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Finance Committee considered CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 208(RES)
HB 208 AQUATIC FARMS FOR SHELLFISH 

"An Act relating to aquatic farming of shellfish; and providing for an effective date."
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CS

CS

] attached amendment(s)

] adopt Letter of Intent by
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mFISCAL NOTE
S T A T E  O F A L A S K A
2002 L E G IS L A T IV E  SESSIO N

Fiscal Noto Number:
Bill Version:
(H) Publish Dato:

CSHB 206(FSH) 
3/6A52

Environmental Conservation
Title An Act Relating to Aquatic Farming of Shellfish BRU Environmental Health

Component Food Safety and SanitationSponsor Representative ScalziRequestor House Fisheries Componont No, 2343
Expendlturea/Revanuea (Thousands ol Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not Include Inflation unless otherwlso noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2003 FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2008 FY 2007 FY 2008
Porsonal Sorvlces 
Travel 
Contractual 
Supplies 
Equlpmonl 
LanJ & Structures 
Grants & Claims 
Miscollnnoous

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES
ICHANGEIN REVENUES ( )
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Oollars)
1002 Fodoral Rocoipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF
1005 GF/Program Rocoipts 
1037 GF/Montal Hoallh
Othar (Soocify Tyoo-Do not abbroviato)

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 c.o 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 1 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0Estlmalo of any current yoar (FY2002) cost:

Chock this box (X) If funding for this bill Is Included In tho Govornor’s FY 2003 budgot proposal:
POSITIONS
FulMimo 0 0 0 0 0 0
Part-time 0 0 0 0 0 0
Temporary 0 0 0 0 0 0
ANALYSIS: (Attach • jcporalo pooo ifnocoiiary)

This fiscal nolo was developed using information from testimony on tho Sonate companion bill (SB 141). 
During this testimony, it became dear (hat "suitablo" did not moan already corlifiod as a growing area under 
tho National Shollfish Sanitation Program (NSSP), thoroforo tho dopartmont doos not oxpocl any Increased 
costs during tho yoars covorod by this fiscal noto. Codification undor (ho NSSP normally lakes placo 
shortly boforo commercial harvosting bogins. Currontly tho industry pays for part of tho cost to cortify 
growing aroas and wo would oxpoct that to bo tho case If this bill passos. Howovor, ovon with Industry 
support for somo of tho codification costs, thoro will bo an Incroasod cost to tho dopartmont whon any of tho 
growing sites pormitlod undor this logislation nood to bo corlifiod undor tho NSSP.

Proparod by: Janlco Adair, Dlroctor_____
Division Division of Environmental Hoallh

Phono (907) 269-7644 
Oalo/Tlmo 2/20/02 3:49 PM

Approvod by: Kurt Frodrlksson Deputy Commissioner
Agency Dopartmont of Environmontal Consorvallon

Dalo 2/20/2002

ft*7001 QUO) Pago 1 of 1



FISCAL NOTE
S T A T E  O F  A L A S K A
2002 L E G IS L A T IV E  SESSION

fjiscal Note Number

Bill Version:

() Publish Date:

CSHB 208 (RES)

Revision Date/Time (Note If correction): 
Title Aquatic Farms For Shellfish

4/19/2002 Dept. Affected: 
BRU

_____ Fish and Game
Commercial Fisheries

Sponsor
Requester

Representative Scalzi
_ Component Fisheries Development

Senate Resources Component No. 1942
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2003 FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008
Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous

40.0 25.0
5.0 5.0
5.0 3.0 •

2.0 •

TOTAL OPERATING 50.0 35.0 • • • •

ICAPITAL EXPENDITURES | 1 1 1 1 1
jcHANGEIN REVENUES ( ) | I l f
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF
1005 GF/Program Receipts 
1037 GF/Mental Health

50.0 35.0

TOTAL 50.0 35.0 • • • •

Estimate of any current year (FY2002) 
Check this box (X) If funding for this b
POSITIONS

cost: 0.0
rnor's FY 2003 budget pII Is Includod In tho Gove roposal: j

Full-time
Part-time
Tempera ry 2
ANALYSIS: (Attach a soparato pago if nocossary)

