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COCHAIR ERIC FEIGE called the House Resources Standing
Commttee neeting to order at 1:05 p.m Representatives O son
Tarr, Hawker, Seaton, and Feige were present at the call to
order.

HB 202- Bl SON DRAW NG PERM T FEES

1: 05: 48 PM

CO- CHAIR FEIGE announced that the only order of business is
HOUSE BILL NO 202, "An Act raising the application fee for a
drawing pernmit for the hunting of bison to $20; requiring the
ganme managenent plan for bison in the Delta Junction Bi son Range
Area to include mtigation of bison damage to farm crops and
farm and personal property; and authorizing the conmm ssioner of
natural resources to make grants to mtigate or prevent damage
caused by bison.™

1: 06: 00 PM

M CHAEL PASCHALL, Staff, Representative Eric Feige, Al aska State
Legi slature, introduced HB 202 on behalf of Representative
Feige, the sponsor of the bill. He paraphrased from the

following witten statenent [original punctuation provided]:

In 1928 a group of hunters brought a snall nunber of
bi son from the National Bison Range in Mntana to what
is now known as Delta Junction Al aska and rel eased the
animals to hopefully one day provide additiona
hunting opportunities in the state. This magnificent
animal is large, elusive, and a prized hunting trophy,
as well as a source of excellent neat.

When the aninmals were brought to Alaska, there was
nost likely little discussion on the negative inpact
of interaction between these aninmals and humans. Nor
was there likely any discussion on these aninals not
being native to Alaska and thus an invasive species
bei ng introduced into the state.

As the animals adapted to their new hone, they quickly
| ooked for the nost available sources of food.
Unfortunately, sonme of this food was |ocated at
existing settlements in the area along the Tanana
Ri ver. Docunented history shows the bison interacting
with humans shortly after their arrival at R ka's
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roadhouse, consuning food planted for travelers using
t he roadhouse.

By the 1950s, the herd had grown to several hundred
animals and plans were nmade to realize the dream of
hunting bison in Alaska. Since the first hunts, the
desire to hunt bison has resulted in the devel opnent
of the nost popular draw permt for hunting in Al aska.
In 2013, 19,605 applications were received with |ess
than 100 permts issued.

The hunt is not easy. Mst of the hunt takes place
during the winter when it is cold, dark, and windy in
Delta Junction. Fish & Gane refers to the hunt as a
“chal | engi ng endeavor” and requires those that receive
a permt to study a package of material and pass a
test before being allowed to hunt. The success rate
for the hunt averages around 80 percent, depending
upon the specific hunt.

Hunting Delta Bison is one of the premer hunts in
Al aska.

As mentioned previously, depredation of crops has been
a problem since shortly after the bison were released
along the Delta River.

Traditionally the |argest herds were found along the
Delta and Tanana Rivers and aninals were often found
in Delta Junction. Stories abound of children not
being able to go to school because they could not get
out of the house because bison were in their yard.

Once the herd discovered the presence of grains being
grown east of the community center, the herd adjusted
its annual mgratory route, traveling further from the
Delta River to the farm area east of Delta Junction.
On page 17 of the “Delta Bison Interim Mnagenent
Plan,” you can see that the bison travel over mlitary
land from the spring calving area west of the Delta
River to the Bison Range and agricultural areas to the
east. Today bison are rarely seen in the nore heavily
devel oped areas or around R ka s Roadhouse. Two
smaller animals were reported within a couple of mles
of the city limts a few years ago.
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Wrk to determne the damage to crops and other
property has only been casually reviewed in the past
few years. Up to that point, no [known] surveys of
damage have been done. Mst recent surveys have put
the damage near $100,000 annually. Unfortunately,
damage isn’t spread equally across all producers and
can have a significant negative inpact on a single
producer. Also, loss of opportunity inconme from higher
dollar crops, that are not planted due to the
potential for loss, is not included in the danage
estimates.

In addition to the problenms the bison cause for
farmers and the occasional vehicle/bison collisions is
the problens the animals cause for the nmilitary. The
mlitary operates under strict rules pertaining to
interference with local wldlife. The “Integrated
Nat ural Resources Managenent Plan” places restrictions
on interaction between mlitary training operations
and wi ldlife, including bison.

