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VEMBERS PRESENT

Representative Carl Gatto, Co-Chair
Representative Crai g Johnson, Co-Chair
Representati ve Anna Faircl ough
Represent ati ve Bob Roses
Represent ati ve Paul Seaton
Represent ati ve Peggy W1 son
Representati ve Bryce Edgnon
Representative David Guttenberg
Representative Scott Kawasaki

VEVMBERS ABSENT
Al l menbers present
COW TTEE CALENDAR
SPONSOR SUBSTI TUTE FOR HOUSE BILL NO 348
"An Act relating to the adoption of regulations by the Board of
Gane. "

- MOVED CSSSHB 348( RES) OUT OF COW TTEE
HOUSE JO NT RESOLUTI ON NO. 31
Qpposing the enactnment of the Protect Anerica's WIldlife Act of
2007 that intends to prohibit aerial hunting of wildlife, which
is essential for predator control in Al aska.

- MOVED CSHIR 31(RES) OQUT OF COW TTEE
HOUSE BI LL NO. 330
"An Act relating to nmanagenent of noxious weeds and invasive
pl ants; establishing the Noxi ous Wed and Invasive Plant Board,;
and establishing the noxious weed and invasive plant managenent
fund."

- MOVED CSHB 330( RES) OQUT OF COW TTEE
PREVI QUS COW TTEE ACTI ON

BILL: HB 348
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SHORT TI TLE: BOARD OF GAME REGULATI ONS
SPONSOR( S): REPRESENTATI VE(S) KELLER

01/ 31/ 08 (H) READ THE FI RST TIME - REFERRALS
01/ 31/ 08 (H) FSH, RES

02/ 06/ 08 (H) SPONSOR SUBSTI TUTE | NTRODUCED
02/ 06/ 08 (H) READ THE FI RST TIME - REFERRALS
02/ 06/ 08 (H) RES, FIN

02/ 13/ 08 (H) RES AT 1:00 PM BARNES 124

02/ 13/ 08 (H) Heard & Hel d

02/ 13/ 08 (H) M NUTE( RES)

02/ 20/ 08 (H) RES AT 1:00 PM BARNES 124

BILL: HIR 31
SHORT TI TLE: OPPOSE FED LAW RE AERI AL HUNTI NG
SPONSOR( S): REPRESENTATI VE(S) KELLER

01/ 30/ 08 (H) READ THE FI RST TIME - REFERRALS
01/ 30/ 08 (H) RES

02/ 13/ 08 (H) RES AT 1: 00 PM BARNES 124

02/ 13/ 08 (H) Heard & Hel d

02/ 13/ 08 (H) M NUTE( RES)

02/ 20/ 08 (H) RES AT 1:00 PM BARNES 124

BILL: HB 330
SHORT TI TLE: NOXI QUS WEEDS AND | NVASI VE PLANTS
SPONSOR( S) : RESOURCES

01/ 17/ 08 (H) READ THE FI RST TI ME - REFERRALS
01/ 17/ 08 (H) RES, FIN

02/ 11/ 08 (H) RES AT 1: 00 PM BARNES 124

02/ 11/ 08 (H) Heard & Hel d

02/ 11/ 08 (H) M NUTE( RES)

02/ 20/ 08 (H) RES AT 1: 00 PM BARNES 124

W TNESS REG STER

REPRESENTATI VE WES KELLER

Al aska State Legislature

Juneau, Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT:  As sponsor of SSHB 348, answered questions
and supported the proposed conmmttee substitute.

JI M POUND, Staff

to Representative Wes Keller
Al aska State Legislature
Juneau, Al aska
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PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Answer ed questions regarding the proposed
conmittee substitute for SSHB 348.

TI M BARRY, Legislative Liaison

Publ i ¢ Conmuni cati ons Director

Al aska Departnent of Fish & Gane

Juneau, Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: Answer ed questions regarding the proposed
commttee substitute for SSHB 348.

REPRESENTATI VE WES KELLER

Al aska State Legislature

Juneau, Al aska

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: As sponsor of HIR 31, answered questions
and supported the proposed comm ttee substitute.

