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DRAFT AJiENDMENT FOR HB 443

P a g e  1, l i n e  7, a f t e r  "(2)":
d e l ete: [WHEN T H E  K N O W L E D G E  M A Y  BE  D E T R I M E N T A L  TO  T H E  F I S H
O R  W I L D L I F E  P O P U L A T I O N ]

insert: "w h e n  in o h e  o p i n i o n  of t h e  c o m m i s s i o n e r ,  the
k n o w l e d g e  m a y  b e  d e t r i m e n t a l  to fish. w i l d l i f e ,  h u m a n  
safety, o r  r e s e a r c h  o r  m a n a g e m e n t  p r o g r a m s  b e i n g  c o n d u c t e d  
b y  t h e  d e r a r t m e n t o r  a u t h o r i z e d  b y  t h e  d e p a r t m e n t , "

Pa g e  2, l i n e  2, f o l l o w i n g  " p o p u l a t i o n . " :

insert: "T h e  d e p a r t m e n t  m a y  a l s o  r e l e a s e  r e c o r d s  a n d
i n f o r m a t i o n  t h a t  a r e  k e p t  c o n f i d e n t i a l  u n d e r  this 
s u b s e c t i o n ,  e x c e p t  f o r  t e l e m e t r y  r a d i o  f r e q u e n c i e s  a n d  o t h e r  
e l e c t r o n i c  l o c a t i n g  i n f o r m a t i o n ,  t o  a r e q u e s t o r  c o n d u c t i n g  
s c i e n t i f i c  r e s e a r c h  o r  o t h e r  s p e c i f i c  a c t i v i t i e s  if the 
r e q u e s t o r  a g r e e s  to u s e  t h e  r e c o r d s  a n d  i n f o r m a t i o n  o n l y  as 
p r o v i d e d  u n d e r  t e r m s  of  a c o n t r a c t  o r  a g r e e m e n t  w i t h  the 
d e p a r t m e n t ."
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OFFERED IN TH E HOUSE RESOURCES COMMITTEE 
TO: HB 443

BY ADF&G

Page 1, line 14:
D e le te "or"

Page 2 , line 2:
Insert " ,o r i f  the requestor has been authorized by the departm ent to 

p e rfo rm  specific activities, and the requestor agrees to use the in fo rm a tion  
on ly  fo r  purposes as p rovided under contract o r agreement."
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GOVERNOR HICKEL’S 
RADIO-TELEMETRY BILL

(SB 277 & HB 443)

Governor Hickel has introduced legislation which will allow the Department 
of Fish and Game (ADF&G) to keep radio-frequency information confidential. It is 
in the state’s best interest and essential for good wildlife management to keep this 
information confidential.

The release of radio-frequencies and other information that reveals the 
specific location of wildlife has the potential to: compromise ADF&G studies or 
approved research projects of authorised permittees through removal of animals 
from the wild, displacement of animals by disturbance, or alteration of their 
behavior; lead to disturbance of wildlife-sensitive locations (e.g., dens, breeding 
areas, rendezvous sites); facilitate harassment of ADF&G research and 
management programs by individuals or organizations tha t may oppose them; and 
lead to increased vulnerability of collared animals and associated animals to 
hunting or harassment by people.

AS 16.05.815 was amended in 1990 to allow ADF&G to keep frequencies of 
radio-collared animals confidential. Exact wording of the statute now reads, "the 
department shall keep confidential...when the knowledge may be detrimental to 
the fish or wildlife population, the records of the department concerning telemetry 
radio-frequencies of monitored species..." The use of the words "when the 
knowledge may be detrimental to the fish or wildlife populations" have caused a 
problem.

The department was sued in the summer of 1993 for refusing to release 
radio-frequency information on wolves to a private individual wishing to track the 
animals. We were required by the court to release the information because we 
could not prove that release of the information would be detrimental to the 
population. It will be nearly impossible to ever prove population level damages 
because only small numbers of animals are collared and damage or death to a few 
individuals would rarely damage the population.

This bill will allow these records to be kept confidential by removing the 
words, "When the knowledge may be detrimental to the fish and wildlife 
population." Present wording in AS 16.05.815 allows release of this information to 
state or federal agencies. This legislation adds the provision for the release of 
information if the requestor is under contract with the state to conduct research 
on a fish or wildlife population. This provision would allow ADF&G to cooperate 
on projects with University researchers and private consultants through 
cooperative agreements when such cooperation is mutually beneficial.
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Harry Hodgdon, Executive Director 
The Wildlife Society 
5410 Grosvenor Lane 
Bethesda, MD 20814

Dear Harry:

I believe the Freedom of Information Act requests that Gordon Haber 
provided to the Superintendent of Denali Park and Preserve warrant our 
close attention because of the possible precedent they set if approved. 
Enclosed are the FOIA requests. One specifies that the radio frequencies of 
certain instrumented wolves should be provided, and the other requests a 
limited amount of data in the form of relocations of collared wolves. Haber 
was not a part of the project that spent the money and effort to collar the 
wolves, but he is working with the same packs when they appear outside of 
DNPP. There is apparently no firm guidance for the administrators 
concerning the legitimacy of these requests and whether to honor them or 
not.

A similar request to Alaska Dep of Fish & Game, under the state o f Alaska 
FGIA, vvas honored and Hab^r waa given the signals. I am informed by 
Dave Kelleyhouse of ADFG that they are highly concerned and are 
considering options, since a private trapper, an ecotourism group, and a 
private consulting firm also were going to request the frequencies until they 
were persuaded not to.

There are obviously serious consequences to making the radio signals 
available. First the safety of the study animals and their associates cannot 
be guaranteed. This means that use of telemetry may be precluded on 
certain species. Additionally, study animals may be subject to interference 
and alter their behavior, which makes the information obtained from them 
questionable.
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There are equally serious consequences to requiring research people to 
provide raw data of any sort to the public, regardless of what they 
investigate. This compromises the integrity of the research by not allowing 
the researcher to analyze and interpret the information prior to its 
dissemination. Raw data is fraught w ith biases of many kinds and one 
problem for the researcher is to detect the biases and interpret the 
information in their light. Many times a project is designed to account for 
such problems which the raw data do not reflect. There are analytical tools 
provided by biometricians and wildlife researchers which are useful in 
interpreting radiotelemetry data. These tools, and the careful 
documentation of the environment in which the relocations are obtained in 
the field, require diligent efforts to make a database useful. The researcher 
who has designed the project and has an understanding of the environment 
in which the research is conducted deserves to carry out a project to its 
logical conclusion and present the data in a form which he or she can be 
comfortable w ith and can defend before a group of peers. If FOIA can be 
used to obtain raw scientific data, no matter how limited, from a researcher 
by another person engaged in research, then there is the possibility that the 
same data will have to be made public.