To help address both the problens with interaction
between the mlitary and bison and between farners and
bi son, along with inproving the condition of the herd,
the state has devel oped the Delta Bison Range and the
mlitary has done work to inprove the conditions near
t he cal vi ng areas.

The mlitary contracted with the local soil and water
district in 2012 to nake inprovenents to food for the
bison on land along the Delta River in an attenpt to
control the location and novenent of the bison by
keeping the herd nearer the river and on inactive
ranges for a longer period of tine, thus keeping the
bi son of f agricul tural |and.

The bison range, created and funded by the state, has
cleared fields where grains and other <crops are
planted in an attenpt to provide the bison wth
sufficient food and to attenpt to keep the bison south
of the Alaska H ghway until after harvest. The bison
range also has wells where water is provided for the
bi son. The herd is intensely nanaged, fed, and watered
by the state for the benefit of hunters. Simlar to
how farners manage ot her |ivestock
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During discussion on the managenent plan for the bison
range, the state’s wildlife biologist indicated there
is no definitive evidence that the natural habitat is
sufficient to supply food and water to the herd and

absent the food on the bison range and in farnmer’s
fields, the herd may not be sustainable at its current
si ze.

Questi ons al so arose surroundi ng t he current
activities on the bison range as to whether they are
having the desired effect of keeping bison south of
the highway until later in the farm ng season or does
the feed on the range nove up the arrival of the bison
in the area. Also, does the feed on the bison range
allow a herd to exist that is larger than could exist
natural ly.

Reducing the herd size was reconmended by the state’s
biologist to determne if such a reduction would
reduce danmage. The experi nental plan that was
introduced was not accepted by the hunters on the
wor ki ng group.

One [consensus] that the working group did reach was
that fencing was the option that would have the nost
i mpact on reducing the anount of danage that occurs.
Four major options were considered; fencing the herd
in, creating an enclosure to [tenporarily] restrain
the herd, placing some type of barrier along the south
side of the highway to restrain the herd, and finally,
fence the farns. Al of which have positive and
negati ve aspects.

Fence the herd

Fencing the herd is the nost effective way to contro
the herd. A determnation by [Legislative Legal and
Research Services] that the intent |anguage for
creating the bison range prohibits the permanent
contai nment of the herd, has led to no discussion on
this option. The intent |anguage contai ned a provision
that one of the purposes of the bison range was to
pronote a free ranging herd, although this and future
| egi sl atures are not bound to that intent.

Tenporary Fence
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A tenporary fence m ght be useful if the animals could
be funneled into an area and then enclosed until
harvest is conplete. Questions exist as to whether
this type of enclosure will work.

Barri er Fence

Creating a barrier fence would result in reducing the
movenent of existing wldlife and would require gates
to prevent bison from using existing roadways and
driveways to nove beyond the barrier. It would also
limt access to recreational and hunting areas in the
Granite Muntai ns.

Fenci ng Farns

Fencing farns solves the imedi ate problem of keeping
bi son out of fields while, at the sane tinme, proposes
to cause the animals to relocate in search of wnter
feed. Having a fence installed on individual farner’s
property, shifts the maintenance burden to the farner,
but also provides a better nmechanism to execute
mai nt enance.

The idea of having farmers fence in their own fields
was nostly supported by hunters. Unfortunately,
fencing crops is not normally part of the business
plan for farmng. Yes, farmers often fence fields to
keep animals in and it is a realized cost of raising
livestock, it is generally not viable to fence
wildlife out.

As a conpromise by farmers to facilitate a resolution
to the bison <crop damage problem HB 202 was
introduced to help facilitate farnmers fencing their
fields.

HB 202 increases the application fee for a Delta Bison
Draw Permt from $10 to $20. It also allows funds to
be expended to mitigate crop danage through nmethods
determined by the Commi ssioner of the Departnment of
Nat ural Resources. Fencing is specifically allowed,
but other avenues of mtigation of danmage would also
be al | owed.
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HB 202 also requires Fish and Gane to include in its
game managenent plan information for “mtigation [of]
bi son damage to farm crops and personal property.”