JEANNE OSTNES, Staff

to Representative Craig Johnson

Al aska State Legislature

Juneau, Al aska

POSI TI ON STATEMENT: On behalf of the House Resources Standing
Comm ttee, sponsor of HB 330, presented information and answered
guestions regarding the proposed comittee substitute.

BRYCE WRI GLEY, President

Al aska Far m Bur eau

Delta Junction, Al aska

PCOSI TI ON STATEMENT: Stated he is confortable with the proposed
committee substitute for HB 330.

PETER FELLMAN, St aff

to Representative John Harris

Al aska State Legislature

Juneau, Al aska

PCSI TI ON STATEMENT: Answer ed questions regarding the proposed
commttee substitute for HB 330.

ACTI ON NARRATI VE

COCHAIR CARL CGATTO called the House Resources Standing

Commttee neeting to order at 1:04:13 PM Represent ati ves
Fai rcl ough, Seaton, Roses, Gtto, and Johnson were present at
the call to order. Representatives W/Ison, Guttenberg, Edgnon,

and Kawasaki arrived as the neeting was in progress.

HB 348- BOARD OF GAME REGULATI ONS
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1: 04: 37 PM

CO- CHAI R GATTO announced that the first order of business woul d
be SPONSOR SUBSTI TUTE FOR HOUSE BILL NO 348, "An Act relating
to the adoption of regulations by the Board of Gane."

CO- CHAIR JOHNSON noved that the commttee adopt as the working
docunent the proposed commttee substitute (CS) for SSHB 348,
| abel ed 25-LS1328\ Resour ces.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON obj ect ed. He said reintroduction of the
Board of Fisheries into the bill woul d cause extrene
conplications because it would include commercial fisheries and
the potential allocation of assets between those fisheries, as
wel | as between personal use, sport, and subsistence fisheries.
He said he wll mintain his objection unless the bill is
referred to the House Special Conmittee on Fisheries where this
can be addressed in detail.

1: 07: 51 PM

CO CHAI R JOHNSON opposed the objection because four of the seven
menbers of the House Special Commttee on Fisheries also sit on
t he House Resources Standing Commttee.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON said the difference is that the House
Speci al Committee on Fisheries concentrates only on the
fisheries aspects and reintroduction of the Board of Fisheries
into the bill wll take study and investigation. The House
Resources Standing Conmttee has |ooked solely at game during
its previous hearings on this bill.

REPRESENTATI VE WLSON agreed with Representative Seaton. She
asked why an amendnent could not be made to strike the Board of
Fisheries fromthe bill.

1: 09: 32 PM

REPRESENTATI VE WES KELLER, Al aska State Legislature, sponsor of
HB 348, related his constituents' overwhelmng support for HB
348 at a weekend neeting in his district. The Departnent of Law
and the Al aska Departnment of Fish & Ganme assisted in witing the
amendnents at his request and gave sone |evel of support, he
sai d.
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JIM POUND, Staff to Representative Ws Keller, Al aska State
Legi sl ature, noted that the new | anguage, i ncluding the
reference to the Board of Fisheries, canme from M. Kevin Saxby
of the Departnent of Law and is based on |anguage used in two
Al aska Suprene Court deci sions: the 1981 Kenai Peninsul a
Fi shermen's Cooperative Association, Inc. v. State and the 1996
Pullen v. U ner. This new | anguage keeps the bill's initial
intent of declaring both ganme and fish an asset in order to
elimnate nanagenent by initiative, he said. However, fish
could be elim nated.

CO CHAI R JOHNSON understood the difference between the proposed
CS and the sponsor substitute to be the addition of "Board of
Fisheries" in the title with no other substance being changed.
The proposed CS would thus be conpliant with the supreme court
ruling.

MR. POUND replied correct. However, he noted, there is a
proposal in the conmttee' s packets to change the title fromthe
proposed CS. In further response to Co-Chair Johnson, M. Pound
confirmed the Al aska Suprene Court has already ruled that fish
are an asset. The bill would codify Al aska Suprene Court case
law so it applies to gane in the same context as fish.

1:14: 42 PM

CO CHAI R GATTO proffered that adding the Board of Fisheries is a
maj or change.