I have been involved in situations where our radiofrequencies were 
requested. I was able to discuss this w ith individuals and we provided maps 
showing the home ranges of instrumented animals, a satisfactory 
arrangement in that case. Many wildlife researchers routinely provide 
informal reports showing locations of animals, mortality, and other pertinent 
information, as a matter of public interest. However, most such reports are 
given w ith the proviso that information may be modified pending further 
analysis, and not infrequently there is a reinterpretation of the information 
when a more adequate analysis and more data becomes available. But such 
interim reports generally provide information the researcher is comfortable 
with in giving out and of his or her own volition. When one is dealing w ith 
wolves or ether species of economic value, location data needs to be 
provided w ith extreme caution lest animals become hunted or specifically 
sought out.

However, I know of many instances where a researcher has located a signal 
from a study animal not a part of his own project. Typically, phone calls are 
made and the locations are turned over to the people involved. In other 
instances, researchers have cooperated in locating radiocollared animals of 
different species, or of the same species in different areas, to increase the 
information base or alternatively to  reduce costs. In one instance I 
cooperated w ith other researchers at the same time w ith the same 
instrumented animals w ith little problem. There are a lot of ways people 
may cooperate to enhance the data base where radiocollared animals are 
concerned, when the atmosphere for cooperation is present.



In the DNPP situation, an attempt is being made to force researchers to 
provide unanalyzed information, a quite different situation. Also, the 
instrumented wolves are the legitimate study animals of an NPS-financed 
research project w ith which Haber is not associated. Essentially he is trying 
to obtain information from someone else's study animals w ithout consent. 
However, I was able to visit with Steve Welles of the Alaska Wildlife 
Coalition and Paul Joslin of Wolf Haven, who are supporting Haber’s 
research. They have agreed to encourage Haber to w ithdraw his federal 
FOIA requests if the researchers who have the data and the marked wolves 
agree to provide him with knowledge of where the wolves in question ar. . 
While Haber's research has been questioned, and he has apparently made 
statements which make it difficult for others to want to cooperate w ith him, 
both Joslin and Welles strongly support his efforts and consider them to be 
of value. Haber investigated w olf ecology in the 1970s in DNPP, and is 
familiar w ith  the area and lives nearby. All considered, I would conclude 
that there is reason for all concerned to try to work out some means of 
cooperating. There is the potential for enhancing the total amount of 
information obtained in the process. I do believe that any cooperation 
should be worked out and agreed to in writing in this instance, given the 
degree to which relationships have deteriorated.

I have been personally involved in research in DNPP and have some lifetime 
experiences to remember from it. When I was there ten years ago, it was 
obvious that research into bears and wolves was needed. Since then, an 
excellent research program on the entire large mammal complex has been 
developed, w ith researchers from several agencies involved. This park 
provides a unique opportunity to understand more about the large mammals 
in a relatively undisturbed setting. It is not surprising that controversy will 
creep into the situation given the species involved. I am hoping that we 
may recognize the 'big picture', and that we not get mired in conflicts 
which threaten the research.

This situation has broad implications beyond the boundaries of DNPP that 
TWS needs to address. TWS members are working on these projects and 
need our support. Telemetry is a very important means by which we collect 
information. Issues concerning what may be done with scientific data prior 
to the time researchers are ready to present it are o f concern to the entire 
scientific community. Accordingly, I am requesting that we obtain a clear 
opinion from the Department of Justice or a federal court concerning 
whether raw scientific information collected by federal employees or w ith 
federal support falls w ithin the purview of FOIA. We also need to find out 
whether signals from radio-frequency marked individuals fall under the 
provisions o f FOIA, and whether regulations of the Federal Communications 
Commission have application. If we can be provided information on these
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items by the fall Council meeting we can take action then, but we really 
need it as soon as possible. While the DNPP situation may well work itself 
out, it illustrates a situation which threatens the integrity of research of all 
kinds, including wildlife research.

P. Joslin, Wolf Haven
D. Kelleyhouse, Alaska Dep. Fish & Game
D. Mech

J. Morehead, Alaska Region NPS
H. Salwasser, TWS
S. Welles, Alaska Wildlife Alliance 
TWS Council members

James

Sincere

cc: R„ Eerry, DNPPEerry, 
<j. Haber



warn

W A L T E R  J .  H I C K  E L

jOVESNCP

p. c. Box noooi
J u n o o u ,  A l a s k a  3 9 S I I - O O C 1  

( 9 0 7 )  -J16E 3 5 0 0

S t a t e  o f  A l a s k a

O F F I C E  O F  T H E  G O V E R N O R  
J  U N 1 2 A  U

February 4, 1994

The Honorable Ramona L. Barnes
Speaker of the House
Alaska State Legislature
State Capitol
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Speaker Barnes:

Under the authority of art. Ill, sec. 18, of the Alaska Constitution. I am transmitting a 
bill to amend AS 16.05.815(d) to better protect the confidentiality oi certain 
Department of Fish and Game records regarding the location of fish and wildlife. The 
existing language was enacted at the request of the Department of Fish and Game in 
1990. However, as demonstrated by a recent court case, the existing language is 
subject to an interpretation not anticipated by the department.

An Anchorage superior court recentiy found that the current statute places the burden 
on the department to prove to the court that the particular request for those records 
poses a detriment to the fish or wildlife population. While a single specific request for 
records might not be overly burdensome, the cumulative effect of several such 
requests might cause a severe import on t' 'imited staff of the department. Existing 
AS 16.05.815(d) leaves the d o o r - jrd requests entirely unrelated to 
legitimate scientific research or ma> % • goals.

This bill will not disrupt critical scientific research and management efforts.
Government agencies, both state and federal, sometimes need the information to 
complement or verify similar research studies or to further management and 
conservation responsibilities. This bill will leave the department with discretion to 
share the information with other government agencies that might have legitimate need 
for those records, as well as with researchers under contract with the state.

I urge your support of this important bill.