This issue is not solely a local issue. Wth the
creation of the Al aska Food Policy Council, the
passage of HIRL last year by this |legislature and the
creation of the State Food Resource Devel opnment G oup
and the enphasis on increasing food production in
Al aska, this is a problem that inpacts the entire
state.

Al t hough the Bison Mnagenent Plan is supposed to be
updated every five years, the current “Interini plan
is the first plan since 2000 and, since the conpletion
of the last mnmeeting of the working group in 2011,
not hing has been done to further address the danmage
probl em

Four recommendati ons, shown on page 3 of the plan,

wer e nade:
1. Reduce herd si ze.
2. Continued eval uation of crop damage.
3. Increase pernmt draw application fee to $20.

4. Establish a state cost-sharing program to
assist farnms with construction [of] bison-proof
fences to keep bison out of private agricultura

| and.

As a general sunmmary, | call vyour attention to the
Executive Summary of the 2012 pl an:

“This updated plan for managenent of the Delta bison
herd is interim pending resolution of the issue of
fencing. Although the Delta Bison Wrking Goup (a
citizens’ st akehol der gr oup t hat provi ded
recommendati ons on nanagenent of Delta bison to the
Al aska Departnment of Fish and Gane) agreed that
fencing was the best solution for keeping bison out of
agriculture fields, and that agriculture |ands should
be fenced into three l|arge conpounds, the farmng
cormunity and others indicated fencing three large
compounds was not a solution they could support.
Furthernore, it did not appear likely that the Wrking
Group would be able in the near future to agree on a
specific fencing solution supported by key interest
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groups. Also, the farmng community’s preference is to
expl ore managenent alternatives that current ADF&G
funding cannot support, or are outside the scope of
authority for ADF&G However, the interim plan wll
provide the basis for carrying out all other aspects
of managenent of the Delta bison herd. Therefore, to
avoid inpasse in inplenenting nanagenent actions,
[ ADF&G] decided to suspend efforts at this time to
resolve the fencing debate through the Wrking G oup.
| nstead, ADF&G will continue to work at the regional
| evel and through Headquarters to collaborate with the
Departnment of Natural Resources to explore various
fencing construction and naintenance alternatives as

well as other nmeans to mnmitigate or prevent bison
damage to agriculture fields. Leadership in both
departnments will seek agreenment on recommendations to

forward to the Legislature, and to the Governor's
office if appropriate. If the ultimte resolution of
this issue includes a cost-share agreenment for
fencing, it may be possible to take advantage of a
joint funding offer from the Salcha-Delta Soil and
Water Conservation District of $320,000. Further
del ay, however, in reaching a resolution may result in
the expiration of this opportunity.”

Wth no action by the departnment, it is now tinme for
the legislature to nove forward on a solution to this
| ong term problem

1: 19: 56 PM

CO CHAIR FEI GE asked about the size of a typical bison in the
Del ta bi son herd.

MR. PASCHALL replied that a bison calf in the "couple hundred
pound range" would grow to a ton.

CO CHAI R FEI GE asked how high this 2000 pound ani mal could junp.
MR. PASCHALL replied that the enclosures for donestic bison were
usually 10 feet in height, and that bison could easily junp a 4
f oot fence.

CO- CHAIR FEI GE asked how long this problem had existed in the
Del ta Junction region.
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MR. PASCHALL replied that the problem began shortly after the
animals were rel eased in 1940.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON asked about the current size of the herd.

MR. PASCHALL replied that the herd had not been effectively
reduced to the suggested 275-325 bison. He deferred to the
Al aska Departnent of Fish & Ganme for exact nunbers.

1: 22: 09 PM

DOUG VI NCENT- LANG Acting Director, Division of WIldlife
Conservation, Al aska Departnment of Fish & Gane (ADF&G, reported
that the bison herd had not been decreased in size, as there had
not been any proposals subnmitted to the Board of Game with this
request. He relayed that it had been discussed at the board
nmeeti ng, however no decision had been nade as there was not a
pr oposal .