ADF&G is required to provide consultation to DNR regarding the suitability of various sites before they aro 
offered for lease. The Mariculture Program Leader and Assistant will lead and coordinate, in conjunction 
with industry nominations, the selection of sites to survey as well as field activities with ADF&G regional 
staff, and staff from other participating agencies. To accomplish site surveys for suitability, ADF&G will 
conduct dive surveys on potential sites. Personnel costs includo funding for a seasonal Fisheries 
Biologist I, certified divers associated with dive surveys and inspections at proposed aquatic farm sites, 
and laboratory testing of samples taken from tho sites. Travel costs include per diem and transport of 
department staff, including certified divers, to proposed and existing farm sites.

{Continued}
Prepared by:

Division

Approvod by:

Agency

Doug Mocum Phono 465-6100

Director Date/Time 4/19/02 11:00 AM

Gordy Williams for Commissioner Frank Ruo Dato 4/21/2002

Fish and Gamo

tRoxttij <V700t OMO) Pago 1 of 2



F IS C A L  N O T E

ANALYSIS CONTINUATION

Supplies include materials necessary for dive surveys, scientific supplies and data processing, and 
assistance with regional mariculture plan development.
Additional time and funding needed to complete the work associated with identification of new ?'oas in FY 
2004 are roughly estimated at 50% of the FY 2003 costs.
* There will also be increasing costs associated with any large increases in mariculture permitting and 
support. Many services, such as water quality and product testing, currently provided at little or no cost to 
aquatic farm operators by various state facilities, resources, and personnel, will probably not be fiscally 
possible as the number of mariculture operations increases unless funding is provided. These are 
essential to meet statutory requirements. Since such impact is completely contingent on the number of 
new farms and the size of the farms, these costs are impossible to estimate. This fiscal note merely 
identifies the likelihood of additional long-term costs.

S T A T E  O F  A L A S K A  B IL L  N O . C S  H B 208  (R E S )

2002 L E G IS L A T IV E  SE SS IO N

NOTE: ADFG Division of Habitat and Restoration has also submitted a fiscal note.



S T A T E  O F  A L A S K A
2002 L E G IS L A T IV E  SESSIO N

n o t e

SENATE: RNW 'CE

Revision Date/Time (Note If correction):_
Title: Aquatic Farms for Shellfish

3/12/2002 Dopt. Affecluu.
[bru:
Componont:

Fiscal Noto Numboc
Bill Version:
() Publish Data:

CSHB 208(RES)

Natural Resources 
Minerals. Lend & Wetor Day 
Claims. Permits and (.eases

Sponsor
Requester

Rap. SCALZI, Crwruutt. LxncxxUr. H«rr(i. Hvdxon. ixrrv«i 
(H) FIN___________________ Component Number 2460

Exper»dlture3/Rovonuo3 (Thousands of Dollars)

Noto: Amounts do not Indudo Inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2003 FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2009
Personal Services 62.8 110.4
Travel 5.0 10.0
Contractual 2.5 2.5
Supplies 1.0 1.0
Equipment 7.0 0.0
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING | 98.3 123.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
[capital expenditures'
|CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) j 0.01 13.9 | 27.8 41.7! 55.5 55.5
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Recoipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF 98.3 123.9
1005 GF/Program Rocoipts
1037 GF/Monlal Hoallh
Oihor (Sooci/y Typo)

TOTAL 28.3 123.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0,0
Estlmalo ol any currant yoar (FY2002) cost: nono
Chock this box (X) If funding for this bill Is Includod In the Governor's FY2003 budget proposal:
POSITIONS
Full-time 2 2
Part-time
Temporary
ANALYSIS: (Attich a septrsla page itnocessory)This bill creates a ono-tlmo disposal program of at least 90 aquatic farmsitcs and requlros DNR to condition laasas for sites that culture vrild slocks of Indigenous shellfish to restore Iho wild stock upon termination or expiration of tho lease to the population levol that existed prior to Issuanco of Iho Icaso. It provldos en attempt at a new typo of mariculturo program - one that Is modeled on ONR's existing land disposal program whcro slato agencies do ell of the up-front work end on applicant bids for a silo. ONR and OF4G would solid! nominations; pick tho areas and slles: prcparo best Intorost finding ond coast lono consistency, thon pul tho silos up for bid. Wllh respoct to Iho ONR loaso, Iho applicant could. In the boat of drcumslances, bid for Iho site, submit an oporatlng plan end obtain Iho silo with litllo or no additional work by tho agency. This Is vary dllfcront than tho 9-monlh long process currently required of an oppllcant. As tho agencies do tho work up front, significant up-front oxponsos aro noccssary, 
(CONT.J