Sincerely,

Walter J. Hickel 
Governor
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STATE OF ALASKA
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
DIVISION OF WILDLIFE CONSERVATION

M E M O R A N D U M

TO: Dave Kelleyhouse
Director

DATE: February 22, 1994

FILE NO:

TELEPHONE NO: 465-4190

from: Wayne Regelin
SUBJECT: Gordon Haber’s Scientific

Permit
Deputy Director

We issued Gordon Haber a scientific permit to radio-track wolves and conduct ungulate 
surveys in GMUs 13, 20A and 20E on February 4, 1994. The permit conditions were 
similar to those in his 1993 permit, with three additional stipulations. We added a 
requirement that a minimum altitude of 500 feet above ground level (AGL) be maintained 
when flying over wolves or ungulates. We further stipulated that continued observation 
of animals exceeding 5 minutes be at a minimum of 1000 feet AGL. We added these 
stipulations because a photograph taken by Haber, published in the Fairbanks Newsminer 
on December 22,1993, clearly showed he was approaching wolves at very low altitudes. 
Also, radio-collared packs in Unit 20E are showing unusually evasive behavior to fixed- 
wing aircraft flying over 1000 feet AGL The unusual wolf behavior is indication of severe 
harassment from aircraft and has occurred in seven widely distributed packs (see Boertje 
memo to Regelin of January 24,1994). Haber’s annual report indicates he located these 
wolf packs on 18 days between June 20 and November 17, 1993. Some observation 
periods were likely of long duration based on comments made in the report.

On February 16, 1994, at 10:30am Gordon Haber called me. He was very upset about 
the new stipulations in his permit prohibiting observation of wolves and ungulates below 
500 feet AGL He said he routinely flew between 200 and 300 feet AGL and such low 
altitudes were required for his observations on wolf behavior. Haber said he frequently 
observed wolves continuously for 1 to 2 hours at 200 to 300 feet AGL. He said he had 
flown as flow as 50 feet above wolves and could observe "facial expressions" and 
reproductive status. He demanded that we allow him to fly lower than 500 feet. I told him 
to put his request in writing and I would consider it as soon as possible.

Haber faxed me a letter within an hour (see letter to Regelin from Haber dated 
February 16). In his letter Haber said he took the photograph published in the Fairbanks 
Newsminer on December 22,1993, at 2-300 feet from the wolves and that such low level 
flights are essential to his research effort and that he has to fly at low elevations to carry 
out pro longed observation.



Dave Kelleyhouse - 2 - February 22, 1994

Haber requested that we add language to \ >s permit saying if there is a sustained flight 
response for more than 5 minutes that he be required to maintain a 500 foot elevation 
AGL

It is obvious from my discussion with Haber and his letter that he has been flying at very 
low levels and harassing wolves if they have a sustained flight response.

Haber’s 1993 permit did not specify minimum elevation for his surveys, but his report did 
say, "Nothing in this permit waives any FAA regulation or relieves the permittee from 
compliance with other applicable state or federal regulations. FAA regulation prohibits 
flying below 500 feet AGL. Also Haber may have violated the Federal Airborne Hunting 
Act and state regulations prohibiting harassment of animals from aircraft.

Gordon Haber called me again on February 18,1994, at about 11:00am. He asked that 
I ignore his request to fly lower than 500 feet AGL when surveying wolves and other 
ungulates. He said he had learned that FAA rules prohibiting lower level flights. He went 
on to claim that he had never flown below 500 feet AGL, that he had been mistaken 
about his altitude because he sits in the backseat during surveys and cannot see the 
altimeter. This is surprising because most of his survey flights have occurred in a M-5- 
235 Maule aircraft. The passenger sits besides the pilot in this plan and there is no 
backseat.

Gordon Haber filed an affidavit in the lawsuit filed by Sierra Club Legal Defense Fund 
regarding same day airborne hunting of wolves. In the affidavit, signed February 15, 
1994, Haber discusses flying as low as 50 feet above wolves during his research. In the 
same affidavit, Haber states he has flown over 1200 hours of aerial surveys as a 
passenger and 50-75 hours as a student pilot (see attached affidavit). Anyone with this 
much experience would know if he were 50 vs. 500 feet AGL.

I did not respond to Mr. Haber during this phone call except to say I would consider his 
request.

cc: Jeff Killup, Dept, of Law 
McKie Campbell 
Chris Smith 
Phil Koehl



MEMORANDUM State of Alaska
Departm ent o f Fish and Game

to :  Wayne L.' RegelinDeputy D iroetnr date: January 2 4 ,  1994

HLBNO:

th r u :  Chr is t ian  A. Smith (
Regional Supervisor

TELEPHONE NO: 4 5 6 - 5 1 5 6

fro m :  Rodney D. B o e r t je  >
W i ld l i f e  B io lo g is t SUBJECT: P o ss ib le  Wolf

H a r a s s m e n tD iv is ion  o f  W i ld l i f e  Conservation  Fairbanks

The purpose o f t h i s  memo i s  t o  document the unusual behavior o f 9 o f 10 r a d io - c o l l a r e d  wolf packs in Subunits 20B, 20D, and 30E th a t  
I r a d io - t r a ck ed  January 14 -19 , 1994. These nine packs exh ib ited  strong rea c t ion  to  fixed-w ing a i r c r a f t  including running and hiding  
under the  nearest t a l l  spruce av a i la b le  fo llow ing i n i t i a l  approach of h ig h -a l t i t u d o  (> 1000' above ground lev e l ) r a d io - t r a ck in ga i r c r a f t .  I 'v e  rad io - t r a ck ed  seven o f these packs f o r  two winters and th re o  packo f o r  one winter and have not observed t h i s  behavior 
in so many packs. One or two packs may exh ib it  t h i s  behavior o c ca s io n a l ly ,  but i t  i s  unprecedented th a t  so many packs are 
attempting to  avoid being approached by a i r c r a f t .  This behavior is  in d ic a t iv e  o f harassment by a i r c r a f t ,  because most wolves are not innate ly  a f r a id  o f  a i r c r a f t .
In my own experience , harassment during darting  can tem porarily  (up to l  or 2 months) cause t h i s  behavior but I  doubt th a t  anyone is  
attempting to  d a r t  wolves in t h i s  a rea . we darted th ree  o f  these packs in November 1992, and the remainder during w inter 1991 -92 . An a l te rn a t iv e  hypothesis i s  th a t  the wolves are being s u b je c t  to  harassment by fixed-w ing a i r c r a f t  t o  ob ta in  photographs, to  obta in  
a e r i a l - s h o t  wolves, andl/or t o  count wolves in danse cover . P a tr ick  valkerburg ana Ken wnitten have experience in attempting to  obta in  a e r i a l  photography o f  wolves from fixed-w ing a i r c r a f t  and report  tn a t  h igh -m agn if ica t ion  lenses (200-300mm) are inadequate because 
images a re  b lu r red . Low -lavel f l i g h t s ,  using low-power m agn ifica t ion  (50-10Gmm len s e s ) ,  can cause harassment. Attempts at 
a e r i a l  gunning would a ls o  l i k e ly  cause the observed behavior . U n t i l  we again observe the packs, we w i l l  not know i f  wolf numbers observed in November 1993 have dec lin ed . Department s t a f f  encountering wolves in dense cover do not harass wolves in  attempts 
t o  count them. The r e s u l t  o f  harassment i s  th a t  packs s p l i t  up r e s u l t in g  in poor t o t a l  counts .
The short-te rm  e f f e c t  o f  th i3  unusual behavior on our resea rch  and management programs i s  th a t  we w i l l  not be ab le t o  aoonratA ly count