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON inquired whether this objective was
dependent on the nunber of permts issued by the departnent, or
would it need to be a separate proposal through the Board of
Gane.

MR. VI NCENT- LANG replied that ADF& would work to reduce the
herd size through the permt process, although it would seek
gui dance to the process through the Al aska Board of Gane.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON asked for clarification whether the issue
was in front of the board, and whether the board had not yet
deci ded or had chosen not to reduce the herd size.

MR, VI NCENT- LANG, in response, explained that ADF&G had
presented an interim managenent plan with a variety of options,
al though there was not a proposal to the board to discuss a
reduction to the herd size.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON asked whether ADF&G had a recommendati on
on herd si ze.

MR.  VINCENT-LANG replied that the the herd size was an
al l ocative decision, and that ADF&G was neutral on it. He
shared that there had been a lot of comunity discussion for
whet her a reduction in herd size would lead to a proportional
reduction in field damage, as the herd reduction may not include
t hose bison feeding in the fields.
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REPRESENTATI VE SEATON i nquired whether ADF&G had the ability to
specify locations for the bison permts.

MR. VI NCENT- LANG reported that the hunt was in the winter tine
and was dictated by private property interests, as many of the
bi son were killed on private |and. He pointed out that hunting
on private property was determ ned by each | and owner.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON pointed out that the winter hunt was a
different hunting season than for npbst other aninmals, and he
asked for the reason of the winter hunt.

MR. VI NCENT- LANG replied that he would get back to the committee
w th an answer.

1: 26: 38 PM

REPRESENTATI VE FEI GE asked when the damage occurred and what the
nature of the damage was.

MR. PASCHALL explained that nost of the danmage occurred late in
the growi ng season, during Septenber. He relayed that the herd
nmoved to mlitary land, much of which was not open to hunting,
for calving, and then back to the bison range in md-sumer.
This was too early to hunt acconpanied cows, although there

could be a bull hunt. He pointed out that the nobst avail able
land was the private farm | and, where the bison noved in late
sumer . He noted that there had al so been property danage from

hunters, which discouraged land owners from allow ng hunting.
He reported that sone small portions of the herd would break off
and remain in the farmng area all year.

1: 28: 43 PM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON cal cul ated that there would be a $150, 000
revenue increase to the state by increasing the permt fee. He
asked for clarification to the use of the noney.

MR, PASCHALL replied that the intention of the proposed bill was
to develop a long term solution to the problem He directed
attention to the Alaska Department of Fish & Gane fiscal note
[ ncluded in nenbers' packets] which explained the cal cul ations

and the estimates based on past history for fee increases. He
stated that any distribution of grant noney would need to be
made through an appropriation bill and submtted through the

budget process.
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REPRESENTATI VE SEATON directed attention to page 3, line 10,

Subsection 11 of the proposed bill, and asked for the connection
to the soil and water conservation district, as this appeared to
designate funds to owners of danaged property. He asked about

the extent of the grants, and if it would have any inpact on the
anount of damage.

MR. PASCHALL, in response, explained that the proposed bill
tried to provide |anguage broad enough for options to address
the concerns expressed in the ADF&G nmanagenent pl an. He shared
that it was envisioned for Departnent of Natural Resources to
assist the soil and water district's existing funding programto
install fences around farns.

1:32: 26 PM

EDMUND FOGELS, Deputy Comm ssioner, Ofice of the Comm ssioner,
Department of Natural Resources (DNR), shared that DNR had been
involved wth this issue since the 1970s, were active
participants in the Delta Bison working group, and had hel ped

create the current nmanagenent plan. He declared that the
departnment was fully supportive of the nmanagenent plan and its
recommendati ons, which were the basis for proposed HB 202. He
pointed out that DNR had reviewed nany mtigation options and
crop danmamge assessnents. He expressed agreenent that, as the
bi son were "a significant stressor to the agricultural industry
in Delta Junction,” this affected crop decisions. He opi ned

that, should proposed HB 202 pass, it was the intent of DNR to
pass the nmoney through to an organization that could handle the
program in Delta Junction. He stated that DNR did not
anticipate having a grant program as the Delta Soil and Water
Conservation District had an existing program