MR. POUND responded this is what the [Al aska Departnment of Fish
& Gane] and its attorney wanted to do.

REPRESENTATI VE W LSON asked what was deleted from the original
bill and why.

MR. POUND said SSHB 348 woul d provide that game be considered an
asset in regard to Board of Ganme allocation and managenent
deci si ons. Under a | oose interpretation of the law that could
be considered appropriation. The bill's purpose is to elimnate
bi ol ogy managenent by initiative, and the proposed CS would
acconplish this with fewer words.

1:16: 37 PM
REPRESENTATI VE W LSON i nqui red whether the Board of Fisheries or

the Al aska Departnment of Fish & Gane would be commenting on the
proposed CS.
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MR POUND replied that M. Barry is here from the Al aska
Departnent of Fish & Gane.

REPRESENTATI VE W LSON said she would like assurance that the
comercial fishing industry wll not be affected by the proposed
CS because commercial fishing is a big part of her district.

MR. POUND said he had advised the primary people involved with
commercial fish. However, he noted, neither he nor anyone el se
has had nmuch time to ook at this because he only received the
proposed | anguage at 5:30 p. m yesterday.

1:17:47 PM

TI'M BARRY, Legislative Liaison, Public Communications Director
Al aska Departnent of Fish & Gane, informed the committee that
M. Saxby is the person that nenbers need to talk to, but he is
presently testifying at another conmmttee neeting and therefore
unavai |l abl e. He said M. Saxby instructed him to tell the
committee that the Alaska Departnment of Fish & Ganme and the
Department of Law support this new |anguage and that it would
acconplish what the sponsor is attenpting to achieve. He could
not say how it would affect the commercial fishing industry
because he had not asked M. Saxby that question.

1:19: 14 PM

REPRESENTATI VE GUTTENBERG asked why npose and caribou are not
automatically considered an asset given that fish are considered
an asset.

MR. BARRY understood there was at |east one [Alaska] Suprene
Court <case involving fish, but there is no simlar case
involving gane so it has never been explicitly stated by the
court [that gane is an asset].

REPRESENTATI VE FAI RCLOUGH added that fish are a comobdity that
is sold and traded, which is not the case for caribou and bear
Thus, fish are nonetized differently even though there nay be an
in-kind trade of caribou and bear in Alaska which is not
necessarily recognized as an open trade. She said she thinks
fish have been at the forefront of being an asset because they
are a nonetized commodity.

1: 20: 54 PM
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REPRESENTATI VE W LSON i nqui red whether SSHB 348 designates that
noose, caribou, and bear are assets when before they were not.

MR. BARRY deferred to M. Pound.

MR. POUND said yes. The Pullen case specifically declares that
fish are an asset, but the case only addresses fish. This bil
woul d provide that game also be considered an asset and be
managed accordi ngly.

1: 22: 36 PM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON cited apparent contradictions between
statenments made by Senior Assistant Attorney General Kevin Saxby
and Attorney General Talis Col berg. In addition to including
the Board of Fisheries, he warned, lines 6-7 on page 1 contain
| anguage that M. Col berg specifically stated would cause huge
probl ers in his fiscal note analysis for SSHB  348.
Additionally, the proposed CS was witten by M. Saxby, not
Legi sl ative Legal and Research Services. Represent ati ve Seaton
cited three February 2008 legal opinions from Legislative
Counsel Brian Kane regarding SSHB 348 and stated he is reticent
to adopt a CS that is not witten by Legislative Legal and
Research Services and for which there is no opinion from [M.
Col berg] .

MR. BARRY understood that M. Saxby did not draft the origina
| egi sl ati on.

MR POUND said correct.

MR. BARRY further understood that the [fiscal note analysis]
cited by Representative Seaton was witten by M. Saxby as
comments on the original SSHB 348. M. Saxby has worked with
the sponsor since then and is the person who either drafted or
approved the new |l anguage in the proposed CS. He drew attention

to the two-page docunent witten by M. Saxby entitled,
"Preferred option”, which states M. Saxby's preference for the
| anguage in the proposed CS now before the commttee. Thi s

| anguage addresses M. Saxby's initial concerns on the SS, said
M. Barry.