W a y n ©  L. R e g e l i n J a n u a r y  24, 1 9 9 4

wolves in r a d io - c o l l a r e d  packs unless t r a c k i n g  cond it ion s are s u i t a b le .  We w i l l  a ls o  not be able to  monitor pack a s so c ia t ion s  baaed on c o lp rs  o f t h e  wolves. Based on p r io r  experience with 
dar t in g  and rad io - t ra ck in g  wolves, wolves r e a d i ly  become accustomed t o  the o v e r f l ig h ts  necessary to  r a d io - t r a c k  andL count wolves when a e r ia l  harassment ceases ( e . g . ,  d a r t in g ) .
I bring t h i s  t o  your a t ten t ion  because i t  i s  p o s s ib le  th a t  someone i s  using rad io -f requ en c ie 3  to  harass c o l la r e d  pack3 . The c o l la r e d  
packs exh ib it in g  harassed behavior are spread too  widely and snow cond it ion s have been inadequate f o r  p i l o t s  to  lo c a t e  these packs 
without te lem etry . Our d is c lo su re  o f these rad io - f requ en c ie s  and t h i s  simultaneous unprecedented wolf behavior suggest tha t d is c lo s u re  may not be in the best in te r e s t  of the s ta te  or i t s  w i ld l i f e .
c c :  DuBois, S.

Eagan, R.Gardner, C.McNay, M.Reed, D.T ay lo r , K.
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P.O. Box 64Denali Park. Alaska 99755 February 16. 1994Wayne Regeiin. Deputy Director Division of Wildlife Conservation 
Alaska Department of Fish and Game P.O Box 25526 
Juneau, Alaska 99802-5526
Dear Wayne:

Today I received ADFG Scientific Research Permit 94-25, 6igned by you on February 4. Th;3 
permit contains several new previsions that are unreasonable, unnecessary, and which would seriously hinder my ability to carry out this research in a high quality way.

1 The most problematic of the new provisions is the one requiring me to maintain a minimum altitude of 500 feet above ground level (AGL) during my wolf-ungulate surveys and observations, or1.000 feet AGL for observations lasting more than five minutco. My research over the past 26 yeais • 
winch to date includes approximately 1,200 hours of low level aerial wolt-ungulate surveys and obser­vations - is un quo in terms of the high quality detail that it has produced particularly on the natuia! be­
havior Of wolves (e.g., Haber, 1977,1988). In order to maintain this high standard in my present re­search (e.g., Haber, 1003,1004), it is essential that I be allowed to cany out the same kind of close, pro­longed aerial observations, to the exent (as in tne past) that this does not result in any major problems forthcotudy animals. I can awureyou that I am as concerned as anyone about potential problems; 
your agency should understand that by now, as. apparently, do othei agencies with which I continue to work cloocly on wildlife protection matters (e g.. Alaska Slate Tioopers jF&W], U.S. Fish and WitOHte Service paw enforcement], National Park Service).Regularly, as an integral pait of my itseaich, I observe the response of wolves (and other 
species) to airplanes, and have done so since 1966. This response varies considerably. In many cases, wolves do not show any obvious response to a closely approaching airplane, for exjmple as can 
be seen from the attached December 22, 1993 Fairbanks Daily News-Mlner front page photograph of nine wolves, which I took while conducting aerial surveys in Game Management Unit 20A recently, 
while flying less than 2-300 feet from the wolves. I can produce much additional photographic evi­dence snowing this same behavior, from tne perm.t areas and Denali National Park. (I'm not sure that I 
understand the “concern about the level of disturbance to wolves" that you say you and your ADFG colleagues are feeling about wolves in GMU 20A and elsewhere, given that ADFG personnel recently killed all of the wolves in the foregoing photo, along with at least 75 others in GMU 20A, and that ADFG is currently undertaking more wolf killing in this permit area).

Thus, a rigid restriction on the way I conduct my ueriai observations would be inappropriate I would ike to replace this with a formalization of essentially the operatinq procedure that I already use 
without problems, per the following passage (this should be Inserted between the first and fourth sen­tences of the second paragraph, page 1, of Permit No 94-25, replacing your present sentences 2-3

[If there is a sustained fllgnt response to permittee's aircraft by wolves or ungulates (I.e., for 
more than approximately 5 minutes and over a ground distance of approximately 50 yards), permittee will then maintain a minimum altitude of 500 feet AGL over these wolves and ungulates, 1 further obser­
vations are needed Permittee may resume observations from a tower altitude over these wolves and ungulates if the flight response ceases. If more than 15 minutes of observation time is needed and there is a continuing flight response, permittee will then maintain a minimum altitude of 1.000 feet.]

I emphasize that, since my observations usually feature natural or near-natural behavior, there is usually no point In persisting when the wolves tiee, beyond obtaining important basic information such as on numbers and identities. Generally I am able to do this within about 15 minutes, and then I leave, if the wolves are still showing a flight response. It :s important to remember that virtually any non- permittee/pilot can legally fly 500 feet AGL over wolves, ungulates, and other wildlife in these study areas and elsewhere, and, as you know, many commonly do.



2. In your second sentence (par 1), you indicate that I am authorized to conduct ungulate sur­veys "to determine their distribution within the tracking area." Note from my first two project report (Haber. 1993.1994), among other reports, that my ungulate surveys emohasize much more than just 
their “distribution," Therefore. I ask that the last eight words of this sentence he deleted (i.e.. the sen­tence should end with the word "populations.”