1: 34: 20 PM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON directed attention to page 3, line 11,
describing the paranmeters of the program and expressed his
concern that this would create a situation where that nopney
woul d not go through the intended nmechani sm

MR. FOCGELS replied that it was not DNR s intention to create an
i ndi vidual grant program within the departnent, but instead to
work with an existing organization that would admnister the
noney.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON asked if the anticipated anount of grant
funds would only conme fromthe application fees.
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MR. FOGELS replied that the intent was to only wuse funds
appropriated through the increase of fees. He offered his
belief that there could be supplenental funding in the future.

1:37: 04 PM
REPRESENTATI VE TARR, offering her belief that the bison herd did
not use the land designated as a bison range, asked if there

were ot her options for designating that |and.

MR. FOGELS deferred to M. Vincent-Lang, although he opined that

the herd did "spend a fair bit of tinme in the range. It's just
in the sumrer they mgrate over and then they'll winter in the
range. "

MR. VI NCENT- LANG decl ared that ADF&G did not want to |ose that
designation for the Delta Bison range, as it was a critical
el ement for noving forward with this program He opined that
loss of the designation would [|ose nmanagenent options for
addressing the concerns addressed in the interim managenent
pl an.

REPRESENTATI VE TARR asked if there was an opportunity to extend
the range into the areas with the probl ens.

MR. VI NCENT- LANG expressed his agreenent that |and ownership
definitely boxed in the range. He enphasized that ADF&G did not
support | oss of designation, as this was an inportant piece for
| ong term sol utions.

1:40: 16 PM

MR. PASCHALL drew attention to the report in the comittee
packet entitled "2009 Delta Bison Crop Danage Assessnent
Report," pages 9 and 10 [included in nenbers' packets], which
depi cted the damage by the physical presence fromthe bison. He
said that the farmers were not opposed to the bison, only to the
damage caused. They would like to have managenent for that
damage. He reported that the portion of the bison range south
of the highway was federal |and; whereas, the land north of the
hi ghway was nostly private | and. He said the |and was bounded
on the east by the river, with two cultivated fields also used
by the herd.

1:43: 13 PM
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CO- CHAI R FEI GE opened invited testinony.
1:43:55 PM

BRYCE WRI GLEY, President, Al aska Farm Bureau, Delta Junction,
Al aska, offered sone background to the early visions for bison
fields, noting that the Legislature had appropriated noney for a
drift fence, which had been vetoed by the governor. He reported
that the noney for the bison field had been kept in place,

however . He said that the past focus had been for re-
aut horization of the drift fence to keep the bison out of the
crops. After three years of working with Al aska Departnent of

Fish & Game and having no success for achievenent of this goal
the group then worked with the local soil and water district on
a cost share program to assist the land owners wth bison
probl ens by fencing the | and. He shared that the proposed bill
woul d raise the cost of permts for bison, while authorizing a
portion of +the proceeds to mtigate bison danage. These
proceeds could supplenent the cost share program for fencing
He stated that farners did not believe it was their fault that
the bison were destroying the crops, and the reluctance fromthe
hunting comunity to reach a solution had not contributed to a
good rel ati onshi p.

CO- CHAI R FEI GE asked where the drift fence would be | ocat ed.

MR. WRIGLEY said that he did not believe a location had ever
been determined in the initial proposal. However, when the
Al aska Farm Bureau addressed the problem a few years prior, they
had proposed to put it 1/4 mle south of the Al aska Hi ghway as
this was state land and did not inpact any private |and. He
acknow edged that there were some roads that would require
access. He relayed that a drift fence on the north side of the
hi ghway would allow the bison to mll around it, creating a
traffic hazard. He explained that the original proposal had
been to run it to the river, and then proceed south into the
range and on to Delta. It had been estimated to cost $1.2
mllion to put in the fence. He noted that the soil and water
conservation district had already spent about $100,000 on cost
share, with proposed applications for an additional $220, 000.