1:28:16 PM
MR. POUND added that the Board of Fisheries has been operating

under this since 1997 because it is working under the Pullen
decision. This language mirrors the Pullen deci sion.
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REPRESENTATI VE SEATON replied that is not the case because the

proposed CS directs that the board "nust regulate” in this
manner. The board has broad statutory authority and the Al aska
Suprene Court found that an initiative could not take that over
because it is an asset. However, the court's ruling that an

initiative cannot be done to allocate an asset is far different
than requiring that the Board of Fisheries nmust nmake all of its
managenent decisions based on an asset allocation. He
apol ogized for being mstaken regarding M. Saxby's earlier
i nvol venent .

MR. POUND offered that renoving the Board of Fisheries fromthe
proposed CS would not be a problem

REPRESENTATI VE KELLER confirmed M. Pound's statenent regarding
renoval of the Board of Fi sheries.

CO CHAIR GATTO stated that if the commttee adopts the proposed
CS it wll be on the presunption that it wll be anmended to
del ete the Board of Fisheries.

1: 31: 25 PM

REPRESENTATI VE W LSON inquired whether the Board of Ganme has
been | ooking at gane as an asset or whether the legislation wll
conpl etely change how the board has been dealing with ganme. She
suggested the bill be set aside until |egal counsel is obtained
in this regard.

MR. POUND said the Board of Gane is not presently managi ng gane
as an asset because there is no |anguage that allows the board

to do so. The bill would elimnate managenent of ganme by
initiative by applying to gane the sanme principle applied to
fish by the Pullen decision. The Board of Ganme would then

operate in the same manner as the Board of Fisheries which
manages fish as an asset.

REPRESENTATI VE W LSON sai d she had no problemw th that.

MR. BARRY interjected that M. Saxby is the attorney for the
Board of Gane, and since M. Saxby is confortable with the
| anguage he therefore assunes the Board of Gane is confortable
withit.

1: 33: 26 PM
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REPRESENTATI VE FAI RCLOUGH stated that w thout absolute testinony
as to what the l|anguage actually does and with the conmttee
bei ng asked to assune, she can sign no recommendati on should the
committee choose to nove the bill forward today. The Al aska
Department of Fish & Gane and Legislative Legal and Research
Services should be here to answer the questions given the
contrary opinions, she submtted.

REPRESENTATI VE GUTTENBERG questi oned whether AS 16.05.221 is the
correct section because it is nore about who is on the Board of
Ganme and Board of Fisheries than it is about regulations.

MR. POUND acknow edged that this is a good point.

CO CHAIR GATTO set aside SSHB 348. [ Consi deration of SSHB 348
was continued at 1:52:31 p.m]

The conmmittee took an at-ease from1:37 p.m to 1:39 p.m

HIR 31- OPPOSE FED LAW RE AERI AL HUNTI NG

1: 39: 12 PM

CO CHAI R GATTO announced that the next order of business would
be HOUSE JO NT RESOLUTION NO 31, Opposing the enactnent of the
Protect Anmerica's WIldlife Act of 2007 that intends to prohibit
aerial hunting of wldlife, which is essential for predator
control in Al aska.

CO- CHAIR JOHNSON noved that the comm ttee adopt as the working
docunent the conmttee substitute (CS) for HIR 31, |abeled 25-
LS385\E, Kane, 2/19/08 (Version E).

The commttee took an at-ease from1:40 p.m to 1:46:08 PM

REPRESENTATI VE WES KELLER, Al aska State Legislature, supported
the proposed comrittee substitute (CS) for HIR 31 and thanked
the House Resources Standing Conmittee for inproving the
resolution. He urged its passage.

1:46: 25 PM

CO CHAI R GATTO expl ained that the proposed CS del etes "npose and
caribou represent livestock to" and substitutes "nmuch of
Alaska's wildlife represents a natural food source for". He

further explained that the proposed CS does not include the
amendnent to electronically transmt the resolution because of a
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2/ 12/ 08 nenorandum from Lieutenant Governor Parnell requesting
this not be done for joint resolutions.