3. Regarding ihe last sentence on p. 1 ; "The permittee may not approach from the ground within 1/4 mile of any home site or den (sic) that was located with the use of radio-telemetry." Again 
this is an unnecessarily and unreasonaoly rigid restriction. Observing wolves from the ground at their homesites has been a major feature nf my research in Alaska for the past 28 yeare (more than -3,600 hours of such observations to date - Haber, i960,1977, 1994 . in prep), and it is from this research and my related recommendations that the current National Park Service protective mcaourco again3t wolf 
homesite disturbances In Denali National Park originated 22 years ago (NPS files). As with the respon­se of wolves to airplanes, their responses and response distances to ground obscrvora can vary wide­ly. Accordingly, I ask that the permit prevision read as follows; “The permittee may not approacn from the ground any occupied wolf homesite that was located with tho use of telemetry in a manner that 
causes the wolves to abandon this site. The permittee will immediately leave the area if the occupying wolves display an obvious adverse response to hlo prooonce." I emphasize that I am currently operat­ing in this manner without problems in Denali National Park, where potential disturbance to wolves is a matter of utmost concern to the Notional Park Service and many others.

4. With regard totheJanua7  31. 1995 report (p 2 ), I will be nappy lu provide details as to tne locations and identities of my non-telemetry-assisted wolf pack observations in GMU 20A (as I am al­ready doing fcr the other areas), if the ADrG wolf control program in 20A Mas ended by that time or if 
ADFG can provide assurances that my information will in no way, directly or indirectly, contribute to this ill conceived control effort (e.g., Haber, 1993). I omitted all such 20A woll Information from my January 
31,1994 report. Recall that in the legal action I took against the state last June, it was emphasized that I would not provide information that could be used to hunt or trap the wolves I am studying

I hope these prob'ems can be resolved quickly, a91 may be departing for my next block of aeri­al sur veys/observations as early as sometime next week. I hank you.

Attachment (copy of newspaper photo)
References cited:
Haber, G.C. 1968. The social structure and behavior of an Alaskan wolf population. M.A. the­sis, Northern Michigan Univ., Marquette, Mich. 235 pp.
Haber, G.C. 1977. Socio- -icological dynamics of wolves and prey In a subarctic ecosystem Ph.D. dissertation, Un /. of British Columbia. Vancouver. 017 pp. Published as a Special Report, 1978, by the f ederal-State Land Use Planning Commission for Alaska Haber, G.C. 1988. Wildlife management in northern British Columbia; Kechlka-Muskwa wolf control and related issues. Wolf Haven International. Tsninn, Washington iQd pp. Available from Arctic Enviror mental Information and DataCenter, Univ. of Alaska,

Anchorage.Haber, G.C. 1993. Wolves and woif-prey-human interactions, Interior and southcentral Alaska. Res. Rep. No. 1. The Alaska Wildlife Alliance. Anchorage; Friends of Animals, Darion, CT; 
Wolf Haven International, Tenlno, WA. 44 pp. (provided to ADFG. July 1993)Haber, G.C. 1994 Wolves and wolf-prey-human interactions, Interior and couthcantral Alaeka. Summary of research activities, June-Decembor 1993. 10 pp. Available from Alaska Dept, of Fish and Game. Juneau



Tim Voice of Interior Alaska

'/Ol XC’ No 3» FAITBA.MKS, ALASKA, WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER V. W 90s per oop/ 78 Fane

H. COIMTROl —A pack of nine wolves rests in a fores; in Game Mnncgcmenl Lmt 20A, wvhere a state woll-confol program is in 
progress The photo was taken by independent wilciife scientist 
ooraon Haber, whc is conducting aerial surveys in the area Haber

Gardton HAor p ho r

claims some of the wolves ir :.•>« photo 'have been kilted in the 
control program. More then 160 wolves could be killed in the control program this winter.

v

Insurance 
rule draws 
lawsuit
Doctors sue to block 
hospital requirement
8y TIM P RtGER 
Staff Writer

A group of doctors filed a lawsuit Tuesday 
aigai-Ttt FairbaHska Wc.TSorial KaapKal hoping tr 
(Way or atop a requirement that the doe.ors c u t > 

a nfcircwn of ?1 mlHioo iu medical malpractice 
insurance.

Without b temporary restra.nlmj order, the $! 
aid ion atiairram would atari Jan. 1.

Twelve of tit* IDS doctors now practicing at Use 
hospital do aotoerr/ IbeSl milHer. minimum, said Dr Keith Gianni.
However, even M  the 12 doctors are barred from 

working at the hospital, their patients wsfl corrtamf 
to receive care. The doctors h a w  made nrraagi-. 

meats to ocaunue care as long as necessary, Giar 
nl said.
The hospital wants all doctor* to carry the mini 

m u m  amount of iasurarec to protect the hospital 
and patients from malpractice Judgments, said 
SciSy DcWitt, a hospital spokeswoman.
In akBtiun, the requirement woaid also save the 

hospital money. The hospital has paid about 
SI00,000 per year eincc 1987 iaio a self-insurance 
program ran by Lutheran. Health Sys-.ema, the 
company hired to n n  the bocpilal.
Bui doctors at the hospital dan't see It that way.
C*eisnnl*fw i Itek/t n wm . w  H»» I . - 1



P.O. Box 64Denali Park, Alaska 99755 Tebruarv 21, 1094
Wayne Regelin. Deputy Director Division of Wildlife conservation 
Alaska Department of Fish and Game PO  8 0 X 25526 Juneau, Alaska 99802-5526
Dear Wayne.

Per our phone conversation on February 1 8 ,1 am withdraw/mg the request that I made in my letter of February 16 to conduct observations below 500 teet AGL My pilots inform me that FAA i s o ­
lations would not allow you to authorize such a request. Therefore, with regard to the discussion of air­craft attitudes (p.1) n my February 16 letter, I ask only that you substitute the last sentence of the inse'i i 
provided (i.e., “If more than 15 minutes of observation time is needed and there is a continuing flight re­sponse. permittee will then maintain a minimum attitude of 1,000 feet.”) in place of sentence #9 of paia- 
graph #2  of the permit, for the reasons given in my letter. My other (p. 2) requests for changes in the permit remain the same Thank you.



E r ic  P. Jorgensen Thomas S. Waldo Jeanne M. Cochran SIERRA CLUB LEGAL DEFENSE FUND/ INC. 325 Fourth S t r e e t  Juneau, AN 99801 
( 9 0 7 )5 8 6 -2 7 5 1

IN SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ALASKA 
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

DEFENDERS OF WILDLIFE, ALASKA WILDLIFE ALLIANCE and WOLF HAVEN INTERNATIONAL
P l a i n t i f f s ,

v.
ALASKA BOARD OF GAME, ALASKA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME and STATE OF ALASKA

Defendants.

No.

AFFIDAVIT 07 DR. GORDON C. HABER



AFFIDAVIT 07 DR. GORDON C. HABBR

STATE OF ALASKA )
) s s .

THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT )

Gordon C. Haber, being duly sworn upon oa th , deposes and 
s t a t e s  as fo l low s :

1 . I  am a p r o fe s s io n a l  w i l d l i f e  s c i e n t i s t  and a re s id en t  o f  
A laska . My permanent res id en ce  i s  lo c a te d  in Game Management Un it 
20A, I n t e r i o r  A laska . I  a l s o  have a res id en ce  in  Anchorage.

2 . I  am p re sen t ly  beginning my 29th  year o f  re sea rch  as a 
p r o f e s s io n a l  w i l d l i f e  s c i e n t i s t  on the  e co logy  and behav io r  o f  
wolves and the  dynamics o f  w o lf -p rey  systems in  A laska . I  have 
a ls o  conducted f i e l d  re sea rch  as a p r o fe s s io n a l  w i l d l i f e  s c i e n t i s t  
on the  e co logy  and behav io r  o f  wolves and the  dynamics o f  w o lf -p rey  
systems in  northern  B r i t i s h  Columbiei and, in fo rm a l ly , in  I s l e  
Royale N a t ion a l Park , M ichigan .

3 . I  have a Ph.D. in  Zoology which I  re ce iv ed  from the  
U n iv e r s i ty  o f  B r i t i s h  Columbia in  1977 . I  a l s o  have a Masters in 
B io logy  from Northern Michigan U n iv e r s i ty  t h a t  I  r e ce iv ed  in  1969. 
Both my Ph.D . and Masters d i s s a r t a t i  ns were w r it ten  from f i e l d  
re se a rch  t h a t  I  d id  in  A laska on the  eco logy  and behav io r  o f  wolves 
and th e  dynamics o f  w o lf -p rey  systems. I  re c e iv ed  a B .S . in 
B io l o g i c a l  S c ien ces  from Michigan T echno log ica l U n iv e r s i ty  in  1966,



where I a ls o  majored in Geophysica l Engineering f o r  th re e  and a 
h a l f  y e a rs .

4 . I am cu r r e n t ly  conducting f i e l d  re se a rch  on the  e c o l o g y  

and behav io r  o f  wolves and the dynamics o f  w o lf -p re y  systems in 
areas  o f  A laska where same day a irb o rn e  hunting i s  au th o r iz ed  under 
the  s t a t e  trap p in g  r e g u la t io n s ,  in c lud ing  Game Management Un its  12, 
13A, 13B, 13C, 13D, 13E , 20A, 20B, 20C, 20D, and 20E. I  am
c o l l e c t i n g  ex ten s ive  in fo rm ation  on the  e co logy  and behav io r  o f  21 
wolf packs v ia  a e r i a l  r a d io  t ra ck in g  and on o th e r  w o lf packs using  
non -te lem e try  a e r i a l  and ground methods.

5 . S in ce  1966 , I have conducted approx im ate ly  1200 hours o f  
a e r i a l  w o lf -p r e y  surveys and ob se rva t ion s  (w ith a p i l o t )  in  A laska  
as a p r o f e s s io n a l  w i l d l i f e  s c i e n t i s t .  I  have a l s o  flown 
approx im ate ly  5 0 -7 5  hours by myself -  as a s tuden t p i l o t  -  in  and 
near th e  a reas  where X am conducting w o lf -p rey  r e s e a r c h .

6 . R eg u la r ly , as an in t e g r a l  p a r t  o f  my re s e a rch , 1 observe  
th e  response o f  wolves t o  a i r p la n e s ,  and have done so s in ce  1966. 
The ir  response t o  a ir p la n e s  v a r ie s  c on s id e ra b ly . Some wolves begin  
running in  response to  an approaching a ir p la n e  f ly in g  a t  low to  
moderate a l t i t u d e s  wh ile  i t  i s  s t i l l  s e v e ra l  m ile s  away. Some 
wolves beg in  running in  response t o  an approach ing a ir p la n e  when i t  
i s  a t  l e s s e r  d i s t a n c e s .  Some a llow  an a irp la n e  t o  approach w ith in  
f i f t y  f e e t  overhead w ithou t any obvious respon se . However, in
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a lm ost a l l  ca se s  when an a irp lan e  lands w ith in  a few hundred yards 
o f  wolves, the  wolves are  l i k e l y  t o  run away. Some wolves run away 
when an a irp la n e  lands a t a g r e a te r  d is ta n c e , i f  the  a irp lan e  is  
w ith in  view and/or ea rsho t o f  th e  wolves.

7 . February , March and A p r i l  are  the  b e s t  times o f  t.he year 
f o r  same day a irb o rn e  tak ing  o f  wolves. I  make t h i s  statement 
based on my ex tens ive  experience in  d i r e c t l y  t r a ck in g  and observing  
wolves w ith a irp la n e s  as p a r t  o f  my f i e l d  re se a rch  and on my 
ex ten s ive  knowledge o f  weather c on d i t io n s , snow c on d i t io n s ,  
t r a ck in g  c o n d i t io n s  and f ly in g  con d it ion s  as th e se  v a r ia b le s  r e la t e  
t o  f in d in g  and observ ing wolves. same day a irb o rn e  tak in g  o f  
wolves i s  b e s t  during t h i s  p e r iod  p r im a r i ly  because the a i r  i s  
t y p i c a l l y  calm , which makes f ly in g  id e a l ,  and the onow and l i g h t  
c on d it ion s  a re  t y p i c a l l y  good f o r  a e r i a l  t r a ck in g  o f  wolves and fo r  
a s s o c ia te d  s k i  land ings . The p le a s an t ,  long , sunny days a t  t h i s  
time o f  the  year bo th  encourage and a llow  p i l o t s  and h'xnters to  
venture in to  remote areas f o r  same day a irb o rn e  tak in g .

8 . On February 12, 1994, while  conducting a e r i a l  wolf 
surveys in  th e  Fortym ila  reg ion  o f  e a s t c e n t r a l  A laska ( in  Game 
Management U n it  2 0 E ) , I  observed f re sh  evidence o f  what appeared to  
be a land and shoo t o r  attempted land and shoo t tak ing  o f  wolves. 
A sk i -e q u ip p ed  Super Cub had landed a t  two lo c a t i o n s  approximately  
th r e e  m iles  a p a r t  on the  North Fork o f  th e  Fortym ila  R iv e r ,  
d i r e c t l y  a top  th e  t r a c k s  o f  approximately 8 -1 0  wolves th a t  had been 
t r a v e l in g  a long th e  same r i v e r .  The wolf t r a c k s  and the  Super cub
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t r a c k s  appeared t o  be o f the  same age; both were l i k e l y  made on 
February 10, one day a f t e r  an e x c e l le n t  t r a ck in g  snow had f a l l e n  
over t h i s  r e g io n . In my op in ion , these t r a ck s  in d ic a te d  th a t  the  
1 -2  occupan ts o f  the  Super Cub may have s u c c e s s fu l ly  taken wolves 
in t h i s  a rea  by pursu ing  them along the  r i v e r  and landing a t  l e a s t  
tw ice  t o  sh oo t a t  them. In n e i th e r  case was th e re  any t r a c k s  to  
in d i c a t e  t h a t  the  o c cu p an t (s )  moved a t  l e a s t  100 yards from the 
a i r p la n e .  One o f  th e  land ings (abou t th re e  m ile s  upstream from the  
o th e r )  was on a d i f f i c u l t  bend in  the  r i v e r .  In my op in ion , the re  
would have been no reason t o  land a t  t h i s  d i f f i c u l t  l o c a t i o n  —  
d i r e c t l y  a top  th e  w olf t r a c k s  —  excep t f o r  th e  purpose of 
a ttem pting  t o  taka  wolves. I  was f ly in g  in  a sk i -equ ipped  Super 
Cub a t  th e  time o f  t h i s  ob se rv a t ion  on February 12 but due to  
tu rb u len ce  was unable t o  land a t  th ese  s i t e s  m yse lf .

IZ -g z z d z z L J SGofdon c.~Haber,

Sub sc r ib ed  and sworn t o  b e fo re  t h i s  day o f
l 9 9 4 ,  ^  . V )

Notary P u b l ic ,  States of7A laata  My commission e x p i r e s : '  '
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IN T H E  SUPERIOR COURT F O R  THE STATE O F  A L A S K A  

T H I R D  JUDICIAL DIS T R I C T  A T  A N C H O R A G E

. ).
GORDON C. HABER, Ph.D., )
A L A S K A  W I L D L I F E  ALLIANCE, )
A L A S K A  CE N T E R  F O R  THE )
ENVIRONMENT, )

Plaintiffs,
)

)
V 3 .  }

)
C A R L  L. ROSIER, COMMISSIONER ) 
A L A S K A  DEPARTMENT. OF. FISH & . )
GAME, and THE A L A S K A  DEPART- '). 
M E N T  O F  FI S H  & GAME, ) .

Defendants.
)'

.)

_ ) C a s e  No. 3 A N - 9 3 - 0 4 6 7 1  Cl

ORDER GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION

T h i s  ma t t e r  having come on for h e a r i n g  b e f o r e  the 

Honorable P e t e r  M i c h alski and the C o u r t  b e i n g  d u l y  a d v i s e d  i n  the 

premises, the Court makes the follo w i n g  F i n d i n g s  of F a c t  and 

C o n c l u s i o n s . o f  Law, and. o r d e r s . as follows:

1. Plaintiffs have shown they w i l l  s u f f e r  i r r e p a r a b l e  

h a r m  by d e l a y  in granting the inj u n c t i o n  in that the l a c k  of a c c e s s  

to radio t e l e m e t r y  frequencies for the r a d i o - c o l l a r e d  w o l v e s  will, 

in large part, preclude meaningful scientific s t u d i e s  d u r i n g  a 

critical p e r i o d  of the biological year. Further, p l a i n t i f f s  ha v e  

shown irrepa r a b l e  harm in that t h e y  seek the r e s u l t s  of said 

studies in o r d e r  t o  prepare public c omments for p r e s e n t a t i o n  t o  the 

B o a r d  of G a m e  at  a meeting scheduled for June 2 6 - J u l y  1, 1993.

2. Defendants have failed t o  d e m o n s t r a t e  t h a t  t h e y  w i l l

suffer h a r m  f r o m  the release' of the r a d i o  f r e q u e n c i e s  in. t h a t

O r d e r  G r a n t i n g  P r e l i m i n a r y  i n j u n c t i o n

Page 1
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p l a i n t i f f s  wi l l  be subject to a strict c o n f i d e n t i a l i t y  order w h i c h  

w i l l  p r e c l u d e  any further d i s s e m i n a t i o n  of the frequencies. 

Further, defendants' c o n c e r n  th a t  other p a r t i e s  o r  i n d i v i d u a l s  m a y  

s e e k  access to r a dio frequencies for s c i e n t i f i c  studies in 

s u f f i c i e n t  numbers to pose a potential d e t r i m e n t  to the w i l d l i f e  

i n v o l v e d  is_a future, an d - s p e c u l a t i v e  issue and m a y  b e  r e s o l v e d  by  

t h e  Dep a r t m e n t  t h r o u g h  the d r a f t i n g  of a p p r o p r i a t e  regulations.

3 . Plaintiffs have d e m o n s t r a t e d  a  p r o b a b i l i t y  of 

s u c cess on the merit3 in that t h e  r e g u l a t i o n  r e l i e d  up o n  b y  the

state is i n c o nsistent w i t h  the enabling l e g i s l a t i o n  a n d  o v e r b r o a d

in th a t  it limits r e l e a s e .of the radio f r e q u e n c i e s  to state or

f ederal agencies. Further, t h e r e  has b e e n  no s h o w i n g  th a t  the

s c i e n t i f i c  studies p r o p o s e d  b y  plaintiffs m a y  p o s e  a  d e t r i m e n t  to  

t h e  wildlife.

4. The court finds that the C o m m i s s i o n e r  of t h e  

D e p a r t m e n t  of Fish & Ga m e  has authority, p u r s u a n t  to the statute, 

t o  impose reasonable r e s t r ictions on t h e  r e l e a s e  of said 

frequencies,- -including-, -but- not limited to, t h e  a u t h o r i t y  to 

r e q u i r e  co n f i d e n t i a l i t y  orders e n forceable p u r s u a n t  t o  the con t e m p t  

p o w e r s  of t h e  court; the a u t h o r i t y  t o  l imit the r e l e a s e  of said 

f reque n c i e s  t o  private individuals, government agencies, or other 

p a r t i e s  e n g aged in v a lid scientific studies and observations; a n d  

t h e  a u t h o r i t y  to impose r e a s o n a b l e  r e s t r i c t i o n  b y  per m i t  o r  o t h e r  

p r o c e s s e s  w h i c h  w i l l  pre c l u d e  studies, which, b y  t h eir number, 

i n t e n s i t y  or other criteria, m a y  p r o v e  d e t r i m e n t a l  to t h e  wildlife.

Order Granting Preliminary injunction
Pago 2
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% (

NOW, THEREFORE, this. C o u r t  o r d e r s  as follows:

1. The A l a s k a  D e p a r t m e n t  of F i s h  S G a m e  s h a l l  

i m m e d i a t e l y  r e l e a s e  to Dr. Haber the r a d i o  f r e q u e n c i e s  for t h o s e  

r a d i o - c o l l a r e d  wo l v e s  w h i c h  are, or m a y  be located, in G a m e  

M a n a g e m e n t  U n i t  20A, t h e  Upper T a n a n a  F o r t y - M i l e  Region., a n d  G a m e  

M a n a g e m e n t  U n i t  13.

2. The A l a s k a  Dep a r t m e n t  of F i s h  & G a m e  shall 

immedia t e l y ' r e l e a s e  to Dr  . Haber the i d e n t i f y i n g  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of 

e a c h  of said r a d i o - c o l l a r e d  wolves, i n c l u d i n g  i n f o r m a t i o n  on sex, 

age, c o l o r  of each wolf, its pack a f f i l i a t i o n ,  t e r r i t o r y  l o c a t i o n  

a n d  o t h e r  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w h i c h  shall h e l p  c o r r e l a t e  t h e  r a d i o -  

o o l l a r  f r e q u e n c i e s  to the i d e ntified w o l ves.

3. The r a d i o  frequencies s h all b e  r e l e a s e d  s o l e l y  to 

Dr. H a b e r  and shall n o t  be  released to the p l a i n t i f f  o r g a n i z a t i o n s .  

Dr. H a b e r  is he r e b y  o r d e r e d  to not r e l e a s e  3 a i d  f r e q u e n c i e s  to  any 

o t h e r  i n d i v i d u a l  or organi z a t i o n s  o t h e r  t h a n  t h e  m a n u f a c t u r e r  of 

t h e  receiver. It is und e r s t o o d  b y  the C o u r t  a n d  the p a r t i e s  t h a t  

Dr. Haber w i l l  be u s i n g  a p r i v a t e  p i l o t  w h o  has a d e q u a t e  

c r e d e n t i a l s  i n  the use of aerial t e l e m e t r y  tracking. T h e  

D e p a r t m e n t  may, sh o u l d  it so choose, r e q u i r e  a  c o n f i d e n t i a l i t y  

a g r e e m e n t  f r o m  Dr.. H a b e r ' s  pilot. T h e  c o n f i d e n t i a l i t y  p r o v i s i o n s  

o f  this order shall, if violated, be e n f o r c e d  b y  t h e  c o n t e m p t  p o w e r  

o f  the court.

4. Dr. H a b e r  shall a p p l y  for, a n d  t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  s h all 

i s s u e  in a p r o m p t  and r e a sonable manner, a  s c i e n t i f i c - e d u c a t i o n a l  

p e r m i t  providing, i n f e r  alia, req u i r e m e n t s  of r e a s o n a b l e  n o t i c e  to

Order G r a n t i n g  Preliminary Injunction
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v.

the D e p a r t m e n t  of the overall study p l a n  and of s p e c i f i c  f l i g h t
i

p l a n 3  as w e l l  as such other c o o p e r a t i v e  a r r a n g e m e n t s  as m a y  be 

n e c e s s a r y  t o  c o o r d i n a t e  the r e s p e c t i v e  p a r t i e s r u s e  of s a i d  

frequencies.

5, The subject f r e q u e n c i e s  are to be u s e d  o n l y  in 

c o n j u n c t i o n  w i t h  Dr. Haber's s c i e n t i f i c  studies a n d  o b s e r v a t i o n s .  

No  c o m m e r c i a l  or recreational use of said frequencies is a u t h o r i z e d  

b y  th i s  order.

DATED: , 1993, at Anchorage, A l a s k a .

% u r s -  ■

. •  ~~i - " y  r . - c - F s
a copy oi the abovs was mailed to each of the following at their addresses of . r e c o r d : - K-J . » v - ^ . o.

Secretary/Deputy Clerk ( J )

P E T E R  A. MICHA L S K I  
J U D G E  O F  THE S U P E R I O R  C O U R T
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A/TASCr / -  Pĉ ry? >« //, ,-fy /  J/H ̂ JO/Sj/G/U’T' //S/S/sv^ fit/o  /M S

NAME REPRESENTING BUSINESS/PERSONAL MAILING ADDRESS ZIP (H) PHONE (W) PHONE
DO YOU WANT 
TO TESTIFY?

WHAT SUBJECT/ 
WHICH BILL?

/ In t i  . a «, K 'ffip J  i , x P  0 f i  o* ,2  5  5  A fo  -J j'«— - ̂ <P?ffO I f Y N /Js4</3
( V  1 f f l i w r

■*■ " .................. ..............................................  —

P()/n s l/O'llU f< fo / Y H P  </?/?
l(fl KC'-rvf 6 f A v x J  19 li'f  n i o s ^ s £ \ ,v \  2 - 0 ^ 1 ^7> 10?S> N n r  ( P i

■

Y N

Y N

Y N

Y N

Y N

Y N

Y N

Y N

-£  / & s r r  StA-D //uC ju c tfe r _ K

CVhoSs*- g 7 C  /n/?//S/u£

HOUSE RESOURCES  COMMITTEE

DATE: <b/Js/c?̂ / PLACE: C a p i t o l ,  Room 124