1:49: 20 PM

CO- CHAIR FEI GE asked for clarification that these were matching
grants to farmers for fencing fromthe cost-share program
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MR. WRI GLEY expressed agreenent, noting that there was a 50
percent match up to a limt.

1:49: 43 PM

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON asked how nuch fencing would be required
and at what cost, in order to estinmate the anount of noney
necessary through the cost - share program

MR WRIGEY asked if this was in reference to the increased
funding fromthe permt receipts.

REPRESENTATI VE SEATON expressed his agreenent, and offered his
belief that the program was offering fencing around the farns,
not the aforenentioned drift fence. He pointed out that he
wanted an estimate for the anount of fencing and its cost.

MR. VWRIGLEY replied that some of the scenarios were conplicated
by requirenents from other state agencies. He offered anecdota
expl anati ons. He estimated the fencing cost to be $3 per foot
noting that the program only allowed for the fencing of a
perimeter, about $100,000 in cost - share for fencing around one
of the larger farnms.

1:52: 38 PM
LYALL BRASIER, Vice President, Delta Chapter, Alaska Farm

Bureau, stated that the Alaska Farm Bureau's Delta Chapter
supported the proposed bill.

1:53:56 PM

STEPHEN SORENSEN stated that he was in support of the proposed
bill and the proposed solution by the soil and water
conservation district. He reported that he was a farmer, a

rancher, a hunter, and a conservationist. He shared that it was
inmportant to satisfy all the parties in order to nmamintain a
heal thy bison herd and to find an effective nmanagenent tool to
prevent bison damage to the crops. He said that bison were on
his property from m d-August through early April. He reported
that bison ate grass and oat crops primarily, wallowed in the
hay fields, damaged the ground, destroyed cattle fence, and

brought in weed seeds. He relayed that there was a grow ng
confrontation between the hunters and the farmers, both feeling
they had the priority rights. He offered sone anecdotes of

hunter actions that had cost the farners.
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1: 57: 39 PM

MR. SORENSEN surm sed that there were two parts to this issue:
create a good bison range with feed for the animals, and prevent
the bison fromgetting onto the farmand. He offered his belief
that the proposed bill addressed both of these issues, although
he expressed his concern that the increased fee would not be
enough to cover the initial costs for sufficient quantities of
f enci ng. He reported that the aforenentioned fencing was not
robust, and was nerely a stop gap neasure to get the program
started and not a long term sol ution. He pointed out that the
upkeep on a fragile fence was very high. He stated that there
was a requirenent to put up a ganme fence, an 8 foot, welded wire
fabric fence, in order to raise bison and elk in Al aska;
therefore, the sane fencing should be required to keep bison out
of an area. Al t hough he supported the bill, he expressed his
concern that there was not enough revenue to support the
solution for a nore robust fence to keep down the naintenance
costs. Directing attention to page 2, line 3, he recommended a
change from "mtigating" to "preventing" as the intent was to
keep bison off farm [|and. Moving on to page 3, line 13, he
again suggested changing the wording to "prevent" instead of
"mtigate." On line 14, he suggested adding "wild game" in
front of "fencing costs" which would neet the fencing standard
al ready established by the state to prevent damage from a gane
animal and not a livestock ani nal.

2: 03: 33 PM

CO CHAI R FEI GE acknow edged the agreenment with M. Sorensen from
the comm ttee nmenbers.

MR. SORENSEN of fered his strong support for HB 202.
2:04:29 PM
DONALD QUARBERG reported that he had been a resident of Delta

Junction for 38 years, during the tinme when the first
legislation for bison range and drift fences had Dbeen

i nt roduced. He opined that the drift fence was a "carrot" for
the governor to veto, then allowing the proposed bill "to be
pared back sonewhat and al so be passed.” He relayed that he had

participated on the Delta bison working group since its
formation in 1992, and he had worked as an agriculture agent for
the University of Alaska agriculture extension service. He
reported that he had also worked on the fish and gane advisory
commttee for the past 25 years. He noted his confusion for HB
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202, as the district newsletter from Representative Feige had
stated that the increase to the fee for the bison drawing permt
woul d be wused for managenent of the Delta Bison herd. He
offered his belief that the fee had originally been increased in
the 1980s to provide operating noney for the planting of crops
on the bison range. He reflected that mtigation had never been
di scussed by the bison working group, and yet, now it was
proposed for introduction into the bison managenent plan w thout

an understanding for the neaning of mtigation. He asked if
mtigation was intended to be a financial remuneration for the
| andowner s. He reported that, in the 1970s, the Al aska