REPRESENTATI VE KAWASAKI noted that the proposed CS only says the
resolution shall be sent, it does not say how it shall be sent.
Since electronic transmssion is not precluded, the resolution
coul d be distributed both ways [paper and el ectronically].

REPRESENTATI VE FAI RCLOUGH suggested resolutions be sent in both
el ectronic and post office formats due to the possibility of
time sensitivity.

There being no objection to the proposed CS as witten, Version
E was before the commttee.

CO- CHAIR JOHNSON noved to report HIR 31, |[|abeled 25-LS385\E,
Kane, 2/19/08, as anended, out of commttee wth individual
recommendat i ons. There being no objection, CSHIR 31(RES) was
reported out of the House Resources Standing Conmttee.

HB 348- BOARD OF GAME REGULATI ONS

1:52: 31 PM
CO-CHAIR GATTO returned to considerati on of SSHB 348.

MR. POUND drew attention to the Departnment of Law s one-page
docunent entitled, "Less-preferred option".

The commttee took an at-ease from 1:53 p.m to 1:54:26 PM due
to a technical difficulty with the online sound system

MR POUND related that this Ilanguage is M. Saxby's |ess-
preferred option primarily because it does not deal with fish at
all and <could result in sonme questions as to different
managenent styles or philosophies between the two boards. He
noted that fish had been taken out of the original sponsor
substitute (SS), as well.

The commttee took an at-ease from 1:55 p.m to 2:04:30 PM due
to anot her technical difficulty with the online sound system

MR. POUND pointed out that since the less-preferred option only
addresses ganme, the applicable section of statute is therefore
AS 16. 05. 255.

2: 05: 30 PM
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CO-CHAIR GATTO inquired whether Representative Keller is
agreeabl e to nmaki ng changes to the proposed CS for SSHB 348.

REPRESENTATI VE KELLER responded yes.

COCHAIR GATTO said the notion to adopt Version  25-
LS1328\ Resources as the working docunment is still on the table,
but that Representative Seaton, nmaker of the objection, is
absent [while nonentarily attending another committee neeting].
He conveyed his understanding with Representative Seaton that
the objection was over the term fisheries. Co-Chair Gatto
therefore considered Representative Seaton's objection as not
mai nt ai ned. There being no further objection, the proposed CS
for SSHB 348, |abeled 25-1LS1328\Resources, was before the
conmittee.

2:07:18 PM

CO CHAIR JOHNSON noved that the commttee adopt Amendnment 1 as
fol |l ows:

Page 1, line 1;

Del ete "Board of Fisheries and the";
Page 1, line 7;

Delete "fish or"

REPRESENTATI VE GUTTENBERG [objected]. Wuld fish not still be
i nvol ved because the purpose of the language is to conform to
the Pull en opinion, he asked.

CO-CHAIR GATTO offered his belief that this is the Board of Gane
section and this section does not address fish.

2:09:32 PM

REPRESENTATI VE EDGVON npved an anendnent to Anendnent 1 to
i nclude an additional deletion as foll ows:

Page 1, line 6,
Del ete "appropri ate"

REPRESENTATI VE EDGVON further noted that the statute reference
on page 1, line 4, should be changed.

REPRESENTATI VE GUTTENBERG r enoved his objection to Arendnent 1.
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There being no further objection, the anendnment to Amendnment 1
was adopt ed.

There being no objection, Anendnment 1, as anended, was adopted
as foll ows:

Page 1, line 1:
del ete "Board of Fisheries and the"

Page 1, line 7:
delete "fish or"

Page 1, line 6:
del ete "appropri ate"

The conmttee took an at-ease from2:12 p.m to 2:17 p. m
2:17:58 PM

REPRESENTATI VE FAIRCLOQUGH noved that the commttee adopt
Amendnent 2 as follows: page 1, delete lines 4-7 and insert the
text from[M. Saxby's] "less preferred option".

CO- CHAI R JOHNSON obj ect ed.

REPRESENTATI VE FAIRCLOUGH, in response to Co-Chair Gatto,
expl ai ned the purpose of Anendnent 2 is to bring forward a bl ank
page and on that blank page insert what an attorney has drafted
as the appropriate |anguage. In further response to Co-Chair
Gatto, Representative Fairclough confirmed that AS 16.05. 255(j))
is the <correct reference, but that she wll be mking a
followng anmendnment to have Legislative Research and Legal
Services look at the renunbering. She understood the proposed
anendnent is not a definition; rather it is a way to nanage and
is therefore an action itemthat will need to be (j).

