire to relocate noose to areas where the habitat wll
sustain nore aninals and there is a |low density of popul ation.
There is also the desire to nove the noose from harm s way.

REPRESENTATI VE WOLF restated his earlier question regarding the
transportati on of disease by noose.

Number 2645

MATT ROBUS, Director, Division of WIldlife Conservation, Al aska
Departnment of Fish & Gane (ADF&G), said that he didn't know of
any commonly found diseases that would be of concern. However,
ADF&G woul d take interest in any noose that didn't | ook healthy.
He predicted that once such a noose is identified, he didn't
beli eve that nobose would be relocated. In further response to
Representative WIlf, he explained that CSSB 329(RES) is the
result of neetings with the Alaska Myose Federation and the
sponsor because ADF&G was concerned with regard to how such a
program woul d draw off staff and fiscal resources. The current

| egislation illustrates one of the agreenents reached, which is
the third-party organization wll have to agree to pay the
state's costs and illustrate that it can pay those costs prior
to entering the project. However, how this wll actually work

between the third party and the departnment is yet to be
determned. He related that one scenario could be a third-party
organi zation wth qualified individuals, and therefore the
third-party organization would have the program on its own and
the departnment would nerely help identify which nobose are to be
consi dered nui sances and where those npbose should be rel ocated.
Anot her scenario could be one in which ADF&G coul d possi bly have
sone personnel involved, but the third-party organization would
rei nburse the departnent for it's staff tine. This all depends
upon the nature of the agreenment, the size of the project, and
things yet to be determ ned.

REPRESENTATI VE GATTO asked if the npose would be darted when
pi cked up and again when relocated fromthe zoo.

MR. ROBUS said that he hasn't been involved with noving noose or
any other aninmal that size without immobilizing it. Al t hough
there may be nechanical techniques that could be utilized to get
the noose in the trailers, he indicated that there could be two
i mmobi |i zati on peri ods.

Nunber 2482
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REPRESENTATI VE GATTO asked if performng this relocation effort
and staging the npose at the zoo during the rut would be
probl emati c.

MR. ROBUS answered that during the rut one would need to take
care if placing nmultiple npbose of different sex in the sane
hol di ng area. There would have to be sone careful big gane
managenent considerations during that tine of the year.

REPRESENTATI VE GATTO commented that the goal is to ensure that
the state doesn't end up spending a |lot of nobney for a nuisance
noose when the aninmal could easily be dispatched in place and
the neat distributed to the charities.

MR. ROBUS related that when aninmals nove into the Anchorage area
and becone nuisances, it is typically during the w nter season
and probably post-rut. M. Robus related ADF&G s concern that
[rel ocation efforts] done in |late winter when the animals are in
the worst condition of the year nean that the noose wll
probably do the worst in terns of capture nortality.

Number 2378

REPRESENTATI VE STEPOVICH inquired as to the qualifications
necessary to nobve noose.

MR. ROBUS answered that he didn't believe there to be hard and
fast qualifications, except in the area of handling the drugs
i nvol ved. Due to the types of drugs used, a veterinarian wll
have to be in charge of the drugs. The aforenentioned could be
performed wunder the departnent's authority and third-party
i ndividuals work under t hat unbrella or a third-party
organi zation could have a separate operation with veterinarian
help that qualifies to possess and di spense the necessary drugs.
In terms of laws, rules, and safety, the handling of the drugs
is the nost critical part of this whereas much of the handling
of the animals is nerely good practical sense. In further
response to Representative Stepovich, M. Robus pointed out that
the legislation specifies that there wll be a witten
application and proposal. He confirned that there could be nore
than one third-party organization and it could take on different
forms. Wth regard to a noose returning to the spot from which
it was taken, he suggested that there would be relatively little
problemw th it returning.

CO CHAI R DAHLSTROM decl ared a conflict of interest because she
is a menber of the advisory board for the Alaska Mose
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Feder ati on. Wth regard to nobose neat going to charities, Co-
Chair Dahlstrom said that the Al aska State Troopers have a |ist
of charities that are interested in npose neat. She rel ated
that many of those involved with the Al aska Mose Federation and
pronoting this program are individuals with a genuine |ove for
the ani mal s. She highlighted that the |egislation specifies on
page 1, lines 13-15, that the group(s) or individuals wll
reinmburse the state for all <costs incurred for relocating
nui sance noose. She further related that the folks she knows
who are involved in this all have professional veterinarians and
equi pnent . Furthernore, folks who raise these aninmals on an
ongoi ng basis undergo inspections and nust conply with state and
federal regul ations.

Nunber 2076

REPRESENTATI VE GUTTENBERG asked if there are regulations in
pl ace for this process.

MR. ROBUS replied yes, and explained that ADF&G has collecting
permts which allow the departnment to take and handle aninals
and there is a staff veterinarian who can hold and di spense the
necessary drugs. M. Robus noted that ADF&G staff go to
training. He said that it's a nmatter of regulations as well as
training, practice, and experti se.

REPRESENTATI VE GUTTENBERG asked if this is going to be a
statewi de effort or merely an Anchorage basin effort.

MR. ROBUS explained that in the negotiations that resulted in
CSSB 329(RES), everyone agreed that the legislation will be a
pilot effort for the Minicipality of Anchorage.

Number 1931

REPRESENTATIVE WOLF related  his understanding that are
approxi mately 190 noose in the Anchorage area.

MR ROBUS stated that in a winter such as this, there are
probably nearly 1,000 noose in the Anchorage bow .

REPRESENTATI VE WOLF questi oned how one organi zati on can take on
a task that size.

MR, ROBUS answered that he wasn't sure, but opined that's part

of why it's a pilot project. The question regardi ng whether the
nui sance noose problem can be whittled down over tine with this
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approach has yet to be seen. G ven the conprom se enconpassed
in CSSB 329(RES), ADF&G is willing to give this proposal a try
and possi bly even hel p sone noose popul ati ons.

REPRESENTATI VE WOLF renmarked that the idea has nerit, although
he felt that it would be nore economcal to provide npose neat
to [charitabl e organizations].

Nunber 1845

CO CHAI R MASEK announced that SB 329 woul d be hel d over

ADJ QURNVENT

There being no further business before the commttee, the House
Resources Standing Committee neeting was adjourned at 3:12 p.m
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