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PCSI TI ON  STATEMENT: During hearing on HB 256, objected to
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POSI TI ON STATEMENT:  (Opposed HB 256.
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DAVE LYON

Al aska Backcountry Hunters and Angl ers

Hormer, Al aska

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Opposed HB 256 as currently witten.
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PCOSI TI ON STATEMENT:  Opposed HB 256.

CHERI MJRPHY
Ket chi kan, Al aska
PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Opposed HB 256.

VAL GLOOSCHENKO
Anchor age, Al aska
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ACTI ON NARRATI VE

COCHAIR CARL GATTO called the House Resources Standing
Commttee neeting to order at 1:03:31 PM Represent ati ves
Kawasaki, Fairclough, WIson, Seaton, Roses, Edgnon, Gatto, and
Johnson were present at the call to order.

HB 256- ACTI VE GAME MANAGEMENT/ Al RBORNE SHOOTI NG

1: 04: 44 PM

CO CHAIR GATTO announced that the only order of business would
be HOUSE BILL NO 256, "An Act relating to active gane
managenent and to the airborne or sane day airborne taking of
certain gane aninals; making conformng anmendnents; and
providing for an effective date."

CO CHAIR JOHNSON noted that this is a very contentious issue and
the legislature is under fairly strict qguidelines about
interfering with adm nistrative hearings. He said legislators
can be involved, but must notify everyone involved with the
issue. As that relates to this case, there may or nmay not be an
adm ni strative hearing. He cautioned the conmttee and nenbers
testifying to strictly stick to the focus of their opinions. As
long as the commttee stays away from adm nistrative hearings
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that may or nmay not be happening in the future in its line of
guestioning it wll not run afoul of that particular ethics
statute and ruling.

1: 06: 52 PM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON asked whether this pertains to nenbers
tal king about the issues involved or talking about the hearing
itself.

CO- CHAIR JOHNSON said he believes that if the commttee stays
with the opinions and positions of the people that are [in the
roonj, w thout specifically dealing with issues that nmay or may
not be before any type of admnistrative hearing, the commttee
will be safe to proceed wi thout running afoul of the ethics |aw.

1: 07: 42 PM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON understood that Co-Chair Johnson said the
commttee nenbers' opinions, and that comittee nenbers cannot
di scuss issues that could be addressed in a possible hearing.
Must those issues be addressed in relation to each nenber's own
opi ni on, he asked.

CO- CHAIR JOHNSON said he is suggesting that everything heard
before the comrittee is the opinion of the speaker. The issues
which may or nmay not be involved in any future or present
adm nistrative hearing can be discussed as an opinion of the
person meking the statement, but not as part of the may-or-nmay-
not - be- happeni ng admi ni strati ve proceedi ngs.

1: 08: 53 PM

REPRESENTATI VE EDGVON request ed Representative Roses to speak on
this issue.

REPRESENTATI VE ROSES noted that the request is being nade of him
because he sits on the Select Commttee on Legislative Ethics

He explained that the ethics conmttee discussed that a
| egi sl ator cannot act as an individual's |egal advocate in an
adm nistrative hearing nor can a legislator help an individua

prepare his or her position for that adm nistrative hearing. He
said a legislator can consult with an individual ahead of tine
if the individual asks what he or she should do and advise the
individual on who to talk to or where to go. He said
| egislators are free to talk about their own opinions and free
to discuss any issue brought up by an individual speaking on the
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i ssue. He acknowl edged that the line 1is narrow between
di scussing an issue versus taking a firm position or |[egal
opi ni on.

1: 10: 36 PM

REPRESENTATI VE W LSON expressed her concern that there my be
times when not all commttee nenbers are aware of possible
proceedings in order to prevent thenselves from conmtting an
i nfracti on.

REPRESENTATI VE ROSES assured the conmittee that if an ethics
conplaint was filed against a nenber as a result of a conmttee
hearing such as this, it would probably not hold a Iot of water
because the point of a comrittee hearing is to discuss an issue
or bill and conmttee nenbers are not present to advocate on
behal f of any one individual or party involved in a dispute. He
cautioned that a conmttee nenber would not want to have a
di scussion in this room and then go out and advocate on behal f
of a particular individual or group in which a hearing is either
currently being held or going to be held.

1:12: 03 PM

CO- CHAI R JOHNSON described an exanple of a legislator calling a
department and talking to the conmm ssioner about an issue that

is under admnistrative review In that case, he said, the
| egi sl ator would be required to notify everyone involved in the
adm nistrative review He said he wants to avoid the House

Resources Standing Commttee being in a situation where it nmnust
contact everyone involved in a maybe-or-maybe-not adm nistrative
revi ew. He requested commttee menbers to stay on focus wth
the issues and opinions of the people speaking and not deal with
any type of admnistrative review that nmy or my not be
happeni ng.

1:14: 45 PM

KEVI N  SAXBY, Seni or Assi st ant Attorney General, Nat ur al
Resources Section, Cvil D vision (Anchorage), Departnment of Law
(DAL), said he has been assigned to work with the Board of Gane
si nce 1992.

DOUG LARSON, Director, Division of WIdlife Conservation, Al aska
Departnent of Fish & Gane (ADF&G), introduced hinself.
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MR. SAXBY said HB 256 was put together to keep a commtnent nade
to a nunber of legislators during the Mrkowski Adm nistration.
It was recognized by those legislators that there were a nunber
of weaknesses in the current intensive managenent |aw and in the
same day airborne law and the two of these laws were in many
aspects contradictory to each other. These | egislators asked
for a commtnment from the Departnent of Law and the Al aska
Department of Fish & Ganme to suggest inproved |anguage and this
is the result of that request. Wile the work was begun by the

Mur kowsKi Adm ni strati on, he said, it was conpleted and
introduced by the Palin Admnistration because Governor Palin
agreed that these are changes she would like to see as well. It
is not in response to any litigation. It is the first

conprehensive effort by agencies to make these two contradictory
| aws wor k toget her.

1:17: 37 PM

CO CHAIR GATTO, at the request of Representative Fairclough,
noted that HB 256 was introduced by Governor Palin and read the
title of the act al oud:

An Act relating to active gane nanagenent and to the
ai rborne or sane day airborne taking of certain gane
animal s; making conform ng anendnents; and providing
for an effective date.