2:19:54 PM

CO CHAI R JOHNSON wi t hdrew his objection. There being no further
objection, Amendnent 2 was adopted as follows (origina
punct uation provided):

Page 1, lines 4-7:

Delete "Section 1. AS 16.05.221 is anended by
addi ng a new subsection to read.
(e) In this section, the ternms 'conservation and
" devel opnent’ both require that the Board nmnust
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regulate in a manner that primarily concerns if, how,
when and where the public assets of ganme wll be
al l ocated or appropri at ed.

insert "AS 16.05.255(j) is amended by adding a
new par agraph to read.

(e) In this section, the ternms 'conservation,'
‘devel opnent’ and "utilization' all require that the
Board nust regulate in a manner that primrily
concerns if, how, when and where the public asset of
ganme will be allocated or appropriated.”

2:20:24 PM

REPRESENTATI VE FAIRCLOUGH noved that the commttee adopt
Conceptual Amendnent 3 as foll ows:

insert this (j) and renunber the follow ng subsection
that is currently labeled (j) to (k)

REPRESENTATI VE  FAI RCLOUGH, in response to Co-Chair Gatto,
confirmed Concept ual Amendrment 3 will reletter and then
r enunber .

There bei ng no objection, Conceptual Amendnent 3 was adopt ed.
2:21:43 PM

COCHAIR JOHNSON noved to report CSSSHB 348, |abeled 25-
LS1328\ Resources, as anended, out of commttee w th individual
recommendati ons and t he acconpanying fiscal notes.

REPRESENTATI VE GUTTENBERG obj ect ed. There are still questions
and one question is whether the word nust changes how the board
is required to operate. He said he believes that the bill's
purpose to affect ballot initiatives is a bad thing and it wll
not change anything except that there will be another |awsuit.
He expressed his concern over the legislature taking away the
people's right to ballot box for initiatives.

A roll call vote was taken. Representati ves Roses, Edgnon,
Fai rcl ough, WIlson, Gatto, and Johnson voted in favor of CSSSHB
348, as anended. Representative Cuttenberg voted against it.
Representative Seaton was excused from voting. Ther ef or e,

CSSSHB 348( RES) was reported out of the House Resources Standing
Committee by a vote of 6-1.

HB 330- NOXI QUS WEEDS AND | NVASI VE PLANTS
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2:26:30 PM

CO CHAI R GATTO announced that the final order of business would
be HOUSE BILL NO 330, "An Act relating to nanagenent of noxious
weeds and invasive plants; establishing the Noxious Wed and
| nvasi ve Plant Board; and establishing the noxious weed and
i nvasi ve plant nmanagenent fund."

CO- CHAIR JOHNSON noved that the commttee adopt as the working
docunent the proposed CS for HB 330, labeled 25-LS1062\0Q
Bul lard, 2/19/08 (Version O. There being no objection, Version
O was before the comm ttee.

2:28:17 PM
JEANNE OSTNES, Staff to Representative Craig Johnson, Al aska
State Legislature, explained the differences between the

original bill and the CS. She specified:

The original HB 330 was fornmed under Article 2 of AS

41. 10. This would be Chapter 10, Soil and Wter
Conservation of Title 4, which 1is your Public
Resour ces.

The original bill fornmed a board and identified the
powers and the duties of the board. It delineated
advi sory groups of the board, agency cooperation and
j oi nt operations. The original HB 330 also forned a

noxi ous weed and invasive plant managenment fund.

The CS for HB 330 reincarnates as a state coordi nator
enpl oyed or appointed by the Comm ssioner of Natural
Resources. It is nowin Title 3, which is Agriculture
and Aninmals, Chapter 5, Powers and Duties of the
Comm ssioners of Natural Resources and Environnental
Conservation, and it forns a new section, 027.

So, basically we've [taken] the original bill and
taken the board conpletely out and we now have a

state coordinator and this bill wll allow the
Comm ssioner ... of Natural Resources to enploy or
appoint a state coordinator for noxious weed, invasive
plant, and agricultural pest managenent, as well as

educati on. This coordinator wll work through the
Division of Agriculture along with state departnents,
agencies, and institutions. This person wll bring
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together the aforenentioned entities in addition to
the University of Al aska Cooperative Extension Service
and the Al aska Association of Conservation Districts

The Cooperative Extension Service has a broad range of
extension agents and they around the state work wth
horticulture, which is your nursery and greenhouses,

agriculture, i nvasi ves, and the rural comunity
devel opnent in our rural parts of the state. Thr ough
this coordination the State of Alaska will develop a

strategic plan and, nore inportantly, a start toward
l[imting the economc |loss and adverse effects [tO]
the state's agricultural, natural, and human resources
because of the presence and spread of noxious weeds

agricultural pests, invasive terrestrial and aquatic
plants in the state.

M5. OSTNES noted that the original fiscal note of $236,800 is
now reduced to about $80, 000.

2:33: 01 PM

BRYCE WRI GLEY, President, Alaska Farm Bureau, stated he is
confortable with the proposed CS as witten. He requested the
opportunity to testify should any anmendnents be introduced.

REPRESENTATI VE W LSON said she thought the coments in a 2/15/08
letter from the Al aska Conservation Alliance were good ones.
She asked whether these comments regarding the original bil
were brought into Version O She read page 2, paragraph 1, of
t he comments which state (original punctuation provided):

The definition of invasive species should be
anended so that it does not include species natura
northern mgration due to the effects of global
climate change. As warmng increases, a species
former range may be extended northward; as such, it
does not fit the typical definition of an invasive
speci es. This could be acconplished by meking sure
that "alien" does not include indigenous species to
Al aska that may be naturally extending their range in
response to the effects of climte change.

CO CHAIR GATTO remarked that his only issue with the conments is
that they represent conplete comobn sense.
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M5. OSTNES said the letter was witten to the original bill and
[the Al aska Conservation Alliance's executive director] did not
have tine to | ook at the CS.

2:35: 10 PM

REPRESENTATIVE WLSON inquired whether the aforenentioned
comments are addressed in Version O

M5. OSTNES explained that with the deletion of the board, nost
of that kind of information would cone through regulations. The
Al aska Association of Conservation Districts yesterday voted to

accept Version O she related. The association also voted to
take on the task of formng a board nade up of the stakehol ders
identified in the original bill. She said she believed that

once the "weed" board is forned under the Al aska Associ ati on of
Conservation Districts, all conmers wll be taken up.

2:36: 19 PM

REPRESENTATI VE EDGMON asked why aquatic species are no |onger
addressed by Version O \Wiile they may not be a probl em today,
they could be tonorrow as a result of global warm ng.

M5. OSTNES said the sponsor statenent identifies terrestrial and
aquatic plants in the state and she believes that becones a part
of the board's duties to expand, discuss, and devel op. She
related that there is also a board within the state that is
dealing specifically with invasives and she believes there is a
plan to establish an all-taxa council that would address
aquatics, mamuals, pests, mcroorganisnms, weeds, and all other
t hi ngs.

2:37: 50 PM

REPRESENTATI VE EDGMON noted that the definitions for invasive
plant and noxious weed are no included in Version O He
inquired whether the definitions <currently in statute for
i nvasi ve plant and noxi ous weed are sufficient.

M5. OSTNES responded that the statutes are not good enough and
regul ations need to be updated. The CS allows the Al aska
Associ ation of Conservation Districts to deal wth this by
maki ng recomendati ons.

2:39:19 PM
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REPRESENTATI VE EDGMON drew attention to the inclusion of
"federal agencies" on page 1, lines 11-12. He asked whet her
"federal” should be added to page 2, Iline 18, to make it
consi stent.

M5. OSTNES replied she believes the board can coordinate wth
federal agencies, but it cannot nake recomrendations directly to
the federal agencies to change federal regulations. She
deferred to others nore famliar with how this would worKk.

PETER FELLMAN, Staff to Representative John Harris, Alaska State
Legi slature, stated that he has been a farner in Al aska for over

20 years. He said the federal agencies are already working on
prograns throughout the Lower 48 that are funded and have
standards al ready established by |aw In order for Alaska to

qualify for sonme of that federal funding, the state needs to
give the board person the ability to consult with the federal
agencies so Alaska can nmatch its program to the federa
qual i fications. The board person cannot make recommendati ons;
he or she can only consult to make sure Al aska's recomendati ons
neet federal guidelines.

2:42:58 PM

CO- CHAIR GATTO surm sed the board person would be allowed to
coordinate with federal agencies wthout it being put into
statute.

MR. FELLMAN agr eed. He cautioned against the state |ocking
itself in with statute that does not allow for devel opnent of a
state plan. This board and this person need to be given the
ability to work with all these different entities and agencies
to create sonething that works that can then it can be put into
regulations so it can be nodified over tinme and continue to
wor K. If it is locked into statute, the state will go through
this process every year, he warned.

2:43: 48 PM

CO- CHAIR GATTO inquired whether it would be better to delete
"state" from page 2, line 18, so it would read, "reconmendations
to departnments and agencies". Thus, there would be no

restrictions as to whether it is state or federal departnents
and agenci es.

MR. FELLMAN said that would nake the legislation nmore fluid so
there is the opportunity to nmake changes on the go.
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M5. OSTNES explained that Version O takes the board out of
statute and puts it as part of the Alaska Association of
Conservation Districts. Thus, there needs to be sone way to
bring in at least four of Alaska' s state departnments - the
Departnent of Transportation & Public Facilities, the Departnment
of Envi r onnment al Conservati on, the Departnent of Nat ur al
Resources, and the Al aska Departnent of Fish & Gane. So, she
said, there needs to be sone way to allow the coordinator to
[work with state departnents]. In further response to Co-Chair
Gatto, she said she is not suggesting the four departnents be
specifically identified in the bill. Rat her, by keeping "state
departnments” in the bill it leaves it wde open for the
coordinator to talk to any and all departnents.

2:46: 11 PM

REPRESENTATI VE ROSES observed that page 1 deals with
coordinating with state and federal agencies and page 2, |ines
18-20, deals with review ng and nmaking recomnmendations to state
departnments and agencies regarding state regulations and
statutes. Therefore the current |anguage is appropriate.

CO CHAIR JOHNSON pointed out that it nust be a state recognized
board and a state plan in order to qualify for federal funds.
If "state" is taken out, the ability to apply for federal noney
may be lost and that ability is the purpose of this |egislation.

2:47:56 PM

REPRESENTATI VE GUTTENBERG asked whet her the three-year sunset is
enough time to acconplish what needs to be acconpli shed.

MR. FELLMAN said the sunset's purpose is to provide fiscal
accountability in the Departnment of Agriculture as to whether
the state's noney is really acconplishing sonething. It ensures
that the individual knows he or she will be held accountabl e and
if federal funds are not received and the program is not put
together, the job wll go away.

2:48: 57 PM

REPRESENTATI VE GUTTENBERG i nquired whether a three-year sunset
provi des enough tine to determne that the plan is working.

MR. FELLMAN responded that a lot of the groundwork is already
done. The Alaska Commttee for Noxious & Invasive Plants
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Managenment (CNIPM has done a lot of work, the soil and water
conservation districts already exist and have plans and maps and
have identified the weeds and problenms, and the districts

al ready know how to do the control. The goal now is to get a
person in the Division of Agriculture to gather all that
information together and develop a state plan so it can be
funded by federal noney. It is not how well the plan is

wor king, he said, it is whether or not the state is making a
plan and that is what HB 330 woul d do.

2:51:14 PM

CO- CHAIR JOHNSON noved to report HB 330, |abeled 25-LS1062\0,
Bul | ard, 2/ 19/ 08, out of committee W th i ndi vi dual
recommendati ons and the acconpanying fiscal notes. There bei ng

no objection, CSHB 330(RES) was reported out of the House
Resources Standing Comm ttee.

ADJ QURNVENT

There being no further business before the commttee, the House
Resources Standing Conmttee neeting was adjourned at 2:53 p.m
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