Proparod by: 
Division 
Approved by: 
Agoncy

Bob Loofflor Phono 269-8600
Mining. Land and Wator Oato/Tlmo 12-Mar-02
Pat Pourchot Dnto 12-Mar-02
Natural Rosourcos

!«•» 0/J 031 GUO) Pago 1 of 3



(ANALYSIS: (continued)
IDNR's current aquatic farm program, which Is very different from tho procedures envisioned In this bill, 
operates with one employee and brings In approximately (48.0 a year. It would continue to operate 
while this bill Is Implemented.
DNR’s current maricullure staff consists of one person who Is wording at full capacity with the current 
program. Implementing the bill would require a new unit consisting of two employees to pick sites and 
complete the work.
Total estimated costs for DNR’s portion of a ono-tlmo marlculturo disposal: $222,200, ovor two 
fiscal yoars.
Changes In rovonuo (annually): $13,900+ for tho first yoar, ovontually roachlng $55,500+ ovor a 
period of 3-4 years.
It is unlikely that the market could absorb 90 aquaiic farmsitos at once. We come to this conclusion 
because tho average number of applications received during an oponing is approximately 15 to 20. For 
purposes of projecting revenue, we estimate that one-qiarler of tho sites, or 22. would be taken the first 
year, and the remainder would be taken "over the counter'* over tho subsequent three years. Rent for 22i 
three-acre sites would total approximately $13,900. If half of the 90 sites, or 45, are taken initially, the I 
possible annual revenue could be S27.800. The total annual revenue after 90 sites are taken would be 
S55.600. This estimate is based on an average 3-acre suspended culturo silo x 60 sites = 533,000 and 
Ian average of 5-acre on-bottom culturo site x 30 sites =522,500. (As of August 2, 2001, tho aquatic farm 
lea.'a fee was adjusted to S350 for the first acre, plus $100 for each additional acre.) I

Pago 2 of 3



Personal Services New Position Detail
D e p a rtm e n t o f  N a tu ra l R e s o u rc e s

D R A FT

BRU Name: Minerals. Land, and Water Development (330)
Scenario: DNR FY2003 Fiscal Notes - for Positions (2481)

Component: Claims, Permits & Leases (2460)

PCH Job Class HUe

10-£O75 Natural Resource l.tgr I

Justification:
HB208

10-C077 Natural Resource Tech I

J u s tif ic a tio n :

HB208

C o m p o n e n l S u m m a ry :  

T o ta l N ew  P o s itio n s : 2

Fund Description

1004 General Fund Receipts

Status Code
FT

FT

Oarg
Unh Location

Salary
Schtd

Rangel Budgeted Split/ Annual 
Steps Months Count Salary

Prtmlu n Annua] 
COLA Pay Benefits

Total

GG Anchorage 2A 18 C g.o 35,154 565 o 12359 48.676
Funding DeLail:
1004 General Fund Receipts 100.00% 48.676

Total Funding: 100.00% •48.678
GG Anchorage 2A 12 C 9,0 23,247 373 0 10319 34,139

Funding Detail:
1004 General Fund Receipts 100.00% 34.139

Total Funding: 100.00% 34.139

Fund
Percent

Fund
Am ount

100.00% 82.817

T o u t  F u n d in g :  100.00% 82.817

Note: II a position is spM. an asterisk f )  appear In the Split/Count column. Jf me ipU position is also counted in the component, two asierisLs (**) wJ appear n  this otAmv