Departnment of Fish & Gane had never promised the agriculture
pronoters anything, other than that there would be bison danage.
He reported on a test clearing of 5 acres in 1976 at M| e 1408,
whi ch qui ckly showed bison tracks. He said that bison would
show up wherever crops were planted. He stated that, although
bi son were a problem this was not a surprise problem as the
bi son had been in the area for 50 years before the | and was even
sol d. He clainmed that the pro-agriculture pronoters had failed
to heed the advice of the Al aska Departnent of Fish & Gane or
the Division of Agriculture. He stated that the agriculture
devel opnment was supported by the Salcha-Delta Soil and Water
Conservation District as the area could raise barley, which had
been commanding a high price on the world market at that tine.
He offered his belief that mtigation should cone from those
supportive agencies, and not from the Al aska Departnent of Fish
& Gane.

2:09:12 PM

MR. QUARBERG expressed his concern for another issue with the
proposed bill, wldlife danage to the crops. He stated that
bi son took the majority of abuse for crop destruction, although
the noose herd had a simlar effect on crops. He noted that
noose like to eat oats, as did the grizzly bears. He opi ned
that HB 202 opened a Pandora's Box because it only addressed one
game species, bison, and one |and user. He reflected on an
earlier visit by the President of the Alaska State Senate to
Delta Junction to discuss bison damage, at which tine

| egi sl ative support had been offered toward a proposed bill for
all wildlife damage for all land users. He declared that he
still accepted this position. He opined that a prom nent

di scussion point should be for the denial of warranty regarding
conditions which were inserted into |land purchase contracts in
1982 fromthe Division of Agriculture. He read:
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The seller has advised the purchaser of bison novenent
which may occur in the Delta 2 East disposal. The
seller assunes no Iliability whatsoever for bison
related crop losses or for any other personal or
property damage resulting from wildlife on or to the

par cel . The purchaser and his heirs in assigns
further agree never to sue the state for conpensation
related to such danmages and wll indemify and hold

the state harm ess against simlar clains by others.

MR. QUARBERG offered his belief that this had been a part of all
t he successive |and contracts. He rnmused that he had suggested
peri pheral fences around large blocks of I|and, as opposed to
fencing the boundaries of all the small tracts of |[|and. He
offered his belief that there was concern for the responsibility
to mai ntenance of each portion of the fence. He pointed out
that the section lines in Delta had been vacated, and replaced
with boundary easenments between each farm which required

fencing on either side of the easenent. He reflected that he
had not heard any support from hunters for using the permt fee
on a grant program for fencing. He suggested noving the
mtigation and grant program into a separate bill, and sinply
pass the proposed bill for the increase in fees for the bison
permt.

2:14:39 PM

CO- CHAI R FEI GE opened public testinony.
2:14:59 PM

M KE SCHULTZ said that he was a farmer producing grain and seed
who had been affected by the bison. He shared that he had
purchased his farm from the state in 1982 and that, although
there had been a disclainmer about the bison, the herd was about
250 head at that tinme and had nearly doubled since then, with a
significant increase to the amount of danage. He reported that
he had been building fence on his farm for three years, wth

nost of the paynent out of his own pocket. He expressed his
desire to participate in the soil and water conservation
district program to cost share the fence construction. He
declared his support for the intent and wording of the proposed
bill, as it provided a way for the state to contribute to the
program

2:18: 31 PM
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CO CHAI R FEI GE hel d over HB 202.
[ Public testinony remai ned open. ]
ADJ QURNVENT

There being no further business before the commttee, the House
Resources Standing Commttee neeting was adjourned at 2:19 p.m
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