MR. SAXBY explained that Sections 1 and 2 are only conformng
| anguage, and Sections 3-5 rewite and sinplify the current
i ntensi ve managenent law. He said that when the current |aw was
deliberated and adopted, +the then-governor prohibited the
Department of Law and the Al aska Departnment of Fish & Ganme from
suggesting any inprovenents for meking the law nore workable
because he intended to veto it. The bill was vetoed and the
| egi sl ature overrode it. M. Saxby said the Board of Gane
established a procedure to follow because the current law is so
conplex, but the procedure is subject to constant challenge
because the law s conmplexity results in confusion with the
public and with interest groups over what the legislature really
i nt ended.

1: 20: 04 PM

CO CHAIR GATTO asked for an exanple showing how the Al aska
Departnment of Fish & Gane is having frustration.
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MR. SAXBY responded that the nost obvious exanple is the
definition of harvestable surplus. As taught in colleges, it
means: the anmount of animals or fish that are born in a year,
m nus natural nortality, mnus the amount that is necessary to
provide recruitnment or nmaintain the population, then what is
left over is +the harvestable surplus available for human

har vest . However, he said, the current |aw creates confusion
because it uses a different definition that noves predation over
to the other side of the equation. Thus, when a biologist

testifies before the Board of Gane, the board is never sure
which definition is being used - the definition the biologist
learned in college or the narrow interpretation in the current
law - unless the biologist specifies each time which definition
is being referred to. The definition of sustained yield has
simlar problens, he said.

1:21:56 PM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON asked which side of the equation does
natural nortality to predation fall under the current managenent
regime, and how will HB 256 change that.

MR. SAXBY replied that the definition of harvestable surplus is

being renmoved so that the ordinary definition wll be what
applies in the future. In the ordinary definition, predation
falls on the left side of the equation and the harvestable
surplus is what is |left over after all natural nortality

i ncl udi ng predation. Under the current law, predation falls on
the right side of the equation and the law contenplates a
constant allocation between predators and humans of the
har vest abl e surpl us.

1: 23: 15 PM

REPRESENTATI VE ROSES inquired why sheep, goat, elk, and bison
are not included with mpose, caribou, and deer in the new
subsection (e) as being aninals that are inportant for providing
a high level of human harvest.

MR. SAXBY answered that all those species are inportant for
providing for human harvest. However, the current intensive
managenent |aw directed the Board of Gane to identify ungul ate
popul ations inportant for providing high levels of hunman

har vest . The only populations identified by the board as
inmportant for high levels of human harvest - a nuch nore
el evated | evel of use in nanagenent - are sonme deer, SOnMe noose,

and sone cari bou popul ati ons.
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1: 24: 18 PM

REPRESENTATI VE ROSES understood that a considerable anmount of
revenue is generated by quiding services for sheep, goat, and
ot her species, and he wanted it on the record as to what the
reason was for |eaving these species out. He surm sed there is
no connection to guiding services.

MR. SAXBY said correct. Both the current |aw and HB 256 | ay out
the requirenents for when intensive managenent nust occur, he
sai d. They do not prohibit intensive managenent from occurring
in any other situation. The board could intensively manage
porcupines if it decided it was inportant to do so for sone
state reason

1:25:12 PM
REPRESENTATI VE KAWASAKI asked whet her "high level"” is defined.

MR. SAXBY responded that this definition is in Section 5 of HB
256 and that it is the one definition that is being retained
from existing | aw He continued his testinony, explaining that
the nub of the intensive managenent law will be as foll ows: 1)
the Board of Game nust identify these inportant popul ations and
set harvest and popul ation objectives for them 2) the Board of
Ganme nust al ways nanage those identified populations to neet the
board's objectives for abundance; and 3) if the objectives are
not being net, the Board of Gane nust take affirmative action to
meet those objectives, including active nanagenent neasures.

MR. SAXBY said the term "active" nanagenent, rather than
"intensive" managenent, is being used now for a nunber of
reasons. First, wunder existing law intensive managenent is
defined as active nanagenent. Second, intensive managenent

equates to just predator control in many people's mnds. Third,
active managenent is viewed by managers and a |arge percentage
of the public as a broader term that enconpasses habitat
mani pul ation and other innovative techniques that mght be
useful for increasing a gane popul ation. Wile predator control
will always be an inportant and useful tool, he said, the
message being sent is that it is not the only nethod being
focused on.

1: 27: 21 PM
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MR. SAXBY, in response to Co-Chair Gatto, explained that he is
using the term "managed for abundance” as shorthand for

"managi ng for high |evels of human consunptive use". In further
response to Co-Chair Gatto, M. Saxby said that the term
"sustained" is a permanent requirenent. Once popul ations are

identified as inportant, they nust be managed in tinmes when they
may be too abundant and action nust be taken to get down to the
goal s, and popul ations nust be nmanaged in tines when they are
not as abundant as they should be and action nust be taken to
bring them up to the objectives. Thus, there nmust be a |ong
sustained ability to reach the goals.

1: 28: 11 PM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON inquired whether populations nanaged for
human consunptive wuse neans that the target for those
popul ations nust be the carrying capacity of the environnent.
s the objective that everything on the left side of the
equation nust be restricted unless the population is at the
carrying capacity of the habitat, he asked.

MR. SAXBY answered no. The Board of Ganme went through this
exercise under the current intensive nanagenment |aw and set
objectives for all of the inportant popul ations. The objective
is never set at <carrying capacity, he explained, since at
carrying capacity productivity is very |low because the
popul ation is stressed and few young are born each year.
Managenment nust be for earlier on the growmh curve, a little bit
bel ow carryi ng capacity.

1: 29: 45 PM

MR. LARSON added that carrying capacity can be a noving target
and active managenent is a way to adjust populations relative to
what habitat can support at any given tine. He noted that
ADF&G s experience over the years has shown that there are cases
where habitats can support nore prey aninals or game species,
but that other factors keep those populations from reaching the
carrying capacity level. There are also exanples where carrying
capacity has been reached or exceeded. One such exanple is
noose in Ganme Managenent Unit 20A near Fairbanks, and another is
t he col oni zi ng nobose in Qustavus where the departnent has had to
i npl enent fermale harvest in order to bring the nunbers down in
conjunction with habitat availability and carrying capacity.

MR. SAXBY described the way this concept has been illustrated to
the Board of Gane. If a population is right at carrying
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capacity, which is a theoretical situation that is difficult to
identify, the harvestable surplus is actually zero. This is
because the nunber of animals born each year is necessary to
maintain the population at that Ievel of <carrying capacity.
Thus, by taking the population a little |ower than carrying
capacity, there is nore productivity and a larger harvestable
sur pl us.