Stale o l AlatVa
Pago 3 old Orponmcnl ol Natural Resources 03-06-2002 11‘4 7 am



FISCAL NOTE
STATE OF ALASKA MAY f 1 2002 Fiscal Note Number 4
2002 LEGISLATIVE SESSION | Bill Version: CSHB 208(RES)

___ ( (H) Publish Date: 3/13/02
Revision Date/Time (Note if correction): Dept. Affected: ADF&G
Title Aquatic farms for shellfish BRU Habitat and Restoration

Component Habitat
Sponsor Representative Scalzi
Requester House Resources Component No. 486
Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)
Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.
OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2003 FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008
Personal Services 65.5 33.0 • • * •
Travel 5.0 2.5 * * • •
Contractual 2.0 1.0
Supplies
Equipment
Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING 72.5 36.5 • • • •
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES | | |
CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) | ;
FUND SOURCE (Thousandsof Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF 72.5 36.5 • • * •
1005 GF/Program Receipts
1037 GF/Mental Health
Interagency Reciepts fron DNR

TOTAL 72.5 36.5 • • • *
Estimate of any current year (FY2002) cost: 0.0
Check this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor’s FY 2003 budget proposal: 
POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

1
2

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary)

CSHB 208 (FSH) creates a one-time offering of at least 90 aquaiic farm sites for lease.
In addition to the requirements in the bill, the requirements of other State and Federal statutes may affect 
sites that could be offered. These may include, but are not limited to, the Alaska Coastal Managemeni 
Plan, District Plans, legislatively designated areas statutes and regulations, and 16.40.100-199 which 
requires that the physical and biological characteristics of a site be suitable for shellfish farming, that a 
farm site not require significant alterations in traditional fisheries or other existing uses of fish and wildlife 
resources, and may not affect fisheries, wildlife or their habitats [cont]

Prepared by: Chip Dennerlein__________  Phone 465-3065
Division Habitat and Restoration Date/Time 3/5/02 12:30 PM
Approved by: Gordy Williams for Commissioner Frank Rue _ Date 3/5/2002
Agency Fish and Game
iRevuMMooi omb) Page 1 of _ 2

COMMITTEF COPY
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F IS C A L  N O T E

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. CSHB 208(RES) - FN#4
2002 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
ANALYSIS CONTINUATION

in an adverse manner. ADNR aquatic farm statutes and guidelines have specific requirements for such 
things as avoidance of eagle nests, marine mammal and seabird rookeries, and commercial seining 
areas. ADF&G maintains this information.
Identifying and evaluating 90 permittable lease sites will require intensive effort and additional staff will be 
needed. A Habitat Biologist III is needed to work with ADNR, ADEC, and ADF&G CFMD to identify 
potential lease sites. Existing fish and wildlife, habitat and public use data on sites will be collected and 
evaluated. Potential lease sites will be identified and surveyed in the field to determine suitability. The 
biologist will: review land use plans, coordinate with ADF&G Wildlife Conservation and Subsistence 
Divisions, ADNR, ADOL, local governments, and federal agencies; prepare site reports; attend public 
meetings and hearings; and issue Special t  -ea permits as necessary. A 3-month FT III will aid in habitat 
site evaluations in the field, and one month of Cartographer 2 time will be needed to enter data into the 
GIS system.
* Costs for administration and oversight of additional levels of mariculture activity in subsequent years 
may be significant, but are difficult to quantify at this time.

P age_2_o f_2



HOSTAGE PAID!
To: Respective Legislators: 3/13/02

Regarding SB I04&HB208
uAn act relating to the aquatic farming of shellfish”

From: Gary R. Zaugg 
519 Pittenger St.
Ktn, Ak. 99901.
(907) 225-2089

Dear Senators & Representatives,

During recent weeks 1 have watched the respective bills move through committees’. I have listened to the 
public comments of support from legislators, administrators, sections of industry and the likes. With all due 
respect to the individuals supporting this bill, you are attempting to fix a part of the aquatic farm program 
that is not broken. There is no probler .vith the current review process under the Alaska Coastal 
Management Plan, Best Interest Finding and subsequent lease program. There is no need to identify areas 
that are 'suitable' for aquaculture because that is already being done, by industry, within the current review 
process under the concepts of“conflicting use”. The current process may not be perfect but I can guarantee 
you, all the pieces are in place and this part of the process is working.
I feel 1 am in a unique position to comment on this issue. First, I am a principle litigant in the administrative 
appeal surrounding the 1999 aquatic shellfish application period. The 1999 application period, which 
resulted in the appeal, was a fiasco for everyone. But it was only because of a “conflicting use” concern by 
ADF&G regarding utilization of “natural set” stock by aquatic farmers within the boundaries of a farm. 
This issue will be resolved by the Supreme Court within one year and the results will be superimposed on 
top of the current mariculture program. I would like to ask you this. What is going to happen if the 
Supreme Court rules that aquatic farmers are a legitimate “commercial user group”? No less or no more a 
“commercial user group” than the limited entry fishers? In other words there will be no “preferential use” 
given to limited entry fishers resulting in a “conflicting use”, over aquatic farmer on “natural set” stocks 
that have never been utilized in the history of modern man. Will this current legislation hold any water in 
this situation. The answer is no and there is no deference given to this highly probable situation in this bill.
Second, I am one of six individuals in the state who will be issued permits for on bottom geoduck 
mariculture within the next few weeks. These permits are being issued after going through the 2001 aquatic 
shellfish application period. The 2001 application period went well, and at this time I believe no appeals 
are pending. My cunent site is inside the boundaries of a “ limited entry fisheries”. How is that? You might 
ask. The answer is simple and is also why the current system works. The answer is; there is no current 
“conflicting use” because the limited entry fisheries, under sustainable yield, has harvested the natural set 
stocks to 30% of the original volume and has been shut down by regulations of the Board of Fish. Does the 
system work? You bet it does. 1 would further suggest the system will always work, because under the 
Alaska Coastal Management Plan Review process if there is a legitimate “conflicting use” it is dealt with 
under the rule of law. This bill would change the way these established processes work. How can ADF&G 
guarantee an applicant prior to undergoing the ACMP review process that the application will be approved? 
Is the ADF&G going to take into consideration public, municipal and federal concerns prior to telling DNR 
what sites it can offer for competitive bidding for lease? Is the ADF&G going to become the overseer of the 
Alaska Coastal Management Plan? Is the DNR willing to be put in the position of being sued because it 
offered sites that have no guarantee of being approved under the ACMP? Would the applicant have to go 
through the ACMP process? I would caution you here as “conflicting use" is not up to just the ADF&G.



Instead of fixing something that’s not broken the legislature needs to address the “conflicting use” issue of 
“natural set” within the boundaries of an approved farm. How is the ADF&G ' j deal with “natural set” 
within the boundaries of a farm? The legislature needs to instruct the ADF&G, within the current statues, to 
review applications that contain “natural set” stock under a utilize and replace concept. It’s just that 
simple. Aquaculture leases have this unique ability. So far the legislature has not exerted its constitutional 
right and in this case constitutional obligation to define what is acceptable to the administrative review .ts 
at the ADF&G. In my opinion unless the legislature recognizes aquatic farmers as a legitimate “user 
group” that has a right to utilize and replace “natural set” stock within the boundaries of an approved site 
for, among other things, the development of this industry, you are not doing your job. It is a mistake to 
leave this to the courts when this is well within your realm of authority.

As an aquatic farmer I am trying to develop an industry. I’m not asking for $867,000 dollars of general 
fund money over two years to create another layer of questionable policy like the current bill. But I am 
purposing a business that in essence is asking you for a short-term loan of the resource. As legislators you 
have to be looking at ways to fiirther the coastal community economies. Utilizing and replacing the 
resource to aid in the start up of these farms is an excellent concept that the industry can guarantee. It costs 
you nothing. Everyone knows that utilizing the resource is exactly what happens in the development of 
industry. But in this case we are proposing to replace the resource to 100% of its original volume at the 
termination of a lease. What other industry offers to replr.ee what it uses? This language is already 
stipulated in the coastal consistency and the best interest finding that I have had sitting idle on my desk 
since 2000. Seven additional sites from 1999 are in the same position. The problem is we have no working 
operational permit from the ADF&G because ADF&G has no guidance from the legislator that the concept 
of utilize and replace the resource is a legitimate “use” approved by the legislature. The legislature needs 
to be clear to the agency that has raised a “conflicting use” concern by defining and incorporating a utilize 
and replace system within the boundaries of an aquatic farm lease. That is the only issue that should 
concern you at this time.