1: 31: 30 PM

CO CHAIR GATTO asked whether there is any relationship to the
term "what the market w Il bear" because what is being tal ked
about is maximzing happiness, nmaximzing take, and maxim zing
t he nunber of satisfied people.

MR. SAXBY said correct. There is sone overlap in that economc
concept and the concept of managing for a high level of human
consunptive use.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON i nqui red whether "high |level of human use”
under HB 256 changes over tinme as far as the population of
hunters or subsistence users. O, is it a fixed nunber set by
the Board of Gane even if there nust be nore restrictions on the
season because nore people want to participate in the harvest.

MR. SAXBY responded that current |aw al so requires objectives to
be set, although in a less direct way. The Board of Gane adopts
t he objectives as regul ations, but regul ati ons can be changed.

1: 33: 23 PM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON said he is not concerned with what the
board has done, but rather wth the requirenent in HB 256 that
the Board of Gane "shall" set these high |evels. WIIl the
definition of "high level"” change depending upon the expressed
need or desires of the human populations to utilize an ungul ate
popul ati on, he asked.

MR. SAXBY responded that the Board of Gane does not expect the

process to change under this bill for setting objectives, it
will just be clearer to the public as to how this is done and
what the mandate is to do it. So, yes, if the carrying capacity
changes over tine, ADF&G will inform the board that another | ook
must be taken at what the popul ation objective should be. | f
demand changes over tinme, ADF&G w il also bring that information
to the board, as w Il wuser groups. The departnent would then

conpare the suggested harvest changes to what the land is able
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to produce. He said anyone can suggest a regul atory change any
time that it is up for consideration by the board. The board
has developed a regulation that directs how hunter denand,
bi ol ogi cal capacity, and historic use are to be considered when
est abl i shing the objectives.

1: 35: 19 PM

MR. SAXBY continued his presentation. He said Sections 6 and 7
are conformng changes, and Sections 8-10 make substantive
changes to the sanme day airborne law. Section 8 adds brown bear
for the first time to the general statutory prohibition against

sanme day airborne hunting. It is a protective neasure, he said,
because ADF&G thinks if it is inportant to protect wolverines
and wolves, it 1is also inmportant to protect brown bears.

Section 8 does allow sane day airborne shooting of the protected
animals when the Board of Gane determnes that it would be
conducive to neeting its objectives under the active managenent
requirenents in what today is called the intensive nanagenent
| aw. Currently, he said, the intensive managenent |aw requires
the board to adopt intensive managenent, which generally neans
predator control, at either the same board neeting in which it
acts to reduce the taking of the species or at the very next
board neeti ng.

MR. SAXBY noted that the sane day airborne law was originally
adopted as the result of the citizens' initiative. This |aw was
designed to nmake it rare and difficult to conduct sane day
ai rborne shooting, he said, and airborne shooting is by far the
nost commonly used, nost efficient, and nost humane nethod to
conduct predator control. So, he said, the laws are at cross
purposes to each other and many of the specific requirenents in
the laws create the situation where it is difficult to follow
both laws. So far the courts have agreed with the Board of Gane
when chal | enges have been filed, he related, but the board keeps
facing the chall enges because the process is so convol uted. He
advi sed that HB 256 sinplifies the situation by directly |inking
the sane day airborne law to the intensive nanagenent |aw so
that sane day airborne shooting is justified as a neans to neet
t he objectives of the intensive or active managenent | aw.

1:38:28 PM

MR. SAXBY expl ained that under current law, it is illegal for an
ADF&G enployee to fly out to a location and shoot a problem
animal on the sanme day that the enployee flew out. Section 9 of

HB 256 would ensure that this prohibition does not apply when
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t he departnment nust go out and take wol ves, wol verines, or brown
bears for nuisance or public safety reasons, for a nmuseum
speci nen, or for any of the other authorities the departnment has
for taking gane. He said Section 10 clarifies that the
prohibition on sane day airborne shooting does not include
tranquilizer guns, and that Sections 11-14 are sinply repealers,
transition provisions, and effective dates that do not make any
i mportant changes.

1: 39: 55 PM

CO CHAIR GATTO inquired whether the deletion of "a disease or
parasite of a predator population" on page 4 [lines 30-31] is
covered by the new | anguage [page 4, lines 19-20], "conducive to
the health of a predator popul ation”.

MR. SAXBY said the language is being sinplified to bare
essenti al s. In further response to Co-Chair Gatto, M. Saxby
confirmed that the new |anguage would also include such things
as genetic disorders and overpopul ati on.

1:40: 51 PM

TOM BANKS, Al aska Representative, Defenders of WIldlife, spoke
fromthe followng witten testinony:

Founded in 1947, Defenders of WIdlife has over
one mllion nmenbers, supporters and subscribers across
the nation, including 5,800 in Al aska, and is
dedi cated to the protection and restoration of native
animals and plants in their natural comrunities. Thank
you for the opportunity to testify today.

By way of introduction, | conme froma famly of
hunters and fishers and have enjoyed these and nany
ot her outdoor activities. | am a vol unteer assistant
Scout master at the Boy Scout troop at St. John United
Met hodi st Church in Anchorage. I own a honme in
Anchor age. Before joining Defenders of WIdlife, |
have been a school teacher, naturalist, backcountry
ranger and enforcenent officer on state and federal
|l ands in Al aska and el sewhere for twenty-five sumers.
| have a bachelor’s degree in park and recreation
adm ni stration and nmaster’s degree in ecol ogy.

Def enders of WIldlife strongly opposes House Bil
256 because the proposed | egislation woul d:
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" Thwart the intention of two voter—enacted bans on
same day airborne hunting of wolves;

" Add brown bears to the list of species that can
be shot by private aerial gunners;

" Elimnate the requirenent that the Board of Gane
base its predator control progranms on scientific
i nformation provided by the professionals at the
Department of Fish and Gane; and

. Limt public participation on issues that affect
all of Al aska.

House Bill 256 (HB 256) would delete the
requi renent that a conprehensive gane nmanagenent plan
be in place prior to invoking aerial predator control.
Aerial predator control should only be considered when
it is part of a carefully thought-out program based on
adequate supporting data, opportunity for public
review, and public support.

HB 256 <conpletely ignores and dismsses the
intention of the voter-enacted bans on sane-day
ai rborne shooting of predators and seeks to nobve
predator control decisions out of the realm of science
and further toward an ideologically-driven decision-
maki ng process by the Board of Gane, a body which is
not representative of the diverse values that Al askans
pl ace on their wldlife.

The Board of Gane and certain hunti ng
organi zations claim that predator control is necessary
to provide subsistence food for those whose surviva
depends on it. Unfortunately, this msrepresents the
facts. Annual state harvest records show that the
vast mmjority of the animals, two-thirds to three-
gquarters of the noose and caribou hunted in Al aska,
are harvested by urban and out-of-state residents.
Urban residents also harvest nost of the animals in
the majority of the current predator control areas.
Rur al people are often portrayed as the chief
beneficiary of t he pr edat or control prograns.
Clearly, they are not. The desire to nmamintain the
venerable tradition of hunting is inportant, but it
does not cone with the guarantee that every hunting
outing will yield a catch. Fair chase inplies that a
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successful hunt is not guaranteed, but depends on the
skill of the hunter and the natural abundance of prey.

More than 56,000 square mles are currently under
ai rborne predator control by private pilots and
gunners who secure a permt. This is nearly 9.8% of
the state’s total land area, or roughly one-third of
the | ands under state control. This sizeable portion
of the state is currently subject to aerial shooting
of predators. To increase the portion of Al aska
wi | dl ands subject to this practice, by |oosening the
standards in order to add them nore hastily, is wong
and i ndef ensi bl e.

A state initiative sponsored by Al askans for
Wldlife is scheduled for a vote on August 26, 2008.
HB 256 would re-wite and tilt current lawin a
direction exactly opposite fromthe voters’ intent as
expressed in 1996 and 2000. Over 56,000 Al askans
recently signed an initiative petition to vote on this
initiative in 2008. The Legislature should honor
their w shes, not confuse the issue for them and not
underm ne the initiative process by passing this
| egislation the way it is witten.

Rat her than streamining the predator contro
process to make it |ess accountable to science and the
Al askan people, this inportant controversy should be
decided on the basis of (1) the actions that a clear
majority  of Al askans would find balanced and
equitable; (2) the predator control, if any, that
woul d be necessary in areas where there is true need
to raise nore prey for human sustenance or for
protection of a prey population from experiencing a

bi ol ogi cal ener gency;, (3) the actions that are
necessary to maintain the health of the |andscape for
the long run. It is well known that an excess of prey

animals |i ke nobose or caribou can not be supported for
the long term wthout damage to the habitat and
impacts on their own health. Crowding an area wth
noose or caribou beyond the |andscape’s carrying
capacity is not w se stewardship.

1:49: 45 PM

CO CHAIR GATTO commented that out of state hunters and urban
hunters, which includes Juneau, are being portrayed by M. Banks
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as the bad guys and that the animls nust be protected for rural
residents.

MR. BANKS said the reason he brings up the point that two-thirds
to three-quarters of the nmoose and caribou statewde are
harvested by urban Al aska residents or out of state hunters is
to correct the widely held msperception that, by not having
predator control, people who are needy for foodstuffs and do not
live on the road system are the prine sufferers. The nunber of
noose and caribou captured in the state is roughly proportionate
to the nunber of urban residents and out of state hunters, he
sai d. In other words, rural residents are not taking nore per
capita than urban residents. He acknow edged that residents in
every community in the state have deep cultural and famly
connections to hunting and he does not disregard or dismss that
i mport ance. However, sone have nore actual need for reasons of
| ess accessibility to other foodstuffs.

1:52:27 PM
MR. BANKS continued with his witten testinony:

“Conservation” or “stewardship” is what al
responsi ble hunters and non-hunters agree upon, and
this requires a long-term vision — sonmething which is
lacking in this bill.

The proposed law would elimnate the requirenent
that the Board of Gane determne that “predation is an
important cause for the failure to achieve” prey
nunbers and hunter success, and that “a reduction of
predati on can reasonably be expected to aid in the
achi evenent of the objectives.” Instead, the Board
would nerely need to conclude that aerial or sane-day
ai rborne shooting “would be conducive” to neeting one
of its prey objectives or harvest |evels. This is a
significant relaxation in the standard by which
predator control areas are established.

The requirenment that the Board of Ganme deci sions
be based on information from the Al aska Departnent of
Fi sh and Ganme woul d al so be elim nated.

Li ke the existing intensive managenent statutes

the proposed bill fails to acknowl edge the inportant
role carnivores play in keeping ecosystens and prey
popul ati ons healthy and vigorous. The w despread,
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intense culling of predators results in losses to
ecosystem conplexity, diversity, and function. This
| egislation positions the Board of Gane to accelerate

a program for political reasons — but without
attention to whether such a program is fiscally
pr udent or biologically sound. The  proposed

| egislation gives no recognition to the inportance of
conserving healthy ecosystens in their natural, wld

condition — an inportant value that Al askans and
tourists from around the world recognize and
experi ence each year in grow ng nunbers. Al aska is

special and wunique, and wth proper, conservative
managenent, can renmain that way.

W strongly oppose liberalizing the existing,
already one-sided intensive nanagenent st at ut es.
Al aska needs wldlife managenent |aws that pronote
sci ence-based, effective, fiscally prudent wldlife
managenent that addresses the legitimte needs and
vi ewpoi nts of all wuser groups. VWile it is valid to
allocate wldlife to satisfy legitinate need for
traditional foods, we need to accept that it 1is
inmpossible to satisfy a desire for an wunlimted
gquantity of mnpose or caribou for a grow ng nunber of
hunters, particularly from out-of-state, while keeping
Al aska’s w ld character. Unfortunately, HB 256 is
aimed toward continuing to elevate nunbers of prey
animals beyond the |andscape’s ability to support
them and thus the legislation is grossly unbal anced.
Al aska needs sound wldlife mnagenent |aws that
ensure sustainable predator and gane popul ations for
generations to cone on a |andscape that can produce
“only so nmuch” while maintaining its full conplenent
of predators and prey in a wild, untanmed setting.

In conclusion, wldlife mnagenent should include
a “best available science” standard that the Board is

required to apply in its decision-naking. And
Al askans shoul d not be shortchanged. It is clear that
new legislation is needed to address the deficiencies
in the intensive nmanagenent statutes, but this bill in
no way addresses the problens and provides the bal ance
that’ s needed. | strongly urge you to oppose this
bill.

1:56: 27 PM
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REPRESENTATI VE WLSON said she was unaware that the intense
culling of predators was w despread.

MR. BANKS responded that approxinmately 9.8 percent of Alaska's
|and area, absent acreage in the territorial waters, 1is
currently under aerial predator control. He said this is a
large area in his point of view, as it is the size of New York
State. Al aska has a great wildlife resource that ought not to
be intensely managed to the extent that its wld lands are
treated like a gane farm and the w | derness and general w | dness
of the state are |ost.

REPRESENTATI VE FAI RCLOUGH asked how the Al aska nenbership of
Def enders of Wldlife is quantified.

MR. BANKS said he would research that information, but generally
it is the nunber of people who have signed up for the
organi zation's nagazine by giving a sum of $15, or by giving any
ot her anount of noney, or by logging on to the organization's
website and requesting regular e-mail updates.

1: 59: 32 PM

REPRESENTATI VE FAI RCLOUGH requested a followup from M. Banks
as to what the Defenders of WIldlife nenbership |ooks like in
the state of Al aska, not who logs on to the website. She al so
asked M. Banks to provide what he believes the sufficient
popul ation is for a particular species in the nearly 10 percent
area of Al aska being referred to.

MR. BANKS replied that there is no one correct answer to how
many wild animals should be on a | andscape. It is ultimately a
val ues-based decision regarding the nunber of people versus the
nunber of wild animals living in an area, as well as how much
wildness is left in an area and demand versus supply. Hunt er
demand for a certain nunber of prey animals drives the nunbers
within the intensive managenent statute, he said, and that
demand is translated into a goal as to how many aninmals nust
live there to neet that harvest and this results in the carrying
capacity being exceeded. There are nunerous exanples of
popul ations that |ater crashed after being propped up to high
| evel s.

2:02: 22 PM
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CO CHAIR JOHNSON inquired whether people who signed up for a
[ Defenders of WIdlife] e-mail account are counted as part of
the 5,800 [ Al askan nenbers].

MR. BANKS said that could be possible, in which case perhaps
sone of staff and commttee nenbers are supporters wthout
knowi ng it. The nunber of actual nonetary supporters wthin
Al aska is perhaps a smaller nunber, he said. He offered to get
back to the commttee with that nunber.

CO- CHAIR JOHNSON commented that he nmust be included in the 5,800
because he signs up for a lot of things to get information.

MR. BANKS recollected that, for the state of Al aska, about half
of the people receiving e-mails from Defenders of WIldlife are
actual contri butors.

2:03: 38 PM

CO- CHAIR JOHNSON said he does not want to have his nanme taken
off the list because it is good to know what is out there even
if he does not agree with it, but it neans the nunber is 5, 799.

MR. BANKS said he would anend his statement to say 5,800
supporters and ot hers.

REPRESENTATI VE FAI RCLOUGH rel ated t hat t he nonpr ofi t
organi zations she represents when not in a |egislative session
consi der nenbers to be only those people who have donated to the
organi zations wthin a tine period of one year. She recognized
that a majority of Alaskans in two different elections supported
one particul ar point addressed by M. Banks.

2: 05: 32 PM

REPRESENTATI VE ROSES assuned that Defenders of WIldlife would
not be opposed to any kind of predator control as long as it is
done wi sely.

MR. BANKS responded that his organization is not conpletely
opposed to predator control where it can be done in consort with
the best available scientific information and where it has broad
public support. He said it cones down to neans and met hods, and
the actual nunmbers of wolves that are taken. It is comon
knowl edge that 10 tines nore wolves are trapped and hunted in
Al aska than are shot from the air. In the last four years an
average of 147 wolves per year were shot from planes in the
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aerial control program conpared to nearly 1,500 wolves legally

trapped or hunted. He said his organization believes aerial
gunning injures many aninmals that do not die a death that is
okay. In cases where it is determned that predator control is

necessary to prevent a biological energency, Defenders of
Wldlife would support the use of helicopters by state or
federal officials.

2:07:54 PM

CO CHAI R GATTO surm sed that Defenders of WIdlife does not have
an intractabl e stand opposi ng predator control.

MR. BANKS said correct.

CO CHAIR JOHNSON asked whether Defenders of WIldlife would be
opposed to reinstituting a bounty on wolves as a nethod of
control

MR. BANKS replied that the bounty is not a scientifically
targeted nmethod of reducing wolves that are causing a specific
problemin a specific area. He said for that reason his answer
woul d be no.

2:08: 53 PM

CO CHAI R JOHNSON i nquired whether predator control by trapping
is a scientific nethod in a specific area.

MR. BANKS answered that trapping is an accepted practice in
Al aska as a nethod of gathering gane, furs, and other products.
Thus, he said he cannot give a statement that Defenders of
Wldlife would oppose trapping. As far as predator control is
concerned, he said his organization would support reduction that
is scientifically based and targets individual packs that are
living in an area where the prey population is small and unable

to recover. Managenent versus hunting and trapping are
different things; hunting and trapping are not a scientific
means of predator control. He offered to get back to the

committee with further details in this regard.

CO CHAI R GATTO noted that he has asked M. Banks to cone back on
Friday and have a roundtable with various other parties.

2:12: 23 PM
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JOHN TOPPENBERG Executive Director, Alaska WIldlife Alliance,
stated that his 30-year-old organization is not anti-hunting and
supports responsible hunting based on accepted biologica
standards and ethical principles of fair chase. He said he was
a major crinmes detective in Colorado before noving to Alaska 12
years ago, and that he has done nature and w ldlife photography
for 20 years and was an active hunter and fisherman prior to

t hat . He said HB 256 wll pronbote yet nore attenpts to
artificially inflate npose and caribou populations beyond
accepted standards associated with sustained yield. It is known
that mani pul ating naturally occurring wildlife popul ations often
has undesirabl e, unintended consequences. Predator control in
Alaska has |led to over browsed range, increased incidents of

di sease, and boom and-bust prey popul ations. He noted that the
conservation comunity has seriously different interpretations
of the proposed |egislation. He acknow edged his great respect
for the Board of Game and the service it offers the state. He
rel ated that biological concerns about Alaska' s extreme predator
control prograns are summarized in the National Research
Council's 1997 review. Additionally, concern has been expressed
by the Anerican Society of Mnmalogists in a recent letter to
t he governor signed by 172 scientists, including Al askans. "W
want our wildlife to be responsibly managed in accordance wth
accepted scientific principals, and for the benefit of all
Al askans - consunptive and non-consunptive wusers alike," he
st at ed. "Subsi stence needs are inportant to Al askans and best
nmet when ecosystens are nanaged for long term sustainable prey
popul ations. The Board of Gane nust be required to consider the
best science available, and consider evidence that predator
control is sonetinmes ineffective, expensive, and unnecessary."

VR. TOPPENBERG reported t hat t he courts agr eed W th
conservationists and ruled that the bounty program briefly put
in place was not within Al aska statutes. Additionally, he said,
there was an earlier extrenme predator control program that did
not neet the Board of Ganme's own standards for procedures and
i npl enentation and the courts agreed with conservationists in
that regard as well. He said HB 256 puts Anerica' s |ast great
wildlife Eden at risk and is a risk not worth taking.

2:16:39 PM

JOEL BENNETT, Alaskans for WIldlife, stated that he served on
the Board of Gane for over 12 years and that he has been an
active licensed hunter for each of his 39 years in Al aska. He
noted that he is one of the min cosponsors of the [2008
Airborne WIf Ballot] Initiative and that he was also the
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organi zer and sponsor of the 1996 and 2000 initiatives. Thus
he has been involved with this issue, both on and off the Board
of Gane, for over 30 years.

MR. BENNETT said he is not opposed to predator control, that he
supports it and believes a mgjority of Al askans support it.

However, the critical issue is wunder what conditions people
support it and with what rules and what nethods. "That is where
the whole dispute cones to rest,” he said, "and that is really

the focus of HB 256 because each of the initiatives dealt
primarily with that exact statute, Section 8 that Kevin Saxby
outlined to you which is the Airborne Hunting Act." He pointed
out that |anguage in the two previous initiatives and the third
initiative slated for August 2008 states that predator contro
is permtted when there is a denonstrated biological energency
and when carried out by Al aska Departnent of Fish and Gane
personnel . All three initiatives also state that the prograns
nmust be based on adequate scientific data and renmove only the
m ni mum nunber of animals necessary to correct the specified
probl em

MR. BENNETT noted that the existing airborne hunting statute, AS
16.05.783, is already far nore permssive than was the 1996
initiative. He said HB 256 woul d reduce that standard al nost to
nothing in terns of when airborne predator control can occur.
Under today's law, a biological energency does not need to be

found in order to conduct predator control, he said, but a
bi ol ogi cal basis for a predator control program does need to be
f ound. | f the problem cannot be identified - that it is wolves

or bears or sonething else - then how can the problem be sol ved,
he asked. A causal connection that predators are a probl em nust
be denonstrated; do not just do predator control because it is
conduci ve to raising harvest objectives.

2:22:29 PM

MR. BENNETT stated that HB 256 would renmove the whole
under pi nning of the Airborne Hunting Act statute, thus it is not
just a matter of making things sinpler or elimnating confusion.
He said this is in the face of a National Acadeny of Sciences
report that found Al aska should include nore data and scientific
support for its prograns, not |ess. At the 2006 WIldlife
Society neeting in Anchorage, he related, scientists involved
with Al aska issues raised concerns over the scientific basis of
the state's control progranms. He urged the commttee to keep in
mnd that wolves, brown bears, and black bears are big gane
animals, not just predators to be elim nated.
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MR. BENNETT charged that the obvious purpose of HB 256 is to
make it as easy as possible to authorize predator control
progranms, it is not clarification or housekeeping. Wy is it
even necessary, he asked, since the board has not had any
probl em conducting predator control in the 60,000 square mles
of central Alaska that are currently specified for predator
control . He said Alaskans for WIldlife urges no |egislative
action be taken to renove this nost mniml requirenment that
exists today in |aw If predators are not the problem they
should not be renoved. By repealing the tw statew de
initiatives the legislature has gone against the wll of the
peopl e repeatedly, and HB 256 further erodes public confidence.

2:26:44 PM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON cited his concern that using the word
"shall" in Sections 3 and 4 of the bill takes away the Board of
Gane's authority for establishing a balance and dictates that
managenent be carried out in a particular way. He requested M.
Bennett's opinion as a fornmer nmenber of the Board of Gane.

MR. BENNETT responded that Section 3 is absolutely appropriate

enabling | egislation. The question of what is a high |evel of
human harvest is debatable. Al askans for WIldlife does not
believe, for instance, that it should be based on a historical
popul ation high, it should be a Ilesser |Ilevel than that.
Regarding Section 4, he renenbered that nost enabling statutes
were witten with "may" instead of "shall" because the board

must factor in numerous things to make a decision and "shall"
ties the board s hands. However, this is not the main crux of
what Al askans for WIldlife is opposed to, he said. Rat her, it
is the nmethod, it is the airborne hunting statute that has
really fornmed the basis of the organi zation's position.

2:29: 17 PM

CO CHAIR JOHNSON asked whether M. Bennett would be opposed to
using helicopters for hunting wol ves.

MR. BENNETT said he would not be opposed as long as the

standards he outlined were net: if it is a biologica
energency, if it is done by ADF&G personnel, if it is based on
adequate data, and if it renoves only the mninm nunber of
animals in the mninmum size area. That would be a far nore

humane way to do it than what is being done now from fixed w ng,
he advi sed.
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2:30: 03 PM

CO CHAI R JOHNSON i nqui red whet her mai ntaining wol ves below their
hi storical highs would be okay, given M. Bennett's statenent
about maintai ning gane ani mal s bel ow hi storical highs.

MR. BENNETT replied that the key is historic popul ations of prey
animals because that is what the target goal is that is trying
to be achieved. He pointed out that there are no reliable
nunbers as far as how many wolves are in the state. Wen he was
on the Board of Ganme, the nunber was always 4, 000-7,000 wol ves.
Now the nunmber is said to be 7,000-11,000, a range of 4,000-
5,000. There are no up-to-date popul ati on surveys.

CO- CHAIR JOHNSON said it seens to him that the balance of an
ecosystem is not being considered, but rather that Al askans for
Wldlife wants to balance it on the side of the predator.

2:32:22 PM

SCOTT OGAN, President, Sportsnmen for Fish and WIldlife (SFW,
disclosed that he 1is a natural resource nanager for the
Department of Natural Resources, but that he is testifying on
his owm time under a leave slip and his testinony is strictly
his own. He noted that the country of Sweden harvests 100, 000
noose a year through the managenent of habitat. Sweden does not
have a predator problem because it does not have any predators.
Al aska's habitat is vast and could support far nore noose, he
sai d. Currently, about 7,000 npose are harvested annually in
Al aska.

MR. OGAN explained that Sportsnmen for Fish and WIldlife was
formed in Uah after that state announced it was going into
watchable wldlife because its wldlife populations were in
serious decline like they are in Al aska. The organi zation
succeeded in getting Uah's constitution anmended to require a
two-thirds vote in order for any wildlife initiatives to pass.
Thus, he said, Uah's Division of WIdlife Resources is not
whi psawed back and forth every two to four years as is happening
in Alaska. He said it takes tine to wite the regulations after

an initiative and inplenment the policy. Then the legislature
comes back and changes the direction, resulting in another
period of inplenmentation. Therefore, the Al aska Departnent of

Fish & Gane spends its time inplenmenting policy rather than
managi ng gane in the field.
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2:34:29 PM

MR. OGAN said he quit hunting in Gane Managenent Unit 13 about
13 years ago because there was not a single calf in the npbose
herd due to predation by wolves and bears. Coyotes are also a
serious problem he opined, as one pair of coyotes will take 80
percent of the |anbs of Dall sheep. [|If the Al aska Departnent of
Fish & Gane was free to manage gane instead of people, it would
be able to specifically focus on the calving and | anbing areas
and target the individual problem predators that have |learned to
expl oit the young.

MR. OGAN disagreed with the previous speaker's statenent that
rai sing harvest levels is no standard at all. He said people in
western Alaska are so concerned and desperate to feed their
famlies that they are tal king about denning, [a killing method]
that is extrenme both politically and in technique. He said his
organi zati on does not have a hard position on the bill, but he
would like it known that there are other successful nodels. He
encouraged the commttee to look at the Utah nodel and learn
about the phenonenal turn around of the species in that state.
In sone cases popul ations were increased 150-500 percent by the
setting of managenment objectives for predator-prey relationship.

2:38:52 PM

JIM SAMPSON, Salcha River Property Owners, stated that his
organi zation 1is a group of Interior hunters who reside,
recreate, and hunt in the Salcha River drainage in Gne

Managenent Unit 20B. He said he is limting his remarks to how
HB 256 mght affect the concerns of his group, although nost
people in his group believe in a strong predator control
program The Salcha River Property Owmers are part of a grow ng
nunber of Interior hunters who are opposed to the |iberal taking
of hundreds of noose cows and calves, specifically in Gane
Managenent Units 20A and 20B. The Al aska Departnment of Fish &
Ganme is seeing a push back against its policy of overharvesting
these cows and cal ves. He related that hunters are split on
whet her there should be an antlerless hunt. Cow hunts were
implenented in the Interior in 1975 and, as a result, AS
16. 05. 780 was passed to give Fish & Gane Advisory Conmittees the
authority to weigh in on these hunts. He said he was told that

HB 256 wll rescind this legislated authority of advisory
commttees throughout the state and, if this is true, it is
t roubl esone. He said his organization is concerned about

transparency because nenbers were initially told there was no
| egi slation planned to take this authority away and now they are
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being told that HB 256 was introduced nine nonths ago and woul d
do just this. He asked the commttee to find out whether HB 256
does in fact rescind the authorities of advisory commttees to
oppose antlerless hunts, and if it does then that should be
stated nore clearly in the |egislation.

2:42:51 PM

ROBERT FI THI AN, Executive Director, Al aska Professional Hunters
Associ ation (APHA), said he is a master guide who has hunted in
Western Al aska, the upper Kuskokwi m country, and the Wangel
Mount ai ns. He said his organization supports HB 256 because it
represents a nmuch needed change to the state's existing
i nt ensi ve nmanagenent | aw. Hi storically, ballot initiatives have
stripped the Al aska Departnment of Fish & Gane of nuch of its
authority to effectively manage Alaska's wildlife for the best
interests of the whole and the state's constitutional nmandates.
The | oss sustained by the state by these initiatives is huge, he
sai d. They are the basis of significant problens: | ack of
traditional food sources for Alaska residents, the substanti al
rural /urban divide, the loss and lack of econom c opportunity
for rural Alaska, the deterioration of the guide and transporter
industries, and the pitting of Al askan against Alaskan for
declining wldlife resources. This situation is well
docunented, he said, by conparing the decline in economc growth
and population in renote conmunities that are dependent on npose
and caribou populations with the timng of the initiatives.

MR. FITHI AN stated that Al aska currently has substantial regions
of low density equilibriums for npose, caribou, and sheep
popul ati ons where over 80 percent of the annual nortality is
from predation, 10 percent is fromnatural nortality such as old
age, starvation, and disease, and 4 percent is from hunman

har vest. This equation is wunhealthy and trends opposite of
Al aska's constitutional mandates for sustained yield and maxi mum
benefit. He said the current intensive nmanagenent |aw has

inherent failures that retard the effective ability of the
Al aska Departnent of Fish & Ganme to do its job and provide for
the best interests of the wildlife and people of the state. He
related that his organization's legal counsel, Bill Horn, has
reviewed HB 256 and supports the bill's content and its ability
to give the departnent the needed managenent authority w thout
the continued wi ndow of challenge. Since the existing intensive
managenent |law has been in effect, he said, the nonresident
sportsman has | ost opportunity to hunt on over 60 mllion acres
in Alaska that was there 20 years ago.
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2:46: 00 PM
[ Co-Chair Gatto turned the gavel over to Co-Chair Johnson. ]

REPRESENTATI VE ROSES requested the answer to M. Sanpson's
question regardi ng whether HB 256 would renove the authority of
Fish and Gane Advisory Commttees to oppose antlerless hunts.

CO- CHAIR JOHNSON replied that he wote the question down and
woul d i ke to nove through the public testinony.

REPRESENTATI VE ROSES said as long as the conmittee gets it on
t he record.

2:47:53 PM

RI CK STElI NER di scl osed that he is a professor at the University
of Alaska, but that his comments are his own. He endorsed the
testinmony of the Defenders of WIdlife, the Alaska Wldlife
Al liance, and Joel Bennett [Alaskans for Wldlife]. He strongly
opposed HB 256 and urged that it die in conmttee because it is

a waste of time wuntil the voters have their say on the
initiative in August 2008. The legislature could then choose to
revisit the issue next year. Gving the Al aska Departnent of

Fish & Gane and the Board of Ganme specific mandates to conduct
aerial predator control is not the right thing to do. Alaska's
credibility regarding science and policy decisions for wildlife
managenent is seriously in question right now due to the state's
opposition to listing of the polar bear [as an endangered
species] as well as predator control. He said he does not find
transparency in how decisions are nmade by the state or the
Al aska Departnent of Fish & Gane.

2:49: 34 PM

DAVE LYON, Al aska Backcountry Hunters and Anglers, testified
that during the past 20 years he has been a comercial
fi sherman, a sport fishing guide, and a big game guide, and that
he currently runs a water taxi business in Honmer. \%%
organi zation's co-chair has been discussing HB 256 with the
Al aska Departnment of Fish & Gane and the Departnent of Law since
| ast summer, he rel ated. Numer ous details are poorly conceived

and Al aska Backcountry Hunters and Anglers opposes the bill as
currently witten. It is inportant to nake predator managenent
legally defensible, but the changes to existing intensive
managenent law in this bill have the potential to nake the cure
worse that the disease. This bill would elimnate what the
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Departnment of Law calls constrictive definitions, and includes
removal of biological definitions currently in statute such as
harvestable surplus, a defined term currently used to determ ne
when some predator control prograns can take place. This is a
"catch 22", he opined, because constrictive definitions nust be
removed in order to nake predator control legally defensible,
but by doing so the floodgates are opened to a wide array of
possi bl e scenarios that could be detrinmental to sound wldlife
managenent and whi ch could not be challenged in court by anyone.

MR. LYON maintained that HB 256 would renove mandates that the
Board of Gane receive and fully consider input from ADF&G
bi ol ogi sts and nanagers regarding prudent wldlife mnagenent.
It would legalize aerial shooting of bears in intensive
managenment areas solely at the discretion of the Board of Gane
and essentially give all authority on future predator managenent
decisions to the Board of Gane. He said his organization
strongly supports science-based wldlife nmanagenent t hat
operates on Alaska's constitutionally mandated sustained yield
pri nci pl es. This bill fails to address inportant intensive
managenent concepts and definitions that would be left to the
di scretion of the Board of Gane, an appointed political body, to
defi ne. The goal of Alaska Backcountry Hunters and Anglers is
to safeguard the future of hunting and fishing in the state by
insisting on strong, unbiased science to create nanagenent
strategi es and definitions, he said. As witten, HB 256 gives
too nuch authority to a political body that may or may not heed
t he recommendations of trained wldlife nmanagenent.

2:52: 23 PM

TI M SCZAW NSKI spoke on his own behalf in opposition to HB 256
He informed the <commttee that there 1is pending federa
| egislation regarding aerial wolf hunting. Regi stered hunters
conprise 14 percent of Al aska's population, he said, thus he is
speaking on Dbehalf of the overwhelmng mjority of the
popul ation who has twice voted against aerial wolf hunting.
These resources belong to all Al askans, and in sone cases they
belong to all Anericans. "Qur voices are not really being
addressed when it comes to this harvesting issue,” he said.

CHERI MJURPHY testified on behalf of herself that she is
vehenent|ly opposed to any aerial hunting of wolves and now HB
256 and SB 176 are adding bears and wol veri nes. These ani mal s
are resources, not predators. She endorsed M. Banks and noted
that she twice voted against aerial wolf hunting. The voice of
the people is being ignored, she said.
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2:55:28 PM

VAL GLOOSCHENKO stated that she has a naster's degree in ecol ogy
and has worked as a biologist for her entire career. She said
she currently works for a federal agency but that she has a
| eave slip and is testifying on her own tinme. She supported the
stand of the majority of speakers and said they represent the
majority of Alaskans on this contentious issue. This bill would
open the door to greatly increase the killing of wolves, bears,
and wol verines statewi de w thout the necessity or requirenment to
consider scientific rational. She said she attended the 2006
Wldlife Society Meeting in Anchorage where there was vehenent
di scussion and criticismof the Al aska predator control program
including testinony from former Al aska Departnment of Fish & Gane
bi ol ogi st s.

M5. GLOOSCHENKO agreed with M. Bennett that HB 256 woul d reduce
the state's scientific standards to nothing. This is a sweeping
change, not housekeeping, she contended. It is a nove away from
basic science and sound wldlife nmanagement to nothing - to
conduci ve. Wat is conducive, she asked. For the past several
years she has heard the sanme thene over and over again while
attending Board of Gane neetings - there is not enough noose for
ganme in every pot. There is a limt, the state cannot have
excessively high standards. The guides thenselves said there
has to be a limt, she related. A decision nust be nmade on how
to keep Alaska free from the allegation that it is becomng a
gane feedl ot.

REPRESENTATI VE FAI RCLOUGH requested w tnesses to state whether
t hey oppose or support the bill.

M5. GLOOSCHENKO sai d she strongly opposes HB 256.
2:59: 26 PM

MARY VAVRI K stated her high opposition to HB 256 as an Al aska
resident, voter, and citizen of the United States. The bill
woul d prevent any scientific oversight over the Board of Gane
predator control program she said. The system of checks and
bal ances in governnent should also apply to the Board of Gane.
She wunderstood the Board of Gane's original mssion to be
wi I dlife managenent for diversified users and to represent all
Al askans. However, the Board of Ganme consistently favors
hunti ng and trapping above all other uses and values of wldlife
regardl ess of scientific evidence or public opinion to the
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contrary. Al aska voters have twi ce voted against aerial killing
of wolves, she said, and adding brown bears and wolverines to
the slaughter is conpletely unacceptable. She said she did not
appreciate her hard earned tax dollars going toward the heinous,
unnecessary, expensi ve, and brutal massacre  of i nnocent
wildlife. She urged the commttee not to pass HB 256.

3:01: 03 PM

CO- CHAIR JOHNSQN, in response to Representative Roses, said he
would not close public testinmony and encouraged people to
testify at the next commttee neeting.

CO CHAIR JOHNSON, in response to Representative Seaton, said the
intention is to bring back HB 256 on Friday [February 1, 2008]
for those wishing to testify.

REPRESENTATI VE  FAIRCLOUGH remnded the committee that a
roundt abl e had been schedul ed for Friday.

CO CHAI R JOHNSON responded that the roundtable is inportant but
no nore so than public testinony. He said public testinony may
be limted to those people signed up for today.

[ HB 256 was hel d over. ]

ADJ OQURNNMENT

There being no further business before the commttee, the House
Resources Standing Conmmttee neeting was adjourned at 3:03 p. m
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