Thank you for your time.
incerely,
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DATE: 4/25/02 FURTHER: Finance

DATE TURNED /  ,
IN TO OFFICE: 5 / 3 / 1 0 — _______

Judiciary Committee considerea CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 208(RES)
H S  208 AQUATIC rARMG TO/7 OIICLtnsn ■

An Ac^mlating to aquatic farming of shellfish^and providing for an effective date/

and recommends: Senate Bill:
[ ] same title

] be replaced with C S  _______________________________  (___________ ) [ j new title
H o u s e  Bill:

] adopt previous ______ C S    (_) [ ] same title
[ ] technical title

] attached amendment(s) [ ] new: SCR #_

] adopt Letter of Intent b y __________________________  Committee

] further referral t o ____________________________ Committee

N E W  FISC/ L NOTE(S): P R E V I O U S  F I S C A L  NOTE(S):

Department Date Fiscal Zero FN#

*VV;
'♦ .
\ -■*:

[ ] APPROPRIATION - no fiscal note
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SENATE COMMITTEE REPOR i

DATE: 4/18/02 FURTHER: Judiciary
Finance

DATE TURNS 
IN TO OFFICE)E° 6 £

Resources Committee considered CS FOR HOUSE BILL NO. 208(RES)
HB 208-AQUAHe FARMS FORSHEbtFiSfi 

"An Actlrelating to aquatic farming of shellfish/ and providing for an effective date."
/

and recommends:

be replaced with, 

adopt previous

C S

C S

attached amendment(s) 

adopt Letter of Intent by

further referral to _____

N E W  F I S C A L  NOTE(S):

Committee

Committee

Senate Bill:

[ ] same title 
.) [ j new title 

H o u s e  Bill:

.) [ ] same title 
[ j technical title 
[ ] new: SCR #_

P R E V I O U S  F I S C A L  NOTE(S):

Department Date Fiscal Zero FN# j

|

Department Date Fiscal Zero F N #

l'S'62- */■ 1
V S '02 1/ 3

i/" 2 .

;--------

[ ] APPROPRIATION - no fiscal note



HB 208-AQUAT1C FARM S FOR SH ELLFISH  
SENA TE FIN A N CE CO M M ITTEE

S I G N - I N

v NAME: [/--■ " > J '  —--------- ----—— ----Subject/Bill No: ----------—
Co./Dcpt./Title:'&&<*« : f
AHHn-,,- (W &sk yCftme f f & ^

Do you wish to testify?  Yes  No  Respond To Questions

NAME:--- ^ -----------------------------  Subject/Bill No: -^Q^C
Co./Dept./Tilie: 5 Phone:
Address:. ( jL if i-  V j - 7 4  H  r f IL^ Z c f< /  A l t  Z:p:. n ^ Z c f y . ___
Do you wish to testify? (/Yes  No  Respond To Questions

/ NAME:   Subject/Bill No:
Co./Dept./Title:
Address:_________________________________  Zip:___
Do you wish to testify? Yes  No  Respond To Questions

NAME:---------------------------------------------------Subject/Bill No: -----
Co./Dcpl./Titlc:--------------------------------------------  Phone:-------------
Address:--------------------------------------------------- Zip:__________
Do you wish to testify?  Yes  No  Respond To Questions
SFC -1- 5/11/02



SITE: SEWARD LIO
COMMITTEE: SFIN 
DATE: 5 - 1 1 - 0 2

PLEASE S I G N  I N

P R I N T  YOUR NAME ADDRESS (M A IL IN G  £ Z IP )

^ v r x g > -

REPRESENTING

DO YOU WANT 

TO TE S T IFY ?  
Y o r  N

Ron Long P O  Box 2464 Q u tekcak
Shellfish
H a tc h e ry

Y

Email address: Sew ard, A K  99664

Email address:

Email nddress:

Email address:

Email address:

Email address:




